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From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: Next meeting with GSW
Date: Wednesday, May 21, 2014 10:24:28 AM


Hi all,


Chris and I separately talked to Clarke today. I'd like to propose this group (either Tiffany or Catherine?)
plus Jose meet next week with Clarke and Jesse to receive information from GSW regarding 1) 'new'
retail program (that will possibly result in different traffic assumptions than the ones agreed upon for
p30-32), and 2) an overview of all uses. It's not the project description but the meeting will be an
opportunity for us to hear more concretely GSW's plans for the site. I'd like to keep the group to just
us. To be clear - this isn't going to be an interactive conversation. It's an opportunity for GSW to share
more information with us. We can then as a team review and discuss and determine if the info provided
is sufficient to begin to answers some of GSW's questions about CEQA scope and process. Sound OK?
Clarke will reach out to schedule. Thanks all!


Jennifer
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: "Clarke Miller"; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII)
Cc: Bridges, George (OCII); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); Lo, Ferry (OCII)
Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
Date: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 3:06:00 PM


Looks good to me.


Ray - since George is out, could you please take a look and see if you are ok with the reorg?  Thanks


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/


PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.


-----Original Message-----
From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
Sent: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 2:11 PM
To: Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Bridges, George (OCII); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); Lo, Ferry (OCII)
Subject: FW: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
Importance: High


Ray, Catherine,


I'm forwarding an email to you since George is out of the office today. Please see below for a suggested
change to the sequencing of the consultant opportunities (i.e., flip the order so arena-specific disciplines
are second to improve optics that the design team hasn't already been selected). Attached is a redline
illustrating this re-sequencing. There are also a couple of minor edits to the disclaimer language we'd
like to clean up. Can you let us know if you see any issues?


In the meantime, we'll work on a clean version so we can send this before end-of-day.


Thanks,
Clarke


-----Original Message-----
From: Clarke Miller
Sent: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 1:27 PM
To: 'Bridges, George (OCII)'
Cc: Lo, Ferry (OCII); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
Importance: High


George,


As I mentioned Friday, the Warriors counsel was reviewing the final draft over the weekend, and he's
suggested a couple of changes. Most importantly, he thought it'd be best to lead with the 'full +
partnership opportunities' section first and then to follow with the arena-specific 'partnership
opportunities' section so the respondents feel like there's ample LBE/SBE opportunity available within the
project. I think this is a good suggestion; can you let us know if you see a problem?
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He also requested we make some minor edits to the disclaimer language around ownership of
documents and reservation of rights to not select consultants for a given discipline. The spirit of the
disclaimers remains the same as we'd had it previously.


Apologies for the last minute changes. I know you're out of the office today. Do you want to discuss this
via phone this afternoon before we send it out? Best way to reach me is cell: 415-572-7640.


Thanks,
Clarke


-----Original Message-----
From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
Sent: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 8:39 AM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Lo, Ferry (OCII); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary


Clarke


The only change would be in the first paragraph of the RFQ.  The project is in the Mission Bay South
Project Area.


Feel free to send to RFQ and OCA form to Ferry Lo who will post the project.


I am out of the office today and will return tomorrow.


George
________________________________________
From: Clarke Miller <CMiller@stradasf.com>
Sent: Friday, May 23, 2014 3:56 PM
To: Bridges, George (OCII)
Cc: Lo, Ferry (OCII); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary


George, Ferry,
Please see the attached revised OCA form and let me know if you have any questions.
Thanks,
Clarke


-----Original Message-----
From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
Sent: Friday, May 23, 2014 12:02 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Lo, Ferry (OCII); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: Re: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary


Clarke


We have had some trouble emails this past week so my apology.


My comments included - #7 is not applicable to this project. N/A is fine.


Please make the following change:  SBE/MBE/WBE/LBEs are encourage to apply.


Thanks again
George


> On May 23, 2014, at 11:42 AM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
>
> No, George, I didn't see your email come through yesterday. Do you mind resending? In the
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meantime, I'll delete the discipline info in the OCA form.
>
> I'll send the updated RFQ later today. Thanks, in advance, for your review.
>
> Enjoy the holiday weekend.
>
> Clarke
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
> Sent: Friday, May 23, 2014 11:37 AM
> To: Clarke Miller; Lo, Ferry (OCII)
> Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
> Subject: Re: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>
> Clarke
>
> Did you get my email yesterday with the updated OCA form and Ferry's email?
>
> Please delete all of the information regarding the various disciples on the OCA form.  Ferry will not be
able to add all of that information to the actual posting however he will attach the RFQ.  By mentioning
the developer Is seeking design consultants, we should be fine.
>
> If you send an updated RFQ today, I will review the RFQ over the weekend.
>
> Ferry will plan to post this RFQ after my review.  He is copied on this email.
>
> Have a nice weekend
>
> George
>> On May 23, 2014, at 10:54 AM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
>>
>> George,
>> Can you confirm for me that you're the correct person to review this OCA form? Or should it go to
Ferry Lo? If so, would you please send me Ferry's email address? I want to make sure it's correct
before end of day today.
>> Thanks,
>> Clarke
>>
>> -----Original Message-----
>> From: Clarke Miller
>> Sent: Wednesday, May 21, 2014 4:45 PM
>> To: 'Bridges, George (OCII)'
>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>
>> George,
>>
>> I have attached a draft of the completed OCA form. There are a couple more disciplines we're still
fine-tuning, but I'd appreciate it if you'd provide any feedback on the responses I provided.
>>
>> Also, I noticed in the version you gave me that SBE/LBEs were actually encouraged to partner in
advance with prime consultants. Since we're explicitly discouraging that on our project, I wanted to
understand the implication of Question 7 where answering the % LBE goal of our project apparently
triggers an action on the website which allows primes to see which SBE/LBEs have submitted. Can we
opt out of that function?
>>
>> Lastly, can you confirm who I should send this form to once finalized? And do they need to review
it before Tuesday or will they be able to process it the day our RFQ goes out?
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>>
>> Thanks,
>> Clarke
>>
>> -----Original Message-----
>> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
>> Sent: Monday, May 19, 2014 5:29 PM
>> To: Clarke Miller
>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>
>> Clarke, Kate, Ben and David
>>
>> Thank you for coming in today to further discuss the RFQ process.
>>
>> Please find the most updated RFQ and a completed OCA form for your review.
>>
>> I tentatively have a room for us on Tuesday, June 3 at 9am.
>>
>> George
>>
>> -----Original Message-----
>> From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
>> Sent: Monday, May 19, 2014 1:05 PM
>> To: Bridges, George (OCII)
>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>
>> George,
>> Please see the attached updated document. We've revised it to try and distinguish between those
disciplines which will have a partnering opportunity only, and those with an opportunity for either full
scope or partnering. We look forward to your feedback. Also, please note that Exhibit A needs to be
cleaned up once we've resolved how to handle the upper section of the document.
>> See you @ 3:30pm.
>> Thanks,
>> Clarke
>>
>> -----Original Message-----
>> From: Clarke Miller
>> Sent: Monday, May 19, 2014 9:27 AM
>> To: 'Bridges, George (OCII)'
>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>
>> Thanks for your flexibility, George. We'll see you at 3:30pm at your office. I'll be forwarding the
revised RFQ document to you shortly.
>> Clarke
>>
>> -----Original Message-----
>> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
>> Sent: Monday, May 19, 2014 9:18 AM
>> To: Clarke Miller
>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
>> Subject: Re: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>
>> Clarke
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>>
>> Yes.  Let's plan to meet at 3:30.
>>
>> George
>>
>>> On May 18, 2014, at 3:20 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
>>>
>>> George,
>>> We apologize, but we had a conflict arise on our end at 2pm tomorrow. Are you available instead
later in the afternoon around 3:30 or 4pm?
>>> Thanks,
>>> Clarke
>>>
>>> Clarke Miller
>>> Strada Investment Group
>>>
>>>> On May 16, 2014, at 2:57 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
>>>>
>>>> George,
>>>> Monday at 2pm works for us. Would you like to meet at your office again? We'll send the revised
RFQ in advance of the meeting.
>>>> Thanks,
>>>> Clarke
>>>>
>>>> -----Original Message-----
>>>> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
>>>> Sent: Friday, May 16, 2014 8:54 AM
>>>> To: Clarke Miller
>>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
>>>> Subject: Re: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>>
>>>> Clarke
>>>>
>>>> How does Monday or Wednesday at 2pm work for you?
>>>>
>>>> George
>>>>
>>>>> On May 16, 2014, at 8:14 AM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
>>>>>
>>>>> George,
>>>>> Thanks for the suggested revisions and the additional information. We're working on a revised
RFQ right now.
>>>>> David Carlock will be out of town Tuesday, and he'd like to attend the follow-up meeting. Are
you available either Monday afternoon or Wednesday?
>>>>> Thanks,
>>>>> Clarke
>>>>>
>>>>> -----Original Message-----
>>>>> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
>>>>> Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 5:18 PM
>>>>> To: Clarke Miller
>>>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com);
David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
>>>>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>>>
>>>>> Clarke/Kate
>>>>>
>>>>> Thank you for meeting with us today to further discuss the RFQ for the Warriors' Arena.
>>>>>
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>>>>> Since Ray and I will be in the financial district on Tuesday morning, I thought it might be
convenient for you if we meet at your office around 11am.  Will this time/day work for you?
>>>>>
>>>>> Please find the most recent edits in the attached RFQ and a copy of the OCA form.  The
information on this form should be completed so that when the RFQ is ready for release, Ferry Lo in our
office is able to post the RFQ on the OCII and City's websites.
>>>>>
>>>>> To search for certified firms in order to send the RFQ, please visit the following websites:
>>>>>
>>>>> Agency-certified SBEs: http://www.iucp.com/Default.aspx?agency=SFRA
>>>>>
>>>>> San Francisco-certified LBEs:  http://mission.sfgov.org/hrc_certification/SEARCH.aspx
>>>>>
>>>>> Please let me know if you have any other questions or concerns.
>>>>>
>>>>> George
>>>>> -----Original Message-----
>>>>> From: Bridges, George (OCII)
>>>>> Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 3:26 PM
>>>>> To: 'Clarke Miller'
>>>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com);
David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout
>>>>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>>>
>>>>> Clarke
>>>>>
>>>>> Thank you for providing the information prior to the meeting.
>>>>>
>>>>> Please find my edits to the draft RFP for your review.
>>>>>
>>>>> See you tomorrow!
>>>>>
>>>>> George
>>>>>
>>>>> -----Original Message-----
>>>>> From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
>>>>> Sent: Tuesday, May 13, 2014 10:10 PM
>>>>> To: Bridges, George (OCII)
>>>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com);
David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout
>>>>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>>>
>>>>> George,
>>>>> As promised in advance of our Thursday 9am meeting, please see attached our draft RFQ for
your review and comments. In the draft RFQ, we've highlighted a number of items that are either
pending further information on our side or for which we have questions for you. In addition, please see
the attached A&E fee breakdown by percentage. As mentioned below, we don't yet have actual fee $$
for the new site, so these are %'s based off the contracted work for Piers 30-32.
>>>>> We look forward to discussing these on Thursday.
>>>>> Thanks,
>>>>> Clarke
>>>>>
>>>>>
>>>>> -----Original Message-----
>>>>> From: Clarke Miller
>>>>> Sent: Thursday, May 08, 2014 2:20 PM
>>>>> To: 'Bridges, George (OCII)'
>>>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Jeff Rock; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa
(bdraa@warriors.com); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
>>>>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
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>>>>>
>>>>> George,
>>>>>
>>>>> An hour should be fine to cover the agenda items (i.e., comments to draft RFQ, possible
disciplines for SBE full responsibility, and relative fee contributions to overall A&E budget). As for the
budget, we'll share with you a breakdown of each consultant by %, however the total dollar amount
isn't very relevant right now because what we have only pertains to our prior site at Piers 30-32. We'll
send both the % budget breakdown and the draft RFQ to you early next week.
>>>>>
>>>>> We'll plan to meet you on the 15th at 9am at 1 SVN, 5th floor.
>>>>>
>>>>> Thanks,
>>>>> Clarke
>>>>>
>>>>> -----Original Message-----
>>>>> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
>>>>> Sent: Thursday, May 08, 2014 1:53 PM
>>>>> To: Clarke Miller
>>>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Jeff Rock; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa
(bdraa@warriors.com); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
>>>>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>>>
>>>>> Clarke
>>>>>
>>>>> Ray and I are available next Thursday from 9am - 10am.  Unfortunately, I have an all-staff
meeting that begins at 10am.  Do you think an hour will be enough time?  If not, we are available to
begin at 8:30am, ok?
>>>>>
>>>>> Thank you for planning to send a draft version of the RFQ prior to the meeting.
>>>>>
>>>>> It would also be helpful to us if we could review the budgets for the various disciplines prior to
the meeting.
>>>>>
>>>>> I look forward to meeting with the team next week.
>>>>>
>>>>> George
>>>>>
>>>>> -----Original Message-----
>>>>> From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
>>>>> Sent: Wednesday, May 07, 2014 3:51 PM
>>>>> To: Bridges, George (OCII)
>>>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Jeff Rock; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa
(bdraa@warriors.com); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
>>>>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>>>
>>>>> George,
>>>>>
>>>>> We'd like to meet with you again next week to discuss our draft RFQ (which we'll send to you
in advance), as well as our preliminary thoughts about certain disciplines which may be well-suited for
full SBE participation.
>>>>>
>>>>> Does Thursday, May 15 between 9am - 1pm work for you for an hour-long meeting?
>>>>>
>>>>> Thanks,
>>>>> Clarke
>>>>>
>>>>>
>>>>> -----Original Message-----
>>>>> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
>>>>> Sent: Monday, May 05, 2014 9:33 AM
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>>>>> To: Clarke Miller
>>>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Jeff Rock; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa
(bdraa@warriors.com); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
>>>>> Subject: FW: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>>>
>>>>> Clarke
>>>>>
>>>>> I appreciate your message.
>>>>>
>>>>> Please find the word version of the RFQ with some quick changes to the language related to
the SBE Program.
>>>>>
>>>>> This is only to serve as an example of an RFQs previously released.  Feel free to make the
necessary changes as you see fit.
>>>>>
>>>>> George
>>
>> <Bid database input form_GSW Arena Arch Consultants RFQ_5 21 14.doc>
>








From: Liz Brisson
To: Oshima, Diane
Cc: Michelle Magee; Miller, Erin; Wise, Viktoriya; Van de Water, Adam; Albert, Peter; Bollinger, Brett; Aide Aceves;


Mariana Saenz
Subject: Re: Four Meeting Summary
Date: Wednesday, January 08, 2014 6:09:44 PM
Attachments: image003.png


image006.png
image004.png
image002.png
image005.png


Diane, i think thats what Michelle referred to under third bullet of "Solicit input on
new corridor analysis". I think we need more consistent vocabulary to describe the
Phase 2 technical analysis im leading as a part of SFMTA Phase 2 WTA. I need to
work on how we convey it publicly at the 1/29 meeting, and so will follow-up with
my draft slides/materials for that meeting next week, but in the interest of starting
to convey the vocabulary id like our team to use, please see below:


During Phase 2 of the Assessment, the SFCTA will support SFMTA in
undertaking Solutions Analysis using the goals and inventory of strategies
developed during Phase 1
The Solutions Analysis unfolds in 4 steps:


1. Corridor Analysis: Using our travel forecasting tool, we look at travel
patterns to and from the Waterfront... how many people travel to and
from the Waterfront area today, and how many will do so in a future with
and without Warriors/Pier70/Mission Rock? how many will occur by
driving, transit, walking, and cycling? where are they going to and
coming from? Knowing travel patterns allows us to understand what the
problems will be on specific travel corridors. Some corridors are already
operating near or beyond capacity today, some experience very slow
speeds, some lack safe and complete cycling facilities, and some have
unsafe pedestrian crossings. The outcome of this step is a list of problems
identified for each corridor.


2. Strategy Screening: Once we have more information on the specific
problems expected on each travel corridor, we will look at the inventory
of strategies and identify which might be relevant to solving this problem.
The outcome of this step is a smaller set of strategies matched to the
problems identified in each corridor.


3. Strategy Evaluation: With a smaller set of strategies to focus on we
will undertake a more rigorous analysis to understand their effectiveness.
E.g. How much faster will a transit line get if we do X strategy? how
many more people can get on a transit line if we have one more light-rail
car? Once we know which strategies will be most effective, we will also
draw up conceptual plans for strategies that involve capital improvements
as well as estimate their capital and operating costs. The outcome of this
step is a subset of the strategies that do the best job addressing the
problems and more description of how they would work and what their
cost would be.


4. Strategy Cost-Sharing: Once we have identified a set of high-
performing strategies, we use our travel forecasting tool to understand
how much these strategies benefit underlying deficiencies that exist today
or in the future without waterfront development, vs. how much they will
serve new trips to/from waterfront development. This will inform a cost-
sharing framework that can inform subsequent discussion about the
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Development Agreements. The outcome of this step is a %-age
breakdown of costs among the city and each major development.


I would prefer that we not refer to it as "Phase 2 modeling" or "corridor modeling".
We use a model, SF-CHAMP as a forecasting tool, buts i think analysis is a better
way of describing it to the public and reflects that most of the work that we are
undertaking isnt actually through a "black box" but is hands on work from planners
and analysts.


On Wed, Jan 8, 2014 at 5:35 PM, Oshima, Diane <diane.oshima@sfport.com>
wrote:


Yes, Transp Comm meeting is 1/29th.  I have reserved Pier 1 meeting
rooms.


 


Michelle, thanks for these notes.  Yes, I assume these are to help internal
staff to achieve consistent understanding.  It also helps us be clear in any
briefing meetings with Deep and Dan.  The one change I think is needed is
to include Liz’ presentation/explanation of the Phase 2 modeling process
in the upcoming 1/29 meeting, not Feb.  Right?


 


Thanks.


 


Diane Oshima


Assistant Deputy Director, Waterfront Planning


Port of San Francisco


Pier 1, San Francisco, CA  94111


Diane.Oshima@sfport.com


415/274-0553


 


From: Liz Brisson [mailto:liz.brisson@sfcta.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 08, 2014 5:02 PM
To: Michelle Magee
Cc: Miller, Erin; Wise, Viktoriya; Van de Water, Adam; Oshima, Diane; Albert, Peter; Bollinger, Brett;
Aide Aceves; Mariana Saenz
Subject: Re: Four Meeting Summary
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Thanks Michelle, to assist with my review, can someone remind me. Is this
document intended as a reference for us, or as a tool to provide a roadmap to the
CAC? I assume the former?


 


On Wed, Jan 8, 2014 at 3:32 PM, Michelle Magee <mmagee@harderco.com>
wrote:


Hello all:


 


Attached is the summary of the first four meeting content to achieve the goal creating a
coordinated and clear communication message and rolling out a disciplined and sequenced
approach to the Phase 2 work.  I added some detail to use as talking points at the meetings.  


The January 29th meeting is now confirmed.  (Diane is that correct?) 


Please review and make any changes.


 


Happy first full week back to work,


Michelle


 


 


From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 08, 2014 12:44 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya; Michelle Magee; 'Liz Brisson'
Cc: Van de Water, Adam; Oshima, Diane; Albert, Peter; Bollinger, Brett
Subject: RE: Action Items from today


 


For this effort, I’m attaching an updated draft that captures (I think) everyone’s input up to this
point.  The title has Jan 8 in it, so that we know we’re working on the draft towards that date.  If
you do look at it and have revisions, please save the file with your initials after and send back to
me to consolidate.  Viktoriya, I’ll continue to tag-team to the extent I’m able to manage!


 


Thanks,


 


Erin Miller
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Project Manager, Waterfront Transportation Assessment


 


Join the Waterfront Transportation Assessment Mailing List


 


Sustainable Streets-Strategic Planning & Policy


Urban Planning Initiatives


 


 


 SFMTA | Municipal Transportation Agency


1 South Van Ness Ave, 7th Floor-7067 -  SF, CA 94103


Office:   415 701 5490


Mobile: 415 971 7429


 


From: Wise, Viktoriya [mailto:viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 08, 2014 7:40 AM
To: Miller, Erin; 'Michelle Magee'; 'Liz Brisson'
Cc: Van de Water, Adam; Oshima, Diane; Albert, Peter; Bollinger, Brett
Subject: RE: Action Items from today
Importance: High


 


Planning will do this.  However, we cannot commit to completing this until early
next week at best.


 


Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning


 


Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049│Fax: 415-558-6409


Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org


Web: www.sfplanning.org
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From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 07, 2014 6:45 PM
To: 'Michelle Magee'; 'Liz Brisson'
Cc: Van de Water, Adam; Oshima, Diane; Wise, Viktoriya; Albert, Peter; Bollinger, Brett
Subject: RE: Action Items from today


 


Hi there,


 


I will not be able to finalize the draft in number 1 below by tomorrow, Jan 8.  I have found that I
have very little bandwith, and a HUGE to-do list on the many tangents of the WTA.  Could anyone
perhaps take a first stab and then send to me for review and comments? 


 


Erin Miller


Project Manager, Waterfront Transportation Assessment


 


Join the Waterfront Transportation Assessment Mailing List


 


Sustainable Streets-Strategic Planning & Policy


Urban Planning Initiatives
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From: Michelle Magee [mailto:mmagee@harderco.com] 
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 3:55 PM
To: Liz Brisson
Cc: Van de Water, Adam; Oshima, Diane; Wise, Viktoriya; Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter; Bollinger, Brett
Subject: Action Items from today


 


Hi all:


 


I did not include all the other meetings mentioned, however the group
agreed to add 12-1pm to the Standing CEQUA meeting on Wednesday’s


 


Action Items: 


1.      Summarize and produce one overview document Jan 8th – Erin


2.      Circulate Notes from Jan 2nd – Liz – DONE


3.      Summarize the 4 meeting process for Transportation Co-Chairs by
Jan 8th – Michelle


4.      Set Transportation co-chairs meeting for Jan 15 – Michelle


5.      Present Pilot and CAC meeting plan at the Ken Rich’s Standing
Transportation Meeting with Mayor on Jan 17th at 2pm –Victoria, Peter,
Adam


 


 


 


 


From: Liz Brisson [mailto:liz.brisson@sfcta.org] 
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 1:36 PM
To: Michelle Magee
Cc: Van de Water, Adam; Oshima, Diane; Wise, Viktoriya; Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter; Bollinger, Brett
Subject: Re: CONFIRMING: Piers 30-32 Transportation meeting/call per Diane


 


Hi All, 


 


To support our discussion today, I have prepared two things that are attached:


1) Schedule of Assessment Phase 2 Technical Work (built in same spreadsheet as
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SF Planning's Warriors EIR schedule on separate tab)


2) Revised write-up from Brett. I started doing this in track changes but my
changes were so wholesale that i just created a new version. Ultimately, i think we
could use a simplified and graphical version of this for the public, which could
perhaps build on the slide set ive been using to share the phase 2 scope (slides
from recent DWG meeting attached) 


 


I will bring hard copies to the meeting at SFMTA, but wanted to share electronic
versions for those who are calling in.


 


Thanks, Liz


 


On Thu, Jan 2, 2014 at 12:37 PM, Michelle Magee <mmagee@harderco.com>
wrote:


Hi Erin:  
We need the conference line number to call in at 2pm.  
Thanks


 


From: Van de Water, Adam [mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 12:33 PM
To: Oshima, Diane
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya; Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter; liz.brisson@sfcta.org; elizabeth.sall@sfcta.org;
Bollinger, Brett; Michelle Magee; Elizabeth Sall


Subject: Re: CONFIRMING: Piers 30-32 Transportation meeting/call per Diane


 


Either call my cell: 510.220.0156 or let me know the best number to call in.  Talk
soon.  Happy new year everyone!


Adam Van de Water


Project Manager


Office of Economic and Workforce Development 


City and County of San Francisco


1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place


San Francisco, CA 94102
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415.554.6625


 


On Jan 2, 2014, at 10:56 AM, "Oshima, Diane" <diane.oshima@sfport.com>
wrote:


I actually will try and attend the meeting at MTA.  Also, thanks
to Brett for circulating the draft explanation describing WTA vs.
the other transportation acronyms.  I layered in further revisions
in the attached.  See you later today.  Thanks!


 


Diane


 


Diane Oshima


Assistant Deputy Director, Waterfront Planning


Port of San Francisco


Pier 1, San Francisco, CA  94111


Diane.Oshima@sfport.com


415/274-0553


 


From: Van de Water, Adam 
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 9:52 AM
To: Wise, Viktoriya
Cc: Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter; liz.brisson@sfcta.org; elizabeth.sall@sfcta.org; Bollinger,
Brett; Oshima, Diane; Michelle Magee; Elizabeth Sall
Subject: Re: CONFIRMING: Piers 30-32 Transportation meeting/call per Diane


 


I will join but am enjoying working from home.  Is there a call-in
number?


Adam Van de Water


Project Manager


Office of Economic and Workforce Development 


City and County of San Francisco



tel:415.554.6625
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1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place


San Francisco, CA 94102


415.554.6625


 


On Jan 2, 2014, at 9:36 AM, "Wise, Viktoriya"
<viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org> wrote:


Thanks.  I got a babysitter and came in today so I will see
you at this meeting.


 


Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning


 


Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049│Fax: 415-558-6409


Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org


Web: www.sfplanning.org
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From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 9:35 AM
To: Albert, Peter; Wise, Viktoriya; Van de Water, Adam;
'liz.brisson@sfcta.org'; 'elizabeth.sall@sfcta.org'; Bollinger, Brett; Oshima,
Diane; 'Michelle Magee'
Cc: 'Elizabeth Sall'
Subject: RE: CONFIRMING: Piers 30-32 Transportation meeting/call per
Diane


 


Brett,


 


Sorry, I see on an older email that you’re unavailable. 


 


Viktoriya, 
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Would you suggest that we (me and Peter, Diane, Liz, and maybe
Adam) get together and take a first stab at this discussion and then
come next Wednesday to flesh it out?  I hate to drag you in if you have
child care limitations.


 


 


 


Erin Miller


Project Manager, Waterfront Transportation Assessment


 


Join the Waterfront Transportation Assessment Mailing List


 


Sustainable Streets-Strategic Planning & Policy


Urban Planning Initiatives
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-----Original Appointment-----
From: Miller, Erin 
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 9:31 AM
To: Albert, Peter; Wise, Viktoriya; Van de Water, Adam;
'liz.brisson@sfcta.org'; 'elizabeth.sall@sfcta.org'; Bollinger, Brett; Oshima,
Diane; 'Michelle Magee'
Cc: 'Elizabeth Sall'
Subject: CONFIRMING: Piers 30-32 Transportation meeting/call per
Diane
When: Thursday, January 02, 2014 2:00 PM-3:00 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific
Time (US & Canada).
Where: Civic Center Conference Room (1SVN 3074)
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All,


 


Would you still like to take this time today for the meeting we
discussed pre-Christmas?  This meeting was the child of our
discussion about how the transportation issues and analysis
relate between WTA, Warriors EIR, Warriors TMP that need
coordination and clear communication.  To jog your
memories, I’ve copied one of Diane’s emails below that is
key behind the topic at hand.


 


We discussed coordinating this meeting with next week’s
standing meeting at Planning on Jan 8.  We proposed this
time because we want to have Peter there, and he is leaving
for 2 weeks on Monday.  I have 5 confirmed including myself,
with Viktoriya as a tentative.  Brett, would you be able to
make it, as it’s important to have EP there.


 


Let me know if you can//want to attend. 


 


Thank you – and Happy New Year!


 


 


 


 


With many different transportation efforts in play, I
believe it’s important for city staff (as well as GSW) to
have clear and consistent talking points about what
each part is and, if applicable, its relationship to the
EIR transportation impact and mitigation analysis. 
I’m concerned that the CAC and public does not have
this yet, which makes the community discussions
more challenging.  In part, that’s because the type of







analysis MTA/CTA is doing is the most proactive and
sophisticated in decades.  We should also invest that
same kind of thought to develop a clearer way of
communicating how each piece fits into the full
picture.


 


To get the ball rolling, here’s a start at describing
each; it would be interesting to see if we all have a
shared understanding.


 


WTA – Comprehensive assessment of existing and
planned local/regional transportation projects to yield
recommendations about funding priorities and timing
adjustments (as possible) to optimize transportation
improvements to serve existing population and
planned new development, plus additional possible
measures and operational adjustments to further
improve the transportation benefits, or fill in gaps. 
Provides an early look at measures that could be
identified and analyzed as mitigation measures for
further analysis in development project EIRs.  In this
way, WTA prepares public for some content in the EIR.


 


SFCTA corridor modeling – This work does what an
EIR is not designed to do (which I believe we need to
make more explicit): evaluates the functionality of
 coordinated transportation improvements on a
corridor-basis.  This modeling tests some of the same
WTA strategies that may be considered in the EIR but
as part of an integrated package designed to improve
transportation flow along a given corridor, rather than
as possible individual EIR mitigation measures tied to
a given development project. The SFCTA modeling also
differs from the EIR by having flexibility for setting the
timeframe for studying the corridor; model can look at
nearer-term scenarios rather than the EIR standard of
2040 to meet CEQA cumulative impact analysis
requirements.  If this is an accurate description, then
we should be clearer that the SFCTA modeling is an
interactive transportation planning tool/capability that
is separate and discrete from the CEQA transportation
analysis process. The City needs to have this
capability in order to support proactive transportation







planning that aligns with smart financing decisions of
the SFCTA.  However, we should be clear that while
CEQA  EIRs and SFCTA corridor studies each may
involve use of a quantified transportation model, the
analyses are not interchangeable or reviewed in
combination; each has its separate informational
purpose.


 


MTA Transportation Demand Management Planning
(TDMP) – Provides information and direction to
building owners and developers to promote smart
transportation programs and services (which can help
inform developer TMPs), and works in concert with
MTA departments, including SET, to manage MTA
transportation programs to promote efficient
transportation that priorities alternative modes and
Transit First policy. This is an ongoing operational
function of the city that is not a part of the CEQA
process although many of the strategies employed may
be similar to mitigation measures applied to individual
projects analyzed in CEQA reviews.


 


Project Sponsor Transportation Management Plans
(TMP) – Transportation programs produced by project
sponsors (GSW) that are tailored to the detailed design
and function of the project program, to commit to
physical accommodations and site design, transit and
operational programs.  Project sponsor may start with
a proposed TMP from the project outset, which is built
into the CEQA analysis, and be subject to further
revisions and additions of mitigation measures that
flow from the conclusions of the CEQA analysis.   In
the case of GSW, their opening TMP proposal may
include some WTA strategies.


 


 


<WTA-EIR-TMP_AMV comments, DOrevs.docx>
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Liz Brisson
Senior Transportation Planner
San Francisco County Transportation Authority


1455 Market Street, 22nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
415-522-4838
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www.twitter.com/sanfranciscota
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From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: Next meeting with GSW
Date: Wednesday, May 21, 2014 10:24:28 AM


Hi all,


Chris and I separately talked to Clarke today. I'd like to propose this group (either Tiffany or Catherine?)
plus Jose meet next week with Clarke and Jesse to receive information from GSW regarding 1) 'new'
retail program (that will possibly result in different traffic assumptions than the ones agreed upon for
p30-32), and 2) an overview of all uses. It's not the project description but the meeting will be an
opportunity for us to hear more concretely GSW's plans for the site. I'd like to keep the group to just
us. To be clear - this isn't going to be an interactive conversation. It's an opportunity for GSW to share
more information with us. We can then as a team review and discuss and determine if the info provided
is sufficient to begin to answers some of GSW's questions about CEQA scope and process. Sound OK?
Clarke will reach out to schedule. Thanks all!


Jennifer
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: "Clarke Miller"; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII)
Cc: Bridges, George (OCII); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); Lo, Ferry (OCII)
Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
Date: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 3:06:00 PM


Looks good to me.


Ray - since George is out, could you please take a look and see if you are ok with the reorg?  Thanks


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/


PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.


-----Original Message-----
From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
Sent: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 2:11 PM
To: Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Bridges, George (OCII); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); Lo, Ferry (OCII)
Subject: FW: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
Importance: High


Ray, Catherine,


I'm forwarding an email to you since George is out of the office today. Please see below for a suggested
change to the sequencing of the consultant opportunities (i.e., flip the order so arena-specific disciplines
are second to improve optics that the design team hasn't already been selected). Attached is a redline
illustrating this re-sequencing. There are also a couple of minor edits to the disclaimer language we'd
like to clean up. Can you let us know if you see any issues?


In the meantime, we'll work on a clean version so we can send this before end-of-day.


Thanks,
Clarke


-----Original Message-----
From: Clarke Miller
Sent: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 1:27 PM
To: 'Bridges, George (OCII)'
Cc: Lo, Ferry (OCII); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
Importance: High


George,


As I mentioned Friday, the Warriors counsel was reviewing the final draft over the weekend, and he's
suggested a couple of changes. Most importantly, he thought it'd be best to lead with the 'full +
partnership opportunities' section first and then to follow with the arena-specific 'partnership
opportunities' section so the respondents feel like there's ample LBE/SBE opportunity available within the
project. I think this is a good suggestion; can you let us know if you see a problem?



mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com

mailto:raymond.c.lee@sfgov.org

mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org

mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com

mailto:ferry.lo@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com





He also requested we make some minor edits to the disclaimer language around ownership of
documents and reservation of rights to not select consultants for a given discipline. The spirit of the
disclaimers remains the same as we'd had it previously.


Apologies for the last minute changes. I know you're out of the office today. Do you want to discuss this
via phone this afternoon before we send it out? Best way to reach me is cell: 415-572-7640.


Thanks,
Clarke


-----Original Message-----
From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
Sent: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 8:39 AM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Lo, Ferry (OCII); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary


Clarke


The only change would be in the first paragraph of the RFQ.  The project is in the Mission Bay South
Project Area.


Feel free to send to RFQ and OCA form to Ferry Lo who will post the project.


I am out of the office today and will return tomorrow.


George
________________________________________
From: Clarke Miller <CMiller@stradasf.com>
Sent: Friday, May 23, 2014 3:56 PM
To: Bridges, George (OCII)
Cc: Lo, Ferry (OCII); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary


George, Ferry,
Please see the attached revised OCA form and let me know if you have any questions.
Thanks,
Clarke


-----Original Message-----
From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
Sent: Friday, May 23, 2014 12:02 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Lo, Ferry (OCII); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: Re: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary


Clarke


We have had some trouble emails this past week so my apology.


My comments included - #7 is not applicable to this project. N/A is fine.


Please make the following change:  SBE/MBE/WBE/LBEs are encourage to apply.


Thanks again
George


> On May 23, 2014, at 11:42 AM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
>
> No, George, I didn't see your email come through yesterday. Do you mind resending? In the
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meantime, I'll delete the discipline info in the OCA form.
>
> I'll send the updated RFQ later today. Thanks, in advance, for your review.
>
> Enjoy the holiday weekend.
>
> Clarke
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
> Sent: Friday, May 23, 2014 11:37 AM
> To: Clarke Miller; Lo, Ferry (OCII)
> Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
> Subject: Re: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>
> Clarke
>
> Did you get my email yesterday with the updated OCA form and Ferry's email?
>
> Please delete all of the information regarding the various disciples on the OCA form.  Ferry will not be
able to add all of that information to the actual posting however he will attach the RFQ.  By mentioning
the developer Is seeking design consultants, we should be fine.
>
> If you send an updated RFQ today, I will review the RFQ over the weekend.
>
> Ferry will plan to post this RFQ after my review.  He is copied on this email.
>
> Have a nice weekend
>
> George
>> On May 23, 2014, at 10:54 AM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
>>
>> George,
>> Can you confirm for me that you're the correct person to review this OCA form? Or should it go to
Ferry Lo? If so, would you please send me Ferry's email address? I want to make sure it's correct
before end of day today.
>> Thanks,
>> Clarke
>>
>> -----Original Message-----
>> From: Clarke Miller
>> Sent: Wednesday, May 21, 2014 4:45 PM
>> To: 'Bridges, George (OCII)'
>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>
>> George,
>>
>> I have attached a draft of the completed OCA form. There are a couple more disciplines we're still
fine-tuning, but I'd appreciate it if you'd provide any feedback on the responses I provided.
>>
>> Also, I noticed in the version you gave me that SBE/LBEs were actually encouraged to partner in
advance with prime consultants. Since we're explicitly discouraging that on our project, I wanted to
understand the implication of Question 7 where answering the % LBE goal of our project apparently
triggers an action on the website which allows primes to see which SBE/LBEs have submitted. Can we
opt out of that function?
>>
>> Lastly, can you confirm who I should send this form to once finalized? And do they need to review
it before Tuesday or will they be able to process it the day our RFQ goes out?
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>>
>> Thanks,
>> Clarke
>>
>> -----Original Message-----
>> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
>> Sent: Monday, May 19, 2014 5:29 PM
>> To: Clarke Miller
>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>
>> Clarke, Kate, Ben and David
>>
>> Thank you for coming in today to further discuss the RFQ process.
>>
>> Please find the most updated RFQ and a completed OCA form for your review.
>>
>> I tentatively have a room for us on Tuesday, June 3 at 9am.
>>
>> George
>>
>> -----Original Message-----
>> From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
>> Sent: Monday, May 19, 2014 1:05 PM
>> To: Bridges, George (OCII)
>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>
>> George,
>> Please see the attached updated document. We've revised it to try and distinguish between those
disciplines which will have a partnering opportunity only, and those with an opportunity for either full
scope or partnering. We look forward to your feedback. Also, please note that Exhibit A needs to be
cleaned up once we've resolved how to handle the upper section of the document.
>> See you @ 3:30pm.
>> Thanks,
>> Clarke
>>
>> -----Original Message-----
>> From: Clarke Miller
>> Sent: Monday, May 19, 2014 9:27 AM
>> To: 'Bridges, George (OCII)'
>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>
>> Thanks for your flexibility, George. We'll see you at 3:30pm at your office. I'll be forwarding the
revised RFQ document to you shortly.
>> Clarke
>>
>> -----Original Message-----
>> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
>> Sent: Monday, May 19, 2014 9:18 AM
>> To: Clarke Miller
>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
>> Subject: Re: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>
>> Clarke
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>>
>> Yes.  Let's plan to meet at 3:30.
>>
>> George
>>
>>> On May 18, 2014, at 3:20 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
>>>
>>> George,
>>> We apologize, but we had a conflict arise on our end at 2pm tomorrow. Are you available instead
later in the afternoon around 3:30 or 4pm?
>>> Thanks,
>>> Clarke
>>>
>>> Clarke Miller
>>> Strada Investment Group
>>>
>>>> On May 16, 2014, at 2:57 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
>>>>
>>>> George,
>>>> Monday at 2pm works for us. Would you like to meet at your office again? We'll send the revised
RFQ in advance of the meeting.
>>>> Thanks,
>>>> Clarke
>>>>
>>>> -----Original Message-----
>>>> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
>>>> Sent: Friday, May 16, 2014 8:54 AM
>>>> To: Clarke Miller
>>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
>>>> Subject: Re: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>>
>>>> Clarke
>>>>
>>>> How does Monday or Wednesday at 2pm work for you?
>>>>
>>>> George
>>>>
>>>>> On May 16, 2014, at 8:14 AM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
>>>>>
>>>>> George,
>>>>> Thanks for the suggested revisions and the additional information. We're working on a revised
RFQ right now.
>>>>> David Carlock will be out of town Tuesday, and he'd like to attend the follow-up meeting. Are
you available either Monday afternoon or Wednesday?
>>>>> Thanks,
>>>>> Clarke
>>>>>
>>>>> -----Original Message-----
>>>>> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
>>>>> Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 5:18 PM
>>>>> To: Clarke Miller
>>>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com);
David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
>>>>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>>>
>>>>> Clarke/Kate
>>>>>
>>>>> Thank you for meeting with us today to further discuss the RFQ for the Warriors' Arena.
>>>>>
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>>>>> Since Ray and I will be in the financial district on Tuesday morning, I thought it might be
convenient for you if we meet at your office around 11am.  Will this time/day work for you?
>>>>>
>>>>> Please find the most recent edits in the attached RFQ and a copy of the OCA form.  The
information on this form should be completed so that when the RFQ is ready for release, Ferry Lo in our
office is able to post the RFQ on the OCII and City's websites.
>>>>>
>>>>> To search for certified firms in order to send the RFQ, please visit the following websites:
>>>>>
>>>>> Agency-certified SBEs: http://www.iucp.com/Default.aspx?agency=SFRA
>>>>>
>>>>> San Francisco-certified LBEs:  http://mission.sfgov.org/hrc_certification/SEARCH.aspx
>>>>>
>>>>> Please let me know if you have any other questions or concerns.
>>>>>
>>>>> George
>>>>> -----Original Message-----
>>>>> From: Bridges, George (OCII)
>>>>> Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 3:26 PM
>>>>> To: 'Clarke Miller'
>>>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com);
David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout
>>>>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>>>
>>>>> Clarke
>>>>>
>>>>> Thank you for providing the information prior to the meeting.
>>>>>
>>>>> Please find my edits to the draft RFP for your review.
>>>>>
>>>>> See you tomorrow!
>>>>>
>>>>> George
>>>>>
>>>>> -----Original Message-----
>>>>> From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
>>>>> Sent: Tuesday, May 13, 2014 10:10 PM
>>>>> To: Bridges, George (OCII)
>>>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com);
David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout
>>>>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>>>
>>>>> George,
>>>>> As promised in advance of our Thursday 9am meeting, please see attached our draft RFQ for
your review and comments. In the draft RFQ, we've highlighted a number of items that are either
pending further information on our side or for which we have questions for you. In addition, please see
the attached A&E fee breakdown by percentage. As mentioned below, we don't yet have actual fee $$
for the new site, so these are %'s based off the contracted work for Piers 30-32.
>>>>> We look forward to discussing these on Thursday.
>>>>> Thanks,
>>>>> Clarke
>>>>>
>>>>>
>>>>> -----Original Message-----
>>>>> From: Clarke Miller
>>>>> Sent: Thursday, May 08, 2014 2:20 PM
>>>>> To: 'Bridges, George (OCII)'
>>>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Jeff Rock; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa
(bdraa@warriors.com); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
>>>>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
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>>>>>
>>>>> George,
>>>>>
>>>>> An hour should be fine to cover the agenda items (i.e., comments to draft RFQ, possible
disciplines for SBE full responsibility, and relative fee contributions to overall A&E budget). As for the
budget, we'll share with you a breakdown of each consultant by %, however the total dollar amount
isn't very relevant right now because what we have only pertains to our prior site at Piers 30-32. We'll
send both the % budget breakdown and the draft RFQ to you early next week.
>>>>>
>>>>> We'll plan to meet you on the 15th at 9am at 1 SVN, 5th floor.
>>>>>
>>>>> Thanks,
>>>>> Clarke
>>>>>
>>>>> -----Original Message-----
>>>>> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
>>>>> Sent: Thursday, May 08, 2014 1:53 PM
>>>>> To: Clarke Miller
>>>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Jeff Rock; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa
(bdraa@warriors.com); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
>>>>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>>>
>>>>> Clarke
>>>>>
>>>>> Ray and I are available next Thursday from 9am - 10am.  Unfortunately, I have an all-staff
meeting that begins at 10am.  Do you think an hour will be enough time?  If not, we are available to
begin at 8:30am, ok?
>>>>>
>>>>> Thank you for planning to send a draft version of the RFQ prior to the meeting.
>>>>>
>>>>> It would also be helpful to us if we could review the budgets for the various disciplines prior to
the meeting.
>>>>>
>>>>> I look forward to meeting with the team next week.
>>>>>
>>>>> George
>>>>>
>>>>> -----Original Message-----
>>>>> From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
>>>>> Sent: Wednesday, May 07, 2014 3:51 PM
>>>>> To: Bridges, George (OCII)
>>>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Jeff Rock; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa
(bdraa@warriors.com); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
>>>>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>>>
>>>>> George,
>>>>>
>>>>> We'd like to meet with you again next week to discuss our draft RFQ (which we'll send to you
in advance), as well as our preliminary thoughts about certain disciplines which may be well-suited for
full SBE participation.
>>>>>
>>>>> Does Thursday, May 15 between 9am - 1pm work for you for an hour-long meeting?
>>>>>
>>>>> Thanks,
>>>>> Clarke
>>>>>
>>>>>
>>>>> -----Original Message-----
>>>>> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
>>>>> Sent: Monday, May 05, 2014 9:33 AM
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>>>>> To: Clarke Miller
>>>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Jeff Rock; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa
(bdraa@warriors.com); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
>>>>> Subject: FW: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>>>
>>>>> Clarke
>>>>>
>>>>> I appreciate your message.
>>>>>
>>>>> Please find the word version of the RFQ with some quick changes to the language related to
the SBE Program.
>>>>>
>>>>> This is only to serve as an example of an RFQs previously released.  Feel free to make the
necessary changes as you see fit.
>>>>>
>>>>> George
>>
>> <Bid database input form_GSW Arena Arch Consultants RFQ_5 21 14.doc>
>








From: Liz Brisson
To: Oshima, Diane
Cc: Miller, Erin; Michelle Magee; Wise, Viktoriya; Van de Water, Adam; Albert, Peter; Bollinger, Brett; Aide Aceves;


Mariana Saenz
Subject: Re: Four Meeting Summary
Date: Thursday, January 09, 2014 2:17:04 PM
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Diane, that is what i was trying to do in this that i sent last week before our
workshop session. the table is a level of wonk we wouldnt want to expose the
general public to, but i think this is the building blocks of info for it.


On Thu, Jan 9, 2014 at 9:20 AM, Oshima, Diane <diane.oshima@sfport.com> wrote:


Liz


Thanks for this very helpful explanation.  I did not understand all this
from the scope.  If this is how Phase 2 should be described, then it seems
that the Transportation overview summary needs to be revised.  And, in
making those revisions, I think it’s important to articulate how it
differentiates from the EIR transportation impact and mitigation analysis. 
Will Phase 2 recommendations about WTA strategies and mitigation
measures be integrated into EIR analysis?  We should explain relationship,
because otherwise I think people will get confused.   


 


Thanks.


 


Diane Oshima


Assistant Deputy Director, Waterfront Planning


Port of San Francisco


Pier 1, San Francisco, CA  94111


Diane.Oshima@sfport.com


415/274-0553


 


From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Thursday, January 09, 2014 9:10 AM
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Waterfront Transportation Assessment (Assessment)


The Waterfront Transportation Assessment reviews and analyzes proposed transportation projects over the next 25 years along the San Francisco waterfront in anticipation of proposed major developments, including the Warriors, Mission Rock, and Pier 70 projects. It includes two main phases of work:


· Phase 1 (Fall 2012-Winter 2013)


· Inventoried transportation goals and strategies already proposed for the waterfront area. 


· Identified a set of goals and strategies developed in partnership with the community and stakeholders that update and complement this inventory to better address anticipated transportation needs of these developments and the needs of broader transportation network. 


· Phase 2 (Winter 2013-Summer 2014)


· Conducts a Corridor Analysis that identifies transportation deficiencies in the Waterfront area in existing and future scenarios with and without the major Waterfront developments; 


· Uses Corridor Analysis findings to screen inventory generated in Phase 1, generate additional strategies, and evaluate their effectiveness;


· Develops concept plans and cost estimates for effective strategies;


· Develops a cost-sharing framework for effective strategies that can inform City-Project Sponsor negotiations; the framework is based on the beneficiaries of a strategy—ie. how much will a strategy benefit each Waterfront development vs. address existing or baseline future transportation deficiencies. 


· Continues regular public involvement during each step of the process;


· Publishes findings in a final report that will be published concurrently to the Warriors DEIR.


The effort is led by the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency. The technical analysis aspects of Phase 2 are directed by the San Francisco County Transportation Authority (Transportation Authority) in partnership with SFMTA. 





Golden State Warriors Proposed Project	Comment by Liz Brisson: We could make this more vague to reference 3 developments. Or include additional blurbs for Mission Rock and Pier 70.


The Office of Economic and Workforce Development (OEWD), in partnership with the Port of San Francisco, is working with the Golden State Warriors (Warriors) to plan for a state of the art multi-purpose recreation and entertainment facility on Piers 30-32 and mixed use development on Seawall Lot 330. The proposed project includes a land use program (e.g. number of housing units, square footage of commercial/retail space, number of event seats), site plan (e.g. location and design of buildings), and transportation management plan (e.g. management and operating plan for multi-modal access to proposed site). The current proposal has been shaped by public and agency input: some strategies from Phase 1 of the Assessment have been incorporated into the Transportation Management Plan.





Golden State Warriors Environmental Impact Report


The Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Warriors project will disclose environmental impacts required to be analyzed under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), including for transportation. This analysis will include a forecast of the increases in trip-making by mode associated with the Warriors project and their resultant impact of vehicle level of service, transit crowding, pedestrian and bicycle safety and accessibility, loading needs, and emergency vehicle access. Mitigation measures will be proposed for significant impacts. The San Francisco Planning Department (SF Planning) is the lead city agency overseeing preparation of the EIR. 






What are the differences and similarities between the Assessment Phase 2 analysis and the Warriors EIR analysis of transportation impacts?


The analyses are similar in that they use the same underlying land use assumptions and travel forecasting tools, but they vary in the scenarios and horizon years they target. Table 1 provides a thorough comparison. Generally, the Assessment allows for comprehensive transportation planning to establish an overarching vision for the Waterfront transportation network that can then provide a framework to guide each Development’s transportation contribution to that vision.





Table 1: EIR vs. Assessment Transportation Analysis


			


			EIR 	Comment by Liz Brisson: I’m sure this column would need refining and expanding by SF Planning


			Assessment Phase 2





			Horizon Years


			Existing, 2040


			Existing, 2020, 2040





			Land Use Scenarios


			Existing





Existing + Project





Cumulative aka “With Waterfront Development”











-


			Existing





-





With Waterfront Development aka “Cumulative” (future growth forecast in San Francisco in Plan Bay Area through Jobs-Housing Connection Scenario)





Without Waterfront Development (With Waterrfront Development Scenario except for the sites of Warriors, Mission Rock, and Pier 70, where existing land use is considered)





			Travel Forecasting Tools and Methods


			Existing conditions from observed data





Travel Demand from Proposed Project for Existing+Project forecast using standard methodology established by SF Planning carried out by consultants.





Cumulative scenario from regional travel demand model SF-CHAMP with event trips as determined through Travel Demand inputted into model.


			Existing conditions from observed data and SF





2020 and 2040 using SF-CHAMP





With Waterfront Development includes Warriors event trips as determined through Travel Demand





			Types of Transporta-tion Planning Questions to be Answered


			What transportation measures can mitigate significant transportation impacts created by proposed development?


			What future transportation system in the Waterfront will accommodate all trip-making expected consistent with city policy goals and capacity constraints, including impacts that exist today and in the future without new Waterfront Development?


How can we get the biggest “bang for our buck” in coordinating so that strategies the city asks Project Sponsors to contribute to or implement support city efforts to address underlying transportation deficiencies?





			Travel Scenarios


			Warriors Regular Season Game, Warriors Post Season Game, Smaller Event, etc etc


			Warriors Regular Season Game


No Event at GSW





			Time Periods


			AM peak, PM peak, Late Night peak, Weekend


			PM Peak, Late Night peak














What are the different roles of the city agencies involved in this work?


· OEWD: Lead agency planning major waterfront developments (Warriors, Mission Rock, Pier 70)


· Port: Partner agency planning major waterfront developments and land-owner of waterfront development sites.


· SFMTA: Lead agency conducting the Waterfront Transportation Assessment


· SFCTA: Partner agency supporting Waterfront Transportation Assessment, directing Phase 2 technical analysis.





[bookmark: _GoBack]How can transportation strategies to improve Waterfront transportation ultimately end up implemented?


· As part of the Proposed Project (through Transportation Management Plan)


· As a mitigation measure to a significant impact identified in the Warriors EIR, Mission Rock EIR, or Pier 70 EIR


· Through the Development Agreement(s) with the Warriors, Mission Rock, or 70


· By San Francisco implementing city agencies.
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To: Liz Brisson; Oshima, Diane
Cc: Michelle Magee; Wise, Viktoriya; Van de Water, Adam; Albert, Peter; Bollinger, Brett; Aide
Aceves; Mariana Saenz
Subject: RE: Four Meeting Summary


 


I agree, and I'd also caution asking for "input" on this Phase 2 of the effort.  This will be a
presentation with a high-level overview of Phase 2.  The more detailed modeling overview is
scheduled as a part of the Feb agenda unless we pull it more into the January agenda.  


 


We do expect to frame the Pilots conversation so that we can get some very valuable input from the
CAC to help us design them.  I'm in the process of trying to clarify a "base" scope for the pilots we
will pursue.  


 


FYI, I am home right now with a sick kid.  If you're looking for me try my cell.  I may be in later
today, and I'll be checking email and working as much as I'm able.


 


Thanks,


 


 


Erin E. Miller


Project Manager Waterfront Transportation Assessment


 


Waterfront Transportation Assessment Mailing List
here
 


Urban Planning Initiatives, Sustainable Streets


SFMTA|Municipal Transportation Agency


One South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor


San Francisco, CA  94103


 


415.701.5490 (o)


415.971.7429 (m)



https://www.sfmta.com/fr/projects-planning/projects/waterfront-transportation-assessment-0

https://docs.google.com/spreadsheet/ccc?key=0Ai48sJvoueOjdDZvaHYxYWEwQURtUnkyQm9MX2ZINWc&usp=sharing

https://docs.google.com/spreadsheet/ccc?key=0Ai48sJvoueOjdDZvaHYxYWEwQURtUnkyQm9MX2ZINWc&usp=sharing

tel:415.701.5490

tel:415.971.7429





From: Liz Brisson [liz.brisson@sfcta.org]
Sent: Wednesday, January 08, 2014 6:09 PM
To: Oshima, Diane
Cc: Michelle Magee; Miller, Erin; Wise, Viktoriya; Van de Water, Adam; Albert, Peter; Bollinger, Brett;
Aide Aceves; Mariana Saenz
Subject: Re: Four Meeting Summary


Diane, i think thats what Michelle referred to under third bullet of "Solicit input on new
corridor analysis". I think we need more consistent vocabulary to describe the Phase 2
technical analysis im leading as a part of SFMTA Phase 2 WTA. I need to work on how
we convey it publicly at the 1/29 meeting, and so will follow-up with my draft
slides/materials for that meeting next week, but in the interest of starting to convey the
vocabulary id like our team to use, please see below:


During Phase 2 of the Assessment, the SFCTA will support SFMTA in undertaking
Solutions Analysis using the goals and inventory of strategies developed during
Phase 1
The Solutions Analysis unfolds in 4 steps:


1. Corridor Analysis: Using our travel forecasting tool, we look at travel
patterns to and from the Waterfront... how many people travel to and from the
Waterfront area today, and how many will do so in a future with and without
Warriors/Pier70/Mission Rock? how many will occur by driving, transit,
walking, and cycling? where are they going to and coming from? Knowing
travel patterns allows us to understand what the problems will be on specific
travel corridors. Some corridors are already operating near or beyond capacity
today, some experience very slow speeds, some lack safe and complete cycling
facilities, and some have unsafe pedestrian crossings. The outcome of this step
is a list of problems identified for each corridor.


2. Strategy Screening: Once we have more information on the specific problems
expected on each travel corridor, we will look at the inventory of strategies and
identify which might be relevant to solving this problem. The outcome of this
step is a smaller set of strategies matched to the problems identified in each
corridor.


3. Strategy Evaluation: With a smaller set of strategies to focus on we will
undertake a more rigorous analysis to understand their effectiveness. E.g. How
much faster will a transit line get if we do X strategy? how many more people
can get on a transit line if we have one more light-rail car? Once we know
which strategies will be most effective, we will also draw up conceptual plans
for strategies that involve capital improvements as well as estimate their capital
and operating costs. The outcome of this step is a subset of the strategies that
do the best job addressing the problems and more description of how they
would work and what their cost would be.


4. Strategy Cost-Sharing: Once we have identified a set of high-performing
strategies, we use our travel forecasting tool to understand how much these
strategies benefit underlying deficiencies that exist today or in the future
without waterfront development, vs. how much they will serve new trips
to/from waterfront development. This will inform a cost-sharing framework
that can inform subsequent discussion about the Development Agreements.
The outcome of this step is a %-age breakdown of costs among the city and
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each major development.


I would prefer that we not refer to it as "Phase 2 modeling" or "corridor modeling". We use
a model, SF-CHAMP as a forecasting tool, buts i think analysis is a better way of
describing it to the public and reflects that most of the work that we are undertaking isnt
actually through a "black box" but is hands on work from planners and analysts.


 


On Wed, Jan 8, 2014 at 5:35 PM, Oshima, Diane <diane.oshima@sfport.com> wrote:


Yes, Transp Comm meeting is 1/29th.  I have reserved Pier 1 meeting
rooms.


 


Michelle, thanks for these notes.  Yes, I assume these are to help internal
staff to achieve consistent understanding.  It also helps us be clear in any
briefing meetings with Deep and Dan.  The one change I think is needed is
to include Liz’ presentation/explanation of the Phase 2 modeling process
in the upcoming 1/29 meeting, not Feb.  Right?


 


Thanks.


 


Diane Oshima


Assistant Deputy Director, Waterfront Planning


Port of San Francisco


Pier 1, San Francisco, CA  94111


Diane.Oshima@sfport.com


415/274-0553


 


From: Liz Brisson [mailto:liz.brisson@sfcta.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 08, 2014 5:02 PM
To: Michelle Magee
Cc: Miller, Erin; Wise, Viktoriya; Van de Water, Adam; Oshima, Diane; Albert, Peter; Bollinger, Brett;
Aide Aceves; Mariana Saenz
Subject: Re: Four Meeting Summary


 


Thanks Michelle, to assist with my review, can someone remind me. Is this
document intended as a reference for us, or as a tool to provide a roadmap to the
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CAC? I assume the former?


 


On Wed, Jan 8, 2014 at 3:32 PM, Michelle Magee <mmagee@harderco.com>
wrote:


Hello all:


 


Attached is the summary of the first four meeting content to achieve the goal creating a
coordinated and clear communication message and rolling out a disciplined and sequenced
approach to the Phase 2 work.  I added some detail to use as talking points at the meetings.  


The January 29th meeting is now confirmed.  (Diane is that correct?) 


Please review and make any changes.


 


Happy first full week back to work,


Michelle


 


 


From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 08, 2014 12:44 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya; Michelle Magee; 'Liz Brisson'
Cc: Van de Water, Adam; Oshima, Diane; Albert, Peter; Bollinger, Brett
Subject: RE: Action Items from today


 


For this effort, I’m attaching an updated draft that captures (I think) everyone’s input up to this
point.  The title has Jan 8 in it, so that we know we’re working on the draft towards that date.  If
you do look at it and have revisions, please save the file with your initials after and send back to
me to consolidate.  Viktoriya, I’ll continue to tag-team to the extent I’m able to manage!


 


Thanks,


 


Erin Miller


Project Manager, Waterfront Transportation Assessment
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Join the Waterfront Transportation Assessment Mailing List


 


Sustainable Streets-Strategic Planning & Policy


Urban Planning Initiatives


 


 


 SFMTA | Municipal Transportation Agency


1 South Van Ness Ave, 7th Floor-7067 -  SF, CA 94103


Office:   415 701 5490


Mobile: 415 971 7429


 


From: Wise, Viktoriya [mailto:viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 08, 2014 7:40 AM
To: Miller, Erin; 'Michelle Magee'; 'Liz Brisson'
Cc: Van de Water, Adam; Oshima, Diane; Albert, Peter; Bollinger, Brett
Subject: RE: Action Items from today
Importance: High


 


Planning will do this.  However, we cannot commit to completing this until early
next week at best.


 


Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning


 


Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049│Fax: 415-558-6409


Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org


Web: www.sfplanning.org
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From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 07, 2014 6:45 PM
To: 'Michelle Magee'; 'Liz Brisson'
Cc: Van de Water, Adam; Oshima, Diane; Wise, Viktoriya; Albert, Peter; Bollinger, Brett
Subject: RE: Action Items from today


 


Hi there,


 


I will not be able to finalize the draft in number 1 below by tomorrow, Jan 8.  I have found that I
have very little bandwith, and a HUGE to-do list on the many tangents of the WTA.  Could anyone
perhaps take a first stab and then send to me for review and comments? 


 


Erin Miller


Project Manager, Waterfront Transportation Assessment


 


Join the Waterfront Transportation Assessment Mailing List


 


Sustainable Streets-Strategic Planning & Policy


Urban Planning Initiatives


 


 


 SFMTA | Municipal Transportation Agency
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From: Michelle Magee [mailto:mmagee@harderco.com] 
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 3:55 PM
To: Liz Brisson
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Cc: Van de Water, Adam; Oshima, Diane; Wise, Viktoriya; Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter; Bollinger, Brett
Subject: Action Items from today


 


Hi all:


 


I did not include all the other meetings mentioned, however the group
agreed to add 12-1pm to the Standing CEQUA meeting on Wednesday’s


 


Action Items: 


1.      Summarize and produce one overview document Jan 8th – Erin


2.      Circulate Notes from Jan 2nd – Liz – DONE


3.      Summarize the 4 meeting process for Transportation Co-Chairs by Jan 8th –
Michelle


4.      Set Transportation co-chairs meeting for Jan 15 – Michelle


5.      Present Pilot and CAC meeting plan at the Ken Rich’s Standing Transportation
Meeting with Mayor on Jan 17th at 2pm –Victoria, Peter, Adam


 


 


 


 


From: Liz Brisson [mailto:liz.brisson@sfcta.org] 
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 1:36 PM
To: Michelle Magee
Cc: Van de Water, Adam; Oshima, Diane; Wise, Viktoriya; Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter; Bollinger, Brett
Subject: Re: CONFIRMING: Piers 30-32 Transportation meeting/call per Diane


 


Hi All, 


 


To support our discussion today, I have prepared two things that are attached:


1) Schedule of Assessment Phase 2 Technical Work (built in same spreadsheet as
SF Planning's Warriors EIR schedule on separate tab)


2) Revised write-up from Brett. I started doing this in track changes but my
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changes were so wholesale that i just created a new version. Ultimately, i think we
could use a simplified and graphical version of this for the public, which could
perhaps build on the slide set ive been using to share the phase 2 scope (slides
from recent DWG meeting attached) 


 


I will bring hard copies to the meeting at SFMTA, but wanted to share electronic
versions for those who are calling in.


 


Thanks, Liz


 


On Thu, Jan 2, 2014 at 12:37 PM, Michelle Magee <mmagee@harderco.com>
wrote:


Hi Erin:  
We need the conference line number to call in at 2pm.  
Thanks


 


From: Van de Water, Adam [mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 12:33 PM
To: Oshima, Diane
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya; Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter; liz.brisson@sfcta.org; elizabeth.sall@sfcta.org;
Bollinger, Brett; Michelle Magee; Elizabeth Sall


Subject: Re: CONFIRMING: Piers 30-32 Transportation meeting/call per Diane


 


Either call my cell: 510.220.0156 or let me know the best number to call in.  Talk
soon.  Happy new year everyone!


Adam Van de Water


Project Manager


Office of Economic and Workforce Development 


City and County of San Francisco


1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place


San Francisco, CA 94102


415.554.6625
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On Jan 2, 2014, at 10:56 AM, "Oshima, Diane" <diane.oshima@sfport.com>
wrote:


I actually will try and attend the meeting at MTA.  Also, thanks
to Brett for circulating the draft explanation describing WTA vs.
the other transportation acronyms.  I layered in further revisions
in the attached.  See you later today.  Thanks!


 


Diane


 


Diane Oshima


Assistant Deputy Director, Waterfront Planning


Port of San Francisco


Pier 1, San Francisco, CA  94111


Diane.Oshima@sfport.com


415/274-0553


 


From: Van de Water, Adam 
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 9:52 AM
To: Wise, Viktoriya
Cc: Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter; liz.brisson@sfcta.org; elizabeth.sall@sfcta.org; Bollinger,
Brett; Oshima, Diane; Michelle Magee; Elizabeth Sall
Subject: Re: CONFIRMING: Piers 30-32 Transportation meeting/call per Diane


 


I will join but am enjoying working from home.  Is there a call-in
number?


Adam Van de Water


Project Manager


Office of Economic and Workforce Development 


City and County of San Francisco


1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
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San Francisco, CA 94102


415.554.6625


 


On Jan 2, 2014, at 9:36 AM, "Wise, Viktoriya"
<viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org> wrote:


Thanks.  I got a babysitter and came in today so I will see
you at this meeting.


 


Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning


 


Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049│Fax: 415-558-6409


Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org


Web: www.sfplanning.org
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From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 9:35 AM
To: Albert, Peter; Wise, Viktoriya; Van de Water, Adam;
'liz.brisson@sfcta.org'; 'elizabeth.sall@sfcta.org'; Bollinger, Brett; Oshima,
Diane; 'Michelle Magee'
Cc: 'Elizabeth Sall'
Subject: RE: CONFIRMING: Piers 30-32 Transportation meeting/call per
Diane


 


Brett,


 


Sorry, I see on an older email that you’re unavailable. 


 


Viktoriya, 
Would you suggest that we (me and Peter, Diane, Liz, and maybe
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Adam) get together and take a first stab at this discussion and then
come next Wednesday to flesh it out?  I hate to drag you in if you have
child care limitations.


 


 


 


Erin Miller


Project Manager, Waterfront Transportation Assessment
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-----Original Appointment-----
From: Miller, Erin 
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 9:31 AM
To: Albert, Peter; Wise, Viktoriya; Van de Water, Adam;
'liz.brisson@sfcta.org'; 'elizabeth.sall@sfcta.org'; Bollinger, Brett; Oshima,
Diane; 'Michelle Magee'
Cc: 'Elizabeth Sall'
Subject: CONFIRMING: Piers 30-32 Transportation meeting/call per
Diane
When: Thursday, January 02, 2014 2:00 PM-3:00 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific
Time (US & Canada).
Where: Civic Center Conference Room (1SVN 3074)
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All,


 


Would you still like to take this time today for the meeting we
discussed pre-Christmas?  This meeting was the child of our
discussion about how the transportation issues and analysis
relate between WTA, Warriors EIR, Warriors TMP that need
coordination and clear communication.  To jog your
memories, I’ve copied one of Diane’s emails below that is
key behind the topic at hand.


 


We discussed coordinating this meeting with next week’s
standing meeting at Planning on Jan 8.  We proposed this
time because we want to have Peter there, and he is leaving
for 2 weeks on Monday.  I have 5 confirmed including myself,
with Viktoriya as a tentative.  Brett, would you be able to
make it, as it’s important to have EP there.


 


Let me know if you can//want to attend. 


 


Thank you – and Happy New Year!


 


 


 


 


With many different transportation efforts in play, I
believe it’s important for city staff (as well as GSW) to
have clear and consistent talking points about what
each part is and, if applicable, its relationship to the
EIR transportation impact and mitigation analysis. 
I’m concerned that the CAC and public does not have
this yet, which makes the community discussions
more challenging.  In part, that’s because the type of
analysis MTA/CTA is doing is the most proactive and
sophisticated in decades.  We should also invest that







same kind of thought to develop a clearer way of
communicating how each piece fits into the full
picture.


 


To get the ball rolling, here’s a start at describing
each; it would be interesting to see if we all have a
shared understanding.


 


WTA – Comprehensive assessment of existing and
planned local/regional transportation projects to yield
recommendations about funding priorities and timing
adjustments (as possible) to optimize transportation
improvements to serve existing population and
planned new development, plus additional possible
measures and operational adjustments to further
improve the transportation benefits, or fill in gaps. 
Provides an early look at measures that could be
identified and analyzed as mitigation measures for
further analysis in development project EIRs.  In this
way, WTA prepares public for some content in the EIR.


 


SFCTA corridor modeling – This work does what an
EIR is not designed to do (which I believe we need to
make more explicit): evaluates the functionality of
 coordinated transportation improvements on a
corridor-basis.  This modeling tests some of the same
WTA strategies that may be considered in the EIR but
as part of an integrated package designed to improve
transportation flow along a given corridor, rather than
as possible individual EIR mitigation measures tied to
a given development project. The SFCTA modeling also
differs from the EIR by having flexibility for setting the
timeframe for studying the corridor; model can look at
nearer-term scenarios rather than the EIR standard of
2040 to meet CEQA cumulative impact analysis
requirements.  If this is an accurate description, then
we should be clearer that the SFCTA modeling is an
interactive transportation planning tool/capability that
is separate and discrete from the CEQA transportation
analysis process. The City needs to have this
capability in order to support proactive transportation
planning that aligns with smart financing decisions of
the SFCTA.  However, we should be clear that while







CEQA  EIRs and SFCTA corridor studies each may
involve use of a quantified transportation model, the
analyses are not interchangeable or reviewed in
combination; each has its separate informational
purpose.


 


MTA Transportation Demand Management Planning
(TDMP) – Provides information and direction to
building owners and developers to promote smart
transportation programs and services (which can help
inform developer TMPs), and works in concert with
MTA departments, including SET, to manage MTA
transportation programs to promote efficient
transportation that priorities alternative modes and
Transit First policy. This is an ongoing operational
function of the city that is not a part of the CEQA
process although many of the strategies employed may
be similar to mitigation measures applied to individual
projects analyzed in CEQA reviews.


 


Project Sponsor Transportation Management Plans
(TMP) – Transportation programs produced by project
sponsors (GSW) that are tailored to the detailed design
and function of the project program, to commit to
physical accommodations and site design, transit and
operational programs.  Project sponsor may start with
a proposed TMP from the project outset, which is built
into the CEQA analysis, and be subject to further
revisions and additions of mitigation measures that
flow from the conclusions of the CEQA analysis.   In
the case of GSW, their opening TMP proposal may
include some WTA strategies.


 


 


<WTA-EIR-TMP_AMV comments, DOrevs.docx>


 


--
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Senior Transportation Planner
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From: Miller, Erin
To: Albert, Peter (MTA); Oshima, Diane (PRT); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); liz. brisson
Subject: Notice of Request for Waterfront Dev and Transportation overview
Date: Wednesday, March 26, 2014 5:05:19 PM


Hello:


I received a request from Yatman Kwan at Caltrans to help to organize the D4 quarterly tour with an
informational overview about development and transportation along the waterfront.


My idea is that we meet at the Port for a 30-45 min informational, followed by either a walking tour
along Embarcadero or a driving tour that might get us all the way down to Pier 70


Here's the potentially challenging part: they'd like to make this happen pretty soon on April 7 or 8.


I dont know if everyone needs to be there, but I wanted to reach out to you all for your thoughts and
(potentially) help in getting things set up.


I'll try to work on this further as I continue to coordinate w Yatman as well. Diane, I'd especially
appreciate your help in arranging for meeting space and possibly a vehicle.


Thank you,


Erin Miller
SFMTA Urban Planning Initiatives


415.701.5490 o
415.971.7429 m
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From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Bridges, George (OCII); Clarke Miller
Cc: Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly,


Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
Date: Monday, May 19, 2014 6:40:12 PM


Thanks, George and Ray, for the time today. We'll keep you updated as we work through our action
items from today's meeting.


Kate Aufhauser Project Analyst
Golden State Warriors
Direct 510.986.5419
Cell 202.230.2642
1011 Broadway | Oakland, CA | 94607


-----Original Message-----
From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
Sent: Monday, May 19, 2014 5:29 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa; David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary


Clarke, Kate, Ben and David


Thank you for coming in today to further discuss the RFQ process. 


Please find the most updated RFQ and a completed OCA form for your review. 


I tentatively have a room for us on Tuesday, June 3 at 9am.


George


-----Original Message-----
From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
Sent: Monday, May 19, 2014 1:05 PM
To: Bridges, George (OCII)
Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary


George,
Please see the attached updated document. We've revised it to try and distinguish between those
disciplines which will have a partnering opportunity only, and those with an opportunity for either full
scope or partnering. We look forward to your feedback. Also, please note that Exhibit A needs to be
cleaned up once we've resolved how to handle the upper section of the document.
See you @ 3:30pm.
Thanks,
Clarke


-----Original Message-----
From: Clarke Miller
Sent: Monday, May 19, 2014 9:27 AM
To: 'Bridges, George (OCII)'
Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David Carlock
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(david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary


Thanks for your flexibility, George. We'll see you at 3:30pm at your office. I'll be forwarding the revised
RFQ document to you shortly.
Clarke


-----Original Message-----
From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
Sent: Monday, May 19, 2014 9:18 AM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary


Clarke


Yes.  Let's plan to meet at 3:30.


George


> On May 18, 2014, at 3:20 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
>
> George,
> We apologize, but we had a conflict arise on our end at 2pm tomorrow. Are you available instead
later in the afternoon around 3:30 or 4pm?
> Thanks,
> Clarke
>
> Clarke Miller
> Strada Investment Group
>
>> On May 16, 2014, at 2:57 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
>>
>> George,
>> Monday at 2pm works for us. Would you like to meet at your office again? We'll send the revised
RFQ in advance of the meeting.
>> Thanks,
>> Clarke
>>
>> -----Original Message-----
>> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
>> Sent: Friday, May 16, 2014 8:54 AM
>> To: Clarke Miller
>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
>> Subject: Re: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>
>> Clarke
>>
>> How does Monday or Wednesday at 2pm work for you? 
>>
>> George
>>
>>> On May 16, 2014, at 8:14 AM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
>>>
>>> George,
>>> Thanks for the suggested revisions and the additional information. We're working on a revised
RFQ right now.
>>> David Carlock will be out of town Tuesday, and he'd like to attend the follow-up meeting. Are you
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available either Monday afternoon or Wednesday?
>>> Thanks,
>>> Clarke
>>>
>>> -----Original Message-----
>>> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
>>> Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 5:18 PM
>>> To: Clarke Miller
>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
>>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>
>>> Clarke/Kate
>>>
>>> Thank you for meeting with us today to further discuss the RFQ for the Warriors' Arena.
>>>
>>> Since Ray and I will be in the financial district on Tuesday morning, I thought it might be
convenient for you if we meet at your office around 11am.  Will this time/day work for you?
>>>
>>> Please find the most recent edits in the attached RFQ and a copy of the OCA form.  The
information on this form should be completed so that when the RFQ is ready for release, Ferry Lo in our
office is able to post the RFQ on the OCII and City's websites.
>>>
>>> To search for certified firms in order to send the RFQ, please visit the following websites:
>>>
>>> Agency-certified SBEs: http://www.iucp.com/Default.aspx?agency=SFRA
>>>
>>> San Francisco-certified LBEs:  http://mission.sfgov.org/hrc_certification/SEARCH.aspx
>>>
>>> Please let me know if you have any other questions or concerns.
>>>
>>> George
>>> -----Original Message-----
>>> From: Bridges, George (OCII)
>>> Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 3:26 PM
>>> To: 'Clarke Miller'
>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout
>>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>
>>> Clarke
>>>
>>> Thank you for providing the information prior to the meeting. 
>>>
>>> Please find my edits to the draft RFP for your review.
>>>
>>> See you tomorrow!
>>>
>>> George 
>>>
>>> -----Original Message-----
>>> From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
>>> Sent: Tuesday, May 13, 2014 10:10 PM
>>> To: Bridges, George (OCII)
>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout
>>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>
>>> George,
>>> As promised in advance of our Thursday 9am meeting, please see attached our draft RFQ for your
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review and comments. In the draft RFQ, we've highlighted a number of items that are either pending
further information on our side or for which we have questions for you. In addition, please see the
attached A&E fee breakdown by percentage. As mentioned below, we don't yet have actual fee $$ for
the new site, so these are %'s based off the contracted work for Piers 30-32.
>>> We look forward to discussing these on Thursday.
>>> Thanks,
>>> Clarke
>>>
>>>
>>> -----Original Message-----
>>> From: Clarke Miller
>>> Sent: Thursday, May 08, 2014 2:20 PM
>>> To: 'Bridges, George (OCII)'
>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Jeff Rock; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa
(bdraa@warriors.com); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
>>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>
>>> George,
>>>
>>> An hour should be fine to cover the agenda items (i.e., comments to draft RFQ, possible
disciplines for SBE full responsibility, and relative fee contributions to overall A&E budget). As for the
budget, we'll share with you a breakdown of each consultant by %, however the total dollar amount
isn't very relevant right now because what we have only pertains to our prior site at Piers 30-32. We'll
send both the % budget breakdown and the draft RFQ to you early next week.
>>>
>>> We'll plan to meet you on the 15th at 9am at 1 SVN, 5th floor.
>>>
>>> Thanks,
>>> Clarke
>>>
>>> -----Original Message-----
>>> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
>>> Sent: Thursday, May 08, 2014 1:53 PM
>>> To: Clarke Miller
>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Jeff Rock; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa
(bdraa@warriors.com); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
>>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>
>>> Clarke
>>>
>>> Ray and I are available next Thursday from 9am - 10am.  Unfortunately, I have an all-staff
meeting that begins at 10am.  Do you think an hour will be enough time?  If not, we are available to
begin at 8:30am, ok?
>>>
>>> Thank you for planning to send a draft version of the RFQ prior to the meeting. 
>>>
>>> It would also be helpful to us if we could review the budgets for the various disciplines prior to
the meeting. 
>>>
>>> I look forward to meeting with the team next week.
>>>
>>> George
>>>
>>> -----Original Message-----
>>> From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
>>> Sent: Wednesday, May 07, 2014 3:51 PM
>>> To: Bridges, George (OCII)
>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Jeff Rock; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa
(bdraa@warriors.com); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
>>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
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>>>
>>> George,
>>>
>>> We'd like to meet with you again next week to discuss our draft RFQ (which we'll send to you in
advance), as well as our preliminary thoughts about certain disciplines which may be well-suited for full
SBE participation.
>>>
>>> Does Thursday, May 15 between 9am - 1pm work for you for an hour-long meeting?
>>>
>>> Thanks,
>>> Clarke
>>>
>>>
>>> -----Original Message-----
>>> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
>>> Sent: Monday, May 05, 2014 9:33 AM
>>> To: Clarke Miller
>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Jeff Rock; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa
(bdraa@warriors.com); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
>>> Subject: FW: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>
>>> Clarke
>>>
>>> I appreciate your message.
>>>
>>> Please find the word version of the RFQ with some quick changes to the language related to the
SBE Program.
>>>
>>> This is only to serve as an example of an RFQs previously released.  Feel free to make the
necessary changes as you see fit.
>>>
>>> George
>>
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From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
To: Wise, Viktoriya
Cc: Jose I. Farran (jifarran@adavantconsulting.com)
Subject: Re: GSW
Date: Wednesday, February 12, 2014 2:50:47 PM


Regarding the turning movements, it will take a couple of weeks from now to 
develop them all, but I think we should hang onto them until we have completed 
most of the intersection analysis. Just in case there are some revisions/corrections to 
the assignments.
So probably about a month or so.


Luba C. Wyznyckyj, AICP
LCW Consulting
3990 20th Street
San Francisco, CA 94114
(t) 415-252-7255
(c) 415-385-7031


On Feb 12, 2014, at 2:43 PM, Wise, Viktoriya wrote:


Also, when will we have the turning movements?  This is for AQ analysis.
 


From: Wise, Viktoriya 
Sent: Wednesday, February 12, 2014 2:42 PM
To: Jose I. Farran (jifarran@adavantconsulting.com)
Subject: GSW
 
Quick question – we are meeting with GSW right now.  When will the TDM be ready? 
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From: Chinn, Alton (CPC)
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: OCII GSW
Date: Tuesday, May 13, 2014 8:44:54 AM
Attachments: image002.png
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The new account is 20142012.
 
Alton Chinn
Programmer Analyst
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6374│Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:alton.chinn@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 


From: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC) 
Sent: Monday, May 12, 2014 4:45 PM
To: Chinn, Alton (CPC)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: New Account
 
Hi Alton-
I am sorry to bug you but if possible, we would like this account opened this week.  This is for the
Warriors project and since they are about to officially withdraw their application from the Planning
Department, I need an account in TA3 to use to bill our time.
 
Thanks in advance for your help.
 


From: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC) 
Sent: Monday, May 5, 2014 5:49 PM
To: Chinn, Alton (CPC)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: New Account
 
Hi Alton-
Could you please set up a new TA3 account titled as follows:
 
OCII GSW
 
Thank you very much. 
 
Chris, until this account is set up, please keep charging to account
20123886.  Thank you.  
 
Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning
 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
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1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049│Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Bridges, George (OCII)
Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David Carlock


(david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
Date: Monday, May 19, 2014 9:30:18 AM


Thanks for your flexibility, George. We'll see you at 3:30pm at your office. I'll be forwarding the revised
RFQ document to you shortly.
Clarke


-----Original Message-----
From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
Sent: Monday, May 19, 2014 9:18 AM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary


Clarke


Yes.  Let's plan to meet at 3:30.


George


> On May 18, 2014, at 3:20 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
>
> George,
> We apologize, but we had a conflict arise on our end at 2pm tomorrow. Are you available instead
later in the afternoon around 3:30 or 4pm?
> Thanks,
> Clarke
>
> Clarke Miller
> Strada Investment Group
>
>> On May 16, 2014, at 2:57 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
>>
>> George,
>> Monday at 2pm works for us. Would you like to meet at your office again? We'll send the revised
RFQ in advance of the meeting.
>> Thanks,
>> Clarke
>>
>> -----Original Message-----
>> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
>> Sent: Friday, May 16, 2014 8:54 AM
>> To: Clarke Miller
>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
>> Subject: Re: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>
>> Clarke
>>
>> How does Monday or Wednesday at 2pm work for you? 
>>
>> George
>>
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>>> On May 16, 2014, at 8:14 AM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
>>>
>>> George,
>>> Thanks for the suggested revisions and the additional information. We're working on a revised
RFQ right now.
>>> David Carlock will be out of town Tuesday, and he'd like to attend the follow-up meeting. Are you
available either Monday afternoon or Wednesday?
>>> Thanks,
>>> Clarke
>>>
>>> -----Original Message-----
>>> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
>>> Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 5:18 PM
>>> To: Clarke Miller
>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
>>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>
>>> Clarke/Kate
>>>
>>> Thank you for meeting with us today to further discuss the RFQ for the Warriors' Arena.
>>>
>>> Since Ray and I will be in the financial district on Tuesday morning, I thought it might be
convenient for you if we meet at your office around 11am.  Will this time/day work for you?
>>>
>>> Please find the most recent edits in the attached RFQ and a copy of the OCA form.  The
information on this form should be completed so that when the RFQ is ready for release, Ferry Lo in our
office is able to post the RFQ on the OCII and City's websites.
>>>
>>> To search for certified firms in order to send the RFQ, please visit the following websites:
>>>
>>> Agency-certified SBEs: http://www.iucp.com/Default.aspx?agency=SFRA
>>>
>>> San Francisco-certified LBEs:  http://mission.sfgov.org/hrc_certification/SEARCH.aspx
>>>
>>> Please let me know if you have any other questions or concerns.
>>>
>>> George
>>> -----Original Message-----
>>> From: Bridges, George (OCII)
>>> Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 3:26 PM
>>> To: 'Clarke Miller'
>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout
>>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>
>>> Clarke
>>>
>>> Thank you for providing the information prior to the meeting. 
>>>
>>> Please find my edits to the draft RFP for your review.
>>>
>>> See you tomorrow!
>>>
>>> George 
>>>
>>> -----Original Message-----
>>> From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
>>> Sent: Tuesday, May 13, 2014 10:10 PM
>>> To: Bridges, George (OCII)
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>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout
>>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>
>>> George,
>>> As promised in advance of our Thursday 9am meeting, please see attached our draft RFQ for your
review and comments. In the draft RFQ, we've highlighted a number of items that are either pending
further information on our side or for which we have questions for you. In addition, please see the
attached A&E fee breakdown by percentage. As mentioned below, we don't yet have actual fee $$ for
the new site, so these are %'s based off the contracted work for Piers 30-32.
>>> We look forward to discussing these on Thursday.
>>> Thanks,
>>> Clarke
>>>
>>>
>>> -----Original Message-----
>>> From: Clarke Miller
>>> Sent: Thursday, May 08, 2014 2:20 PM
>>> To: 'Bridges, George (OCII)'
>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Jeff Rock; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa
(bdraa@warriors.com); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
>>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>
>>> George,
>>>
>>> An hour should be fine to cover the agenda items (i.e., comments to draft RFQ, possible
disciplines for SBE full responsibility, and relative fee contributions to overall A&E budget). As for the
budget, we'll share with you a breakdown of each consultant by %, however the total dollar amount
isn't very relevant right now because what we have only pertains to our prior site at Piers 30-32. We'll
send both the % budget breakdown and the draft RFQ to you early next week.
>>>
>>> We'll plan to meet you on the 15th at 9am at 1 SVN, 5th floor.
>>>
>>> Thanks,
>>> Clarke
>>>
>>> -----Original Message-----
>>> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
>>> Sent: Thursday, May 08, 2014 1:53 PM
>>> To: Clarke Miller
>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Jeff Rock; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa
(bdraa@warriors.com); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
>>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>
>>> Clarke
>>>
>>> Ray and I are available next Thursday from 9am - 10am.  Unfortunately, I have an all-staff
meeting that begins at 10am.  Do you think an hour will be enough time?  If not, we are available to
begin at 8:30am, ok?
>>>
>>> Thank you for planning to send a draft version of the RFQ prior to the meeting. 
>>>
>>> It would also be helpful to us if we could review the budgets for the various disciplines prior to
the meeting. 
>>>
>>> I look forward to meeting with the team next week.
>>>
>>> George
>>>
>>> -----Original Message-----
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>>> From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
>>> Sent: Wednesday, May 07, 2014 3:51 PM
>>> To: Bridges, George (OCII)
>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Jeff Rock; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa
(bdraa@warriors.com); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
>>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>
>>> George,
>>>
>>> We'd like to meet with you again next week to discuss our draft RFQ (which we'll send to you in
advance), as well as our preliminary thoughts about certain disciplines which may be well-suited for full
SBE participation.
>>>
>>> Does Thursday, May 15 between 9am - 1pm work for you for an hour-long meeting?
>>>
>>> Thanks,
>>> Clarke
>>>
>>>
>>> -----Original Message-----
>>> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
>>> Sent: Monday, May 05, 2014 9:33 AM
>>> To: Clarke Miller
>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Jeff Rock; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa
(bdraa@warriors.com); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
>>> Subject: FW: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>
>>> Clarke
>>>
>>> I appreciate your message.
>>>
>>> Please find the word version of the RFQ with some quick changes to the language related to the
SBE Program.
>>>
>>> This is only to serve as an example of an RFQs previously released.  Feel free to make the
necessary changes as you see fit.
>>>
>>> George
>>
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From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
To: Wise, Viktoriya
Cc: Kern, Chris; Jose Farran; Joyce Hsiao; Paul Mitchell
Subject: Re: GSW Schedule
Date: Thursday, January 16, 2014 3:42:51 PM


Hi Viktoriya
Our assessment of the terminal was going to be qualitative, so the inclusion of the 
variant would not affect the schedule.


However, we need to have a clear understanding of what kind of ferry service could 
possibly be at the ferry terminal at Piers 30-32 - for example, is it only for events, or 
perhaps a new commuter route, or perhaps relocation of a commuter route currently 
at the Ferry Building.  Even ruling out possible service would help with our 
discussion. Paul and I spoke and hopefully we will be able to get some clarification 
on the intent of the terminal.


We do not anticipate the need to change our mode split, as there is no service being 
proposed for this terminal.  It will be a qualitative discussion.


Thank you,
Luba


Luba C. Wyznyckyj, AICP
LCW Consulting
3990 20th Street
San Francisco, CA 94114
(t) 415-252-7255
(c) 415-385-7031


On Jan 16, 2014, at 3:28 PM, Paul Mitchell wrote:


Viktoriya:
 
We believe that the ferry terminal variant will not change the schedule, however, we 
are waiting to hear back from Jose and Luba regarding the effect of this variant on their 
scope of work/schedule to confirm this.
 
Thanks for addressing the employee email when you get a chance.
 
-Paul
 


From: Wise, Viktoriya [mailto:viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2014 3:21 PM
To: Joyce; Paul Mitchell
Cc: Kern, Chris
Subject: GSW Schedule
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Hi-
Yesterday we talked about the ferry terminal variant at Piers 
30-32.  Kindly confirm that our approach does not change the 
schedule. 
Thanks!
Paul-
I know I owe you a response on the employee email.
 
Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning
 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049│Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); David Kelly (dkelly@warriors.com); Mary Murphy


(MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com); "Sekhri, Neil (NSekhri@gibsondunn.com)"; Jesse Blout; Matz, Jennifer (MYR);
Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)


Subject: Piers 30-32 & SWL 330 application withdrawal letter
Date: Thursday, May 29, 2014 5:07:40 PM
Attachments: Piers 30-32 app withdrawal letter_May 29, 2014.pdf


Chris,
Please see the attached letter withdrawing GSW’s application for Piers 30-32 and Seawall 330.
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Bridges, George (OCII)
Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David Carlock


(david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
Date: Friday, May 16, 2014 2:58:19 PM


George,
Monday at 2pm works for us. Would you like to meet at your office again? We'll send the revised RFQ
in advance of the meeting.
Thanks,
Clarke


-----Original Message-----
From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
Sent: Friday, May 16, 2014 8:54 AM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary


Clarke


How does Monday or Wednesday at 2pm work for you? 


George


> On May 16, 2014, at 8:14 AM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
>
> George,
> Thanks for the suggested revisions and the additional information. We're working on a revised RFQ
right now.
> David Carlock will be out of town Tuesday, and he'd like to attend the follow-up meeting. Are you
available either Monday afternoon or Wednesday?
> Thanks,
> Clarke
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
> Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 5:18 PM
> To: Clarke Miller
> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>
> Clarke/Kate
>
> Thank you for meeting with us today to further discuss the RFQ for the Warriors' Arena.
>
> Since Ray and I will be in the financial district on Tuesday morning, I thought it might be convenient
for you if we meet at your office around 11am.  Will this time/day work for you?
>
> Please find the most recent edits in the attached RFQ and a copy of the OCA form.  The information
on this form should be completed so that when the RFQ is ready for release, Ferry Lo in our office is
able to post the RFQ on the OCII and City's websites.
>
> To search for certified firms in order to send the RFQ, please visit the following websites:
>
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> Agency-certified SBEs: http://www.iucp.com/Default.aspx?agency=SFRA
>
> San Francisco-certified LBEs:  http://mission.sfgov.org/hrc_certification/SEARCH.aspx
>
> Please let me know if you have any other questions or concerns.
>
> George
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Bridges, George (OCII)
> Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 3:26 PM
> To: 'Clarke Miller'
> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout
> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>
> Clarke
>
> Thank you for providing the information prior to the meeting. 
>
> Please find my edits to the draft RFP for your review.
>
> See you tomorrow!
>
> George 
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
> Sent: Tuesday, May 13, 2014 10:10 PM
> To: Bridges, George (OCII)
> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout
> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>
> George,
> As promised in advance of our Thursday 9am meeting, please see attached our draft RFQ for your
review and comments. In the draft RFQ, we've highlighted a number of items that are either pending
further information on our side or for which we have questions for you. In addition, please see the
attached A&E fee breakdown by percentage. As mentioned below, we don't yet have actual fee $$ for
the new site, so these are %'s based off the contracted work for Piers 30-32.
> We look forward to discussing these on Thursday.
> Thanks,
> Clarke
>
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Clarke Miller
> Sent: Thursday, May 08, 2014 2:20 PM
> To: 'Bridges, George (OCII)'
> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Jeff Rock; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com);
David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>
> George,
>
> An hour should be fine to cover the agenda items (i.e., comments to draft RFQ, possible disciplines
for SBE full responsibility, and relative fee contributions to overall A&E budget). As for the budget, we'll
share with you a breakdown of each consultant by %, however the total dollar amount isn't very
relevant right now because what we have only pertains to our prior site at Piers 30-32. We'll send both
the % budget breakdown and the draft RFQ to you early next week.
>
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> We'll plan to meet you on the 15th at 9am at 1 SVN, 5th floor.
>
> Thanks,
> Clarke
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
> Sent: Thursday, May 08, 2014 1:53 PM
> To: Clarke Miller
> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Jeff Rock; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com);
David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>
> Clarke
>
> Ray and I are available next Thursday from 9am - 10am.  Unfortunately, I have an all-staff meeting
that begins at 10am.  Do you think an hour will be enough time?  If not, we are available to begin at
8:30am, ok?
>
> Thank you for planning to send a draft version of the RFQ prior to the meeting. 
>
> It would also be helpful to us if we could review the budgets for the various disciplines prior to the
meeting. 
>
> I look forward to meeting with the team next week.
>
> George
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
> Sent: Wednesday, May 07, 2014 3:51 PM
> To: Bridges, George (OCII)
> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Jeff Rock; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com);
David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>
> George,
>
> We'd like to meet with you again next week to discuss our draft RFQ (which we'll send to you in
advance), as well as our preliminary thoughts about certain disciplines which may be well-suited for full
SBE participation.
>
> Does Thursday, May 15 between 9am - 1pm work for you for an hour-long meeting?
>
> Thanks,
> Clarke
>
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
> Sent: Monday, May 05, 2014 9:33 AM
> To: Clarke Miller
> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Jeff Rock; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com);
David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
> Subject: FW: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>
> Clarke
>
> I appreciate your message.
>
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> Please find the word version of the RFQ with some quick changes to the language related to the SBE
Program.
>
> This is only to serve as an example of an RFQs previously released.  Feel free to make the necessary
changes as you see fit.
>
> George
>
>
>
>








From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
To: Kern, Chris
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya; Jose Farran; Joyce Hsiao; Paul Mitchell
Subject: Re: GSW Schedule
Date: Thursday, January 16, 2014 3:54:07 PM


Good to hear.


Regardless of what we say in the EIR, we will likely get comments on the ferry 
terminal, so best if we are prepared what kind of service can and cannot be 
accommodated at the proposed terminal. It we can rule out commuter ferry service 
for any reason, it will be good to know.
 


Luba C. Wyznyckyj, AICP
LCW Consulting
3990 20th Street
San Francisco, CA 94114
(t) 415-252-7255
(c) 415-385-7031


On Jan 16, 2014, at 3:49 PM, Kern, Chris wrote:


Hi Luba,
The Port and OEWD are following up with the ferry service providers, but so far the 
only service we’ve discussed would be for basketball games at the arena.
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 
 
 


From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com [mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com] 
Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2014 3:43 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya
Cc: Kern, Chris; Jose Farran; Joyce Hsiao; Paul Mitchell
Subject: Re: GSW Schedule
 
Hi Viktoriya
Our assessment of the terminal was going to be qualitative, so the 
inclusion of the variant would not affect the schedule.
 
However, we need to have a clear understanding of what kind of 
ferry service could possibly be at the ferry terminal at Piers 30-
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32 - for example, is it only for events, or perhaps a new commuter 
route, or perhaps relocation of a commuter route currently at the 
Ferry Building.  Even ruling out possible service would help with 
our discussion. Paul and I spoke and hopefully we will be able to 
get some clarification on the intent of the terminal.
 
We do not anticipate the need to change our mode split, as there 
is no service being proposed for this terminal.  It will be a 
qualitative discussion.
 
Thank you,
Luba
 
Luba C. Wyznyckyj, AICP
LCW Consulting
3990 20th Street
San Francisco, CA 94114
(t) 415-252-7255
(c) 415-385-7031
 


 
On Jan 16, 2014, at 3:28 PM, Paul Mitchell wrote:


Viktoriya:
 
We believe that the ferry terminal variant will not change the schedule, however, we 
are waiting to hear back from Jose and Luba regarding the effect of this variant on their 
scope of work/schedule to confirm this.
 
Thanks for addressing the employee email when you get a chance.
 
-Paul
 


From: Wise, Viktoriya [mailto:viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2014 3:21 PM
To: Joyce; Paul Mitchell
Cc: Kern, Chris
Subject: GSW Schedule
 
Hi-
Yesterday we talked about the ferry terminal variant at Piers 
30-32.  Kindly confirm that our approach does not change the 
schedule. 
Thanks!
Paul-
I know I owe you a response on the employee email.
 
Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
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Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning
 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049│Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org
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 View this email in your browser


To Piers 30-32 Citizens Advisory Committee
and Interested Citizens:
The Piers 30-32 CAC will hold its next meeting on


Monday, February 3, 2014
6:30-8:30 pm
Port of San Francisco, Pier 1, San Francisco CA, 94111
Bayside Conference Room


Please see the meeting agenda below. Also, a reminder: CAC Transportation
Subcommittee meeting will be held this Wednesday, January 29, 2014, 6:30 –
8:30 pm at the Port of San Francisco
  
For updates and more information, visit the Pier 30-32 CAC homepage.
 
Thank you for your continued participation!


MEETING AGENDA 2.3.14
1) Welcome and Roll Call
 
2) Endorsement of November 12, 2013 Minutes (6:05pm)
    (Discussion & Possible Action Item)
     -Public Comment
 
3) Presentation of Updated Golden State Warriors (GSW) Project Schedule and
Presentation of Project Approvals Process and Documents (6:10-6:50 pm)
    (Discussion & Possible Action Item)
     - Public Comment


From: Port of San Francisco
To: Reilly, Catherine
Subject: Piers 30-32 CAC Meeting Feb. 3, 2014
Date: Monday, January 27, 2014 4:21:58 PM


Piers 30-32 CAC Meeting Feb. 3, 2014
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4) Arena Event Program (6:50 – 7:30 pm)
    (Discussion & Possible Action Item)
     - Public Comment
 
5) Briefing on Planning for BCDC Off-site Public Benefits for the GSW Project,
      as Required in  AB1273 (7:30-7:45 pm)
    (Discussion & Possible Action Item)
    - Public Comment
 
6) Subcommittee Updates and Upcoming Meetings (7:45-7:50pm)
    (Discussion and Possible Action Item)
     - Public Comment
 
7) General Public Comment  (7:50-8:00pm)
    At this time, members of the public may address the CAC on items of interest to
the     public that are within the subject matter jurisdiction of the CAC but do not
appear on       the agenda. With respect to agenda items, the public will be given an
opportunity to       address the CAC when the item is reached in the meeting. Each
member of the           public may address the Committee for up to two minutes.
 
8)Adjournment (8:00pm)
 


If you have questions, please contact Diane Oshima at Diane.Oshima@sfport.com
or 415-274-0553.


EMAIL NOTICING OF PIER 30-32 CAC EVENTS – If you would like to be notified
of Pier 30-32 CAC meetings, please fill in the Meeting Sign-In Sheet at the CAC
meetings, or online at sfport.com/pier30-32cac.  To receive notices via US mail
instead of email, you must provide your mailing address. If you have questions
about this project, please comment at sfgov.org/piers3032. Thank You.
 
ACCESSIBLE MEETING INFORMATION
Pier 1:
The Port’s fully-accessible offices are in the west end of Pier 1.  There are two
entrances: the main entrance on the west (Embarcadero), and the Port History walk
entrance on the south apron.  Each of these entrances is provided with an
automatically operated door.  Both entrances lead to the Bayside Conference
Rooms.  Accessible public restrooms, drinking fountains, payphone and TTY are on
the first floor near the main entrance.  The public spaces of the Port’s offices are
equipped with remote infrared signage (Talking Signs) identifying all primary







entrances, paths of travel, meeting rooms and amenities.  Accessible seating areas
and assistive listening devices will be available in the Bayside Conference Rooms.
 
The closest accessible BART and MUNI Metro station is Embarcadero located at
Market & Spear Streets.  Accessible MUNI lines serving the Ferry Building area are
the F-Line, 9, 31, 32 and 71.  For more information about MUNI accessible services,
call (415) 923-6142. 
 
The nearest accessible parking is located as follows:
A)            3 spaces in the off-street pay parking lot on the west side of the
Embarcadero at Washington Street
B)            1 space on the south side of Washington Street at the Embarcadero
C)             Hourly and valet parking in the off-street pay parking lot at Pier 3.  This lot
is accessed through the Pier 3 bulkhead building entrance on the east side of the
Embarcadero.  This lot is located on the pier deck, adjacent to the Ferry Boat Santa
Rosa.
 
Additional covered accessible off-street pay parking is available in the Golden
Gateway Garage, which is bounded by Washington, Clay, Drumm and Battery
Streets.  Entrance is on Clay St. between Battery and Front Streets.  There is no
high-top van parking.  Metered street parking is available on the Embarcadero,
Washington St., Folsom St. and Drumm Street.
 
Accessible meeting information policy:
In order to assist the City’s efforts to accommodate persons with severe allergies,
environmental illness, multiple chemical sensitivity or related disabilities, attendees
at public meetings are reminded that other attendees may be sensitive to various
chemical-based products.  Please help the City to accommodate these individuals. 
A sign language interpreter and alternative format copies of meeting agendas and
other materials can be provided upon request made at least 72 hours in advance of
any scheduled meeting.  Contact Wendy Proctor, Port’s ADA Coordinator, at 415-
274-0592.  The Port’s TTY number is 415-274-0587.
 
Prohibition of Ringing of Sound-Producing Devices:
The ringing of and use of cell phones, pagers and similar sound-producing
electronic devices are prohibited at this meeting.  Please be advised that the Chair
may order the removal from the meeting room of any person(s) responsible for the
ringing or use of a cell phone, pager or other similar sound-producing electronic
device.


Know Your Rights Under the Sunshine Ordinance 
Government’s duty is to serve the public, reaching its decisions in full view of the
public. Commissions, boards, councils and other agencies of the City and County
exist to conduct the people’s business. This ordinance assures that deliberations are







conducted before the people and that City operations are open to the people’s
review.


For information on your rights under the Sunshine Ordinance (Chapters 67 of the
San Francisco Administrative Code) or to report a violation of the ordinance, please
contact: Chris Rustom, Administrator, Sunshine Ordinance Task Force, 415-554-
7724. Copies of the Sunshine Ordinance can be obtained from the Administrator of
the Sunshine Task Force, the San Francisco Public Library and on the City’s
website at www.sfgov.org.


Lobbyist Ordinance


Individuals and entities that influence or attempt to influence local legislative or
administrative action may be required by the San Francisco Lobbyist Ordinance
(Administrative Code Section 16.520-534) to register and report lobbying activity.


For more information about the Lobbyist Ordinance, contact the Ethics Commission
at 1390 Market Street, Suite 701, San Francisco, CA94102, (415) 554-9510, FAX
(415) 703-1021, or visit its website at http://www.sfgov.org/ethics.
 


Copyright © 2014 Port of San Francisco, All rights reserved.
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Bridges, George (OCII)
Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David Carlock


(david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
Date: Friday, May 16, 2014 8:03:52 AM


George,
Thanks for the suggested revisions and the additional information. We're working on a revised RFQ right
now.
David Carlock will be out of town Tuesday, and he'd like to attend the follow-up meeting. Are you
available either Monday afternoon or Wednesday?
Thanks,
Clarke


-----Original Message-----
From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 5:18 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary


Clarke/Kate


Thank you for meeting with us today to further discuss the RFQ for the Warriors' Arena.


Since Ray and I will be in the financial district on Tuesday morning, I thought it might be convenient for
you if we meet at your office around 11am.  Will this time/day work for you?


Please find the most recent edits in the attached RFQ and a copy of the OCA form.  The information on
this form should be completed so that when the RFQ is ready for release, Ferry Lo in our office is able
to post the RFQ on the OCII and City's websites.


To search for certified firms in order to send the RFQ, please visit the following websites:


Agency-certified SBEs: http://www.iucp.com/Default.aspx?agency=SFRA


San Francisco-certified LBEs:  http://mission.sfgov.org/hrc_certification/SEARCH.aspx


Please let me know if you have any other questions or concerns.


 George
-----Original Message-----
From: Bridges, George (OCII)
Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 3:26 PM
To: 'Clarke Miller'
Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout
Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary


Clarke


Thank you for providing the information prior to the meeting. 


Please find my edits to the draft RFP for your review.


See you tomorrow!
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George 


-----Original Message-----
From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
Sent: Tuesday, May 13, 2014 10:10 PM
To: Bridges, George (OCII)
Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout
Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary


George,
As promised in advance of our Thursday 9am meeting, please see attached our draft RFQ for your
review and comments. In the draft RFQ, we've highlighted a number of items that are either pending
further information on our side or for which we have questions for you. In addition, please see the
attached A&E fee breakdown by percentage. As mentioned below, we don't yet have actual fee $$ for
the new site, so these are %'s based off the contracted work for Piers 30-32.
We look forward to discussing these on Thursday.
Thanks,
Clarke


-----Original Message-----
From: Clarke Miller
Sent: Thursday, May 08, 2014 2:20 PM
To: 'Bridges, George (OCII)'
Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Jeff Rock; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com);
David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary


George,


An hour should be fine to cover the agenda items (i.e., comments to draft RFQ, possible disciplines for
SBE full responsibility, and relative fee contributions to overall A&E budget). As for the budget, we'll
share with you a breakdown of each consultant by %, however the total dollar amount isn't very
relevant right now because what we have only pertains to our prior site at Piers 30-32. We'll send both
the % budget breakdown and the draft RFQ to you early next week.


We'll plan to meet you on the 15th at 9am at 1 SVN, 5th floor.


Thanks,
Clarke


-----Original Message-----
From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
Sent: Thursday, May 08, 2014 1:53 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Jeff Rock; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com);
David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary


Clarke


Ray and I are available next Thursday from 9am - 10am.  Unfortunately, I have an all-staff meeting that
begins at 10am.  Do you think an hour will be enough time?  If not, we are available to begin at
8:30am, ok?


Thank you for planning to send a draft version of the RFQ prior to the meeting. 


It would also be helpful to us if we could review the budgets for the various disciplines prior to the
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meeting. 


I look forward to meeting with the team next week.


George


-----Original Message-----
From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
Sent: Wednesday, May 07, 2014 3:51 PM
To: Bridges, George (OCII)
Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Jeff Rock; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com);
David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary


George,


We'd like to meet with you again next week to discuss our draft RFQ (which we'll send to you in
advance), as well as our preliminary thoughts about certain disciplines which may be well-suited for full
SBE participation.


Does Thursday, May 15 between 9am - 1pm work for you for an hour-long meeting?


Thanks,
Clarke


-----Original Message-----
From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
Sent: Monday, May 05, 2014 9:33 AM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Jeff Rock; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com);
David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Subject: FW: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary


Clarke


I appreciate your message.


Please find the word version of the RFQ with some quick changes to the language related to the SBE
Program.


This is only to serve as an example of an RFQs previously released.  Feel free to make the necessary
changes as you see fit.


George
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From: Liz Brisson
To: Wise, Viktoriya
Cc: Oshima, Diane; Van de Water, Adam; Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin; Bollinger, Brett; elizabeth@sfcta.org
Subject: Re: GSW Standing Transportation Meeting
Date: Tuesday, March 04, 2014 5:59:20 PM
Attachments: image004.png


image002.png
image006.png
image003.png
image005.png


I was JUST drafting an email on this same matter. I would like to:


--confirm the agenda topics for upcoming CAC subcommittee meetings
--update you on Phase 2 assessment schedule


Viktoriya, the next subcommtitee meeting is March 19


On Tue, Mar 4, 2014 at 5:56 PM, Wise, Viktoriya <viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hi Everyone-


Is there a need to meet tomorrow at noon? 


Also, could someone remind me when the next CAC Transpo subcommittee
meeting is? 


 


Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning


 


Planning Department¦City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049 ¦Fax: 415-558-6409


Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org


Web: www.sfplanning.org


               


 


-- 
Liz Brisson
Senior Transportation Planner
San Francisco County Transportation Authority
1455 Market Street, 22nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
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To Piers 30-32 Citizens Advisory Committee
and Interested Citizens:
Please note that the next Transportation Subcommittee meeting of the Piers 30--32
CAC is scheduled for Wednesday, January 29, 2013 from 6:30-8:30 pm. Please
see agenda below for more details.
  
For updates and more information, visit the Pier 30-32 CAC homepage.
 
Thank you for your continued participation!


 PIERS 30-32 CITIZENS ADVISORY SUBCOMMITTEE
TRANSPORTATION


Wednesday, January 29th, 2014
Port of San Francisco - Pier 1 (The Embarcadero at Washington Street)


6:30 pm -- 8:30 pm
(Amandeep Jawa, Dan Nguyen-Tan, Cristina Rubke, Jack Bair, Jerry Chen and


Jamie Whitaker)
 


Meeting Agenda 
1. Welcome, Possible Endorsement of December 11, 2013 Meeting


Minutes (Discussion and Possible Action Item) 
 


2. Presentation and discussion of the focus and relationships of transportation
planning, analysis and management efforts by the City and Golden State
Warriors - Description of the specific transportation studies and efforts


From: Port of San Francisco
To: Reilly, Catherine
Subject: Piers 30-32 Transportation Subcommittee Meeting 1-29-14
Date: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 3:03:50 PM
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underway, including the Waterfront Transportation Assessment, how they
relate and together inform the types of mitigation measures and/or other
transportation improvements that should be included in development project
approvals and coordinated city transportation investments (Discussion and
Possible Action Item)


Public Comment
 


3. Presentation of Waterfront Transportation Assessment (WTA) - Phase 2 - Liz
Brisson, San Francisco County Transportation Authority will provide an
overview of Phase 2 of the WTA, which will analyze a package of
transportation improvements that best addresses existing and projected
transportation needs. This phase uses travel forecasting tools to evaluate the
inventory of strategies developed in WTA Phase 1 (Discussion and Possible
Action Item)


Public Comment
 


4. General Announcements and Upcoming Meetings
Public Comment
 


5. General Public Comment
At this time, members of the public may address the CAC on items of interest
to the public that are within the subject matter jurisdiction of the CAC but do
not appear on the agenda. With respect to agenda items, the public will be
given an opportunity to address the CAC when the item is reached in the
meeting. Each member of the public may address the Committee for up to two
minutes.
 


6. Adjournment 


If you have questions about the CAC, contact at Diane Oshima at
Diane.Oshima@sfport.com or 415-274-0553.
 
EMAIL NOTICING OF PIER 30-32 CAC EVENTS – If you would like to be notified
of Pier 30-32 CAC meetings, please fill in the Meeting Sign-In Sheet at the CAC
meetings, or online at sfport.com/pier30-32cac.  To receive notices via US mail
instead of email, you must provide your mailing address. If you have questions
about this project, please comment at sfgov.org/piers3032. Thank You.
 
ACCESSIBLE MEETING INFORMATION
 
Pier 1:



mailto:Diane.Oshima@sfport.com





The Port’s fully-accessible offices are in the west end of Pier 1.  There are two
entrances: the main entrance on the west (Embarcadero), and the Port History walk
entrance on the south apron.  Each of these entrances is provided with an
automatically operated door.  Both entrances lead to the Bayside Conference
Rooms.  Accessible public restrooms, drinking fountains, payphone and TTY are on
the first floor near the main entrance.  The public spaces of the Port’s offices are
equipped with remote infrared signage (Talking Signs) identifying all primary
entrances, paths of travel, meeting rooms and amenities.  Accessible seating areas
and assistive listening devices will be available in the Bayside Conference Rooms.
 
The closest accessible BART and MUNI Metro station is Embarcadero located at
Market & Spear Streets.  Accessible MUNI lines serving the Ferry Building area are
the F-Line, 9, 31, 32 and 71.  For more information about MUNI accessible services,
call (415) 923-6142. 
 
The nearest accessible parking is located as follows:
A)            3 spaces in the off-street pay parking lot on the west side of the
Embarcadero at Washington Street
B)            1 space on the south side of Washington Street at the Embarcadero
C)             Hourly and valet parking in the off-street pay parking lot at Pier 3.  This lot
is accessed through the Pier 3 bulkhead building entrance on the east side of the
Embarcadero.  This lot is located on the pier deck, adjacent to the Ferry Boat Santa
Rosa.
 
Additional covered accessible off-street pay parking is available in the Golden
Gateway Garage, which is bounded by Washington, Clay, Drumm and Battery
Streets.  Entrance is on Clay St. between Battery and Front Streets.  There is no
high-top van parking.  Metered street parking is available on the Embarcadero,
Washington St., Folsom St. and Drumm Street.
 
Accessible meeting information policy:
In order to assist the City’s efforts to accommodate persons with severe allergies,
environmental illness, multiple chemical sensitivity or related disabilities, attendees
at public meetings are reminded that other attendees may be sensitive to various
chemical-based products.  Please help the City to accommodate these individuals. 
A sign language interpreter and alternative format copies of meeting agendas and
other materials can be provided upon request made at least 72 hours in advance of
any scheduled meeting.  Contact Wendy Proctor, Port’s ADA Coordinator, at 415-
274-0592.  The Port’s TTY number is 415-274-0587.
 
Prohibition of Ringing of Sound-Producing Devices:







The ringing of and use of cell phones, pagers and similar sound-producing
electronic devices are prohibited at this meeting.  Please be advised that the Chair
may order the removal from the meeting room of any person(s) responsible for the
ringing or use of a cell phone, pager or other similar sound-producing electronic
device.


Know Your Rights Under the Sunshine Ordinance 
Government’s duty is to serve the public, reaching its decisions in full view of the
public. Commissions, boards, councils and other agencies of the City and County
exist to conduct the people’s business. This ordinance assures that deliberations are
conducted before the people and that City operations are open to the people’s
review.


For information on your rights under the Sunshine Ordinance (Chapters 67 of the
San Francisco Administrative Code) or to report a violation of the ordinance, please
contact: Chris Rustom, Administrator, Sunshine Ordinance Task Force, 415-554-
7724. Copies of the Sunshine Ordinance can be obtained from the Administrator of
the Sunshine Task Force, the San Francisco Public Library and on the City’s
website at www.sfgov.org.


Lobbyist Ordinance
Individuals and entities that influence or attempt to influence local legislative or
administrative action may be required by the San Francisco Lobbyist Ordinance
(Administrative Code Section 16.520-534) to register and report lobbying activity.


For more information about the Lobbyist Ordinance, contact the Ethics Commission
at 1390 Market Street, Suite 701, San Francisco, CA94102, (415) 554-9510, FAX
(415) 703-1021, or visit its website at http://www.sfgov.org/ethics.Last updated:
11/13/2012 1:50:37 PM


 


You are receiving this email because you signed up on our website, at a community
meeting, or through a Port of San Francisco staff member.


Unsubscribe catherine.reilly@sfgov.org from this list.


Our mailing address is:
Port of San Francisco
Pier 1, The Embarcadero
San Francisco, CA 94111


Add us to your address book


Copyright (C) 2014 Port of San Francisco All rights reserved.


Forward this email to a friend



http://sfport.us6.list-manage.com/track/click?u=0b980a9210b3deb295a5b48ce&id=efc3128601&e=ea692f4066

http://sfport.us6.list-manage.com/unsubscribe?u=0b980a9210b3deb295a5b48ce&id=07774ef87a&e=ea692f4066&c=58ace73a7f

http://sfport.us6.list-manage.com/vcard?u=0b980a9210b3deb295a5b48ce&id=07774ef87a
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Update your profile
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From: Lee, Raymond C. (OCII)
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Bridges, George (OCII); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); Lo, Ferry (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
Date: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 3:23:31 PM
Attachments: GSW_ArenaDesignPhase_RFQ (DJK 5.27).docx


Hi Clark,


I spelled out SBE and LBE in the first instance on page 1 and abbreviated the words in the second
instance on page 2.  All else looks fine.


Thanks,


Ray


Raymond Lee
Contract Compliance Supervisor
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
(Successor to the SF Redevelopment Agency)
One South Van Ness Avenue, 5th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103-5416
(415) 749.2593
raymond.c.lee@sfgov.org


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Sent: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 3:06 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII)
Cc: Bridges, George (OCII); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); Lo, Ferry (OCII)
Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary


Looks good to me.


Ray - since George is out, could you please take a look and see if you are ok with the reorg?  Thanks


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/


PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.


-----Original Message-----
From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
Sent: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 2:11 PM
To: Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Bridges, George (OCII); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); Lo, Ferry (OCII)
Subject: FW: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
Importance: High



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=1DF0D5C581EA4BA18A7011CD3C9215F6-RAYMOND C.
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REQUEST FOR STATEMENTS OF INTEREST AND QUALIFICATIONS


“DESIGN, ENGINEERING, & CONSULTING SERVICES”





TO:			Prospective Firms





FROM:			GSW Arena, LLC (“Owner”)





DATE:			May 27, 2014





SUBJECT:		Golden State Warriors Arena Site Development – Mission Bay





LOCATION:		San Francisco, CA





Introduction


This Request for Statements of Interest and Qualifications (RFQ) is issued for professional design, engineering, and consulting services by Owner and Kendall/Heaton Associates in connection with the design of Owner’s new Multi-Purpose Arena and ancillary Office/Retail/Parking development on Blocks 29-32 in Mission Bay, San Francisco (the “Project”). 	Comment by Author: I don’t feel strongly either way, but wondering why they are referenced here.











Given the Owner’s extensive design efforts for almost two years at a prior arena site on Piers 30-32, some members of the professional team have already been engaged. Specifically, Owner has retained Kendall/Heaton Associates as its Architect of Record to coordinate the specialized arena design work on the Project and has engaged Manica Architecture (Arena Design Architect) and Snøhetta (Design Consultant) to develop the creative and programmatic vision for the Project. At this time, the Owner also anticipates contracting on arena-specific work with Magnusson Klemencic Associates, Inc. (Structural Engineering), BKF Engineering (Civil Engineering), Langan Treadwell Rollo (Geotechnical Engineering), and Smith Seckman Reid (MEP). Small Business Enterprise (SBE) and Local Business Enterprise (LBE) firms specializing in the disciplines above are strongly encouraged to apply for substantial partnerships with the aforementioned arena-specialist consultants. Please note, however, that interested firms are not to contact these arena-specialist consultants about partnerships in advance of submitting qualifications or proposals. Partnership opportunities will be decided at the sole discretion of the Owner and the Architect of Record.





SBEs and LBEs are encouraged to respond with statements of interest and qualifications to provide services in the following arena-specific disciplines which are expected to be necessary as part of the Project’s arena development:   











			Consultants of Owner: 


· Arena Architect of Record (Kendall/Heaton Assoc.)


· Arena Design Architect (Manica Architecture)


			


· Arena Interiors Architect (Manica Architecture)


· Geotechnical Engineering (Langan Treadwell Rollo)





			


Subconsultants of Architect of Record: 





			· Civil Engineering (BKF Engineering)


· Design Consultant (Snøhetta)


			· MEP Engineering – Arena (Smith Seckman Reid)


· Structural Engineering – Arena (Magnusson Klemencic Associates, Inc.)


			





















FULL OR PARTNERSHIP OPPORTUNITIES FOR THE PROJECT:





Small Business Enterprises (SBEs) and Local Business Enterprises (LBEs) certified by the City and County of San Francisco are also encouraged to respond with statements of interest and qualifications for a full scope of work for certain elements of the Arena component as well as the Project’s Office, Retail, and Parking Structure development for all disciplines listed below: 





FULL OR PARTNERSHIP OPPORTUNITIES FOR ALL PORTIONS OF PROJECT:





			Consultants of Owner: 


· Archaeology


· Architect of Record (Office/Retail/Parking)





			


· Art Consultant 


· MEP Peer Review


· Structural Peer Review


			


· Survey


· Testing and Inspection





			Subconsultants of Architect of Record: 





			· Accessibility


· Acoustical (Office/Retail)


· Acoustical/Broadcast/Sound/ Audio-Visual/ Access Control and Video Surveillance/ Data/Telecom/ Structured Cabling System (Arena)


· Acoustical/Audio-Visual/ Theatrical Design (Small Theater)


· Architectural Model Making


· Architectural Rendering Production


· BMCS (Building Controls)


· Building Enclosure (Curtain Wall and Waterproofing)


· Building Maintenance


· Code Consultant


			· Code and Wayfinding Signage/Environmental Graphics Design


· Data/Telecom (Office)


· Design Architect (Office/Retail)


· Fire, Life Safety and CFD Analysis


· Food Service/Kitchen Equipment Design (Arena)


· Graphics and Signage


· Graphic Reproduction


· Ice Floor Consulting


· Interiors Architect (Office/Retail)


· Landscape Architect 


· LEED Commissioning


			· Lighting Design 


· MEP Engineering (Office/Retail/Parking)


· Parking Design


· Pedestrian and Vehicular Legion Modeling


· Risk Assessment 


· Security System Design


· Seismic Analysis


· Specialty Lighting (Arena)


· Structural Engineering (Office/Retail/Parking)


· Sustainability


· Vertical Transportation


· Waste Management and Recycling


· Wind Engineering














Further description of each scope of work is included in the attached Exhibit A.





Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)-certified SBE firms as well as LBE firms certified by the City and County of San Francisco are encouraged to apply.  Additional information regarding the SBE certification process is outlined below in Section 3.


PARTNERSHIP OPPORTUNITIES FOR ARENA PORTION OF PROJECT:





Given the Owner’s extensive design efforts for almost two years at a prior arena site on Piers 30-32, some members of the professional team have already been engaged. Specifically, Owner has retained Kendall/Heaton Associates as its Architect of Record to coordinate the specialized arena design work on the Project and has engaged Manica Architecture (Arena Design Architect) and Craig Dykers of Snøhetta (Senior Design Advisor) to develop the creative and programmatic vision for the Project. Due to their arena expertise and/or familiarity with the Project site, the Owner also anticipates contracting on arena-specific work with Magnusson Klemencic Associates, Inc. (Structural Engineering), BKF Engineering (Civil Engineering), Langan Treadwell Rollo (Geotechnical Engineering), and Smith Seckman Reid (MEP). SBE and LBE firms specializing in the disciplines above are strongly encouraged to apply for substantial partnerships with the aforementioned consultants. Please note, however, that interested firms are not to contact these consultants about partnerships in advance of submitting qualifications or proposals. Partnership opportunities will be decided at the sole discretion of the Owner and the Architect of Record.





SBEs and LBEs are encouraged to respond with statements of interest and qualifications to provide services in the following arena-specific disciplines which are expected to be necessary as part of the Project’s arena development:   





			Consultants of Owner: 


· Arena Architect of Record (Kendall/Heaton Assoc.)


· Arena Design Architect (Manica Architecture)


			


· Arena Interiors Architect (Manica Architecture)


· Geotechnical Engineering (Langan Treadwell Rollo)





			


Subconsultants of Architect of Record: 





			· Civil Engineering (BKF Engineering)


· Design Consultant (Snøhetta)


			· MEP Engineering – Arena (Smith Seckman Reid)


· Structural Engineering – Arena (Magnusson Klemencic Associates, Inc.)


			











Further description of each scope of work is included in the attached Exhibit A.





Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)-certified SBE firms as well as LBE firms certified by the City and County of San Francisco are encouraged to apply.  Additional information regarding the SBE certification process is outlined below in Section 3.








1. Project Description


The Project is the development of a new multi-purpose arena for the Golden State Warriors and ancillary development (i.e., Office, Retail, Plaza Areas, and Structured Parking) on 12 acres of land referred to as Block 29 – 32 in Mission Bay, San Francisco. The complex consists of an arena with approximately 18,000-seats, multiple Office buildings with ground-floor retail, and open spaces. The project is envisioned to include offices, conference space, retail, restaurants, structured parking, public spaces/parks, and other amenities.





Owner and Architect of Record are committed to making a good faith effort to contract with professional services consultants certified as small, local, minority- and women-owned businesses. This project has a 50% Small Business Enterprise (SBE) participation goal for professional services. More information on the SBE certification process can be found in Section 3. 


2. RFQ & Selection Process 


Key RFQ Dates 


The Owner anticipates a two-part RFQP process to accommodate any need for additional services and disciplines as the Project progresses. Information on the group anticipated for each discipline is included in the attached Exhibit A.  Consultants interested in opportunities for Group 1 and/or Group 2 must submit their qualification responses to this RFQ by June 25, 2014 at 5:00 PM.





The selection process schedule is summarized as follows (dates subject to change).





RFQ Issued: 						Tuesday May 27, 2014


Pre-Submittal Conference: 					Monday June 9, 2014 at 3:30 PM


Deadline for Questions & Clarifications on RFQ:		Friday June 13, 2014 by 5:00 PM


Written Responses to Clarification Requests:		Wednesday June 18, 2014 by 5:00 PM


RFQ Response Due Date: 					Wednesday June 25, 2014 by 5:00 PM


Proposals Requested from Shortlisted Firms (Group 1): 	Anticipated mid-summer 2014


	(varies depending on discipline)


Notification of Selections (Group 1): 			Between July 2014 and February 2015


	(varies depending on discipline)


Proposals Requested from Shortlisted Firms (Group 2): 	Anticipated fall 2014 				


								(varies depending on discipline)


Notification of Selections (Group 2): 	Between November 2014 and April 2015 


(varies depending on discipline)





Pre-Submittal Conference


A pre-submittal conference will be held to provide more Project specific information and answer questions about the Project on the following date:





Date:				Monday, June 9, 2014


Time:				3:30 PM


Location:			The San Francisco Public Library


100 Larkin Street (at Grove)


Koret Auditorium, located on the library’s lower level


Enter 30 Grove Street, proceed down stairs





Note: This is not a library-sponsored program.  Refreshments are not permitted in the auditorium.





Clarifications and Interpretations


All questions and requests for clarification of this RFQ shall be submitted in writing to Contracts@warriors.com. All questions and clarifications received prior to June 9, 2014 will be responded to at the Pre-Submittal Conference on June 9, 2014 at 3:30 PM. All questions and clarifications received after the Pre-Submittal Conference and before the deadline for questions and clarifications on June 13, 2014 will be responded to by June 18, 2014 at 5:00 PM. Any clarifications or interpretations that materially affect or change RFQ requirements will be distributed by Owner as an addendum.  All such addenda will be posted on the OCII website at http://www.sfredevelopment.org/index.aspx?page=127 and will be deemed part of this RFQ.  








RFQ Response Submittal





Respondents may submit their Qualifications on the website below after the Pre-Submittal meeting on June 9, 2014. Submissions will be accepted until 5:00 PM on June 25, 2014.





Beginning of Submissions: 	Monday, June 9, 2014


Close of Submissions: 		5:00 PM on Wednesday, June 25, 2014


Format:				Two-step electronic submittal process


Step 1: General Information:	Fill out form electronically at www.warriors.com/sf/contracts


Step 2: Attachments:	Email attachments as one (1) PDF file to contracts@warriors.com 





All responses to this RFQ must be concise and shall be in the form provided on www.warriors.com/sf/contracts (consistent with Exhibit B to this document) with all information filled out completely. Each Statement of Qualifications shall be no more than 10 pages, including all attachments. For firms submitting for multiple service categories, each category can be up to a maximum of 10 pages, including all attachments.  Hard copy or verbal responses will not be accepted.  All documents and media will become the property of Owner and will not be returned.





Proposal & Selection Process


The Project team will evaluate all completed, responsive, and qualified submittals.  Evaluations will be based on the information provided in conjunction with the Selection Criteria as noted below.  Upon completion of the evaluation, Owner and Architect of Record, in conjunction with OCII, will select firms to submit proposals on the Project and may request in-person interviews.  For Group 1 disciplines, this process is anticipated to take place between July and December of this year. For Group 2 disciplines, this process is anticipated to take place between November 2014 and April 2015. Exact dates will be provided to selected participants depending on discipline. Following receipt of proposals and participation in an interview process (if requested), it is the intent of the Owner and Architect of Record to enter into agreements with selected firms between July 2014 and April 2015, depending on the discipline and the progress of the Project (identified as Group 1 versus Group 2 in Exhibit A).  Owner and Architect of Record reserve the right to accept or reject any and all proposals at their sole discretion.





Participants acknowledge and accept that any costs incurred from their participation in this RFQ shall be at the sole risk and responsibility of the participant.





Selection Criteria


All firms wishing to be considered for selection on the Project must satisfy the following conditions: 


a. Applicable business and professional licenses in good standing; 


b. Insurance in good standing;


c. Ability to use 2D & 3D modeling software, including AutoCAD, Revit, 3d Studio Max, and Rhino.  All construction documents shall be prepared using Revit.





For those firms satisfying the above minimum standards, qualifying firms may be selected to provide proposals based upon, but not limited to, the following factors:


a. Strength of consultant’s qualifications to undertake the subject scope of services (30 pts);


b. Experience in working with the jurisdictions (including OCII) affecting this project (10 pts);


c. Individual project team members’ experience with projects of similar size/scope (30 pts);


d. Professional references from developers, general contractors, and/or architects (10 pts);


e. Other criteria deemed to be in the best interest of the Project and/or Owner (20 pts).














3. Office of Community Investment SBE Certification Process


Small Business Enterprise Goals: Professional Services 


The Project is administered by the OCII.  The former Redevelopment Agency’s Small Business Enterprise (SBE) Program is applicable to the Project and there is a 50% SBE participation goal for Professional Services contracts.  First consideration will be given in awarding contracts to San Francisco-based SBEs. Non San Francisco-based SBEs should be used to satisfy participation goals only if San Francisco-based SBEs are not available, qualified, or if their bids or fees are significantly higher than those of non San Francisco-based SBEs. 





As of March 2012, OCII no longer directly certifiesy SBEs; however, firms previously certified as MBE, WBE and SBE with the Former Agency will continue to be valid through the expiration date on the certificate (3 years from the date of certification).  OCII will honor firms certified with the City and County of San Francisco as a Local Disadvantaged Business Enterprises (LBEs) that are consistent with the SBE certification standards.  In order to be recognized as an economically disadvantaged SBE, the business must have an average gross receipt income based on the three most recent tax returns that does not exceed $2 Million Dollars for Professional Services.  





OCII will accept the information on documented small economically disadvantaged business (SBE, MBE and WBE) certifications from the following jurisdictions: State of California--Small Business Enterprises (SBE), Federal and any other local jurisdiction.  OCII staff will make the final determination on the consistency of the certification standards and acceptance or denial of certifications listed above. 





For more information on LBE certification with the City and County of San Francisco, please visit the following site:  http://sfgsa.org/index.aspx?page=5364. 





Please contact George Bridges, OCII Senior Contract Compliance Specialist for additional information at George.Bridges@sfgov.org.  





4. Owner's Reservation of Rights


The Owner and Architect of Architect reserve the right to divide the Project into multiple parts, to increase or decrease scope of services, to reject any and all qualifications without providing any reason for such rejection and re-solicit for new qualifications, or to reject any and all proposals and temporarily or permanently abandon the Project. Owner makes no representations, written or oral, that it will enter into any form of agreement with any respondent to this RFQ for any project. No such representation is intended or should be construed by the issuance of this RFQ.





5. No Reimbursement For Costs


Respondent acknowledges and accepts that any costs incurred from the respondent's participation in this RFQ shall be at the sole risk and responsibility of the respondent.





6. No Exclusivity


Owner and Architect of Record have an interest in seeing that the Project team is ultimately comprised of diverse and competent consultants and subcontractors retained in compliance with the Diversity Program. Therefore, for the purposes of the RFQ, respondents shall not form contracts with consultants or subcontractors or request or enter into exclusive or non‐exclusive arrangements which would preclude them from participating in the Project as part of another team.









Exhibit A





Description of Scopes of Work





Group 1





			No.


			Consultant


			Scope


			Contract with





			1


			Archaeology 


			Evaluate historical objects found during the course of excavation and construction.


			Owner





			2


			Arena Architect of Record


			Coordinate design work and drawing production for Arena portion of project.


			Owner





			3


			Architect of Record (Office/Retail/Parking)


			Coordinate design work and drawing production for Office/Retail/Parking portions of project.


			Owner





			4


			Arena Design Architect 


			Arena planning and design


			Owner





			5


			Arena Interiors Architect


			Interior design of arena and amenities


			Owner





			6


			Geotechnical Engineering 


			Investigate subsurface conditions and materials; determine the relevant physical and environmental properties of these materials; assist in the design of structure foundations; and monitor site conditions and foundation construction. 


			Owner





			7


			Survey 


			Research physical boundaries of property, location of utility lines and easements.


			Owner














			No.


			Consultant


			Scope


			Contract with





			8


			Accessibility


			ADA compliance, site, building and interiors.


			Architect of Record





			9


			Acoustical/Broadcast/ Sound/Audio-Visual/ Access Control and  Video Surveillance/ Data/Telecom/ Structured Cabling System (Arena)


			Provide consulting design service to the design team for Arena technical support.


			Architect of Record





			10


			Acoustical/Audio-Visual/ Theatrical Design (Small Theater)


			Provide consulting design service for theater planning and equipment, acoustics and audio-visual and IT. 


			Architect of Record





			11


			Architectural Model Making


			Production of physical model(s) depicting the project. 


			Architect of Record





			12


			Architectural Rendering Production


			Production of artistic renderings depicting the project. 


			Architect of Record





			No.


			Consultant


			Scope


			Contract with





			13


			BMCS (Building Controls)


			Design and specify Building Management Controls Systems. 


			Architect of Record





			14


			Building Enclosure (Curtain Wall and Waterproofing)


			Exterior window wall system design and details. Participate in design coordination with architects.


			Architect of Record





			15


			Civil Engineering


			Design and coordinate site work, underground utilities, roadways, site grading and sustainable design features.


			Architect of Record





			16


			Code Consultant


			Fire and life safety code consultation.


			Architect of Record





			17


			Code and Wayfinding Signage/Environmental Graphics Design


			Design comprehensive wayfinding and graphics. 


			Architect of Record





			18


			Design Architect (Office/Retail)


			Design services in collaboration with Architect of Record & Arena Design Architect.


			Architect of Record





			19


			Design Consultant


			Planning and design consulting services


			Architect of Record





			20


			Fire Life Safety and CFD analysis


			Analyze design for life safety compliance and perform smoke and fire CFD analysis.  Coordinate findings with design team for implementation. 


			Architect of Record





			21


			Food Service/Kitchen Equipment Design (Arena)


			Design of Arena kitchen, serveries, and support areas complete with equipment selections.


			Architect of Record





			22


			Graphics & Signage


			Indoor and outdoor graphics design and signage systems.


			Architect of Record





			23


			Graphic Reproduction


			Drawing management and documents printing services.


			Architect of Record





			24


			Ice Floor Consulting


			Design and specification of ice floor system. 


			Architect of Record





			25


			Interiors Architect (Office/Retail)


			Design services in collaboration with Architect of Record & Design Architect.


			Architect of Record





			26


			Landscape Architect 


			Design open space including planted areas, hardscape and outdoor features, terraces, and plazas.


			Architect of Record





			27


			LEED Commissioning


			Verify that the building’s energy related systems are installed, calibrated and perform according to the owner’s project requirements, basis of design, and construction documents.


			Architect of Record





			28


			Lighting Design


			Lighting design for site, arena interior, building exterior, and life safety needs.


			Architect of Record





			No.


			Consultant


			Scope


			Contract with





			29


			MEP Engineering  (Arena)


			Mechanical, electrical, plumbing, fire protection design and engineering specific to Arena. Coordinate with other design disciplines; adhere to sustainability criteria set by client/design team.


			Architect of Record





			30


			MEP Engineering (Office/Retail/Parking)


			Mechanical, electrical, plumbing, fire protection design and engineering specific to Office/Retail/Parking. Coordinate with other design disciplines; adhere to sustainability criteria set by client/ design team.


			Architect of Record





			31


			Parking Design


			Parking facility design. Participate in design coordination with architect and other consultants.


			Architect of Record





			32


			Pedestrian and Vehicular Legion Modeling


			Analyze pedestrian and traffic flow to and from events. 


			Architect of Record





			33


			Security System Design


			Provide security system design and implementation plans.


			Architect of Record





			34


			Seismic Analysis


			Analyze structural design for seismic forces and coordinate with structural engineer.


			Architect of Record





			35


			Specialty Lighting (Arena)


			Design lighting for special Events / Sports. 


			Architect of Record





			36


			Structural Engineering (Arena)


			Design foundations, building superstructures, roof and other special structures specific to the Arena. Provide seismic design. Coordinate with architectural and site work.


			Architect of Record





			37


			Structural Engineering (Office/Retail/Parking)


			Design foundations, building superstructures, roof and other special structures specific to Office/Retail/Parking. Provide seismic design. Coordinate with architectural and site work.


			Architect of Record





			38


			Sustainability


			Design building systems for energy and water conservation, daylighting, natural ventilation, renewable energy generations, LEED certification and other sustainability goals.


			Architect of Record





			39


			Vertical Transportation


			Passenger and service elevators and escalator design services.


			Architect of Record





			40


			Waste Management and Recycling


			Design systems and equipment and consult on traffic flow and access.


			Architect of Record





			41


			Wind Engineering


			Consult on wind engineering issues including structural frame, cladding pressures and pedestrian comfort for site design. Participate in design coordination with architects.


			Architect of Record


















Group 2





			No.


			Consultant


			Scope


			Contract with





			42


			Art Consultant


			Curate artwork and consult on programming in fulfillment of Owner’s 1% public art commitment.


			Owner





			43


			MEP Peer Review


			Review the design of the MEP systems to ensure design quality and reliability.


			Owner





			44


			Structural Engineering Peer Review


			Review the design of the structural systems to ensure design quality and reliability.


			Owner 





			45


			Testing and Inspection


			Conduct testing of construction materials to ensure compliance with specifications.


			Owner

















			No.


			Consultant


			Scope


			Contract with





			46


			Acoustical (Office/Retail)


			Acoustical design for indoor and outdoor environment, including mechanical equipment noise and vibration isolation.


			Architect of Record





			47


			Building Maintenance


			Building Maintenance (i.e.; window washing, glass replacement, sealant repairs, etc.) strategies, systems recommendations and design. Coordination with architects and engineers.


			Architect of Record





			48


			Data/Telecom (Office)


			Data/Telecom design strategies, options, and implementation.


			Architect of Record





			49


			Risk Assessment


			Provide risk assessment analysis including terrorist prevention measures.


			Architect of Record


















Exhibit B


Template for RFQ Response Found at www.warriors.com/sf/contracts





[see attached]









GSW Arena LLC


Arena and Ancillary Development – Mission Bay





RESPONSE TO RFQ FOR DESIGN, ENGINEERING, & CONSULTING SERVICES


www.warriors.com/sf/contracts 








			Discipline(s) for which your firm is providing a statement of qualifications:


			








			


			





			General Information


			





			Firm Name


			





			Address


			





			Phone Number


			





			Website (if any)


			





			Email address


			





			Contact person


			





			


			





			Firm Information


			





			Length of time in business


			


			Number of Employees


			





			


Firm owner(s), principal(s), and/or officer(s)


			





			


SBE or LBE certified?


			


			California License No.


			











			


Attachments  (Maximum of 10 pages per discipline for which you are providing a statement of qualifications).        All attachments should use the naming convention “FirmName_Discipline.pdf” (i.e., ACME Associates_Survey.pdf). 





1. Prior experience description including no more than three examples of experience with comparable projects  


· For each, provide name of the project owner, project size, date completed, and project references 


· Each example should be no more than one page





2. List of projects which involved working with the OCII, San Francisco Department of Building Inspection and/ or other San Francisco agencies





3. List of staff and personnel that will be assigned to this project, and their relevant experience


· Limit each individual’s relevant information to a single page





4. Evidence of License in the State of California, if applicable 





5. List of professional licenses, accreditation and memberships within the firm





6. A statement of available insurance





7. Professional references from two (2) developers, two (2) general contractors, and two (2) architects





8. Proof of SBE and/or LBE status in San Francisco, if applicable























[end of RFQ]
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Ray, Catherine,


I'm forwarding an email to you since George is out of the office today. Please see below for a suggested
change to the sequencing of the consultant opportunities (i.e., flip the order so arena-specific disciplines
are second to improve optics that the design team hasn't already been selected). Attached is a redline
illustrating this re-sequencing. There are also a couple of minor edits to the disclaimer language we'd
like to clean up. Can you let us know if you see any issues?


In the meantime, we'll work on a clean version so we can send this before end-of-day.


Thanks,
Clarke


-----Original Message-----
From: Clarke Miller
Sent: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 1:27 PM
To: 'Bridges, George (OCII)'
Cc: Lo, Ferry (OCII); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
Importance: High


George,


As I mentioned Friday, the Warriors counsel was reviewing the final draft over the weekend, and he's
suggested a couple of changes. Most importantly, he thought it'd be best to lead with the 'full +
partnership opportunities' section first and then to follow with the arena-specific 'partnership
opportunities' section so the respondents feel like there's ample LBE/SBE opportunity available within the
project. I think this is a good suggestion; can you let us know if you see a problem?


He also requested we make some minor edits to the disclaimer language around ownership of
documents and reservation of rights to not select consultants for a given discipline. The spirit of the
disclaimers remains the same as we'd had it previously.


Apologies for the last minute changes. I know you're out of the office today. Do you want to discuss this
via phone this afternoon before we send it out? Best way to reach me is cell: 415-572-7640.


Thanks,
Clarke


-----Original Message-----
From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
Sent: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 8:39 AM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Lo, Ferry (OCII); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary


Clarke


The only change would be in the first paragraph of the RFQ.  The project is in the Mission Bay South
Project Area.


Feel free to send to RFQ and OCA form to Ferry Lo who will post the project.


I am out of the office today and will return tomorrow.


George
________________________________________
From: Clarke Miller <CMiller@stradasf.com>
Sent: Friday, May 23, 2014 3:56 PM
To: Bridges, George (OCII)
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Cc: Lo, Ferry (OCII); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary


George, Ferry,
Please see the attached revised OCA form and let me know if you have any questions.
Thanks,
Clarke


-----Original Message-----
From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
Sent: Friday, May 23, 2014 12:02 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Lo, Ferry (OCII); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: Re: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary


Clarke


We have had some trouble emails this past week so my apology.


My comments included - #7 is not applicable to this project. N/A is fine.


Please make the following change:  SBE/MBE/WBE/LBEs are encourage to apply.


Thanks again
George


> On May 23, 2014, at 11:42 AM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
>
> No, George, I didn't see your email come through yesterday. Do you mind resending? In the
meantime, I'll delete the discipline info in the OCA form.
>
> I'll send the updated RFQ later today. Thanks, in advance, for your review.
>
> Enjoy the holiday weekend.
>
> Clarke
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
> Sent: Friday, May 23, 2014 11:37 AM
> To: Clarke Miller; Lo, Ferry (OCII)
> Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
> Subject: Re: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>
> Clarke
>
> Did you get my email yesterday with the updated OCA form and Ferry's email?
>
> Please delete all of the information regarding the various disciples on the OCA form.  Ferry will not be
able to add all of that information to the actual posting however he will attach the RFQ.  By mentioning
the developer Is seeking design consultants, we should be fine.
>
> If you send an updated RFQ today, I will review the RFQ over the weekend.
>
> Ferry will plan to post this RFQ after my review.  He is copied on this email.
>
> Have a nice weekend
>
> George
>> On May 23, 2014, at 10:54 AM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
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>>
>> George,
>> Can you confirm for me that you're the correct person to review this OCA form? Or should it go to
Ferry Lo? If so, would you please send me Ferry's email address? I want to make sure it's correct
before end of day today.
>> Thanks,
>> Clarke
>>
>> -----Original Message-----
>> From: Clarke Miller
>> Sent: Wednesday, May 21, 2014 4:45 PM
>> To: 'Bridges, George (OCII)'
>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>
>> George,
>>
>> I have attached a draft of the completed OCA form. There are a couple more disciplines we're still
fine-tuning, but I'd appreciate it if you'd provide any feedback on the responses I provided.
>>
>> Also, I noticed in the version you gave me that SBE/LBEs were actually encouraged to partner in
advance with prime consultants. Since we're explicitly discouraging that on our project, I wanted to
understand the implication of Question 7 where answering the % LBE goal of our project apparently
triggers an action on the website which allows primes to see which SBE/LBEs have submitted. Can we
opt out of that function?
>>
>> Lastly, can you confirm who I should send this form to once finalized? And do they need to review
it before Tuesday or will they be able to process it the day our RFQ goes out?
>>
>> Thanks,
>> Clarke
>>
>> -----Original Message-----
>> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
>> Sent: Monday, May 19, 2014 5:29 PM
>> To: Clarke Miller
>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>
>> Clarke, Kate, Ben and David
>>
>> Thank you for coming in today to further discuss the RFQ process.
>>
>> Please find the most updated RFQ and a completed OCA form for your review.
>>
>> I tentatively have a room for us on Tuesday, June 3 at 9am.
>>
>> George
>>
>> -----Original Message-----
>> From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
>> Sent: Monday, May 19, 2014 1:05 PM
>> To: Bridges, George (OCII)
>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>
>> George,
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>> Please see the attached updated document. We've revised it to try and distinguish between those
disciplines which will have a partnering opportunity only, and those with an opportunity for either full
scope or partnering. We look forward to your feedback. Also, please note that Exhibit A needs to be
cleaned up once we've resolved how to handle the upper section of the document.
>> See you @ 3:30pm.
>> Thanks,
>> Clarke
>>
>> -----Original Message-----
>> From: Clarke Miller
>> Sent: Monday, May 19, 2014 9:27 AM
>> To: 'Bridges, George (OCII)'
>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>
>> Thanks for your flexibility, George. We'll see you at 3:30pm at your office. I'll be forwarding the
revised RFQ document to you shortly.
>> Clarke
>>
>> -----Original Message-----
>> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
>> Sent: Monday, May 19, 2014 9:18 AM
>> To: Clarke Miller
>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
>> Subject: Re: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>
>> Clarke
>>
>> Yes.  Let's plan to meet at 3:30.
>>
>> George
>>
>>> On May 18, 2014, at 3:20 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
>>>
>>> George,
>>> We apologize, but we had a conflict arise on our end at 2pm tomorrow. Are you available instead
later in the afternoon around 3:30 or 4pm?
>>> Thanks,
>>> Clarke
>>>
>>> Clarke Miller
>>> Strada Investment Group
>>>
>>>> On May 16, 2014, at 2:57 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
>>>>
>>>> George,
>>>> Monday at 2pm works for us. Would you like to meet at your office again? We'll send the revised
RFQ in advance of the meeting.
>>>> Thanks,
>>>> Clarke
>>>>
>>>> -----Original Message-----
>>>> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
>>>> Sent: Friday, May 16, 2014 8:54 AM
>>>> To: Clarke Miller
>>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
>>>> Subject: Re: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary



mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org

mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org





>>>>
>>>> Clarke
>>>>
>>>> How does Monday or Wednesday at 2pm work for you?
>>>>
>>>> George
>>>>
>>>>> On May 16, 2014, at 8:14 AM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
>>>>>
>>>>> George,
>>>>> Thanks for the suggested revisions and the additional information. We're working on a revised
RFQ right now.
>>>>> David Carlock will be out of town Tuesday, and he'd like to attend the follow-up meeting. Are
you available either Monday afternoon or Wednesday?
>>>>> Thanks,
>>>>> Clarke
>>>>>
>>>>> -----Original Message-----
>>>>> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
>>>>> Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 5:18 PM
>>>>> To: Clarke Miller
>>>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com);
David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
>>>>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>>>
>>>>> Clarke/Kate
>>>>>
>>>>> Thank you for meeting with us today to further discuss the RFQ for the Warriors' Arena.
>>>>>
>>>>> Since Ray and I will be in the financial district on Tuesday morning, I thought it might be
convenient for you if we meet at your office around 11am.  Will this time/day work for you?
>>>>>
>>>>> Please find the most recent edits in the attached RFQ and a copy of the OCA form.  The
information on this form should be completed so that when the RFQ is ready for release, Ferry Lo in our
office is able to post the RFQ on the OCII and City's websites.
>>>>>
>>>>> To search for certified firms in order to send the RFQ, please visit the following websites:
>>>>>
>>>>> Agency-certified SBEs: http://www.iucp.com/Default.aspx?agency=SFRA
>>>>>
>>>>> San Francisco-certified LBEs:  http://mission.sfgov.org/hrc_certification/SEARCH.aspx
>>>>>
>>>>> Please let me know if you have any other questions or concerns.
>>>>>
>>>>> George
>>>>> -----Original Message-----
>>>>> From: Bridges, George (OCII)
>>>>> Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 3:26 PM
>>>>> To: 'Clarke Miller'
>>>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com);
David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout
>>>>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>>>
>>>>> Clarke
>>>>>
>>>>> Thank you for providing the information prior to the meeting.
>>>>>
>>>>> Please find my edits to the draft RFP for your review.
>>>>>
>>>>> See you tomorrow!
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>>>>>
>>>>> George
>>>>>
>>>>> -----Original Message-----
>>>>> From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
>>>>> Sent: Tuesday, May 13, 2014 10:10 PM
>>>>> To: Bridges, George (OCII)
>>>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com);
David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout
>>>>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>>>
>>>>> George,
>>>>> As promised in advance of our Thursday 9am meeting, please see attached our draft RFQ for
your review and comments. In the draft RFQ, we've highlighted a number of items that are either
pending further information on our side or for which we have questions for you. In addition, please see
the attached A&E fee breakdown by percentage. As mentioned below, we don't yet have actual fee $$
for the new site, so these are %'s based off the contracted work for Piers 30-32.
>>>>> We look forward to discussing these on Thursday.
>>>>> Thanks,
>>>>> Clarke
>>>>>
>>>>>
>>>>> -----Original Message-----
>>>>> From: Clarke Miller
>>>>> Sent: Thursday, May 08, 2014 2:20 PM
>>>>> To: 'Bridges, George (OCII)'
>>>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Jeff Rock; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa
(bdraa@warriors.com); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
>>>>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>>>
>>>>> George,
>>>>>
>>>>> An hour should be fine to cover the agenda items (i.e., comments to draft RFQ, possible
disciplines for SBE full responsibility, and relative fee contributions to overall A&E budget). As for the
budget, we'll share with you a breakdown of each consultant by %, however the total dollar amount
isn't very relevant right now because what we have only pertains to our prior site at Piers 30-32. We'll
send both the % budget breakdown and the draft RFQ to you early next week.
>>>>>
>>>>> We'll plan to meet you on the 15th at 9am at 1 SVN, 5th floor.
>>>>>
>>>>> Thanks,
>>>>> Clarke
>>>>>
>>>>> -----Original Message-----
>>>>> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
>>>>> Sent: Thursday, May 08, 2014 1:53 PM
>>>>> To: Clarke Miller
>>>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Jeff Rock; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa
(bdraa@warriors.com); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
>>>>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>>>
>>>>> Clarke
>>>>>
>>>>> Ray and I are available next Thursday from 9am - 10am.  Unfortunately, I have an all-staff
meeting that begins at 10am.  Do you think an hour will be enough time?  If not, we are available to
begin at 8:30am, ok?
>>>>>
>>>>> Thank you for planning to send a draft version of the RFQ prior to the meeting.
>>>>>
>>>>> It would also be helpful to us if we could review the budgets for the various disciplines prior to
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the meeting.
>>>>>
>>>>> I look forward to meeting with the team next week.
>>>>>
>>>>> George
>>>>>
>>>>> -----Original Message-----
>>>>> From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
>>>>> Sent: Wednesday, May 07, 2014 3:51 PM
>>>>> To: Bridges, George (OCII)
>>>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Jeff Rock; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa
(bdraa@warriors.com); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
>>>>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>>>
>>>>> George,
>>>>>
>>>>> We'd like to meet with you again next week to discuss our draft RFQ (which we'll send to you
in advance), as well as our preliminary thoughts about certain disciplines which may be well-suited for
full SBE participation.
>>>>>
>>>>> Does Thursday, May 15 between 9am - 1pm work for you for an hour-long meeting?
>>>>>
>>>>> Thanks,
>>>>> Clarke
>>>>>
>>>>>
>>>>> -----Original Message-----
>>>>> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
>>>>> Sent: Monday, May 05, 2014 9:33 AM
>>>>> To: Clarke Miller
>>>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Jeff Rock; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa
(bdraa@warriors.com); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
>>>>> Subject: FW: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>>>
>>>>> Clarke
>>>>>
>>>>> I appreciate your message.
>>>>>
>>>>> Please find the word version of the RFQ with some quick changes to the language related to
the SBE Program.
>>>>>
>>>>> This is only to serve as an example of an RFQs previously released.  Feel free to make the
necessary changes as you see fit.
>>>>>
>>>>> George
>>
>> <Bid database input form_GSW Arena Arch Consultants RFQ_5 21 14.doc>
>
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From: Luba Wyznyckyj
To: Wise, Viktoriya
Cc: Jose I. Farran (jifarran@adavantconsulting.com); Bollinger, Brett; Kern, Chris
Subject: Re: GSW TMP and Travel Demand Memo
Date: Friday, January 03, 2014 7:49:01 AM


Hi Viktoriya
I have not had a chance to review the TMP, and don't believe that Jose has either. I 
will try to review it before January 13th. 


Some initial thoughts for your consideration.
I agree with you that loading operations have to be discussed (or at least say that 
they will all occur prior to the event and be managed). I think I asked this before, 
but will the Planning Department require a separate "Driveway and Loading 
Operations Plan", or will this be covered in the TMP?


Vehicular access to SWL 330 and other land uses that use The Embarcadero 
between Townsend and Bryant post events needs to be described. We had to 
include this for Candlestick and AC34.


Also, one of your comments asks about concerts.  I think that concerts need to be 
included in the TMP, as they are different from conventions, and will be the most 
common event.  Because we will not be conducting a quantitative analysis of 
concerts, we will need to rely on and refer heavily to the TMP for our discussion of 
how pedestrian and vehicular traffic would be managed. 


Lastly, I would like to see more discussion of how the garage driveway and 
pedestrians and bicyclists on The Embarcadero would be managed. The discussion is 
very light - just that PCOs will likely have to manage the situation. Or we can include 
the mitigation measure that we had for the cruise terminal.
What about during non-event conditions?  How would the driveway across The 
Embarcadero be managed?  


Luba


Luba C. Wyznyckyj, AICP
LCW Consulting
3990 20th Street
San Francisco, CA 94114
(t) 415-252-7255
(c) 415-385-7031


On Jan 2, 2014, at 7:28 PM, Wise, Viktoriya wrote:


Hi-
Have you guys had a chance to look at the TMP the GSW (F&P) 
prepared? 
I am attaching a copy in case you don’t have it (this one has 
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edits from Peter and partial edits from me – I will finish mine 
this weekend and I think Brett will also add his and we will re-
send [fyi: some of my major comments will be that the 
document is currently silent on the loading operations and that 
it does not discuss operations at SWL 330]). 
 
The City family is meeting on 1/15 from noon to 1 pm to talk 
about the TMP and provide the project sponsor collective 
comments.  Could you please review the TMP by January 13th 
and let us know if you have any questions about the 
information, if you need more specifics, if you have alternative 
suggestions for how to manager things, etc. 
 
Also, I believe our comments on the Second Draft of the Travel 
Demand Memo are due on Monday, January 6th.  We will do 
our very best to provide feedback by then but I am guessing 
we will be a few days late.  I am sorry in advance if this 
occurs. 
 
Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning
 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049│Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org
<image002.png>   <image003.png>   <image004.png>   <image005.png>   
<image006.png>
 
<SF Warriors Arena TMP Draft_NOV 13-paa vwise.docx>
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From: Paul Mitchell
To: Wise, Viktoriya
Cc: Kern, Chris; Bollinger, Brett; Joyce
Subject: Piers 30-32 and SWL 330 Building Heights in EIR
Date: Monday, January 27, 2014 3:39:58 PM
Attachments: Sponsor Suggested Figure.pdf


Viktoriya:
 
I would like to resolve the last of your main substantive comments on the EIR Project Description
Version 3.0, and specifically how building heights on Piers 30-32 and SWL 330 will be measured and
reported in the EIR.  It is our understanding from the 1/8/14 GSW CEQA meeting that the City would
like the EIR to present all building heights on Piers 30-32 and SWL 330 consistent with Section
102.12 of the Planning Code for both Piers 30-32 and SWL 330 (i.e., as measured relative to the
adjacent street curb). 
 
As you recall, for Version 3.0, the project sponsor measured all their buildings heights on Piers 30-
32 relative to the proposed Piers 30-32 top-of-deck, which is approximately 2 feet higher than the
adjacent street curb (so, for example, the height of the arena is 125 feet measured from the
proposed top of deck, but ~127 feet to the top of adjacent street curb).  In contrast, for SWL 330, it
appears the project sponsor measured all their buildings heights relative to the street grade
(although I am not certain if this is the same as “adjacent street curb”).  The bottom line is that the
project sponsor is not currently presenting building heights consistently between Piers 30-32 and
SWL 330, and furthermore, the building heights are not fully consistent with how Section 102.12 of
the Planning Code measures building heights.
 
I see two main options to resolve this, from which I would like you to choose one:
 


1)       Option No. 1:  Sponsor Revises Their Plans so all Building Heights on Piers 30-32 and SWL
330 Presented in the EIR are Consistent with Section 102.12 of the Planning Code.  I
suggest the cleanest way to resolve this, and which will be the easiest for a lay reader of the
EIR to understand, is for the sponsor to revise their site plans that are presented in the EIR
Project Description accordingly, so that all proposed building heights on Piers 30-32 and
SWL 330 are measured relative to the adjacent street curb, consistent with Section 102.12
of the Planning Code.  This would affect the following EIR Project Description Figures that
present building heights:  Figures 3-6, 3-8 to 3-16, 3-18 to 3-22, 3-25; and potentially,
Figures 3-29, 3-37 to 3-40).


2)       Option No. 2:  Sponsor Introduces a Figure to the EIR that shows Discrepancy between
how Sponsor Measures Building Heights and how Buildings Heights are Measured per
Section 102.12 of the Planning Code.  At the sponsor’s suggestion, they would be to merely
add a figure early on in the EIR Project Description that would graphically show the
incremental differences between how building heights as measured by the sponsor vs. and
building heights are measured per Section 102.12 of the Planning Code, and then have all
subsequent existing EIR figures include notes that would refer the reader back to this figure. 
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The sponsor has provided a figure (attached) for Piers 30-32 that attempts to provide this
detail.  For example, you will see the top of the arena is presented at 127’; but as discussed,
under this option, all subsequent figures (site plans, floor plans, cross-sections, elevation
drawings, etc.) would be kept as-is and need to refer the reader back to this figure.  Frankly,
while the figure may be technically accurate, I find this figure and this option somewhat
confusing.  Furthermore, it is unclear at this point whether the sponsor would need to
provide a similar figure for SWL 330 (if the SWL 330 heights are not currently measured
relative to the adjacent street curb – still to be determined).


 
I would like to try to resolve this issue by the end of this week 1/31/14, as the sponsor will need to
prepare new/replacement figures to ESA. 
 
I am happy to discuss these (or potential other approaches) to resolve the building height
discrepancies with you.  Please don’t hesitate to contact me with any questions.  Thanks for your
consideration of this issue.
 
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
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From: Amy Matabuena (Soma)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Maher, Christine (OCII)
Cc: Todd Motoyama (Soma)
Subject: RE: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel
Date: Wednesday, April 23, 2014 4:27:36 PM


Hi Catherine,


No problem, I understand you and your team must be very busy.  We look forward
to meeting you tomorrow, 4/24, at 2:00 pm. 


Regards,
Amy Matabuena-Lev
SOMA Hotel LLC
433 California St.
7th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94104
tel: 415-982-1218, ext. 266
fax: 415-982-7781
email: amymatabuena@somahotelsf.com


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [catherine.reilly@sfgov.org]
Sent: Wednesday, April 23, 2014 3:48 PM
To: Amy Matabuena (Soma); Maher, Christine (OCII)
Cc: Todd Motoyama (Soma)
Subject: RE: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel 


Hello, Amy – I just left you a VM.  I apologize, but this week has become a little crazy with the
recently news on the Warriors project and I just found out I need to sit in on a meeting at 10-12
tomorrow. I would really like to be at our initial design review meeting, and was wondering if there
was any possibility to reschedule for tomorrow afternoon.  We are available from 2-5.  I really
apologized for the last minute change request. 
 
Please give me call if that time does not work with you so that we can identify an alternative time to
meeting.  We look forward to meeting with you and kicking off this fun project.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
From: Amy Matabuena (Soma) [mailto:amymatabuena@somahotelsf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 16, 2014 4:08 PM
To: Maher, Christine (OCII)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Todd Motoyama (Soma)
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Subject: RE: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel
 
Hi Christine,


We look forward to meeting you next Thursday, 4/24. 9:30 am in your office.  


Regards,
Amy Matabuena-Lev
SOMA Hotel LLC
433 California St.
7th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94104
tel: 415-982-1218, ext. 266
fax: 415-982-7781
email: amymatabuena@somahotelsf.com


From: Maher, Christine (OCII) [christine.maher@sfgov.org]
Sent: Monday, April 14, 2014 9:55 AM
To: Amy Matabuena (Soma)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Todd Motoyama (Soma)
Subject: RE: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel


Hi Amy,
 
Does 9:30 on Thursday, 4/24 work for you?
 
Thanks,
Christine
 
Christine Maher
Development Specialist
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
Successor Agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
 
(415) 749-2481 phone
(415) 749-2526 fax
christine.maher@sfgov.org
 
From: Amy Matabuena (Soma) [mailto:amymatabuena@somahotelsf.com] 
Sent: Friday, April 11, 2014 11:35 AM
To: Maher, Christine (OCII)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Todd Motoyama (Soma)
Subject: RE: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel
 
Hi Christine,


Unfortunately, our architect is not available next Thursday at 9:30 am; are you available late afternoon
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or Friday?  If not we can reschedule for Thursday, 4/24.  


Regards,
Amy Matabuena-Lev
SOMA Hotel LLC
433 California St.
7th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94104
tel: 415-982-1218, ext. 266
fax: 415-982-7781
email: amymatabuena@somahotelsf.com


From: Maher, Christine (OCII) [christine.maher@sfgov.org]
Sent: Thursday, April 10, 2014 1:28 PM
To: Amy Matabuena (Soma)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Todd Motoyama (Soma)
Subject: RE: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel


Hi Amy,
 
Sorry for the delayed response; Catherine and I were both wrapped up in another project.
 
We generally hold Thursday mornings open for Mission Bay design meetings, so were wondering if
next Thursday at 9:30 might work for you and your team?
 
Thanks,
Christine
 
Christine Maher
Development Specialist
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
Successor Agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
 
(415) 749-2481 phone
(415) 749-2526 fax
christine.maher@sfgov.org
 
From: Amy Matabuena (Soma) [mailto:amymatabuena@somahotelsf.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 08, 2014 10:40 AM
To: Maher, Christine (OCII) (RED)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) (RED); Todd Motoyama (Soma)
Subject: RE: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel
 
Christine,


We have our Architect on board and would like to meet with your project team; are you available either
this Thursday, 4/10, or Friday, 4/11?  


Regards,
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Amy Matabuena-Lev
SOMA Hotel LLC
433 California St.
7th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94104
tel: 415-982-1218, ext. 266
fax: 415-982-7781
email: amymatabuena@somahotelsf.com


From: Maher, Christine (OCII) (RED) [christine.maher@sfgov.org]
Sent: Tuesday, April 01, 2014 1:27 PM
To: Amy Matabuena (Soma)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) (RED); Todd Motoyama (Soma)
Subject: RE: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel


Thank you, Amy.  We look forward to meeting with your team once your architect is formally on
board.
 
Christine Maher
Development Specialist
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
Successor Agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
 
(415) 749-2481 phone
(415) 749-2526 fax
christine.maher@sfgov.org
 
From: Amy Matabuena (Soma) [mailto:amymatabuena@somahotelsf.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 01, 2014 10:33 AM
To: Maher, Christine (OCII) (RED)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) (RED); Rice, Don (OCII) (RED); Torres, Rosa (OCII) (RED); Todd Motoyama
(Soma)
Subject: RE: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel
 
Christine,


Attached is the signed reimbursement letter, per Todd Motoyama of SOMA Hotel LLC.  The original will
be mailed to you today.  If you have any further questions or comments, please contact me at your
earliest convenience. 


Regards,
Amy Matabuena-Lev
SOMA Hotel LLC
433 California St.
7th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94104
tel: 415-982-1218, ext. 266
fax: 415-982-7781
email: amymatabuena@somahotelsf.com


From: Maher, Christine [christine.maher@sfgov.org]
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Sent: Friday, March 21, 2014 3:04 PM
To: Todd Motoyama (Soma)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine; Amy Matabuena (Soma); Rice, Don (RED); Torres, Rosa
Subject: RE: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel


Todd,
 
Attached please find a letter related to reimbursement of any Successor Agency costs
incurred in connection with Block 1 in Mission Bay South.  An original of the letter is also
being sent to you in the mail.  At your earliest convenience, please sign and return the
original.
 
Thanks much,
 
Christine Maher
Development Specialist
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
Successor Agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
 
(415) 749-2481 phone
(415) 749-2526 fax
christine.maher@sfgov.org
 
From: Amy Matabuena (Soma) [mailto:amymatabuena@somahotelsf.com] 
Sent: Friday, February 28, 2014 12:52 PM
To: Maher, Christine
Cc: Todd Motoyama (Soma); Reilly, Catherine
Subject: RE: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel
 
Hi Christine,


 
It is nice to meet you. We are in the final rounds of contract negotiations with our Architect;
as soon as we have an agreement in place, we would be more than happy to meet with you
and discuss the project.  I'll contact you once we have an executed Architect agreement to set
up a time when we are all available.  


The primary contact on the project is Todd Motoyama, our Director of Capital Projects.
Please send him all administrative items, but please cc me as well.  We will of course pay
city costs; is there an agreement or a similar document that we need to sign?  


If you have any further questions, please contact either Todd, 415-398-3333, or me at your
earliest convenience.
 
 


Regards,
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Amy Matabuena-Lev


SOMA Hotel LLC


Stanford Hotels Corporation


433 California St.


7th Floor


San Francisco, CA 94104


tel: 415-982-1218, ext. 266


fax: 415-982-7781


email: amymatabuena@somahotelsf.com
 


From: Maher, Christine [christine.maher@sfgov.org]
Sent: Monday, February 24, 2014 3:39 PM
To: Amy Matabuena (Soma)
Cc: Todd Motoyama (Soma); Reilly, Catherine
Subject: FW: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel


Hi Amy,
 
My name is Christine Maher, and I have been working over the last year on the Block 1 hotel project
with Catherine Reilly and George Bridges.  George mentioned that he met with you earlier this
month to talk about the hiring of consultants.  I’m not sure if you have actually hired an architect
yet, but if you have, we would like you to come in with your design team to meet with us and talk
through your approach for the project before you get too far along with the design.  If you are
amenable to meeting, perhaps you could send us some times that work for your team next week.
 
Also, can you let me know who our primary contact on this project will be?  There are some
administrative items, such as a billing contract to cover our time spent on the project, that we need
to take care of.
 
Thanks much,
Christine
 
Christine Maher
Development Specialist
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
Successor Agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
 
(415) 749-2481 phone
(415) 749-2526 fax
christine.maher@sfgov.org
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From: Bridges, George 
Sent: Tuesday, February 11, 2014 9:50 AM
To: Maher, Christine; Reilly, Catherine
Subject: Fwd: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel
 
SOMA Hotel contacts :
 
Todd and Amy
 


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Amy Matabuena (Soma)" <amymatabuena@somahotelsf.com>
Date: February 5, 2014 at 4:40:03 PM PST
To: "Bridges, George" <george.bridges@sfgov.org>
Cc: "Todd Motoyama (Soma)" <toddmotoyama@somahotelsf.com>, "Reilly,
Catherine" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
Subject: RE: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel


George,
 
Our Architect is confirmed for this Monday, 2/10, 3:00 pm at One South Van


Ness, 5th floor.  Thank you for the information; we will review prior to our


meeting.
 
 
Regards,


Amy Matabuena-Lev


SOMA Hotel LLC


Stanford Hotels Corporation


433 California St.


7th Floor


San Francisco, CA 94104


tel: 415-982-1218, ext. 266


fax: 415-982-7781


email: amatabuena@somahotelllc.com


amatabuena@stanfordhotels.com
 


From: Bridges, George [george.bridges@sfgov.org]
Sent: Wednesday, February 05, 2014 10:44 AM
To: Amy Matabuena (Soma)
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Cc: Todd Motoyama (Soma); Reilly, Catherine
Subject: RE: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel


Amy
 
I have a room reserved for our meeting on Monday at 3pm.
 
For your review, I have attached the Small Business Enterprise Agreement as well as a
couple RFQs released for OCII projects.
 
Please let me know if you have any questions.
 
George


From: Amy Matabuena (Soma) [mailto:amymatabuena@somahotelsf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, February 05, 2014 9:55 AM
To: Bridges, George
Cc: Todd Motoyama (Soma)
Subject: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel
 
Mr. Bridges,


My name is Amy Matabuena-Lev and work at SOMA Hotel L.L.C, Owner's of the


SOMA Hotel located on 3rd and Channel St. in Mission Bay.  Our project team,


including our Architect, would like to meet with you and discuss the project.  


Please contact me at your earliest convenience to discuss, and to coordinate an


agreeable to time to meet. 


Regards,


Amy Matabuena-Lev


SOMA Hotel LLC


Stanford Hotels Corporation


433 California St.


7th Floor


San Francisco, CA 94104


tel: 415-982-1218, ext. 266


fax: 415-982-7781


email: amatabuena@somahotelllc.com
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From: Alice Rogers
To: Oshima, Diane
Cc: Katy Liddell; Corinne Woods; Michelle Magee; Wise, Viktoriya; Kern, Chris
Subject: Re: GSW project EIR/SB743, meeting time possibilities
Date: Sunday, January 26, 2014 6:36:52 PM


Hi Diane, Michelle, Viktoriya and/or Chris, Katy and Corinne,


Following up on our request for a get-together to learn from Viktoriya or Chris what 
the implications of SB743 will be on the scope of the GSW project EIR.


Here's a link (http://doodle.com/n82xyz3tncwsxxw3) to Doodle.com so you can 
easily indicate what time slots will work for you during the week of 2/3 or 2/10. 
Apologies that the list of slots is long...just wanted to have enough options.


Once we narrow down times, we can easily massage start/end times, if needed.


If you have questions, or would prefer to just send me 2-3 time slots that could 
work for you instead of doing the Doodle, just be in touch.


Regards,
Alice


....... 
Alice Rogers
   10 South Park St
   Studio 2
   San Francisco, CA 94107


   415.543.6554


On Jan 24, 2014, at 5:15 PM, Oshima, Diane wrote:


 Would you and Katy be willing to send a doodle with proposed dates 
during weeks of 2/3 and 2/10?  Hopefully we can land a workable date.


Thanks for your patience.  Have a great weekend.
Diane


Diane Oshima
Assistant Deputy Director, Waterfront Planning
Port of San Francisco
Pier 1, San Francisco, CA  94111
Diane.Oshima@sfport.com
415/274-0553


-----Original Message-----
From: Alice Rogers [mailto:arcomnsf@pacbell.net] 
Sent: Thursday, January 23, 2014 4:06 PM
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To: Oshima, Diane
Cc: Katy Liddell; Corinne Woods; Michelle Magee
Subject: Re: GSW project EIR/SB743, meeting


Hi Diane,


Just wanted to loop back on this informational working group meeting. 
Any possible dates available that work for you, Viktoriya/Chris? Let me 
know if I can help by doing a Doodle for dates, or whatever else.


Cheers,
Alice


On Jan 17, 2014, at 5:57 PM, Oshima, Diane wrote:


Alice


Why don't we get together with Chris/Viktoriya first.  I'll check 
on either of their availability next week other than Tuesday.  
After you talk, we'll be in better position to figure out when it 
can be scheduled for CAC.


Have a great weekend!


Diane


Diane Oshima


Assistant Deputy Director, Waterfront Planning Port of San 
Francisco 


Pier 1, San Francisco, CA  94111 Diane.Oshima@sfport.com


415/274-0553


-----Original Message-----


From: Alice Rogers [mailto:arcomnsf@pacbell.net] 


Sent: Friday, January 17, 2014 4:42 PM


To: Oshima, Diane







Cc: Katy Liddell; Corinne Woods; Wise, Viktoriya; Kern, Chris


Subject: Re: GSW project EIR/SB743, meeting


Thanks, Diane, for your quick and willing reply.


I think Katy's working today, so may be late in chiming in, but 
expect she, too, would be interested in meeting on this.


If it's possible to find a convenient time for you, Corinne, 
Katy, and Viktoriya or Chris, that would be great. I know Katy 
is tied up un Tuesdays for the coming 4 weeks. If you/Corinne 
feel this is meat for a Land Use Committee meeting, or an 
agenda item for the CAC at large, I defer to either of those 
preferences.


Choose the course you feel is most appropriate, and let us 
know. My own schedule is fairly flexible, so will do my best to 
sync with yours.


Regards,


Alice


On Jan 17, 2014, at 1:17 PM, Oshima, Diane wrote:


Alice


Thanks for your message.  I am happy to get 
together with you, Katy and Corinne to discuss 
further.  But, it should include Viktoriya or Chris 
Kern, who are part of Planning Dept team 
managing the EIR.  There are some clarifications 
from your take from the SPUR meeting, and I think 
it best for you to be able to hear from them 
directly.  


I'm guessing you'd like to get together on this 







before the 2/3 CAC meeting, right?


Diane


Diane Oshima


Assistant Deputy Director, Waterfront Planning Port 
of San Francisco 


Pier 1, San Francisco, CA  94111 
Diane.Oshima@sfport.com


415/274-0553


-----Original Message-----


From: Alice rogers [mailto:arcomnsf@pacbell.net] 


Sent: Friday, January 17, 2014 10:06 AM


To: Oshima, Diane


Cc: Katy Liddell; Corinne Woods


Subject: GSW project EIR/SB743


Hi Diane,


Wondering if you can help with information, or can 
refer me to the proper person in Planning on this 
query.....


It appears that SB743 likely exempts the GSW 
project from aesthetic and parking review (as well 
as level of service) in the EIR. However, yesterday 
at a SPUR presentation on the legislation, Viktoriya 
Wise, Senior SFEnvironmental Review Officer) said 
(unless I mis-heard) that the City will still keep 
these aspects (aesthetics and parking, at least) in 
the EIR for large projects, and/or those with 







significant view corridors.


I'd like to confirm whether aesthetics, parking, LOS 
will/will not be reviewed in the in-progress EIR.


Thanks in advance for your direction,


Alice








From: José I. Farrán
To: Uchida, Kansai; "Jack Hutchison"
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya; Bollinger, Brett; "Paul Mitchell"; Luba C. Wyznyckyj
Subject: Piers 30-32 and SWL 330 travel demand model computer file
Date: Tuesday, January 14, 2014 5:32:16 PM
Attachments: GS Warriors Trip Gen 2014 01 14 v2.zip


Kansai/Jack – per our meeting today, I am sending you the excel file that contains the travel demand
model for the Piers 30-32 and SWL 330 study.  The file includes the travel demand estimates for the
project as well as the two off-site alternatives.
 
You will find the various spreadsheets with many cells in various colors.  I have a format that I typically
use to develop the equations whereas input cells are typically shown in blue, calculations on the same
page in black or green, and data coming from a separate worksheet in red or fuchsia.
 
In any event, it is always difficult to understand someone else’s model and formulas, so do not hesitate
to contact me if you have any questions. 
 
_______________________________________________________
José I. Farrán, P.E.
  Adavant
         Consulting
200 Francisco St.,  2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133
office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com
www.AdavantConsulting.com
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GS Warriors Trip Gen 2014 01 14 v2.xlsx


Project Summary



				Event Center and Mixed Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330



				PROJECT SUMMARY



				November 11, 2013







												Piers 30-32												Seawall Lot 330												Total Project



				Event Center								695,000				gsf																				695,000				gsf



								- no event				100				employees																				100				employees



								- basketball game				18,064				attendees																				18,064				attendees				(max. attendance)



												925				employees																				925				employees



								- concert				14,000				attendees																				14,000				attendees				(max. attendance for end stage config)



												775				employees																				775				employees



								- convention event				9,000				attendees																				9,000				attendees				(typical attendance)



												675				employees																				675				employees



				Commercial Uses



								- Retail				18,000				(20%)				gsf				22,390				(75%)				gsf				40,390				gsf



								- Quick Service Restaurant				36,000				(40%)				gsf				-				(0%)				gsf				36,000				gsf



								- Sit-down Restaurant				36,000				(40%)				gsf				7,464				(25%)				gsf				43,464				gsf



								Total commercial				90,000				(100%)				gsf				29,854				(100%)				gsf				119,854				gsf



				Residential Units																				208,844				gsf								208,844				gsf



																								98				studio/1-bed								98				studio/1-bed



																								78				2-bedroom								78				2-bedroom



								Total residential units																176				units								176				units



				Hotel																				178,406				gsf								178,406				gsf



																								227				rooms								227				rooms



				Office (GSW Administration)								35,600				gsf				(included in the 695,000 gsf)																35,600				gsf



				Vehicle parking



								- non-residential standard				405				spaces								52				spaces								457				spaces



								- non-residential attendant				86				spaces								29				spaces								115				spaces



								- residential																176				spaces								176				spaces



								- car share				9				spaces								2				spaces								11				spaces



								Total vehicle parking				500				spaces								259				spaces								759				spaces



				Bicycle parking



								- non-residential Class 1				334				spaces								12				spaces								346				spaces



								- non-residential Class 2				682				spaces								22												704				spaces



								- residential Class 1																119				spaces								119				spaces



								- residential Class 2																10				spaces								10				spaces



								Total bicycle parking				1,016				spaces								163				spaces								1,179				spaces
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Project Demand Summary



				Event Center and Mixed Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330



				PROJECT TRAVEL DEMAND SUMMARY BY SCENARIO







												WEEKDAY																												SATURDAY



												No Event								Basketball Game												Convention Event								No Event								Basketball Game								Concert



												Total				PM Pk Hour				Total				PM Pk Hour				Late PM Pk Hr				Total				PM Pk Hour				Total				Late PM Pk Hr				Total				Late PM Pk Hr				Total				Late PM Pk Hr



												All Day				( 4 to 6 PM)				All Day				( 4 to 6 PM)				( 9 to 11 PM)				All Day				( 4 to 6 PM)				All Day				( 9 to 11 PM)				All Day				( 7 to 9 PM)				All Day				( 7 to 9 PM)



				Piers 30-32



								Auto person-trips				3,268				402				14,747				2,972				5,252				5,167				580				3,768				717				21,149				6,869				16,887				4,704



								Transit person-trips				2,633				333				22,047				4,591				8,021				3,852				434				3,021				591				16,861				5,312				13,536				3,657



								Walk/Other person-trips				3,079				369				6,113				1,205				1,842				24,598				2,716				3,570				665				5,419				1,607				4,578				1,183



								Total Person-trips				8,980				1,104				42,906				8,767				15,115				33,616				3,730				10,359				1,974				43,430				13,788				35,002				9,544



								Vehicle trips				1,528				190				6,138				1,284				2,082				2,959				331				1,757				332				8,553				2,689				6,882				1,856



				Seawall Lot 330



								Auto person-trips				1,790				207				1,124				138				90				1,124				138				1,960				205				1,165				132				1,165				132



								Transit person-trips				1,581				225				1,231				187				114				1,231				187				1,675				214				1,255				166				1,255				166



								Walk/Other person-trips				2,256				251				1,409				165				84				1,409				165				2,447				213				1,439				131				1,439				131



								Total Person-trips				5,627				683				3,764				490				288				3,764				490				6,082				632				3,859				429				3,859				429



								Vehicle trips				941				124				665				96				58				665				96				1,011				115				681				85				681				85



				TOTAL PROJECT



								Auto person-trips				5,058				610				15,871				3,110				5,342				6,291				718				5,728				922				22,314				7,001				18,052				4,836



								Transit person-trips				4,213				558				23,278				4,778				8,135				5,083				620				4,696				806				18,116				5,478				14,791				3,823



								Other person-trips				5,335				620				7,521				1,369				1,925				26,006				2,881				6,017				878				6,858				1,738				6,017				1,314



								Total Person-trips				14,607				1,787				46,670				9,257				15,403				37,380				4,220				16,441				2,606				47,289				14,217				38,861				9,972



								Vehicle trips				2,469				314				6,802				1,380				2,140				3,624				426				2,768				448				9,234				2,774				7,563				1,941







								Check Auto				OK								OK												OK								OK								OK								OK



								Check Transit				OK								OK												OK								OK								OK								OK



								Check Walk/Other				OK								OK												OK								OK								OK								OK



								Check Total				OK								OK												OK								OK								OK								OK



								Check Vehicles				OK								OK												OK								OK								OK								OK







				AUTO TRIPS



				Piers 30-32



								Arena				97								12,937												3,356								97								19,145								14,883



								Retail				505								135												135								591								158								158



								Quick Service Rest.				1,078								1,078												1,078								1,343								1,343								1,343



								Sit-down Restaurant				1,349								359												359								1,680								448								448



								Office				238								238												238								56								56								56



								Total Auto Person-trips				3,268								14,747												5,167								3,768								21,149								16,887



				Seawall Lot 330



								Retail				628								167												167								735								196								196



								Sit-down Restaurant				280								75												75								348								93								93



								Residential				308								308												308								300								300								300



								Hotel				575								575												575								576								576								576



								Total Auto Person-trips				1,790								1,124												1,124								1,960								1,165								1,165



				TRANSIT TRIPS



				Piers 30-32



								Arena				129								20,417												2,222								129								15,046								11,721



								Retail				259								96												96								303								113								113



								Quick Service Rest.				980								980												980								1,221								1,221								1,221



								Sit-down Restaurant				1,038								327												327								1,293								407								407



								Office				226								226												226								74								74								74



								Total Transit Person-trips				2,633								22,047												3,852								3,021								16,861								13,536



				Seawall Lot 330



								Retail				322								120												120								377								140								140



								Sit-down Restaurant				215								68												68								268								84								84



								Residential				585								585												585								571								571								571



								Hotel				458								458												458								460								460								460



								Total Transit Person-trips				1,581								1,231												1,231								1,675								1,255								1,255



				TAXI TRIPS



				Piers 30-32



								Arena				-								681												13,500								-								723								560



								Retail				-								-												-								-								-								-



								Quick Service Rest.				-								-												-								-								-								-



								Sit-down Restaurant				-								-												-								-								-								-



								Office				-								-												-								-								-								-



								Total Taxi Person-trips				-								681												13,500								-								723								560



				Seawall Lot 330



								Retail				-								-												-								-								-								-



								Sit-down Restaurant				-								-												-								-								-								-



								Residential				-								-												-								-								-								-



								Hotel				-								-												-								-								-								-



								Total Taxi Person-trips				-								-												-								-								-								-



				WALK/OTHER TRIPS



				Piers 30-32



								Arena				24								3,944												9,609								24								3,064								2,386



								Retail				640								136												136								749								159								159



								Quick Service Rest.				879								879												879								1,095								1,095								1,095



								Sit-down Restaurant				1,357								293												293								1,690								365								365



								Office				180								180												180								14								14								14



								Total Walk/Other Person-trips				3,079								5,432												11,098								3,570								4,697								4,018



				Seawall Lot 330



								Retail				796								169												169								932								198								198



								Sit-down Restaurant				281								61												61								350								76								76



								Residential				623								623												623								608								608								608



								Hotel				556								556												556								557								557								557



								Total Walk/Other Person-trips				2,256								1,409												1,409								2,447								1,439								1,439



				VEHICLE TRIPS



				Piers 30-32



								Arena				63								5,243												2,064								63								7,558								5,887



								Retail				217								65												65								254								76								76



								Quick Service Rest.				531								531												531								662								662								662



								Sit-down Restaurant				595								177												177								742								221								221



								Office				121								121												121								36								36								36



								Total Vehicle-trips				1,528								6,138												2,959								1,757								8,553								6,882



				Seawall Lot 330



								Retail				270								81												81								317								95								95



								Sit-down Restaurant				123								37												37								154								46								46



								Residential				287								287												287								280								280								280



								Hotel				260								260												260								260								260								260



								Total Vehicle-trips				941								665												665								1,011								681								681
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Off-site Alts Demand Summary



				Event Center and Mixed Use Development



				PROJECT TRAVEL DEMAND SUMMARY BY OFF-SITE ALTERNATIVE SCENARIO







												WEEKDAY WITH BASKETBALL GAME



												Piers 30-32												Seawall Lot 337												Mirant Power Plant Site



												Total				PM Pk Hour				Late PM Pk Hr				Total				PM Pk Hour				Late PM Pk Hr				Total				PM Pk Hour				Late PM Pk Hr



												All Day				( 4 to 6 PM)				( 7 to 9 PM)				All Day				( 4 to 6 PM)				( 7 to 9 PM)				All Day				( 4 to 6 PM)				( 9 to 11 PM)







								Auto person-trips				14,747				2,972				5,252				14,483				3,093				5,555				27,308				5,787				10,666



								Transit person-trips				22,047				4,591				8,021				19,676				4,122				7,533				9,870				2,138				3,733



								Walk/Other person-trips				6,113				1,205				1,842				4,463				991				1,551				800				225				238



								Total Person-trips				42,906				8,767				15,115				38,622				8,205				14,639				37,978				8,151				14,636



								Vehicle trips				6,138				1,284				2,082				6,239				1,482				2,206				10,889				2,466				4,086







												SATURDAY WITH BASKETBALL GAME



												Piers 30-32								Seawall Lot 337								Mirant Power Plant Site



												Total				Late PM Pk Hr				Total				Late PM Pk Hr				Total				Late PM Pk Hr



												All Day				( 9 to 11 PM)				All Day				( 9 to 11 PM)				All Day				( 7 to 9 PM)







								Auto person-trips				21,149				6,869				20,037				6,517				29,675				9,926



								Transit person-trips				16,861				5,312				14,642				4,984				7,419				2,466



								Walk/Other person-trips				5,419				1,607				3,442				1,144				884				253



								Total Person-trips				43,430				13,788				38,122				12,645				37,978				12,645



								Vehicle trips				8,553				2,689				8,272				2,508				11,797				3,770
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Transit Summary (in progress)



				Event Center and Mixed Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330



				TRNSIT DEMAND SUMMARY BY SCENARIO																																																																																																								Transit Screenlines				Existing



																																																																																																												Outbound				Ridership								Capacity				Utilization



												WEEKDAY																																																SATURDAY																																												Northeast



												No Event												Basketball Game												Basketball Game												Convention Event												No Event												Basketball Game												Concert																								Kearny/Stockton				2,158				79%				3,291				66%



																PM Pk Hour												PM Pk Hour												Late PM Pk Hour												PM Pk Hour												Late PM Pk Hour												Late PM Pk Hour												Late PM Pk Hour																				Other Lines				570				21%				1,078				53%



																( 4 to 6 PM)												( 4 to 6 PM)												( 9 to 11 PM)												( 4 to 6 PM)												( 9 to 11 PM)												( 7 to 9 PM)												( 7 to 9 PM)																				Subtotal				2,728				15%				4,369				62%



												In				Out				Total				In				Out				Total				In				Out				Total				In				Out				Total				In				Out				Total				In				Out				Total				In				Out				Total												Northwest



				Piers 30-32																																																																																																								Geary Corridor				1,814				35%				2,528				72%



								Superdistrict 1				16				27				42				514				19				533				0				728				728				14				52				66				31				46				77				586				31				617				394				31				425																California				1,366				26%				1,686				81%



								Superdistrict 2				20				42				62				292				34				327				0				348				348				17				43				60				40				71				111				226				52				278				157				52				209																Sutter/Clement				470				9%				630				75%



								Superdistrict 3				19				41				60				331				33				364				0				408				408				17				42				59				39				70				108				257				50				308				177				50				228																Fulton/Hayes				965				18%				1,176				82%



								Superdistrict 4				9				23				33				235				20				255				0				293				293				9				28				37				18				39				58				179				30				208				122				30				151																Balboa				637				12%				929				69%



								East Bay				12				41				53				1,579				38				1,617				0				3,149				3,149				18				74				92				22				65				88				2,010				54				2,064				1,339				54				1,393																Subtotal				5,252				29%				6,949				76%



								North Bay				2				9				11				268				8				276				0				718				718				4				14				17				4				13				17				380				11				391				253				11				264												Southeast



								South Bay				7				21				28				1,079				18				1,097				0				2,176				2,176				11				52				63				14				34				48				1,276				27				1,303				850				27				877																Third Street				550				12%				714				77%



								Out of Region				21				23				44				109				12				121				0				202				202				12				27				40				41				44				85				120				23				143				87				23				110																Mission Street				1,529				34%				2,789				55%



								Total				106				227				333				4,407				184				4,591				0				8,021				8,021				103				331				434				209				383				591				5,035				277				5,312				3,380				277				3,657																San Bruno/Bayshore				1,320				30%				2,134				62%



				Seawall Lot 330																																																																																																								Other Lines				1,034				23%				1,712				60%



								Superdistrict 1				28				22				51				25				19				44				19				3				22				25				19				44				21				20				40				17				16				33				17				16				33																Subtotal				4,433				24%				7,349				60%



								Superdistrict 2				8				18				26				5				14				19				9				6				15				5				14				19				9				21				30				4				17				21				4				17				21												Southwest



								Superdistrict 3				24				25				49				21				22				43				19				6				25				21				22				43				19				26				45				15				21				36				15				21				36																Subway Lines				4,598				77%				6,294				73%



								Superdistrict 4				5				11				16				3				9				13				6				4				10				3				9				13				5				13				17				3				10				13				3				10				13																Haight/Noriega				1,105				18%				1,651				67%



								East Bay				10				22				32				7				19				27				11				7				19				7				19				27				8				24				32				5				21				26				5				21				26																All Other Lines				276				5%				700				39%



								North Bay				2				4				6				1				4				5				2				2				4				1				4				5				1				5				6				1				4				5				1				4				5																Subtotal				5,979				33%				8,645				69%



								South Bay				16				16				32				15				15				30				12				3				16				15				15				30				12				15				27				10				13				23				10				13				23												TOTAL MUNI								18,392				100%				27,312				67%



								Out of Region				6				7				14				3				4				6				4				1				5				3				4				6				8				9				17				3				4				7				3				4				7



								Total				99				126				225				80				107				187				81				33				114				80				107				187				83				132				214				58				107				166				58				107				166



				TOTAL PROJECT																																																																																																				East Bay



								Superdistrict 1				44				49				93				539				38				578				19				731				750				40				71				110				51				66				117				603				47				650				412				47				458																BART				19,716				87%				22,050				89%



								Superdistrict 2				28				60				87				297				49				346				9				354				363				22				57				79				49				93				141				231				68				299				161				68				230																AC Transit				2,256				10%				3,926				57%



								Superdistrict 3				43				66				109				352				56				407				19				414				432				38				64				102				58				95				153				272				72				344				192				72				264																Ferry				805				4%				1,615				50%



								Superdistrict 4				14				34				48				238				30				268				6				297				303				13				37				50				23				52				75				181				40				222				125				40				165																Subtotal				22,777				59%				27,591				83%



								East Bay				22				63				85				1,586				58				1,644				11				3,156				3,168				26				93				119				31				89				120				2,016				75				2,091				1,345				75				1,420												North Bay



								North Bay				4				13				17				269				12				281				2				719				721				4				18				22				5				18				23				381				15				396				254				15				269																GGT Buses				1,384				59%				2,817				49%



								South Bay				23				37				60				1,094				33				1,127				12				2,179				2,192				26				66				92				26				49				74				1,286				40				1,326				860				40				900																Ferry				968				41%				1,959				49%



								Out of Region				27				31				58				112				16				128				4				203				207				15				31				46				49				53				102				123				28				151				90				28				117																Subtotal				2,352				6%				4,776				49%



								Total				205				352				558				4,487				291				4,778				81				8,054				8,135				183				438				620				292				514				806				5,093				385				5,478				3,438				385				3,823												South Bay



																																																																																																												BART				10,682				81%				14,910				72%



																																																																																																												Caltrain				2,377				18%				3,100				77%



				East Bay																																																																																																								SamTrans				141				1%				320				44%



								BART				19				55				74				1,373				50				1,423				10				2,732				2,742				22				81				103				27				77				104				1,745				65				1,810				1,164				65				1,229																Ferries				---								---



								AC Transit				2				6				8				157				6				163				1				313				314				3				9				12				3				9				12				200				7				207				133				7				141																Subtotal				13,200				34%				18,330				72%



								Ferry				1				2				3				56				2				58				0				112				112				1				3				4				1				3				4				71				3				74				48				3				50												TOTAL REGIONAL								38,329				100%				50,697				76%



								Subtotal				22				63				85				1,586				58				1,644				11				3,156				3,168				26				93				119				31				89				120				2,016				75				2,091				1,345				75				1,420



				North Bay



								GGT Buses				2				8				10				158				7				165				1				423				424				3				10				13				3				11				14				224				9				233				149				9				158



								Ferry				2				5				7				111				5				116				1				296				297				2				7				9				2				7				10				157				6				163				104				6				111



								Subtotal				4				13				17				269				12				281				2				719				721				4				18				22				5				18				23				381				15				396				254				15				269



				South Bay



								BART				19				30				49				885				27				912				10				1,763				1,773				21				54				75				21				39				60				1,041				32				1,073				696				32				728



								Caltrain				4				7				11				197				6				203				2				392				395				5				12				17				5				9				13				232				7				239				155				7				162



								SamTrans				0				0				1				12				0				12				0				23				23				0				1				1				0				1				1				14				0				14				9				0				10



								Ferries				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



								Subtotal				23				37				60				1,094				33				1,127				12				2,179				2,192				26				66				92				26				49				74				1,286				40				1,326				860				40				900



								Total				49				113				162				2,949				103				3,051				26				6,055				6,080				56				177				233				61				156				217				3,683				130				3,813				2,459				130				2,589
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Weekday Basket PM Summary



				Event Center and Mixed Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330



				PROJECT TRIP GENERATION								- WEEKDAY DAILY AND PM PEAK HOUR BETWEEN 4 AND 6 PM



				SUMMARY OF TRIPS WITH BASKETBALL GAME







								Land Use								Piers 30-32												Seawall Lot 330												Total Project



								Arena								18,064				attend.				100%												0%				18,064				attendees



																925				empl.				100%												0%				925				employees



								Retail								18,000				gsf				45%				22,390				gsf				55%				40,390				gsf



								Quick Service Rest.								36,000				gsf				100%				0				gsf				0%				36,000				gsf



								Sit-down Restaurant								36,000				gsf				83%				7,464				gsf				17%				43,464				gsf



								Residential								0				units				0%				176				units				100%				176				units



								Hotel								0				rooms				0%				227				rooms				100%				227				rooms



								Office								35,600				gsf				100%				0				gsf				0%				35,600				gsf















				Person-trips				Daily Trips																																				PM Peak Hour Trips																																				Percent of Daily during PM Peak Hour



				by Mode				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total								Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total								Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total



				Auto				12,937				302				1,078				434				308				575				238				15,871				34%				2,744				27				146				59				53				60				21				3,110				34%				21.2%				9.0%				13.5%				13.5%				17.3%				10.4%				8.8%				19.6%



				Transit				20,417				216				980				394				585				458				226				23,278				50%				4,380				19				132				53				101				66				26				4,778				52%				21.5%				9.0%				13.5%				13.5%				17.3%				14.3%				11.5%				20.5%



				Taxi (Arena only)				681																												681				1%				145																												145				2%				21.2%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				21.2%



				Walk/Other				3,944				305				879				354				623				556				180				6,841				15%				882				27				119				48				108				33				8				1,225				13%				22.4%				9.0%				13.5%				13.5%				17.3%				6.0%				4.4%				17.9%



				Total				37,978				824				2,938				1,182				1,515				1,589				644				46,670				100%				8,151				74				397				160				262				159				55				9,257				100%				21.5%				9.0%				13.5%				13.5%				17.3%				10.0%				8.5%				19.8%



								81%				2%				6%				3%				3%				3%				1%				100%								88%				1%				4%				2%				3%				2%				1%				100%



				Vehicle Trips				5,243				146				531				214				287				260				121				6,802								1,170				13				72				29				50				34				13				1,380								22.3%				9.0%				13.5%				13.5%				17.3%				13.0%				10.6%				20.3%



								77%				2%				8%				3%				4%				4%				2%				100%								85%				1%				5%				2%				4%				2%				1%				100%



				Avg. veh. occupancy				2.60				2.06				2.03				2.03				1.07				2.21				1.97				2.43								2.47				2.06				2.03				2.03				1.07				1.78				1.63				2.36















				Weekday				Total Daily				PM Peak Hour Person-Trips																																PM Peak Hour Transit-Trips																																PM Peak Hour Vehicle-Trips																																				Avg.



				Distribution				Person-trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total								Veh. Occ.



				Superdistrict 1				6,821				1,185				13				77				31				91				26				8				1,430				509				2				16				6				35				7				2				578				91				1				5				2				17				2				1				119				9%				1.84



				Superdistrict 2				2,739				464				7				56				23				9				23				8				589				287				3				25				10				4				12				5				346				70				1				10				4				2				5				2				95				7%				1.74



				Superdistrict 3				3,464				557				8				56				23				73				24				9				750				326				3				24				10				28				12				5				407				98				2				12				5				14				6				3				139				10%				1.73



				Superdistrict 4				2,212				422				4				33				13				9				15				6				502				233				2				14				5				4				7				3				268				73				1				8				3				2				4				2				92				7%				1.97



				East Bay				13,135				2,456				11				57				23				23				28				11				2,609				1,579				4				23				9				9				14				6				1,644				279				2				9				4				4				4				1				303				22%				2.66



				North Bay				4,467				702				4				21				8				2				9				3				750				269				1				5				2				1				3				1				281				147				1				7				3				0				3				1				163				12%				2.46



				South Bay				11,102				2,059				7				36				15				55				18				7				2,197				1,078				2				12				5				21				7				3				1,127				360				3				13				5				10				8				3				402				29%				2.29



				Out of Region				2,730				306				21				61				25				0				15				3				430				99				2				15				6				0				4				1				128				51				3				7				3				0				2				0				67				5%				2.62



				Total				46,670				8,151				74				397				160				262				159				55				9,257				4,380				19				132				53				101				66				26				4,778				1,170				13				72				29				50				34				13				1,380				100%				2.25



				Total from aggregate:				46,670				8,151				74				397				160				262				159				55				9,257				4,380				19				132				53				101				66				26				4,778				1,170				13				72				29				50				34				13				1,380











				Assumptions for



				PM Peak Hour				Arena								Retail								Q.S. Rest.								Sit-down Rest.								Residential								Hotel								Office



				bet. 4 PM & 6 PM				Empl.				Attend.				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work



				Inbound				95%				100%				0%				50%				0%				50%				0%				50%				100%				33%				0%				50%				0%				50%



				Outbound				5%				0%				100%				50%				100%				50%				100%				50%				0%				67%				100%				50%				100%				50%















				PM Peak Hour				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total



				bet. 4 PM & 6 PM				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Offlce				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total



				Total Person Trips				8,104				26				140				56				174				32				5				8,538				46				48				257				103				88				127				50				719				8,151				74				397				160				262				159				55				9,257



								99%				35%				35%				35%				67%				20%				9%				92%				1%				65%				65%				65%				34%				80%				92%				8%



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				8,151				74				397				160				262				159				55				9,257



				Transit Trips				4,356				4				36				14				67				8				1				4,487				24				15				96				39				34				57				25				290				4,380				19				132				53				101				66				26				4,778



								99%				21%				27%				27%				67%				12%				5%				94%				1%				79%				73%				73%				34%				88%				95%				6%



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				4,380				19				132				53				101				66				26				4,778



				Vehicle Trips				1,158				4				21				9				33				5				1				1,230				12				9				51				20				17				29				12				150				1,170				13				72				29				50				34				13				1,380



								99%				29%				30%				30%				67%				14%				5%				89%				1%				71%				70%				70%				34%				86%				95%				11%



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				1,170				13				72				29				50				34				13				1,380



				PM Peak Hour



				bet. 4 PM & 6 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total																																Piers 30-32												Seawall Lot 330												All



				Auto Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				In				Out				Total				In				Out				Total				Uses



				Superdistrict 1				179				1				4				2				12				1				0				198				1				1				6				2				6				3				1				20				179				2				10				4				18				3				1				219				184				10				195				14				10				24				219



				Superdistrict 2				124				1				6				3				1				1				0				136				2				2				12				5				1				6				2				29				127				2				18				7				2				7				2				165				133				21				154				3				8				11				165



				Superdistrict 3				177				1				7				3				10				2				0				199				3				2				15				6				5				8				3				42				180				3				22				9				15				10				4				241				186				27				214				12				15				27				241



				Superdistrict 4				148				0				4				2				1				1				0				156				2				1				10				4				1				5				2				25				150				2				14				6				2				6				2				181				153				18				171				3				7				10				181



				East Bay				743				1				7				3				3				2				0				759				4				3				18				7				2				10				4				48				747				4				25				10				5				12				4				807				753				33				786				6				15				20				807



				North Bay				371				1				5				2				0				1				0				380				1				1				9				4				0				4				2				21				372				2				14				6				0				5				2				401				378				15				393				2				6				8				401



				South Bay				856				2				6				2				7				1				0				875				4				3				16				6				4				9				4				46				860				5				21				9				11				11				4				921				865				30				895				10				16				26				921



				Out of Region				129				4				11				4				0				2				0				150				0				4				12				5				0				3				1				25				130				8				22				9				0				6				1				175				145				18				164				5				6				11				175



				Total				2,726				9				50				20				35				11				1				2,854				18				18				95				38				18				48				20				256				2,744				27				146				59				53				60				21				3,110				2,798				173				2,972				55				83				138				3,110



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				2,744				27				146				59				53				60				21				3,110







				PM Peak Hour



				bet. 4 PM & 6 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total																																Piers 30-32												Seawall Lot 330												All				Total from



				Transit Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				In				Out				Total				In				Out				Total				Uses				aggregate:



				Superdistrict 1				507				1				5				2				23				1				0				539				2				2				11				4				12				6				2				38				509				2				16				6				35				7				2				578				514				19				533				25				19				44				578				578



				Superdistrict 2				283				1				7				3				2				2				0				297				4				3				18				7				1				11				5				49				287				3				25				10				4				12				5				346				292				34				327				5				14				19				346				346



				Superdistrict 3				322				0				7				3				19				2				0				352				4				2				17				7				9				10				5				56				326				3				24				10				28				12				5				407				331				33				364				21				22				43				407				407



				Superdistrict 4				230				0				3				1				2				1				0				238				3				2				10				4				1				7				3				30				233				2				14				5				4				7				3				268				235				20				255				3				9				13				268				268



				East Bay				1,573				1				4				2				6				1				0				1,586				6				3				19				8				3				13				6				58				1,579				4				23				9				9				14				6				1,644				1,579				38				1,617				7				19				27				1,644				1,644



				North Bay				267				0				1				0				1				0				0				269				1				1				4				2				0				3				1				12				269				1				5				2				1				3				1				281				268				8				276				1				4				5				281				281



				South Bay				1,075				0				2				1				14				1				0				1,094				3				2				9				4				7				6				3				33				1,078				2				12				5				21				7				3				1,127				1,079				18				1,097				15				15				30				1,127				1,127



				Out of Region				99				1				7				3				0				2				0				112				0				1				8				3				0				2				1				16				99				2				15				6				0				4				1				128				109				12				121				3				4				6				128				128



				Total				4,356				4				36				14				67				8				1				4,487				24				15				96				39				34				57				25				291				4,380				19				132				53				101				66				26				4,778				4,407				184				4,591				80				107				187				4,778				4,778



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				4,380				19				132				53				101				66				26				4,778







				PM Peak Hour



				bet. 4 PM & 6 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total																																Piers 30-32												Seawall Lot 330												All



				Walk/Other Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				In				Out				Total				In				Out				Total				Uses



				Superdistrict 1				494				3				22				9				25				5				0				557				3				5				29				12				13				11				4				76				497				8				51				20				37				16				4				633				524				48				572				33				28				61				633



				Superdistrict 2				50				1				6				3				2				1				0				64				0				1				7				3				1				2				0				14				50				2				13				5				4				3				1				78				59				10				69				5				4				9				78



				Superdistrict 3				51				1				4				2				20				1				0				79				0				1				6				2				10				2				1				22				51				2				10				4				30				3				1				101				57				9				66				22				13				35				101



				Superdistrict 4				39				0				2				1				2				1				0				46				0				0				3				1				1				1				0				7				39				1				5				2				4				2				0				53				42				5				47				3				3				6				53



				East Bay				130				1				4				2				6				1				0				144				0				1				5				2				3				2				1				14				130				2				9				4				9				3				1				159				136				8				145				8				6				14				159



				North Bay				61				0				1				1				1				0				0				64				0				1				1				1				0				0				0				3				61				1				3				1				1				1				0				68				63				2				66				1				1				2				68



				South Bay				121				0				2				1				15				0				0				139				0				0				2				1				8				1				0				11				121				1				3				1				23				1				0				150				123				3				126				16				8				24				150



				Out of Region				77				6				12				5				0				3				0				102				0				6				12				5				0				3				1				25				77				11				24				9				0				5				1				127				95				19				114				7				7				13				127



				Total				1,022				13				54				22				72				12				1				1,195				4				15				65				26				36				21				7				174				1,026				27				119				48				108				33				8				1,369				1,101				104				1,205				95				70				165				1,369



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				1,026				27				119				48				108				33				8				1,369







				PM Peak Hour



				bet. 4 PM & 6 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total																																Piers 30-32												Seawall Lot 330												All				Total from



				Total Person Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				In				Out				Total				In				Out				Total				Uses				aggregate:



				Superdistrict 1				1,179				5				31				12				60				7				1				1,295				6				8				46				18				30				19				7				135				1,185				13				77				31				91				26				8				1,430				1,223				78				1,300				72				57				129				1,430				1,430



				Superdistrict 2				457				2				20				8				6				4				0				498				7				5				36				15				3				18				7				91				464				7				56				23				9				23				8				589				485				65				550				13				26				39				589				589



				Superdistrict 3				549				2				18				7				48				4				0				629				8				6				38				15				24				20				9				120				557				8				56				23				73				24				9				750				575				70				644				55				51				105				750				750



				Superdistrict 4				417				1				10				4				6				2				0				440				5				3				23				9				3				13				6				62				422				4				33				13				9				15				6				502				430				43				473				9				19				29				502				502



				East Bay				2,446				3				15				6				15				3				0				2,490				10				8				42				17				8				25				11				120				2,456				11				57				23				23				28				11				2,609				2,468				80				2,548				21				40				61				2,609				2,609



				North Bay				699				1				7				3				1				2				0				714				3				3				14				6				1				7				3				36				702				4				21				8				2				9				3				750				709				26				735				4				11				15				750				750



				South Bay				2,052				2				10				4				37				2				0				2,107				7				5				26				11				18				16				7				90				2,059				7				36				15				55				18				7				2,197				2,066				51				2,118				41				39				80				2,197				2,197



				Out of Region				305				10				29				12				0				7				1				364				1				11				31				13				0				8				2				66				306				21				61				25				0				15				3				430				349				50				399				14				16				31				430				430



				Total				8,104				26				140				56				174				32				3				8,536				46				48				257				103				88				127				52				721				8,151				74				397				160				262				159				55				9,257				8,306				461				8,767				230				259				490				9,257				9,257



				Total from aggregate:				8,104				26				140				56				174				32				5				8,538				46				48				257				103				88				127				50				719				8,151				74				397				160				262				159				55				9,257







				PM Peak Hour



				bet. 4 PM & 6 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total																																Piers 30-32												Seawall Lot 330												All				Total from



				Vehicle-Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				In				Out				Total				In				Out				Total				Uses				aggregate:



				Superdistrict 1				90				1				2				1				11				0				0				105				1				1				3				1				6				2				1				14				91				1				5				2				17				2				1				119				93				6				99				12				8				20				119				119



				Superdistrict 2				69				0				3				1				1				1				0				75				2				1				7				3				1				4				2				20				70				1				10				4				2				5				2				95				73				14				87				2				6				8				95				95



				Superdistrict 3				95				0				3				1				9				1				0				110				2				1				9				4				5				6				2				29				98				2				12				5				14				6				3				139				100				18				117				10				12				22				139				139



				Superdistrict 4				72				0				2				1				1				0				0				76				1				1				6				2				1				3				1				16				73				1				8				3				2				4				2				92				75				11				85				2				5				7				92				92



				East Bay				278				0				3				1				3				1				0				286				1				1				6				2				1				3				1				17				279				2				9				4				4				4				1				303				282				11				293				4				6				10				303				303



				North Bay				146				0				3				1				0				1				0				151				1				1				5				2				0				2				1				12				147				1				7				3				0				3				1				163				150				9				159				1				3				4				163				163



				South Bay				357				1				2				1				7				1				0				368				3				2				10				4				3				7				3				33				360				3				13				5				10				8				3				402				360				21				381				8				12				20				402				402



				Out of Region				51				1				3				1				0				1				0				58				0				1				4				2				0				1				0				9				51				3				7				3				0				2				0				67				56				7				63				2				2				4				67				67



				Total				1,158				4				21				9				33				5				0				1,230				12				9				51				20				17				29				12				150				1,170				13				72				29				50				34				13				1,380				1,188				96				1,284				41				54				96				1,380				1,380



				Total from aggregate:																																89%																																11%				1,170				13				72				29				50				34				13				1,380



																																				89%																																11%
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Weekday Basket Late PM Summary



				Event Center and Mixed Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330



				PROJECT TRIP GENERATION								- WEEKDAY DAILY AND LATE PM PEAK HOUR BETWEEN 9 AND 11 PM



				SUMMARY OF TRIPS WITH BASKETBALL GAME







								Land Use								Piers 30-32												Seawall Lot 330												Total Project



								Arena								18,064				attend.				100%												0%				18,064				attendees



																925				empl.				100%												0%				925				employees



								Retail								18,000				gsf				45%				22,390				gsf				55%				40,390				gsf



								Quick Service Rest.								36,000				gsf				100%				0				gsf				0%				36,000				gsf



								Sit-down Restaurant								36,000				gsf				83%				7,464				gsf				17%				43,464				gsf



								Residential								0				units				0%				176				units				100%				176				units



								Hotel								0				rooms				0%				227				rooms				100%				227				rooms



								Office								35,600				gsf				100%				0				gsf				0%				35,600				gsf















				Person-trips				Daily Trips																																				Late PM Peak Hour Trips																																				Percent of Daily during Late PM Peak Hour



				by Mode				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total								Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total								Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total



				Auto				12,937				302				1,078				434				308				575				238				15,871				34%				5,077				0				131				53				21				60				1				5,342				35%				39.2%				0.0%				12.2%				12.2%				6.9%				10.4%				0.4%				33.7%



				Transit				20,417				216				980				394				585				458				226				23,278				50%				7,861				0				119				48				40				66				1				8,135				53%				38.5%				0.0%				12.2%				12.2%				6.9%				14.3%				0.6%				34.9%



				Taxi (Arena only)				681																												681				1%				255																												255				2%				37.5%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				37.5%



				Walk/Other				3,944				305				879				354				623				556				180				6,841				15%				1,443				0				107				43				43				33				0				1,670				11%				36.6%				0.0%				12.2%				12.2%				6.9%				6.0%				0.1%				24.4%



				Total				37,978				824				2,938				1,182				1,515				1,589				644				46,670				100%				14,636				0				357				144				105				159				3				15,403				100%				38.5%				0.0%				12.2%				12.2%				6.9%				10.0%				0.4%				33.0%



								81%				2%				6%				3%				3%				3%				1%				100%								95%				0%				2%				1%				1%				1%				0%				100%



				Vehicle Trips				5,243				146				531				214				287				260				121				6,802								1,995				0				65				26				20				34				1				2,140								38.0%				0.0%				12.2%				12.2%				6.9%				13.0%				0.6%				31.5%



								77%				2%				8%				3%				4%				4%				2%				100%								93%				0%				3%				1%				1%				2%				0%				100%



				Avg. veh. occupancy				2.60				2.06				2.03				2.03				1.07				2.21				1.97				2.43								2.67				0.00				2.03				2.03				1.07				1.78				1.54				2.62















				Weekday				Total Daily				Late PM Peak Hour Person-Trips																																Late PM Peak Hour Transit-Trips																																Late PM Peak Hour Vehicle-Trips																																				Avg.



				Distribution				Person-trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total								Veh. Occ.



				Superdistrict 1				6,821				1,627				0				69				28				36				26				0				1,786				709				0				14				6				14				7				0				750				119				0				5				2				7				2				0				135				6%				2.02



				Superdistrict 2				2,739				524				0				50				20				4				23				0				621				318				0				22				9				1				12				0				363				61				0				9				4				1				5				0				80				4%				2.07



				Superdistrict 3				3,464				632				0				51				20				29				24				0				757				378				0				22				9				11				12				0				432				84				0				11				4				6				6				0				111				5%				2.09



				Superdistrict 4				2,212				499				0				29				12				4				15				0				559				277				0				12				5				1				7				0				303				73				0				7				3				1				4				0				87				4%				2.21



				East Bay				13,135				4,810				0				51				21				9				28				1				4,920				3,121				0				20				8				4				14				0				3,168				545				0				8				3				2				4				0				562				26%				2.62



				North Bay				4,467				1,890				0				19				8				1				9				0				1,927				712				0				4				2				0				3				0				721				381				0				7				3				0				3				0				393				18%				2.61



				South Bay				11,102				4,073				0				33				13				22				18				0				4,159				2,162				0				10				4				8				7				0				2,192				638				0				11				5				4				8				0				666				31%				2.56



				Out of Region				2,730				581				0				55				22				0				15				0				673				184				0				14				6				0				4				0				207				93				0				7				3				0				2				0				105				5%				2.66



				Total				46,670				14,636				0				357				144				105				159				3				15,403				7,861				0				119				48				40				66				1				8,135				1,995				0				65				26				20				34				1				2,140				100%				2.50



				Total from aggregate:				46,670				14,636				0				357				144				105				159				3				15,403				7,861				0				119				48				40				66				1				8,135				1,995				0				65				26				20				34				1				2,140











				Assumptions for



				Late PM Peak Hour				Arena								Retail								Q.S. Rest.								Sit-down Rest.								Residential								Hotel								Office



				bet. 9 PM & 11 PM				Empl.				Attend.				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work



				Inbound				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				100%				100%				50%				100%				0%				0%



				Outbound				100%				100%				100%				100%				100%				100%				100%				100%				0%				0%				50%				0%				100%				100%















				Late PM Peak Hour				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total



				bet. 9 PM & 11 PM				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total



				Total Person Trips				0				0				0				0				105				111				0				216				14,636				0				357				144				0				48				3				15,187				14,636				0				357				144				105				159				3				15,403



								0%				0%				0%				0%				100%				70%				0%				1%				100%				0%				100%				100%				0%				30%				100%				99%



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				14,636				0				357				144				105				159				3				15,403



				Transit Trips				0				0				0				0				40				41				0				81				7,861				0				119				48				0				25				1				8,054				7,861				0				119				48				40				66				1				8,135



								0%				0%				0%				0%				100%				62%				0%				1%				100%				0%				100%				100%				0%				38%				100%				99%



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				7,861				0				119				48				40				66				1				8,135



				Vehicle Trips				0				0				0				0				20				22				0				42				1,995				0				65				26				0				12				1				2,098				1,995				0				65				26				20				34				1				2,140



								0%				0%				0%				0%				100%				64%				0%				2%				100%				0%				100%				100%				0%				36%				100%				98%



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				1,995				0				65				26				20				34				1				2,140



				Late PM Peak Hour



				bet. 9 PM & 11 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total																																Piers 30-32												Seawall Lot 330												All



				Auto Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				In				Out				Total				In				Out				Total				Uses



				Superdistrict 1				0				0				0				0				7				3				0				10				249				0				9				4				0				1				0				262				249				0				9				4				7				3				0				272				0				261				261				10				1				11				272



				Superdistrict 2				0				0				0				0				1				5				0				6				135				0				16				6				0				2				0				160				135				0				16				6				1				7				0				166				0				157				157				6				3				9				166



				Superdistrict 3				0				0				0				0				6				6				0				12				189				0				20				8				0				3				0				220				189				0				20				8				6				10				0				233				0				216				216				12				5				17				233



				Superdistrict 4				0				0				0				0				1				4				0				5				169				0				12				5				0				2				0				189				169				0				12				5				1				6				0				193				0				186				186				5				3				8				193



				East Bay				0				0				0				0				2				8				0				9				1,427				0				22				9				0				4				0				1,463				1,427				0				22				9				2				12				0				1,472				0				1,457				1,457				9				6				15				1,472



				North Bay				0				0				0				0				0				4				0				4				1,003				0				12				5				0				2				0				1,022				1,003				0				12				5				0				5				0				1,026				0				1,019				1,019				4				2				6				1,026



				South Bay				0				0				0				0				4				7				0				11				1,660				0				19				8				0				4				0				1,691				1,660				0				19				8				4				11				0				1,702				0				1,686				1,686				11				5				16				1,702



				Out of Region				0				0				0				0				0				5				0				5				245				0				20				8				0				0				0				273				245				0				20				8				0				6				0				278				0				271				271				5				2				7				278



				Total				0				0				0				0				21				41				0				63				5,077				0				131				53				0				19				1				5,280				5,077				0				131				53				21				60				1				5,342				0				5,252				5,252				63				28				90				5,342



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				5,077				0				131				53				21				60				1				5,342







				Late PM Peak Hour



				bet. 9 PM & 11 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total																																Piers 30-32												Seawall Lot 330												All				Total from



				Transit Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				In				Out				Total				In				Out				Total				Uses				aggregate:



				Superdistrict 1				0				0				0				0				14				5				0				19				709				0				14				6				0				2				0				731				709				0				14				6				14				7				0				750				0				728				728				19				3				22				750				750



				Superdistrict 2				0				0				0				0				1				8				0				9				318				0				22				9				0				5				0				354				318				0				22				9				1				12				0				363				0				348				348				9				6				15				363				363



				Superdistrict 3				0				0				0				0				11				7				0				19				378				0				22				9				0				4				0				414				378				0				22				9				11				12				0				432				0				408				408				19				6				25				432				432



				Superdistrict 4				0				0				0				0				1				4				0				6				277				0				12				5				0				3				0				297				277				0				12				5				1				7				0				303				0				293				293				6				4				10				303				303



				East Bay				0				0				0				0				4				8				0				11				3,121				0				20				8				0				6				0				3,156				3,121				0				20				8				4				14				0				3,168				0				3,149				3,149				11				7				19				3,168				3,168



				North Bay				0				0				0				0				0				2				0				2				712				0				4				2				0				1				0				719				712				0				4				2				0				3				0				721				0				718				718				2				2				4				721				721



				South Bay				0				0				0				0				8				4				0				12				2,162				0				10				4				0				3				0				2,179				2,162				0				10				4				8				7				0				2,192				0				2,176				2,176				12				3				16				2,192				2,192



				Out of Region				0				0				0				0				0				4				0				4				184				0				14				6				0				0				0				203				184				0				14				6				0				4				0				207				0				202				202				4				1				5				207				207



				Total				0				0				0				0				40				41				0				81				7,861				0				119				48				0				25				1				8,054				7,861				0				119				48				40				66				1				8,135				0				8,021				8,021				81				33				114				8,135				8,135



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				7,861				0				119				48				40				66				1				8,135







				Late PM Peak Hour



				bet. 9 PM & 11 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total																																Piers 30-32												Seawall Lot 330												All



				Walk/Other Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				In				Out				Total				In				Out				Total				Uses



				Superdistrict 1				0				0				0				0				15				13				0				28				669				0				46				18				0				3				0				736				669				0				46				18				15				16				0				764				0				730				730				28				6				34				764



				Superdistrict 2				0				0				0				0				1				3				0				5				71				0				12				5				0				0				0				88				71				0				12				5				1				3				0				93				0				87				87				5				1				6				93



				Superdistrict 3				0				0				0				0				12				3				0				14				65				0				9				4				0				0				0				78				65				0				9				4				12				3				0				92				0				77				77				14				1				16				92



				Superdistrict 4				0				0				0				0				1				1				0				3				53				0				5				2				0				0				0				60				53				0				5				2				1				2				0				63				0				60				60				3				1				3				63



				East Bay				0				0				0				0				4				2				0				6				262				0				9				3				0				0				0				274				262				0				9				3				4				3				0				280				0				273				273				6				1				7				280



				North Bay				0				0				0				0				0				1				0				1				175				0				3				1				0				0				0				179				175				0				3				1				0				1				0				180				0				179				179				1				0				1				180



				South Bay				0				0				0				0				9				1				0				10				251				0				3				1				0				0				0				255				251				0				3				1				9				1				0				265				0				255				255				10				0				10				265



				Out of Region				0				0				0				0				0				5				0				5				153				0				21				9				0				0				0				183				153				0				21				9				0				5				0				188				0				181				181				5				1				7				188



				Total				0				0				0				0				43				29				0				72				1,699				0				107				43				0				4				0				1,853				1,699				0				107				43				43				33				0				1,925				0				1,842				1,842				72				12				84				1,925



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				1,699				0				107				43				43				33				0				1,925







				Late PM Peak Hour



				bet. 9 PM & 11 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total																																Piers 30-32												Seawall Lot 330												All				Total from



				Total Person Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				In				Out				Total				In				Out				Total				Uses				aggregate:



				Superdistrict 1				0				0				0				0				36				20				0				56				1,627				0				69				28				0				6				0				1,730				1,627				0				69				28				36				26				0				1,786				0				1,719				1,719				56				11				67				1,786				1,786



				Superdistrict 2				0				0				0				0				4				16				0				19				524				0				50				20				0				7				0				602				524				0				50				20				4				23				0				621				0				591				591				19				10				30				621				621



				Superdistrict 3				0				0				0				0				29				16				0				45				632				0				51				20				0				8				0				712				632				0				51				20				29				24				0				757				0				700				700				45				12				57				757				757



				Superdistrict 4				0				0				0				0				4				10				0				13				499				0				29				12				0				5				0				546				499				0				29				12				4				15				0				559				0				539				539				13				7				21				559				559



				East Bay				0				0				0				0				9				18				0				27				4,810				0				51				21				0				11				1				4,893				4,810				0				51				21				9				28				1				4,920				0				4,879				4,879				27				14				41				4,920				4,920



				North Bay				0				0				0				0				1				6				0				7				1,890				0				19				8				0				3				0				1,920				1,890				0				19				8				1				9				0				1,927				0				1,915				1,915				7				4				11				1,927				1,927



				South Bay				0				0				0				0				22				11				0				33				4,073				0				33				13				0				7				0				4,126				4,073				0				33				13				22				18				0				4,159				0				4,117				4,117				33				9				42				4,159				4,159



				Out of Region				0				0				0				0				0				14				0				14				581				0				55				22				0				1				0				659				581				0				55				22				0				15				0				673				0				654				654				14				5				19				673				673



				Total				0				0				0				0				105				111				0				216				14,636				0				357				144				0				48				3				15,187				14,636				0				357				144				105				159				3				15,403				0				15,115				15,115				216				72				288				15,403				15,403



				Total from aggregate:				0				0				0				0				105				111				0				216				14,636				0				357				144				0				48				3				15,187				14,636				0				357				144				105				159				3				15,403







				Late PM Peak Hour



				bet. 9 PM & 11 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total																																Piers 30-32												Seawall Lot 330												All				Total from



				Vehicle-Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				In				Out				Total				In				Out				Total				Uses				aggregate:



				Superdistrict 1				0				0				0				0				7				1				0				8				119				0				5				2				0				1				0				127				119				0				5				2				7				2				0				135				0				126				126				8				1				9				135				135



				Superdistrict 2				0				0				0				0				1				3				0				4				61				0				9				4				0				2				0				76				61				0				9				4				1				5				0				80				0				74				74				4				2				6				80				80



				Superdistrict 3				0				0				0				0				6				4				0				9				84				0				11				4				0				2				0				102				84				0				11				4				6				6				0				111				0				99				99				9				3				13				111				111



				Superdistrict 4				0				0				0				0				1				2				0				3				73				0				7				3				0				1				0				84				73				0				7				3				1				4				0				87				0				82				82				3				2				5				87				87



				East Bay				0				0				0				0				2				3				0				4				545				0				8				3				0				1				0				558				545				0				8				3				2				4				0				562				0				556				556				4				2				6				562				562



				North Bay				0				0				0				0				0				2				0				2				381				0				7				3				0				1				0				391				381				0				7				3				0				3				0				393				0				390				390				2				1				4				393				393



				South Bay				0				0				0				0				4				4				0				8				638				0				11				5				0				3				0				657				638				0				11				5				4				8				0				666				0				653				653				8				4				12				666				666



				Out of Region				0				0				0				0				0				2				0				2				93				0				7				3				0				0				0				103				93				0				7				3				0				2				0				105				0				102				102				2				1				3				105				105



				Total				0				0				0				0				20				22				0				42				1,995				0				65				26				0				12				1				2,098				1,995				0				65				26				20				34				1				2,140				0				2,082				2,082				42				16				58				2,140				2,140



				Total from aggregate:																																2%																																98%				1,995				0				65				26				20				34				1				2,140



																																				2%																																98%
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Saturday Basket Late PM Summary



				Event Center and Mixed Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330



				PROJECT TRIP GENERATION								- SATURDAY DAILY AND LATE PM PEAK HOUR BETWEEN 7 AND 9 PM



				SUMMARY OF TRIPS WITH BASKETBALL GAME







								Land Use								Piers 30-32												Seawall Lot 330												Total Project



								Arena								18,064				attend.				100%												0%				18,064				attendees



																925				empl.				100%												0%				925				employees



								Retail								18,000				gsf				45%				22,390				gsf				55%				40,390				gsf



								Quick Service Rest.								36,000				gsf				100%				0				gsf				0%				36,000				gsf



								Sit-down Restaurant								36,000				gsf				83%				7,464				gsf				17%				43,464				gsf



								Residential								0				units				0%				176				units				100%				176				units



								Hotel								0				rooms				0%				227				rooms				100%				227				rooms



								Office								35,600				gsf				100%				0				gsf				0%				35,600				gsf















				Person-trips				Daily Trips																																				Late PM Peak Hour Trips																																				Percent of Daily during Late PM Peak Hour



				by Mode				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total								Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total								Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total



				Auto				19,145				354				1,343				541				300				576				56				22,314				47%				6,449				9				312				126				34				72				0				7,001				49%				33.7%				2.5%				23.2%				23.2%				11.2%				12.5%				0.0%				31.4%



				Transit				15,046				253				1,221				491				571				460				74				18,116				38%				4,931				6				284				114				64				79				0				5,478				39%				32.8%				2.5%				23.2%				23.2%				11.2%				17.1%				0.0%				30.2%



				Taxi (Arena only)				723																												723				2%				253																												253				2%				35.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				35.0%



				Walk/Other				3,064				357				1,095				441				608				557				14				6,136				13%				1,012				9				254				102				68				40				0				1,485				10%				33.0%				2.5%				23.2%				23.2%				11.2%				7.2%				0.0%				24.2%



				Total				37,978				964				3,659				1,472				1,478				1,593				144				47,289				100%				12,645				24				850				342				166				191				0				14,217				100%				33.3%				2.5%				23.2%				23.2%				11.2%				12.0%				0.0%				30.1%



								80%				2%				8%				3%				3%				3%				0%				100%								89%				0%				6%				2%				1%				1%				0%				100%



				Vehicle Trips				7,558				171				662				266				280				260				36				9,234								2,482				4				154				62				31				40				0				2,774								32.8%				2.5%				23.2%				23.2%				11.2%				15.5%				0.0%				30.0%



								82%				2%				7%				3%				3%				3%				0%				100%								89%				0%				6%				2%				1%				1%				0%				100%



				Avg. veh. occupancy				2.63				2.06				2.03				2.03				1.07				2.21				1.54				2.49								2.70				2.06				2.03				2.03				1.07				1.78				0.00				2.62















				Saturday				Total Daily				Late PM Peak Hour Person-Trips																																Late PM Peak Hour Transit-Trips																																Late PM Peak Hour Vehicle-Trips																																				Avg.



				Distribution				Person-trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total								Veh. Occ.



				Superdistrict 1				6,264				1,403				4				164				66				58				31				0				1,726				571				1				34				14				22				8				0				650				188				0				11				4				11				3				0				217				8%				2.16



				Superdistrict 2				2,618				435				2				120				48				6				27				0				638				207				1				53				21				2				15				0				299				76				0				22				9				1				6				0				114				4%				2.17



				Superdistrict 3				3,296				525				3				120				48				46				29				0				772				238				1				52				21				18				14				0				344				100				1				26				10				9				8				0				153				6%				2.18



				Superdistrict 4				2,065				419				1				70				28				6				18				0				542				169				1				29				12				2				9				0				222				87				0				17				7				1				5				0				117				4%				2.28



				East Bay				13,571				4,173				3				122				49				15				34				0				4,396				1,999				1				48				19				6				17				0				2,091				729				0				19				8				3				5				0				764				28%				2.64



				North Bay				5,236				1,644				1				45				18				1				11				0				1,721				378				0				10				4				1				4				0				396				423				0				16				6				0				4				0				450				16%				2.61



				South Bay				11,401				3,541				2				78				31				35				22				0				3,708				1,269				1				25				10				13				8				0				1,326				773				1				27				11				7				9				0				828				30%				2.58



				Out of Region				2,837				506				7				130				53				0				18				0				714				100				1				33				13				0				5				0				151				106				1				16				6				0				2				0				131				5%				2.72



				Total				47,289				12,645				24				850				342				166				191				0				14,217				4,931				6				284				114				64				79				0				5,478				2,482				4				154				62				31				40				0				2,774				100%				2.52



				Total from aggregate:				47,289				12,645				24				850				342				166				191				0				14,217				4,931				6				284				114				64				79				0				5,478				2,482				4				154				62				31				40				0				2,774











				Assumptions for



				Late PM Peak Hour				Arena								Retail								Q.S. Rest.								Sit-down Rest.								Residential								Hotel								Office



				bet. 7 PM & 9 PM				Empl.				Attend.				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work



				Inbound				95%				100%				0%				50%				0%				50%				0%				50%				100%				33%				0%				50%				0%				50%



				Outbound				5%				0%				100%				50%				100%				50%				100%				50%				0%				67%				100%				50%				100%				50%















				Late PM Peak Hour				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total



				bet. 7 PM & 9 PM				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total



				Total Person Trips				12,645				9				300				121				110				38				0				13,222				0				16				550				221				56				153				0				995				12,645				24				850				342				166				191				0				14,217



								100%				35%				35%				35%				67%				20%				0%				93%				0%				65%				65%				65%				34%				80%				0%				7%



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				12,645				24				850				342				166				191				0				14,217



				Transit Trips				4,931				1				77				31				43				10				0				5,093				0				5				206				83				21				69				0				385				4,931				6				284				114				64				79				0				5,478



								100%				21%				27%				27%				67%				12%				0%				93%				0%				79%				73%				73%				34%				88%				0%				7%



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				4,931				6				284				114				64				79				0				5,478



				Vehicle Trips				2,482				1				45				18				21				6				0				2,574				0				3				108				44				11				35				0				200				2,482				4				154				62				31				40				0				2,774



								100%				29%				30%				30%				67%				14%				0%				93%				0%				71%				70%				70%				34%				86%				0%				7%



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				2,482				4				154				62				31				40				0				2,774



				Late PM Peak Hour



				bet. 7 PM & 9 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total																																Piers 30-32												Seawall Lot 330												All



				Auto Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				In				Out				Total				In				Out				Total				Uses



				Superdistrict 1				422				0				9				3				8				1				0				443				0				0				13				5				4				3				0				26				422				1				21				9				12				4				0				469				434				17				451				10				8				18				469



				Superdistrict 2				185				0				13				5				1				2				0				206				0				0				25				10				0				7				0				43				185				1				38				15				1				9				0				249				203				33				236				3				9				13				249



				Superdistrict 3				246				0				15				6				6				2				0				276				0				1				32				13				3				10				0				58				246				1				47				19				9				12				0				334				266				43				309				9				15				25				334



				Superdistrict 4				216				0				9				4				1				1				0				230				0				0				21				8				0				6				0				36				216				1				30				12				1				8				0				266				228				28				255				3				9				11				266



				East Bay				1,923				0				16				6				2				2				0				1,949				0				1				38				15				1				12				0				67				1,923				1				53				21				3				14				0				2,016				1,944				51				1,995				5				16				21				2,016



				North Bay				1,126				0				11				4				0				1				0				1,143				0				0				19				8				0				5				0				32				1,126				1				29				12				0				6				0				1,174				1,140				25				1,165				2				7				9				1,174



				South Bay				2,050				1				12				5				5				2				0				2,075				0				1				33				13				2				11				0				61				2,050				2				46				18				7				13				0				2,136				2,067				45				2,112				7				16				24				2,136



				Out of Region				281				1				23				9				0				3				0				317				0				1				25				10				0				4				0				40				281				3				47				19				0				7				0				357				312				34				345				5				6				11				357



				Total				6,449				3				107				43				22				14				0				6,638				0				6				205				82				11				58				0				362				6,449				9				312				126				34				72				0				7,001				6,593				275				6,869				45				87				132				7,001



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				6,449				9				312				126				34				72				0				7,001







				Late PM Peak Hour



				bet. 7 PM & 9 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total																																Piers 30-32												Seawall Lot 330												All				Total from



				Transit Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				In				Out				Total				In				Out				Total				Uses				aggregate:



				Superdistrict 1				571				0				11				5				15				1				0				603				0				1				23				9				7				7				0				47				571				1				34				14				22				8				0				650				586				31				617				17				16				33				650				650



				Superdistrict 2				207				0				15				6				1				2				0				231				0				1				38				15				1				13				0				68				207				1				53				21				2				15				0				299				226				52				278				4				17				21				299				299



				Superdistrict 3				238				0				14				6				12				2				0				272				0				1				37				15				6				12				0				72				238				1				52				21				18				14				0				344				257				50				308				15				21				36				344				344



				Superdistrict 4				169				0				7				3				1				1				0				181				0				1				22				9				1				8				0				40				169				1				29				12				2				9				0				222				179				30				208				3				10				13				222				222



				East Bay				1,999				0				8				3				4				1				0				2,016				0				1				40				16				2				16				0				75				1,999				1				48				19				6				17				0				2,091				2,010				54				2,064				5				21				26				2,091				2,091



				North Bay				378				0				1				1				0				0				0				381				0				0				8				3				0				3				0				15				378				0				10				4				1				4				0				396				380				11				391				1				4				5				396				396



				South Bay				1,269				0				5				2				9				1				0				1,286				0				1				20				8				5				7				0				40				1,269				1				25				10				13				8				0				1,326				1,276				27				1,303				10				13				23				1,326				1,326



				Out of Region				100				0				15				6				0				2				0				123				0				0				17				7				0				3				0				28				100				1				33				13				0				5				0				151				120				23				143				3				4				7				151				151



				Total				4,931				1				77				31				43				10				0				5,093				0				5				206				83				21				69				0				385				4,931				6				284				114				64				79				0				5,478				5,035				277				5,312				58				107				166				5,478				5,478



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				4,931				6				284				114				64				79				0				5,478







				Late PM Peak Hour



				bet. 7 PM & 9 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total																																Piers 30-32												Seawall Lot 330												All



				Walk/Other Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				In				Out				Total				In				Out				Total				Uses



				Superdistrict 1				410				1				46				19				16				6				0				497				0				2				62				25				8				13				0				110				410				3				108				44				24				19				0				607				472				84				555				25				26				52				607



				Superdistrict 2				44				0				14				6				2				2				0				67				0				0				15				6				1				2				0				24				44				0				29				12				2				4				0				91				62				20				82				4				4				9				91



				Superdistrict 3				41				0				10				4				13				1				0				69				0				0				12				5				6				2				0				26				41				1				22				9				19				4				0				95				54				16				70				15				10				24				95



				Superdistrict 4				33				0				5				2				2				1				0				43				0				0				6				3				1				1				0				11				33				0				11				5				2				2				0				54				40				8				49				3				2				5				54



				East Bay				251				0				9				4				4				1				0				269				0				0				11				4				2				2				0				20				251				1				20				8				6				3				0				289				263				15				278				6				5				11				289



				North Bay				140				0				3				1				0				0				0				145				0				0				3				1				0				1				0				5				140				0				6				2				1				1				0				150				144				4				148				1				1				2				150



				South Bay				221				0				3				1				10				0				0				235				0				0				4				2				5				1				0				11				221				0				7				3				14				1				0				246				225				5				230				10				6				16				246



				Out of Region				125				2				25				10				0				3				0				165				0				2				25				10				0				3				0				41				125				4				50				20				0				6				0				206				159				35				194				6				6				12				206



				Total				1,264				4				115				46				45				15				0				1,490				0				5				139				56				23				25				0				248				1,264				9				254				102				68				40				0				1,738				1,420				187				1,607				70				61				131				1,738



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				1,264				9				254				102				68				40				0				1,738







				Late PM Peak Hour



				bet. 7 PM & 9 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total																																Piers 30-32												Seawall Lot 330												All				Total from



				Total Person Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				In				Out				Total				In				Out				Total				Uses				aggregate:



				Superdistrict 1				1,403				2				66				27				38				8				0				1,543				0				3				98				39				19				23				0				182				1,403				4				164				66				58				31				0				1,726				1,491				132				1,623				52				50				103				1,726				1,726



				Superdistrict 2				435				1				42				17				4				5				0				504				0				2				78				31				2				22				0				135				435				2				120				48				6				27				0				638				491				105				596				12				30				42				638				638



				Superdistrict 3				525				1				39				16				31				5				0				616				0				2				81				33				15				24				0				156				525				3				120				48				46				29				0				772				578				109				687				39				47				85				772				772



				Superdistrict 4				419				0				21				8				4				3				0				455				0				1				49				20				2				15				0				87				419				1				70				28				6				18				0				542				447				66				513				8				21				29				542				542



				East Bay				4,173				1				33				13				10				4				0				4,234				0				3				89				36				5				30				0				162				4,173				3				122				49				15				34				0				4,396				4,217				120				4,337				17				42				59				4,396				4,396



				North Bay				1,644				0				15				6				1				2				0				1,668				0				1				30				12				0				9				0				53				1,644				1				45				18				1				11				0				1,721				1,664				41				1,705				4				12				16				1,721				1,721



				South Bay				3,541				1				21				8				23				3				0				3,596				0				2				57				23				12				19				0				112				3,541				2				78				31				35				22				0				3,708				3,569				76				3,645				28				36				63				3,708				3,708



				Out of Region				506				3				63				25				0				8				0				605				0				3				67				27				0				10				0				108				506				7				130				53				0				18				0				714				591				92				683				14				17				31				714				714



				Total				12,645				9				300				121				110				38				0				13,222				0				16				550				221				56				153				0				995				12,645				24				850				342				166				191				0				14,217				13,048				740				13,788				174				255				429				14,217				14,217



				Total from aggregate:				12,645				9				300				121				110				38				0				13,222				0				16				550				221				56				153				0				995				12,645				24				850				342				166				191				0				14,217







				Late PM Peak Hour



				bet. 7 PM & 9 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total																																Piers 30-32												Seawall Lot 330												All				Total from



				Vehicle-Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				In				Out				Total				In				Out				Total				Uses				aggregate:



				Superdistrict 1				188				0				4				1				7				0				0				201				0				0				7				3				4				2				0				16				188				0				11				4				11				3				0				217				193				10				202				8				6				14				217				217



				Superdistrict 2				76				0				6				3				1				1				0				87				0				0				16				6				0				5				0				28				76				0				22				9				1				6				0				114				85				21				106				2				7				9				114				114



				Superdistrict 3				100				0				6				3				6				1				0				116				0				0				19				8				3				7				0				37				100				1				26				10				9				8				0				153				109				26				135				7				11				18				153				153



				Superdistrict 4				87				0				5				2				1				1				0				95				0				0				12				5				0				4				0				22				87				0				17				7				1				5				0				117				93				16				110				2				5				7				117				117



				East Bay				729				0				6				3				2				1				0				740				0				0				13				5				1				4				0				23				729				0				19				8				3				5				0				764				737				18				755				3				6				9				764				764



				North Bay				423				0				6				2				0				1				0				432				0				0				10				4				0				3				0				18				423				0				16				6				0				4				0				450				431				14				445				1				4				5				450				450



				South Bay				773				0				5				2				4				1				0				786				0				1				22				9				2				8				0				42				773				1				27				11				7				9				0				828				780				30				810				5				12				18				828				828



				Out of Region				106				0				7				3				0				1				0				117				0				0				9				3				0				2				0				14				106				1				16				6				0				2				0				131				116				12				127				2				2				4				131				131



				Total				2,482				1				45				18				21				6				0				2,574				0				3				108				44				11				35				0				200				2,482				4				154				62				31				40				0				2,774				2,543				146				2,689				31				54				85				2,774				2,774



				Total from aggregate:																																93%																																7%				2,482				4				154				62				31				40				0				2,774



																																				93%																																7%
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Weekday Convention PM Summary



				Event Center and Mixed Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330



				PROJECT TRIP GENERATION								- WEEKDAY DAILY AND PM PEAK HOUR BETWEEN 4 AND 6 PM



				SUMMARY OF TRIPS WITH CONVENTION EVENT







								Land Use								Piers 30-32												Seawall Lot 330												Total Project



								Arena								9,000				attend.				100%												0%				9,000				attendees



																675				empl.				100%												0%				675				employees



								Retail								18,000				gsf				45%				22,390				gsf				55%				40,390				gsf



								Quick Service Rest.								36,000				gsf				100%				0				gsf				0%				36,000				gsf



								Sit-down Restaurant								36,000				gsf				83%				7,464				gsf				17%				43,464				gsf



								Residential								0				units				0%				176				units				100%				176				units



								Hotel								0				rooms				0%				227				rooms				100%				227				rooms



								Office								35,600				gsf				100%				0				gsf				0%				35,600				gsf















				Person-trips				Daily Trips																																				PM Peak Hour Trips																																				Percent of Daily during PM Peak Hour



				by Mode				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total								Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total								Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total



				Auto				3,356				302				1,078				434				308				575				238				6,291				17%				353				27				146				59				53				60				21				718				17%				10.5%				9.0%				13.5%				13.5%				17.3%				10.4%				8.8%				11.4%



				Transit				2,222				216				980				394				585				458				226				5,083				14%				223				19				132				53				101				66				26				620				15%				10.0%				9.0%				13.5%				13.5%				17.3%				14.3%				11.5%				12.2%



				Taxi/Shuttle (Arena)				13,500																												13,500				36%				1,485																												1,485				35%				11.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				11.0%



				Walk/Other				9,609				305				879				354				623				556				180				12,506				33%				1,053				27				119				48				108				33				8				1,396				33%				11.0%				9.0%				13.5%				13.5%				17.3%				6.0%				4.4%				11.2%



				Total				28,688				824				2,938				1,182				1,515				1,589				644				37,380				100%				3,113				74				397				160				262				159				55				4,220				100%				10.9%				9.0%				13.5%				13.5%				17.3%				10.0%				8.5%				11.3%



								77%				2%				8%				3%				4%				4%				2%				100%								74%				2%				9%				4%				6%				4%				1%				100%



				Vehicle Trips				2,064				146				531				214				287				260				121				3,624								216				13				72				29				50				34				13				426								10.5%				9.0%				13.5%				13.5%				17.3%				13.0%				10.6%				11.8%



								57%				4%				15%				6%				8%				7%				3%				100%								51%				3%				17%				7%				12%				8%				3%				100%



				Avg. veh. occupancy				8.17				2.06				2.03				2.03				1.07				2.21				1.97				5.46								8.49				2.06				2.03				2.03				1.07				1.78				1.63				5.17







																																																																																																																																				Arena				Other



																																																																																																																																				auto				auto				Arena				Other



				Weekday				Total Daily				PM Peak Hour Person-Trips																																PM Peak Hour Transit-Trips																																PM Peak Hour Vehicle-Trips																																				Avg.																				person				person				veh				veh



				Distribution				Person-trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total								Veh. Occ.																				trips				trips				trips				trips



				Superdistrict 1				16,981				1,652				13				77				31				91				26				8				1,897				41				2				16				6				35				7				2				110				48				1				5				2				17				2				1				77				18%				10.93																				802				39				48				29



				Superdistrict 2				2,617				169				7				56				23				9				23				8				294				21				3				25				10				4				12				5				79				14				1				10				4				2				5				2				38				9%				4.40																				129				38				14				24



				Superdistrict 3				3,036				173				8				56				23				73				24				9				366				21				3				24				10				28				12				5				102				16				2				12				5				14				6				3				58				14%				3.31																				130				61				16				41



				Superdistrict 4				2,150				165				4				33				13				9				15				6				244				15				2				14				5				4				7				3				50				15				1				8				3				2				4				2				34				8%				4.93																				137				31				15				19



				East Bay				3,540				255				11				57				23				23				28				11				408				54				4				23				9				9				14				6				119				30				2				9				4				4				4				1				53				13%				4.87																				200				60				30				24



				North Bay				1,170				83				4				21				8				2				9				3				131				9				1				5				2				1				3				1				22				17				1				7				3				0				3				1				32				8%				3.01																				69				29				17				16



				South Bay				3,905				318				7				36				15				55				18				7				456				44				2				12				5				21				7				3				92				50				3				13				5				10				8				3				91				21%				3.48																				257				61				50				41



				Out of Region				3,982				300				21				61				25				0				15				3				424				18				2				15				6				0				4				1				46				27				3				7				3				0				2				0				42				10%				5.49																				187				45				27				15



				Total				37,380				3,113				74				397				160				262				159				55				4,220				223				19				132				53				101				66				26				620				216				13				72				29				50				34				13				426				100%				5.34																				1,911				365				216				210



				Total from aggregate:				37,380				3,113				74				397				160				262				159				55				4,220				223				19				132				53				101				66				26				620				216				13				72				29				50				34				13				426











				Assumptions for



				PM Peak Hour				Arena								Retail								Q.S. Rest.								Sit-down Rest.								Residential								Hotel								Office



				bet. 4 PM & 6 PM				Empl.				Attend.				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work



				Inbound				50%				10%				0%				50%				0%				50%				0%				50%				100%				33%				0%				50%				0%				50%



				Outbound				50%				90%				100%				50%				100%				50%				100%				50%				0%				67%				100%				50%				100%				50%















				PM Peak Hour				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total



				bet. 4 PM & 6 PM				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Offlce				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total



				Total Person Trips				369				26				140				56				174				32				5				802				2,745				48				257				103				88				127				50				3,418				3,113				74				397				160				262				159				55				4,220



								12%				35%				35%				35%				67%				20%				9%				19%				88%				65%				65%				65%				34%				80%				92%				81%



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				3,113				74				397				160				262				159				55				4,220



				Transit Trips				52				4				36				14				67				8				1				183				171				15				96				39				34				57				25				437				223				19				132				53				101				66				26				620



								23%				21%				27%				27%				67%				12%				5%				30%				77%				79%				73%				73%				34%				88%				95%				70%



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				223				19				132				53				101				66				26				620



				Vehicle Trips				36				4				21				9				33				5				1				108				180				9				51				20				17				29				12				318				216				13				72				29				50				34				13				426



								17%				29%				30%				30%				67%				14%				5%				25%				83%				71%				70%				70%				34%				86%				95%				75%



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				216				13				72				29				50				34				13				426



				PM Peak Hour



				bet. 4 PM & 6 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total																																Piers 30-32												Seawall Lot 330												All



				Auto Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				In				Out				Total				In				Out				Total				Uses



				Superdistrict 1				5				1				4				2				12				1				0				25				35				1				6				2				6				3				1				55				40				2				10				4				18				3				1				80				11				45				56				14				10				24				80



				Superdistrict 2				4				1				6				3				1				1				0				16				12				2				12				5				1				6				2				38				16				2				18				7				2				7				2				54				13				30				43				3				8				11				54



				Superdistrict 3				6				1				7				3				10				2				0				28				15				2				15				6				5				8				3				54				21				3				22				9				15				10				4				82				16				39				55				12				15				27				82



				Superdistrict 4				5				0				4				2				1				1				0				13				14				1				10				4				1				5				2				37				19				2				14				6				2				6				2				50				10				30				40				3				7				10				50



				East Bay				11				1				7				3				3				2				0				28				52				3				18				7				2				10				4				96				64				4				25				10				5				12				4				124				22				82				103				6				15				20				124



				North Bay				5				1				5				2				0				1				0				14				24				1				9				4				0				4				2				43				28				2				14				6				0				5				2				57				12				38				49				2				6				8				57



				South Bay				14				2				6				2				7				1				0				33				81				3				16				6				4				9				4				124				96				5				21				9				11				11				4				157				23				108				131				10				16				26				157



				Out of Region				7				4				11				4				0				2				0				29				62				4				12				5				0				3				1				86				69				8				22				9				0				6				1				115				23				80				103				5				6				11				115



				Total				58				9				50				20				35				11				1				185				295				18				95				38				18				48				20				533				353				27				146				59				53				60				21				718				130				450				580				55				83				138				718



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				353				27				146				59				53				60				21				718







				PM Peak Hour



				bet. 4 PM & 6 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total																																Piers 30-32												Seawall Lot 330												All				Total from



				Transit Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				In				Out				Total				In				Out				Total				Uses				aggregate:



				Superdistrict 1				7				1				5				2				23				1				0				40				34				2				11				4				12				6				2				71				41				2				16				6				35				7				2				110				14				52				66				25				19				44				110				110



				Superdistrict 2				7				1				7				3				2				2				0				22				13				3				18				7				1				11				5				57				21				3				25				10				4				12				5				79				17				43				60				5				14				19				79				79



				Superdistrict 3				7				0				7				3				19				2				0				38				13				2				17				7				9				10				5				64				21				3				24				10				28				12				5				102				17				42				59				21				22				43				102				102



				Superdistrict 4				5				0				3				1				2				1				0				13				10				2				10				4				1				7				3				37				15				2				14				5				4				7				3				50				9				28				37				3				9				13				50				50



				East Bay				13				1				4				2				6				1				0				26				42				3				19				8				3				13				6				93				54				4				23				9				9				14				6				119				18				74				92				7				19				27				119				119



				North Bay				3				0				1				0				1				0				0				4				7				1				4				2				0				3				1				18				9				1				5				2				1				3				1				22				4				14				17				1				4				5				22				22



				South Bay				8				0				2				1				14				1				0				26				36				2				9				4				7				6				3				66				44				2				12				5				21				7				3				92				11				52				63				15				15				30				92				92



				Out of Region				2				1				7				3				0				2				0				15				15				1				8				3				0				2				1				31				18				2				15				6				0				4				1				46				12				27				40				3				4				6				46				46



				Total				52				4				36				14				67				8				1				183				171				15				96				39				34				57				25				438				223				19				132				53				101				66				26				620				103				331				434				80				107				187				620				620



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				223				19				132				53				101				66				26				620







				PM Peak Hour



				bet. 4 PM & 6 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total																																Piers 30-32												Seawall Lot 330												All



				Walk/Other Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				In				Out				Total				In				Out				Total				Uses



				Superdistrict 1				161				3				22				9				25				5				0				225				1,410				5				29				12				13				11				4				1,483				1,570				8				51				20				37				16				4				1,707				191				1,454				1,646				33				28				61				1,707



				Superdistrict 2				14				1				6				3				2				1				0				27				119				1				7				3				1				2				0				133				133				2				13				5				4				3				1				161				23				129				152				5				4				9				161



				Superdistrict 3				14				1				4				2				20				1				0				42				118				1				6				2				10				2				1				140				132				2				10				4				30				3				1				182				20				127				147				22				13				35				182



				Superdistrict 4				13				0				2				1				2				1				0				20				117				0				3				1				1				1				0				124				131				1				5				2				4				2				0				144				17				122				138				3				3				6				144



				East Bay				14				1				4				2				6				1				0				29				122				1				5				2				3				2				1				137				137				2				9				4				9				3				1				165				20				131				151				8				6				14				165



				North Bay				5				0				1				1				1				0				0				8				41				1				1				1				0				0				0				44				45				1				3				1				1				1				0				52				7				43				50				1				1				2				52



				South Bay				18				0				2				1				15				0				0				36				160				0				2				1				8				1				0				171				178				1				3				1				23				1				0				207				20				163				183				16				8				24				207



				Out of Region				21				6				12				5				0				3				0				46				191				6				12				5				0				3				1				217				213				11				24				9				0				5				1				263				40				210				250				7				7				13				263



				Total				259				13				54				22				72				12				1				432				2,279				15				65				26				36				21				7				2,448				2,538				27				119				48				108				33				8				2,881				338				2,379				2,716				95				70				165				2,881



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				2,538				27				119				48				108				33				8				2,881







				PM Peak Hour



				bet. 4 PM & 6 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total																																Piers 30-32												Seawall Lot 330												All				Total from



				Total Person Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				In				Out				Total				In				Out				Total				Uses				aggregate:



				Superdistrict 1				173				5				31				12				60				7				1				289				1,479				8				46				18				30				19				7				1,608				1,652				13				77				31				91				26				8				1,897				216				1,551				1,767				72				57				129				1,897				1,897



				Superdistrict 2				25				2				20				8				6				4				0				65				144				5				36				15				3				18				7				229				169				7				56				23				9				23				8				294				53				202				255				13				26				39				294				294



				Superdistrict 3				27				2				18				7				48				4				0				108				146				6				38				15				24				20				9				258				173				8				56				23				73				24				9				366				53				208				260				55				51				105				366				366



				Superdistrict 4				23				1				10				4				6				2				0				46				142				3				23				9				3				13				6				198				165				4				33				13				9				15				6				244				37				179				216				9				19				29				244				244



				East Bay				38				3				15				6				15				3				0				82				217				8				42				17				8				25				11				326				255				11				57				23				23				28				11				408				60				286				347				21				40				61				408				408



				North Bay				12				1				7				3				1				2				0				26				71				3				14				6				1				7				3				105				83				4				21				8				2				9				3				131				22				94				116				4				11				15				131				131



				South Bay				40				2				10				4				37				2				0				95				278				5				26				11				18				16				7				361				318				7				36				15				55				18				7				456				54				322				376				41				39				80				456				456



				Out of Region				31				10				29				12				0				7				1				90				269				11				31				13				0				8				2				334				300				21				61				25				0				15				3				424				75				317				393				14				16				31				424				424



				Total				369				26				140				56				174				32				3				800				2,745				48				257				103				88				127				52				3,419				3,113				74				397				160				262				159				55				4,220				570				3,160				3,730				230				259				490				4,220				4,220



				Total from aggregate:				369				26				140				56				174				32				5				802				2,745				48				257				103				88				127				50				3,418				3,113				74				397				160				262				159				55				4,220







				PM Peak Hour



				bet. 4 PM & 6 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total																																Piers 30-32												Seawall Lot 330												All				Total from



				Vehicle-Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				In				Out				Total				In				Out				Total				Uses				aggregate:



				Superdistrict 1				6				1				2				1				11				0				0				21				43				1				3				1				6				2				1				56				48				1				5				2				17				2				1				77				8				48				56				12				8				20				77				77



				Superdistrict 2				3				0				3				1				1				1				0				10				10				1				7				3				1				4				2				28				14				1				10				4				2				5				2				38				8				22				30				2				6				8				38				38



				Superdistrict 3				5				0				3				1				9				1				0				19				12				1				9				4				5				6				2				39				16				2				12				5				14				6				3				58				9				27				36				10				12				22				58				58



				Superdistrict 4				3				0				2				1				1				0				0				8				12				1				6				2				1				3				1				26				15				1				8				3				2				4				2				34				6				21				27				2				5				7				34				34



				East Bay				4				0				3				1				3				1				0				13				25				1				6				2				1				3				1				41				30				2				9				4				4				4				1				53				9				35				44				4				6				10				53				53



				North Bay				3				0				3				1				0				1				0				8				14				1				5				2				0				2				1				25				17				1				7				3				0				3				1				32				6				22				28				1				3				4				32				32



				South Bay				9				1				2				1				7				1				0				20				41				2				10				4				3				7				3				71				50				3				13				5				10				8				3				91				12				59				71				8				12				20				91				91



				Out of Region				3				1				3				1				0				1				0				10				24				1				4				2				0				1				0				33				27				3				7				3				0				2				0				42				8				30				38				2				2				4				42				42



				Total				36				4				21				9				33				5				0				108				180				9				51				20				17				29				12				318				216				13				72				29				50				34				13				426				67				264				331				41				54				96				426				426



				Total from aggregate:																																25%																																75%				216				13				72				29				50				34				13				426



																																				25%																																75%
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Saturday Concert Late PM Summar



				Event Center and Mixed Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330



				PROJECT TRIP GENERATION								- SATURDAY DAILY AND LATE PM PEAK HOUR BETWEEN 7 AND 9 PM



				SUMMARY OF TRIPS WITH CONCERT EVENT







								Land Use								Piers 30-32												Seawall Lot 330												Total Project



								Arena								14,000				attend.				100%												0%				14,000				attendees



																775				empl.				100%												0%				775				employees



								Retail								18,000				gsf				45%				22,390				gsf				55%				40,390				gsf



								Quick Service Rest.								36,000				gsf				100%				0				gsf				0%				36,000				gsf



								Sit-down Restaurant								36,000				gsf				83%				7,464				gsf				17%				43,464				gsf



								Residential								0				units				0%				176				units				100%				176				units



								Hotel								0				rooms				0%				227				rooms				100%				227				rooms



								Office								35,600				gsf				100%				0				gsf				0%				35,600				gsf																840















				Person-trips				Daily Trips																																				Late PM Peak Hour Trips																																				Percent of Daily during Late PM Peak Hour



				by Mode				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total								Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total								Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total



				Auto				14,883				354				1,343				541				300				576				56				18,052				46%				4,284				9				312				126				34				72				0				4,836				48%				28.8%				2.5%				23.2%				23.2%				11.2%				12.5%				0.0%				26.8%



				Transit				11,721				253				1,221				491				571				460				74				14,791				38%				3,276				6				284				114				64				79				0				3,823				38%				27.9%				2.5%				23.2%				23.2%				11.2%				17.1%				0.0%				25.8%



				Taxi (Arena only)				560																												560				1%				168																												168				2%				30.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				30.0%



				Walk/Other				2,386				357				1,095				441				608				557				14				5,457				14%				672				9				254				102				68				40				0				1,146				11%				28.2%				2.5%				23.2%				23.2%				11.2%				7.2%				0.0%				21.0%



				Total				29,550				964				3,659				1,472				1,478				1,593				144				38,861				100%				8,400				24				850				342				166				191				0				9,972				100%				28.4%				2.5%				23.2%				23.2%				11.2%				12.0%				0.0%				25.7%



								76%				2%				9%				4%				4%				4%				0%				100%								84%				0%				9%				3%				2%				2%				0%				100%



				Vehicle Trips				5,887				171				662				266				280				260				36				7,563								1,649				4				154				62				31				40				0				1,941								28.0%				2.5%				23.2%				23.2%				11.2%				15.5%				0.0%				25.7%



								78%				2%				9%				4%				4%				3%				0%				100%								85%				0%				8%				3%				2%				2%				0%				100%



				Avg. veh. occupancy				2.62				2.06				2.03				2.03				1.07				2.21				1.54				2.46								2.70				2.06				2.03				2.03				1.07				1.78				0.00				2.58















				Saturday				Total Daily				Late PM Peak Hour Person-Trips																																Late PM Peak Hour Transit-Trips																																Late PM Peak Hour Vehicle-Trips																																				Avg.



				Distribution				Person-trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total								Veh. Occ.



				Superdistrict 1				5,324				932				4				164				66				58				31				0				1,255				379				1				34				14				22				8				0				458				125				0				11				4				11				3				0				154				8%				2.13



				Superdistrict 2				2,295				289				2				120				48				6				27				0				492				137				1				53				21				2				15				0				230				50				0				22				9				1				6				0				89				5%				2.10



				Superdistrict 3				2,907				349				3				120				48				46				29				0				596				158				1				52				21				18				14				0				264				67				1				26				10				9				8				0				119				6%				2.10



				Superdistrict 4				1,762				278				1				70				28				6				18				0				401				113				1				29				12				2				9				0				165				58				0				17				7				1				5				0				88				5%				2.21



				East Bay				10,821				2,772				3				122				49				15				34				0				2,995				1,328				1				48				19				6				17				0				1,420				484				0				19				8				3				5				0				519				27%				2.64



				North Bay				4,161				1,092				1				45				18				1				11				0				1,169				251				0				10				4				1				4				0				269				281				0				16				6				0				4				0				308				16%				2.59



				South Bay				9,083				2,352				2				78				31				35				22				0				2,520				843				1				25				10				13				8				0				900				514				1				27				11				7				9				0				568				29%				2.55



				Out of Region				2,507				336				7				130				53				0				18				0				544				66				1				33				13				0				5				0				117				70				1				16				6				0				2				0				96				5%				2.74



				Total				38,861				8,400				24				850				342				166				191				0				9,972				3,276				6				284				114				64				79				0				3,823				1,649				4				154				62				31				40				0				1,941				100%				2.49



				Total from aggregate:				38,861				8,400				24				850				342				166				191				0				9,972				3,276				6				284				114				64				79				0				3,823				1,649				4				154				62				31				40				0				1,941











				Assumptions for



				Late PM Peak Hour				Arena								Retail								Q.S. Rest.								Sit-down Rest.								Residential								Hotel								Office



				bet. 7 PM & 9 PM				Empl.				Attend.				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work



				Inbound				95%				100%				0%				50%				0%				50%				0%				50%				100%				33%				0%				50%				0%				50%



				Outbound				5%				0%				100%				50%				100%				50%				100%				50%				0%				67%				100%				50%				100%				50%















				Late PM Peak Hour				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total



				bet. 7 PM & 9 PM				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total



				Total Person Trips				8,400				9				300				121				110				38				0				8,978				0				16				550				221				56				153				0				995				8,400				24				850				342				166				191				0				9,972



								100%				35%				35%				35%				67%				20%				0%				90%				0%				65%				65%				65%				34%				80%				0%				10%



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				8,400				24				850				342				166				191				0				9,972



				Transit Trips				3,276				1				77				31				43				10				0				3,438				0				5				206				83				21				69				0				385				3,276				6				284				114				64				79				0				3,823



								100%				21%				27%				27%				67%				12%				0%				90%				0%				79%				73%				73%				34%				88%				0%				10%



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				3,276				6				284				114				64				79				0				3,823



				Vehicle Trips				1,649				1				45				18				21				6				0				1,740				0				3				108				44				11				35				0				200				1,649				4				154				62				31				40				0				1,941



								100%				29%				30%				30%				67%				14%				0%				90%				0%				71%				70%				70%				34%				86%				0%				10%



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				1,649				4				154				62				31				40				0				1,941



				Late PM Peak Hour



				bet. 7 PM & 9 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total																																Piers 30-32												Seawall Lot 330												All



				Auto Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				In				Out				Total				In				Out				Total				Uses



				Superdistrict 1				280				0				9				3				8				1				0				302				0				0				13				5				4				3				0				26				280				1				21				9				12				4				0				327				292				17				309				10				8				18				327



				Superdistrict 2				123				0				13				5				1				2				0				144				0				0				25				10				0				7				0				43				123				1				38				15				1				9				0				187				141				33				174				3				9				13				187



				Superdistrict 3				164				0				15				6				6				2				0				193				0				1				32				13				3				10				0				58				164				1				47				19				9				12				0				251				184				43				227				9				15				25				251



				Superdistrict 4				143				0				9				4				1				1				0				158				0				0				21				8				0				6				0				36				143				1				30				12				1				8				0				194				155				28				183				3				9				11				194



				East Bay				1,277				0				16				6				2				2				0				1,304				0				1				38				15				1				12				0				67				1,277				1				53				21				3				14				0				1,370				1,298				51				1,349				5				16				21				1,370



				North Bay				748				0				11				4				0				1				0				765				0				0				19				8				0				5				0				32				748				1				29				12				0				6				0				796				762				25				787				2				7				9				796



				South Bay				1,362				1				12				5				5				2				0				1,386				0				1				33				13				2				11				0				61				1,362				2				46				18				7				13				0				1,448				1,379				45				1,424				7				16				24				1,448



				Out of Region				187				1				23				9				0				3				0				223				0				1				25				10				0				4				0				40				187				3				47				19				0				7				0				262				217				34				251				5				6				11				262



				Total				4,284				3				107				43				22				14				0				4,474				0				6				205				82				11				58				0				362				4,284				9				312				126				34				72				0				4,836				4,428				275				4,704				45				87				132				4,836



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				4,284				9				312				126				34				72				0				4,836







				Late PM Peak Hour



				bet. 7 PM & 9 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total																																Piers 30-32												Seawall Lot 330												All				Total from



				Transit Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				In				Out				Total				In				Out				Total				Uses				aggregate:



				Superdistrict 1				379				0				11				5				15				1				0				412				0				1				23				9				7				7				0				47				379				1				34				14				22				8				0				458				394				31				425				17				16				33				458				458



				Superdistrict 2				137				0				15				6				1				2				0				161				0				1				38				15				1				13				0				68				137				1				53				21				2				15				0				230				157				52				209				4				17				21				230				230



				Superdistrict 3				158				0				14				6				12				2				0				192				0				1				37				15				6				12				0				72				158				1				52				21				18				14				0				264				177				50				228				15				21				36				264				264



				Superdistrict 4				113				0				7				3				1				1				0				125				0				1				22				9				1				8				0				40				113				1				29				12				2				9				0				165				122				30				151				3				10				13				165				165



				East Bay				1,328				0				8				3				4				1				0				1,345				0				1				40				16				2				16				0				75				1,328				1				48				19				6				17				0				1,420				1,339				54				1,393				5				21				26				1,420				1,420



				North Bay				251				0				1				1				0				0				0				254				0				0				8				3				0				3				0				15				251				0				10				4				1				4				0				269				253				11				264				1				4				5				269				269



				South Bay				843				0				5				2				9				1				0				860				0				1				20				8				5				7				0				40				843				1				25				10				13				8				0				900				850				27				877				10				13				23				900				900



				Out of Region				66				0				15				6				0				2				0				90				0				0				17				7				0				3				0				28				66				1				33				13				0				5				0				117				87				23				110				3				4				7				117				117



				Total				3,276				1				77				31				43				10				0				3,438				0				5				206				83				21				69				0				385				3,276				6				284				114				64				79				0				3,823				3,380				277				3,657				58				107				166				3,823				3,823



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				3,276				6				284				114				64				79				0				3,823







				Late PM Peak Hour



				bet. 7 PM & 9 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total																																Piers 30-32												Seawall Lot 330												All



				Walk/Other Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				In				Out				Total				In				Out				Total				Uses



				Superdistrict 1				272				1				46				19				16				6				0				360				0				2				62				25				8				13				0				110				272				3				108				44				24				19				0				469				334				84				418				25				26				52				469



				Superdistrict 2				29				0				14				6				2				2				0				52				0				0				15				6				1				2				0				24				29				0				29				12				2				4				0				76				48				20				68				4				4				9				76



				Superdistrict 3				27				0				10				4				13				1				0				55				0				0				12				5				6				2				0				26				27				1				22				9				19				4				0				81				40				16				56				15				10				24				81



				Superdistrict 4				22				0				5				2				2				1				0				32				0				0				6				3				1				1				0				11				22				0				11				5				2				2				0				43				29				8				38				3				2				5				43



				East Bay				167				0				9				4				4				1				0				185				0				0				11				4				2				2				0				20				167				1				20				8				6				3				0				205				179				15				194				6				5				11				205



				North Bay				93				0				3				1				0				0				0				98				0				0				3				1				0				1				0				5				93				0				6				2				1				1				0				103				97				4				101				1				1				2				103



				South Bay				147				0				3				1				10				0				0				161				0				0				4				2				5				1				0				11				147				0				7				3				14				1				0				172				151				5				156				10				6				16				172



				Out of Region				83				2				25				10				0				3				0				123				0				2				25				10				0				3				0				41				83				4				50				20				0				6				0				164				117				35				152				6				6				12				164



				Total				840				4				115				46				45				15				0				1,066				0				5				139				56				23				25				0				248				840				9				254				102				68				40				0				1,314				996				187				1,183				70				61				131				1,314



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				840				9				254				102				68				40				0				1,314







				Late PM Peak Hour



				bet. 7 PM & 9 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total																																Piers 30-32												Seawall Lot 330												All				Total from



				Total Person Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				In				Out				Total				In				Out				Total				Uses				aggregate:



				Superdistrict 1				932				2				66				27				38				8				0				1,073				0				3				98				39				19				23				0				182				932				4				164				66				58				31				0				1,255				1,020				132				1,152				52				50				103				1,255				1,255



				Superdistrict 2				289				1				42				17				4				5				0				358				0				2				78				31				2				22				0				135				289				2				120				48				6				27				0				492				345				105				450				12				30				42				492				492



				Superdistrict 3				349				1				39				16				31				5				0				440				0				2				81				33				15				24				0				156				349				3				120				48				46				29				0				596				401				109				511				39				47				85				596				596



				Superdistrict 4				278				0				21				8				4				3				0				314				0				1				49				20				2				15				0				87				278				1				70				28				6				18				0				401				306				66				372				8				21				29				401				401



				East Bay				2,772				1				33				13				10				4				0				2,833				0				3				89				36				5				30				0				162				2,772				3				122				49				15				34				0				2,995				2,816				120				2,936				17				42				59				2,995				2,995



				North Bay				1,092				0				15				6				1				2				0				1,116				0				1				30				12				0				9				0				53				1,092				1				45				18				1				11				0				1,169				1,112				41				1,153				4				12				16				1,169				1,169



				South Bay				2,352				1				21				8				23				3				0				2,408				0				2				57				23				12				19				0				112				2,352				2				78				31				35				22				0				2,520				2,380				76				2,457				28				36				63				2,520				2,520



				Out of Region				336				3				63				25				0				8				0				436				0				3				67				27				0				10				0				108				336				7				130				53				0				18				0				544				421				92				513				14				17				31				544				544



				Total				8,400				9				300				121				110				38				0				8,978				0				16				550				221				56				153				0				995				8,400				24				850				342				166				191				0				9,972				8,804				740				9,544				174				255				429				9,972				9,972



				Total from aggregate:				8,400				9				300				121				110				38				0				8,978				0				16				550				221				56				153				0				995				8,400				24				850				342				166				191				0				9,972







				Late PM Peak Hour



				bet. 7 PM & 9 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total																																Piers 30-32												Seawall Lot 330												All				Total from



				Vehicle-Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				In				Out				Total				In				Out				Total				Uses				aggregate:



				Superdistrict 1				125				0				4				1				7				0				0				138				0				0				7				3				4				2				0				16				125				0				11				4				11				3				0				154				130				10				139				8				6				14				154				154



				Superdistrict 2				50				0				6				3				1				1				0				61				0				0				16				6				0				5				0				28				50				0				22				9				1				6				0				89				59				21				80				2				7				9				89				89



				Superdistrict 3				67				0				6				3				6				1				0				82				0				0				19				8				3				7				0				37				67				1				26				10				9				8				0				119				75				26				101				7				11				18				119				119



				Superdistrict 4				58				0				5				2				1				1				0				66				0				0				12				5				0				4				0				22				58				0				17				7				1				5				0				88				64				16				81				2				5				7				88				88



				East Bay				484				0				6				3				2				1				0				496				0				0				13				5				1				4				0				23				484				0				19				8				3				5				0				519				493				18				510				3				6				9				519				519



				North Bay				281				0				6				2				0				1				0				290				0				0				10				4				0				3				0				18				281				0				16				6				0				4				0				308				289				14				303				1				4				5				308				308



				South Bay				514				0				5				2				4				1				0				526				0				1				22				9				2				8				0				42				514				1				27				11				7				9				0				568				521				30				550				5				12				18				568				568



				Out of Region				70				0				7				3				0				1				0				82				0				0				9				3				0				2				0				14				70				1				16				6				0				2				0				96				80				12				92				2				2				4				96				96



				Total				1,649				1				45				18				21				6				0				1,740				0				3				108				44				11				35				0				200				1,649				4				154				62				31				40				0				1,941				1,710				146				1,856				31				54				85				1,941				1,941



				Total from aggregate:																																90%																																10%				1,649				4				154				62				31				40				0				1,941



																																				90%																																10%
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Weekday No Event PM Summary



				Event Center and Mixed Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330



				PROJECT TRIP GENERATION								- WEEKDAY DAILY AND PM PEAK HOUR BETWEEN 4 AND 6 PM



				SUMMARY OF TRIPS WITH NO EVENT







								Land Use								Piers 30-32												Seawall Lot 330												Total Project



								Arena								0				attend.				0%												0%				0				attendees



																100				empl.				100%												0%				100				employees



								Retail								18,000				gsf				45%				22,390				gsf				55%				40,390				gsf



								Quick Service Rest.								36,000				gsf				100%				0				gsf				0%				36,000				gsf



								Sit-down Restaurant								36,000				gsf				83%				7,464				gsf				17%				43,464				gsf



								Residential								0				units				0%				176				units				100%				176				units



								Hotel								0				rooms				0%				227				rooms				100%				227				rooms



								Office								35,600				gsf				100%				0				gsf				0%				35,600				gsf















				Person-trips				Daily Trips																																				PM Peak Hour Trips																																				Percent of Daily during PM Peak Hour



				by Mode				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total								Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total								Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total



				Auto				97				1,134				1,078				1,629				308				575				238				5,058				35%				8				102				146				220				53				60				21				610				34%				8.5%				9.0%				13.5%				13.5%				17.3%				10.4%				8.8%				12.1%



				Transit				129				581				980				1,254				585				458				226				4,213				29%				11				52				132				169				101				66				26				558				31%				8.5%				9.0%				13.5%				13.5%				17.3%				14.3%				11.5%				13.2%



				Taxi (Arena only)																																0				0%																																0				0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%



				Walk/Other				24				1,436				879				1,638				623				556				180				5,335				37%				1				129				119				221				108				33				8				619				35%				6.2%				9.0%				13.5%				13.5%				17.3%				6.0%				4.4%				11.6%



				Total				250				3,150				2,938				4,520				1,515				1,589				644				14,607				100%				21				284				397				610				262				159				55				1,787				100%				8.3%				9.0%				13.5%				13.5%				17.3%				10.0%				8.5%				12.2%



								2%				22%				20%				31%				10%				11%				4%				100%								1%				16%				22%				34%				15%				9%				3%				100%



				Vehicle Trips				63				488				531				719				287				260				121				2,469								5				44				72				97				50				34				13				314								8.5%				9.0%				13.5%				13.5%				17.3%				13.0%				10.6%				12.7%



								3%				20%				22%				29%				12%				11%				5%				100%								2%				14%				23%				31%				16%				11%				4%				100%



				Avg. veh. occupancy				1.54				2.32				2.03				2.27				1.07				2.21				1.97				2.05								1.54				2.32				2.03				2.27				1.07				1.78				1.63				1.94















				Weekday				Total Daily				PM Peak Hour Person-Trips																																PM Peak Hour Transit-Trips																																PM Peak Hour Vehicle-Trips																																				Avg.



				Distribution				Person-trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total								Veh. Occ.



				Superdistrict 1				3,123				3				53				77				130				91				26				8				387				1				8				16				23				35				7				2				93				0				6				5				8				17				2				1				39				12%				1.53



				Superdistrict 2				1,690				3				21				56				86				9				23				8				206				2				8				25				32				4				12				5				87				1				4				10				14				2				5				2				37				12%				1.70



				Superdistrict 3				2,062				4				25				56				81				73				24				9				272				2				7				24				31				28				12				5				109				1				4				12				14				14				6				3				54				17%				1.67



				Superdistrict 4				942				2				10				33				45				9				15				6				120				1				4				14				16				4				7				3				48				1				2				8				10				2				4				2				28				9%				1.70



				East Bay				1,816				5				34				57				72				23				28				11				230				3				9				23				21				9				14				6				85				1				5				9				13				4				4				1				38				12%				2.48



				North Bay				690				1				14				21				31				2				9				3				82				1				3				5				4				1				3				1				17				0				3				7				11				0				3				1				27				8%				1.88



				South Bay				1,419				3				24				36				46				55				18				7				190				1				4				12				12				21				7				3				60				1				7				13				13				10				8				3				55				17%				1.71



				Out of Region				2,864				0				102				61				119				0				15				3				301				0				9				15				29				0				4				1				58				0				12				7				14				0				2				0				36				11%				3.06



				Total				14,607				21				284				397				610				262				159				55				1,787				11				52				132				169				101				66				26				558				5				44				72				97				50				34				13				314				100%				1.94



				Total from aggregate:				14,607				21				284				397				610				262				159				55				1,787				11				52				132				169				101				66				26				558				5				44				72				97				50				34				13				314











				Assumptions for



				PM Peak Hour				Arena								Retail								Q.S. Rest.								Sit-down Rest.								Residential								Hotel								Office



				bet. 4 PM & 6 PM				Empl.				Attend.				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work



				Inbound				0%				50%				0%				50%				0%				50%				0%				50%				100%				33%				0%				50%				0%				50%



				Outbound				100%				50%				100%				50%				100%				50%				100%				50%				0%				67%				100%				50%				100%				50%















				PM Peak Hour				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total



				bet. 4 PM & 6 PM				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Offlce				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total



				Total Person Trips				0				131				140				282				174				32				5				763				21				153				257				329				88				127				50				1,024				21				284				397				610				262				159				55				1,787



								0%				46%				35%				46%				67%				20%				9%				43%				100%				54%				65%				54%				34%				80%				92%				57%



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				21				284				397				610				262				159				55				1,787



				Transit Trips				0				21				36				72				67				8				1				206				11				32				96				97				34				57				25				352				11				52				132				169				101				66				26				558



								0%				39%				27%				43%				67%				12%				5%				37%				100%				61%				73%				57%				34%				88%				95%				63%



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				11				52				132				169				101				66				26				558



				Vehicle Trips				0				19				21				43				33				5				1				122				5				25				51				54				17				29				12				193				5				44				72				97				50				34				13				314



								0%				44%				30%				44%				67%				14%				5%				39%				100%				56%				70%				56%				34%				86%				95%				61%



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				5				44				72				97				50				34				13				314



				PM Peak Hour



				bet. 4 PM & 6 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total																																Piers 30-32												Seawall Lot 330												All



				Auto Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				In				Out				Total				In				Out				Total				Uses



				Superdistrict 1				0				5				4				8				12				1				0				30				0				5				6				9				6				3				1				30				0				9				10				17				18				3				1				60				13				17				30				17				13				30				60



				Superdistrict 2				0				3				6				13				1				1				0				24				1				4				12				15				1				6				2				40				1				6				18				27				2				7				2				64				18				29				47				6				11				17				64



				Superdistrict 3				0				3				7				14				10				2				0				36				1				5				15				17				5				8				3				55				1				8				22				32				15				10				4				91				20				36				57				16				19				34				91



				Superdistrict 4				0				1				4				8				1				1				0				16				1				2				10				11				1				5				2				32				1				4				14				19				2				6				2				48				12				23				35				4				9				13				48



				East Bay				0				5				7				15				3				2				0				32				2				7				18				19				2				10				4				62				2				13				25				34				5				12				4				94				22				43				65				10				19				29				94



				North Bay				0				3				5				10				0				1				0				20				1				4				9				12				0				4				2				31				1				7				14				22				0				5				2				50				15				22				37				5				8				13				50



				South Bay				0				8				6				12				7				1				0				34				2				10				16				16				4				9				4				59				2				17				21				27				11				11				4				94				19				38				58				15				21				36				94



				Out of Region				0				19				11				21				0				2				0				53				0				19				12				22				0				3				1				57				0				38				22				43				0				6				1				110				37				39				76				17				18				34				110



				Total				0				47				50				101				35				11				1				246				8				55				95				119				18				48				20				364				8				102				146				220				53				60				21				610				156				247				402				90				117				207				610



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				8				102				146				220				53				60				21				610







				PM Peak Hour



				bet. 4 PM & 6 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total																																Piers 30-32												Seawall Lot 330												All				Total from



				Transit Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				In				Out				Total				In				Out				Total				Uses				aggregate:



				Superdistrict 1				0				4				5				11				23				1				0				44				1				5				11				13				12				6				2				49				1				8				16				23				35				7				2				93				16				27				42				28				22				51				93				93



				Superdistrict 2				0				3				7				14				2				2				0				28				2				5				18				18				1				11				5				60				2				8				25				32				4				12				5				87				20				42				62				8				18				26				87				87



				Superdistrict 3				0				2				7				13				19				2				0				43				2				4				17				18				9				10				5				66				2				7				24				31				28				12				5				109				19				41				60				24				25				49				109				109



				Superdistrict 4				0				1				3				6				2				1				0				14				1				3				10				9				1				7				3				34				1				4				14				16				4				7				3				48				9				23				33				5				11				16				48				48



				East Bay				0				3				4				8				6				1				0				22				3				6				19				14				3				13				6				63				3				9				23				21				9				14				6				85				12				41				53				10				22				32				85				85



				North Bay				0				1				1				1				1				0				0				4				1				2				4				3				0				3				1				13				1				3				5				4				1				3				1				17				2				9				11				2				4				6				17				17



				South Bay				0				1				2				5				14				1				0				23				1				3				9				8				7				6				3				37				1				4				12				12				21				7				3				60				7				21				28				16				16				32				60				60



				Out of Region				0				4				7				14				0				2				0				27				0				4				8				15				0				2				1				31				0				9				15				29				0				4				1				58				21				23				44				6				7				14				58				58



				Total				0				21				36				72				67				8				1				205				11				32				96				97				34				57				25				352				11				52				132				169				101				66				26				558				106				227				333				99				126				225				558				558



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				11				52				132				169				101				66				26				558







				PM Peak Hour



				bet. 4 PM & 6 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total																																Piers 30-32												Seawall Lot 330												All



				Walk/Other Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				In				Out				Total				In				Out				Total				Uses



				Superdistrict 1				0				17				22				43				25				5				0				112				1				18				29				46				13				11				4				122				1				35				51				90				37				16				4				234				65				81				146				46				42				88				234



				Superdistrict 2				0				4				6				13				2				1				0				27				0				4				7				13				1				2				0				27				0				7				13				26				4				3				1				55				19				20				39				8				7				16				55



				Superdistrict 3				0				5				4				9				20				1				0				39				0				5				6				9				10				2				1				33				0				10				10				18				30				3				1				72				14				17				31				25				16				42				72



				Superdistrict 4				0				1				2				5				2				1				0				12				0				1				3				5				1				1				0				12				0				3				5				10				4				2				0				24				7				8				15				5				4				8				24



				East Bay				0				6				4				9				6				1				0				26				0				6				5				9				3				2				1				26				0				11				9				18				9				3				1				51				14				16				30				12				10				21				51



				North Bay				0				2				1				3				1				0				0				7				0				2				1				3				0				0				0				8				0				5				3				5				1				1				0				15				5				5				10				3				3				5				15



				South Bay				0				1				2				3				15				0				0				21				0				1				2				3				8				1				0				15				0				3				3				6				23				1				0				36				5				5				10				17				9				26				36



				Out of Region				0				28				12				24				0				3				0				66				0				28				12				24				0				3				1				67				0				56				24				47				0				5				1				133				44				44				88				22				22				44				133



				Total				0				64				54				108				72				12				1				311				2				66				65				113				36				21				7				309				2				129				119				221				108				33				8				620				173				196				369				138				113				251				620



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				1				129				119				221				108				33				8				619







				PM Peak Hour



				bet. 4 PM & 6 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total																																Piers 30-32												Seawall Lot 330												All				Total from



				Total Person Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				In				Out				Total				In				Out				Total				Uses				aggregate:



				Superdistrict 1				0				25				31				62				60				7				1				186				3				28				46				68				30				19				7				201				3				53				77				130				91				26				8				387				94				124				218				92				77				169				387				387



				Superdistrict 2				0				9				20				39				6				4				0				79				3				12				36				46				3				18				7				127				3				21				56				86				9				23				8				206				57				91				147				22				36				58				206				206



				Superdistrict 3				0				10				18				37				48				4				0				118				4				14				38				45				24				20				9				154				4				25				56				81				73				24				9				272				54				93				147				65				60				125				272				272



				Superdistrict 4				0				4				10				20				6				2				0				42				2				6				23				25				3				13				6				78				2				10				33				45				9				15				6				120				28				54				82				14				24				38				120				120



				East Bay				0				14				15				31				15				3				0				80				5				19				42				41				8				25				11				151				5				34				57				72				23				28				11				230				48				100				148				32				50				83				230				230



				North Bay				0				7				7				14				1				2				0				31				1				8				14				17				1				7				3				51				1				14				21				31				2				9				3				82				22				36				58				9				15				24				82				82



				South Bay				0				10				10				20				37				2				0				79				3				14				26				26				18				16				7				111				3				24				36				46				55				18				7				190				31				64				95				48				46				94				190				190



				Out of Region				0				51				29				59				0				7				1				147				0				51				31				60				0				8				2				154				0				102				61				119				0				15				3				301				102				107				208				45				47				92				301				301



				Total				0				131				140				282				174				32				3				762				21				153				257				329				88				127				52				1,026				21				284				397				610				262				159				55				1,787				435				670				1,104				327				356				683				1,787				1,787



				Total from aggregate:				0				131				140				282				174				32				5				763				21				153				257				329				88				127				50				1,024				21				284				397				610				262				159				55				1,787







				PM Peak Hour



				bet. 4 PM & 6 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total																																Piers 30-32												Seawall Lot 330												All				Total from



				Vehicle-Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				In				Out				Total				In				Out				Total				Uses				aggregate:



				Superdistrict 1				0				3				2				3				11				0				0				20				0				3				3				4				6				2				1				19				0				6				5				8				17				2				1				39				6				9				15				14				10				24				39				39



				Superdistrict 2				0				2				3				6				1				1				0				13				1				2				7				8				1				4				2				25				1				4				10				14				2				5				2				37				9				17				26				4				7				11				37				37



				Superdistrict 3				0				2				3				6				9				1				0				20				1				3				9				8				5				6				2				34				1				4				12				14				14				6				3				54				9				21				29				12				13				25				54				54



				Superdistrict 4				0				1				2				4				1				0				0				9				1				2				6				6				1				3				1				19				1				2				8				10				2				4				2				28				6				13				20				3				6				9				28				28



				East Bay				0				2				3				6				3				1				0				15				1				3				6				7				1				3				1				23				1				5				9				13				4				4				1				38				9				15				24				6				8				13				38				38



				North Bay				0				1				3				5				0				1				0				10				0				2				5				6				0				2				1				17				0				3				7				11				0				3				1				27				8				12				20				2				5				7				27				27



				South Bay				0				3				2				5				7				1				0				17				1				4				10				8				3				7				3				37				1				7				13				13				10				8				3				55				8				23				31				10				14				24				55				55



				Out of Region				0				6				3				7				0				1				0				17				0				6				4				7				0				1				0				19				0				12				7				14				0				2				0				36				12				13				25				5				6				11				36				36



				Total				0				19				21				43				33				5				0				121				5				25				51				54				17				29				12				193				5				44				72				97				50				34				13				314				65				124				190				56				69				124				314				314



				Total from aggregate:																																39%																																61%				5				44				72				97				50				34				13				314



																																				39%																																61%
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Saturday No Event Late PM Summa



				Event Center and Mixed Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330



				PROJECT TRIP GENERATION								- SATURDAY DAILY AND LATE PM PEAK HOUR BETWEEN 7 AND 9 PM



				SUMMARY OF TRIPS WITH NO EVENT







								Land Use								Piers 30-32												Seawall Lot 330												Total Project



								Arena								0				attend.				0%												0%				0				attendees



																100				empl.				100%												0%				100				employees



								Retail								18,000				gsf				45%				22,390				gsf				55%				40,390				gsf



								Quick Service Rest.								36,000				gsf				100%				0				gsf				0%				36,000				gsf



								Sit-down Restaurant								36,000				gsf				83%				7,464				gsf				17%				43,464				gsf



								Residential								0				units				0%				176				units				100%				176				units



								Hotel								0				rooms				0%				227				rooms				100%				227				rooms



								Office								35,600				gsf				100%				0				gsf				0%				35,600				gsf















				Person-trips				Daily Trips																																				Late PM Peak Hour Trips																																				Percent of Daily during Late PM Peak Hour



				by Mode				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total								Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total								Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total



				Auto				97				1,327				1,343				2,029				300				576				56				5,728				35%				0				33				312				471				34				72				0				922				35%				0.0%				2.5%				23.2%				23.2%				11.2%				12.5%				0.0%				16.1%



				Transit				129				680				1,221				1,561				571				460				74				4,696				29%				0				17				284				363				64				79				0				806				31%				0.0%				2.5%				23.2%				23.2%				11.2%				17.1%				0.0%				17.2%



				Taxi (Arena only)																																0				0%																																0				0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%



				Walk/Other				24				1,680				1,095				2,040				608				557				14				6,017				37%				0				42				254				474				68				40				0				878				34%				0.0%				2.5%				23.2%				23.2%				11.2%				7.2%				0.0%				14.6%



				Total				250				3,687				3,659				5,630				1,478				1,593				144				16,441				100%				0				92				850				1,308				166				191				0				2,606				100%				0.0%				2.5%				23.2%				23.2%				11.2%				12.0%				0.0%				15.8%



								2%				22%				22%				34%				9%				10%				1%				100%								0%				4%				33%				50%				6%				7%				0%				100%



				Vehicle Trips				63				571				662				895				280				260				36				2,768								0				14				154				208				31				40				0				448								0.0%				2.5%				23.2%				23.2%				11.2%				15.5%				0.0%				16.2%



								2%				21%				24%				32%				10%				9%				1%				100%								0%				3%				34%				46%				7%				9%				0%				100%



				Avg. veh. occupancy				1.54				2.32				2.03				2.27				1.07				2.21				1.54				2.07								0.00				2.32				2.03				2.27				1.07				1.78				0.00				2.06















				Saturday				Total Daily				Late PM Peak Hour Person-Trips																																Late PM Peak Hour Transit-Trips																																Late PM Peak Hour Vehicle-Trips																																				Avg.



				Distribution				Person-trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total								Veh. Occ.



				Superdistrict 1				3,484				0				17				164				278				58				31				0				548				0				3				34				50				22				8				0				117				0				2				11				16				11				3				0				43				10%				1.79



				Superdistrict 2				1,917				0				7				120				183				6				27				0				343				0				3				53				69				2				15				0				141				0				1				22				30				1				6				0				60				13%				1.80



				Superdistrict 3				2,280				0				8				120				174				46				29				0				378				0				2				52				67				18				14				0				153				0				1				26				31				9				8				0				74				17%				1.87



				Superdistrict 4				1,062				0				3				70				96				6				18				0				193				0				1				29				34				2				9				0				75				0				1				17				22				1				5				0				45				10%				1.78



				East Bay				2,047				0				11				122				155				15				34				0				337				0				3				48				46				6				17				0				120				0				2				19				29				3				5				0				57				13%				2.56



				North Bay				786				0				5				45				66				1				11				0				129				0				1				10				9				1				4				0				23				0				1				16				24				0				4				0				45				10%				1.87



				South Bay				1,565				0				8				78				99				35				22				0				241				0				1				25				27				13				8				0				74				0				2				27				27				7				9				0				72				16%				1.80



				Out of Region				3,298				0				33				130				255				0				18				0				437				0				3				33				62				0				5				0				102				0				4				16				29				0				2				0				51				11%				3.08



				Total				16,441				0				92				850				1,308				166				191				0				2,606				0				17				284				363				64				79				0				806				0				14				154				208				31				40				0				448				100%				2.06



				Total from aggregate:				16,441				0				92				850				1,308				166				191				0				2,606				0				17				284				363				64				79				0				806				0				14				154				208				31				40				0				448











				Assumptions for



				Late PM Peak Hour				Arena								Retail								Q.S. Rest.								Sit-down Rest.								Residential								Hotel								Office



				bet. 7 PM & 9 PM				Empl.				Attend.				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work



				Inbound				0%				50%				0%				50%				0%				50%				0%				50%				100%				33%				0%				50%				0%				50%



				Outbound				100%				50%				100%				50%				100%				50%				100%				50%				0%				67%				100%				50%				100%				50%















				Late PM Peak Hour				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total



				bet. 7 PM & 9 PM				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total



				Total Person Trips				0				43				300				603				110				38				0				1,094				0				50				550				704				56				153				0				1,512				0				92				850				1,308				166				191				0				2,606



								0%				46%				35%				46%				67%				20%				0%				42%				0%				54%				65%				54%				34%				80%				0%				58%



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				0				92				850				1,308				166				191				0				2,606



				Transit Trips				0				7				77				155				43				10				0				292				0				10				206				207				21				69				0				514				0				17				284				363				64				79				0				806



								0%				39%				27%				43%				67%				12%				0%				36%				0%				61%				73%				57%				34%				88%				0%				64%



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				0				17				284				363				64				79				0				806



				Vehicle Trips				0				6				45				91				21				6				0				170				0				8				108				117				11				35				0				278				0				14				154				208				31				40				0				448



								0%				44%				30%				44%				67%				14%				0%				38%				0%				56%				70%				56%				34%				86%				0%				62%



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				0				14				154				208				31				40				0				448



				Late PM Peak Hour



				bet. 7 PM & 9 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total																																Piers 30-32												Seawall Lot 330												All



				Auto Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				In				Out				Total				In				Out				Total				Uses



				Superdistrict 1				0				1				9				17				8				1				0				36				0				2				13				19				4				3				0				40				0				3				21				36				12				4				0				76				23				29				53				13				11				24				76



				Superdistrict 2				0				1				13				27				1				2				0				44				0				1				25				32				0				7				0				65				0				2				38				58				1				9				0				108				36				51				87				8				13				21				108



				Superdistrict 3				0				1				15				30				6				2				0				55				0				2				32				37				3				10				0				83				0				3				47				68				9				12				0				138				41				63				104				14				20				34				138



				Superdistrict 4				0				0				9				18				1				1				0				29				0				1				21				23				0				6				0				51				0				1				30				41				1				8				0				80				24				40				64				5				11				16				80



				East Bay				0				2				16				31				2				2				0				53				0				2				38				40				1				12				0				94				0				4				53				72				3				14				0				146				42				72				115				10				21				32				146



				North Bay				0				1				11				21				0				1				0				35				0				1				19				25				0				5				0				50				0				2				29				46				0				6				0				84				29				40				69				6				10				16				84



				South Bay				0				3				12				25				5				2				0				46				0				3				33				33				2				11				0				83				0				6				46				59				7				13				0				130				34				62				97				12				21				33				130



				Out of Region				0				6				23				45				0				3				0				77				0				6				25				46				0				4				0				81				0				12				47				92				0				7				0				158				63				66				129				14				15				29				158



				Total				0				15				107				216				22				14				0				375				0				18				205				255				11				58				0				547				0				33				312				471				34				72				0				922				293				424				717				82				123				205				922



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				0				33				312				471				34				72				0				922







				Late PM Peak Hour



				bet. 7 PM & 9 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total																																Piers 30-32												Seawall Lot 330												All				Total from



				Transit Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				In				Out				Total				In				Out				Total				Uses				aggregate:



				Superdistrict 1				0				1				11				23				15				1				0				51				0				2				23				27				7				7				0				66				0				3				34				50				22				8				0				117				31				46				77				21				20				40				117				117



				Superdistrict 2				0				1				15				30				1				2				0				49				0				2				38				39				1				13				0				93				0				3				53				69				2				15				0				141				40				71				111				9				21				30				141				141



				Superdistrict 3				0				1				14				29				12				2				0				58				0				1				37				38				6				12				0				95				0				2				52				67				18				14				0				153				39				70				108				19				26				45				153				153



				Superdistrict 4				0				0				7				14				1				1				0				23				0				1				22				20				1				8				0				52				0				1				29				34				2				9				0				75				18				39				58				5				13				17				75				75



				East Bay				0				1				8				17				4				1				0				31				0				2				40				29				2				16				0				89				0				3				48				46				6				17				0				120				22				65				88				8				24				32				120				120



				North Bay				0				0				1				3				0				0				0				5				0				1				8				6				0				3				0				18				0				1				10				9				1				4				0				23				4				13				17				1				5				6				23				23



				South Bay				0				0				5				10				9				1				0				26				0				1				20				16				5				7				0				49				0				1				25				27				13				8				0				74				14				34				48				12				15				27				74				74



				Out of Region				0				1				15				31				0				2				0				49				0				1				17				31				0				3				0				53				0				3				33				62				0				5				0				102				41				44				85				8				9				17				102				102



				Total				0				7				77				155				43				10				0				292				0				10				206				207				21				69				0				514				0				17				284				363				64				79				0				806				209				383				591				83				132				214				806				806



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				0				17				284				363				64				79				0				806







				Late PM Peak Hour



				bet. 7 PM & 9 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total																																Piers 30-32												Seawall Lot 330												All



				Walk/Other Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				In				Out				Total				In				Out				Total				Uses



				Superdistrict 1				0				5				46				93				16				6				0				166				0				6				62				99				8				13				0				189				0				11				108				192				24				19				0				355				126				147				273				41				41				82				355



				Superdistrict 2				0				1				14				28				2				2				0				46				0				1				15				28				1				2				0				47				0				2				29				56				2				4				0				94				38				39				76				9				9				17				94



				Superdistrict 3				0				2				10				19				13				1				0				44				0				2				12				20				6				2				0				43				0				3				22				39				19				4				0				87				26				30				56				18				13				31				87



				Superdistrict 4				0				0				5				10				2				1				0				18				0				0				6				11				1				1				0				20				0				1				11				21				2				2				0				38				14				15				30				4				4				8				38



				East Bay				0				2				9				18				4				1				0				34				0				2				11				19				2				2				0				36				0				4				20				38				6				3				0				71				25				28				53				9				8				18				71



				North Bay				0				1				3				6				0				0				0				10				0				1				3				6				0				1				0				11				0				2				6				12				1				1				0				21				8				8				17				2				2				4				21



				South Bay				0				0				3				7				10				0				0				20				0				0				4				7				5				1				0				17				0				1				7				14				14				1				0				37				9				10				19				11				7				18				37



				Out of Region				0				9				25				51				0				3				0				88				0				9				25				51				0				3				0				88				0				18				50				101				0				6				0				176				71				71				143				17				17				34				176



				Total				0				21				115				232				45				15				0				428				0				21				139				242				23				25				0				450				0				42				254				474				68				40				0				878				317				348				665				111				102				213				878



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				0				42				254				474				68				40				0				878







				Late PM Peak Hour



				bet. 7 PM & 9 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total																																Piers 30-32												Seawall Lot 330												All				Total from



				Total Person Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				In				Out				Total				In				Out				Total				Uses				aggregate:



				Superdistrict 1				0				8				66				133				38				8				0				253				0				9				98				146				19				23				0				295				0				17				164				278				58				31				0				548				180				223				402				74				72				146				548				548



				Superdistrict 2				0				3				42				84				4				5				0				139				0				4				78				99				2				22				0				205				0				7				120				183				6				27				0				343				113				162				275				25				43				68				343				343



				Superdistrict 3				0				3				39				78				31				5				0				156				0				5				81				96				15				24				0				221				0				8				120				174				46				29				0				378				105				163				268				51				59				110				378				378



				Superdistrict 4				0				1				21				42				4				3				0				71				0				2				49				54				2				15				0				122				0				3				70				96				6				18				0				193				57				94				151				14				28				42				193				193



				East Bay				0				5				33				66				10				4				0				118				0				6				89				89				5				30				0				219				0				11				122				155				15				34				0				337				90				165				255				28				53				81				337				337



				North Bay				0				2				15				30				1				2				0				50				0				3				30				36				0				9				0				78				0				5				45				66				1				11				0				129				41				61				102				9				17				26				129				129



				South Bay				0				3				21				42				23				3				0				92				0				4				57				57				12				19				0				148				0				8				78				99				35				22				0				241				57				106				163				35				43				78				241				241



				Out of Region				0				17				63				127				0				8				0				214				0				17				67				129				0				10				0				223				0				33				130				255				0				18				0				437				175				181				357				39				41				80				437				437



				Total				0				43				300				603				110				38				0				1,094				0				50				550				704				56				153				0				1,512				0				92				850				1,308				166				191				0				2,606				819				1,155				1,974				276				356				632				2,606				2,606



				Total from aggregate:				0				43				300				603				110				38				0				1,094				0				50				550				704				56				153				0				1,512				0				92				850				1,308				166				191				0				2,606







				Late PM Peak Hour



				bet. 7 PM & 9 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total																																Piers 30-32												Seawall Lot 330												All				Total from



				Vehicle-Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				In				Out				Total				In				Out				Total				Uses				aggregate:



				Superdistrict 1				0				1				4				7				7				0				0				20				0				1				7				9				4				2				0				23				0				2				11				16				11				3				0				43				10				15				25				10				8				17				43				43



				Superdistrict 2				0				1				6				13				1				1				0				22				0				1				16				17				0				5				0				39				0				1				22				30				1				6				0				60				17				30				47				4				9				13				60				60



				Superdistrict 3				0				1				6				13				6				1				0				26				0				1				19				18				3				7				0				48				0				1				26				31				9				8				0				74				17				35				52				9				13				22				74				74



				Superdistrict 4				0				0				5				9				1				1				0				16				0				1				12				12				0				4				0				30				0				1				17				22				1				5				0				45				12				23				35				3				7				10				45				45



				East Bay				0				1				6				13				2				1				0				23				0				1				13				16				1				4				0				34				0				2				19				29				3				5				0				57				17				26				44				5				8				13				57				57



				North Bay				0				0				6				11				0				1				0				18				0				1				10				13				0				3				0				27				0				1				16				24				0				4				0				45				15				21				37				3				6				9				45				45



				South Bay				0				1				5				10				4				1				0				21				0				1				22				17				2				8				0				51				0				2				27				27				7				9				0				72				14				37				51				7				14				22				72				72



				Out of Region				0				2				7				14				0				1				0				24				0				2				9				15				0				2				0				27				0				4				16				29				0				2				0				51				20				22				42				4				5				10				51				51



				Total				0				6				45				91				21				6				0				170				0				8				108				117				11				35				0				278				0				14				154				208				31				40				0				448				124				209				332				46				70				115				448				448



				Total from aggregate:																																38%																																62%				0				14				154				208				31				40				0				448



																																				38%																																62%
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Arena Arrivals-Departures



																																Event Center and Mixed Use Development at Piers 30/32 and Seawall Lot 330																																																																																inb or



																																TEMPORAL DISTRIBUTION OF EVENT ATTENDEES																																																																								ARRIVALS								outbound				selected				selected				selected



																																																																																																								PM (4 to 6)								only				Aug-13				Dec-13				Jan-14



																																								MADISON SQUARE GARDEN																																																																9%				MSG Basket				5%



								Arrivals								GS Warrior Arrivals																								New York Rangers (NHL)																				New York Knicks (NBA)																												Red Hot																0%				Arco				0%



								Time Period								Start time: 7:30 PM																								vs. Pittsburgh								vs. New Jersey												vs. Toronto								vs. New Jersey								vs. Milwaukee												Chili Peppers																0%				GSW				0%



				1½ hours prior to start				5:30 PM				6:30 PM				12%				12%																Start Time				@ 7:30 PM								@ 7:30 PM												@ 7:30 PM								@ 8:00 PM								@ 7:00 PM												@ 8:00 PM																0%				Red Hot				0%



				1 hour prior to start				6:30 PM				7:00 PM				20%				32%																				Wednesday								Friday												Monday								Friday								Sunday												Tuesday								Arco				GS				5%				Atlantic Yards Assumptions (p. 5)



				½ hour prior to start				7:00 PM				7:30 PM				34%				65%																				March 26, 2003								April 4, 2003								Average				March 24, 2003								March 28, 2003								March 16, 2003								Average				May 20, 2003								Arena				Warriors



				Event start time				7:30 PM				8:00 PM				27%				92%												Time Period								Arrivals				Percent				Arrivals				Percent				Percent				Arrivals				Percent				Arrivals				Percent				Arrivals				Percent				Percent				Arrivals				Percent				Avg. %				Avg. %				PM (6 to 7)



				½ hour after start				8:00 PM				8:30 PM				8%				100%												Peak Hour								9,851				6:30 PM				12,325				6:45 PM								9,452				6:45 PM				11,602				7:15 PM				10,079				6:30 PM								7,672				7:30 PM												28%				MSG Basket				14%																				compare to column Z



												TOTAL				100%																												72%								72%												72%								53%								46%												50%												45%				Arco				23%



				Game 7:30 to 9:40																								5-5:30				2½ hours prior to start								-								-								0%				-								-				0%				-								0%								0%												32%				GSW				16%				5%				30%				20%				0.67				43%



								Departures																				5:30-6				2 hours prior to start								-				0%				-				0%				0%				1				0%				6,106				28%				-								9%								0%												24%				Red Hot				12%				1%				25%				15%				0.60				34%



								30-40 percent of fans depart prior to final buzzer																				6-6:30				1½ hours prior to start								327				2%				61				0%				1%				179				1%				413				2%				8,405				38%				14%								7%				15%				12%				?				Atlantic Yards Assumptions (p. 5)



								60-70 stay through the end of the game.																				6:30-7				1 hour prior to start								3,885				28%				4,145				24%				26%				2,514				19%				4,002				18%				1,390				6%				15%								17%				30%				20%



																												7-7:30				½ hour prior to start								5,966				43%				7,661				45%				44%				5,456				42%				6,807				31%				4,198				19%				30%								25%				40%				34%				Late PM (7 to 9)



								Source: GS Warriors-AY, 2013																				7:30-8				Event start time								3,067				22%				4,254				25%				24%				3,838				29%				3,850				17%				5,881				27%				24%								25%				15%				27%				55%				MSG Basket				27%



																												8-8:30				½ hour after start								497				4%				932				5%				5%				930				7%				766				3%				1,681				8%				6%								17%								8%				55%				Arco				28%



								9-9:30				30%																8:30-9				1 hour after start								-				0%				-				0%				0%				195				1%				121				1%				434				2%				1%								9%												60%				GSW				30%				35%				65%				35%				0.54				67%



								9:30-10				40%																9-9:30				1½ hours after start								-				0%				-				0%				0%				-				0%				-								57				0%				0%																				50%				Red Hot				25%				40%				55%				30%				0.55				57%



								10-10:30				30%																				TOTAL								13,742				100%				17,053				100%				100%				13,113				100%				22,065				100%				22,046				100%				100%								100%				100%				100%				38%				Atlantic Yards Assumptions (p. 5)







																																																																																																								DEPARTURES



								Golden State Warriors																								5:30 PM				5:45 PM								0%								0%				0.0%								0%								0%				8,330				38%				14.6%								0%												Late PM (7 to 9)



								Average Historic Attendance at Oracle Arena																								5:45 PM				6:00 PM								0%								0%				0.0%				1				0%								0%				75				0%				0.1%								0%												0%				GSW				0%



								19,600				seats																				6:00 PM				6:15 PM				1				0%								0%				0.0%				1				0%								0%				102				0%				0.2%								0%



												Tickets				Actual				Attendance				Actual %								6:15 PM				6:30 PM				326				2%				61				0%				1.3%				178				1%				6,106				28%				1,288				6%				13.2%				16				0%												Late PM (9 to 11)



												Sold				Attendance				to sold ratio				of capacity								6:30 PM				6:45 PM				2,200				16%				2,234				13%				14.4%				1,152				9%				86				0%				1,492				7%				4.8%				561				4%												70%				GSW				35%				40%				75%				40%				0.53				77%



								Average:				18,249				16,159				89%				82%								6:45 PM				7:00 PM				1,685				12%				1,911				11%				11.7%				1,362				10%				327				1%				2,706				12%				7.7%				446				3%																								40%				75%				40%				0.53				77%



								Maximum:				19,631				18,120				92%				92%								7:00 PM				7:15 PM				2,646				19%				3,403				20%				19.6%				2,471				19%				1,910				9%				3,436				16%				13.7%				1,044				7%												43%				Atlantic Yards Assumptions (p. 5)



								2003-2004				16,235				14,370				89%				73%								7:15 PM				7:30 PM				3,320				24%				4,258				25%				24.6%				2,985				23%				2,092				9%				2,445				11%				13.1%				1,639				11%



								2004-2005				16,350				14,471				89%				74%								7:30 PM				7:45 PM				2,194				16%				2,753				16%				16.1%				2,634				20%				3,016				14%				1,119				5%				11.8%				2,036				13%



								2005-2006				18,273				16,173				89%				83%								7:45 PM				8:00 PM				873				6%				1,501				9%				7.7%				1,204				9%				3,791				17%				562				3%				9.7%				1,850				12%



								2006-2007				18,104				16,024				89%				82%								8:00 PM				8:15 PM				319				2%				611				4%				3.0%				606				5%				2,703				12%				271				1%				6.3%				1,857				12%



								2007-2008				19,631				18,120				92%				92%								8:15 PM				8:30 PM				178				1%				321				2%				1.6%				324				2%				1,147				5%				163				1%				2.9%				1,929				13%



								2008-2009				18,942				17,573				93%				90%								8:30 PM				8:45 PM								0%								0%				0.0%				132				1%				558				3%				57				0%				1.3%				1,403				9%



								2009-2010				18,027				14,884				83%				76%								8:45 PM				9:00 PM								0%								0%				0.0%				63				0%				208				1%								0%				0.5%				1,149				7%



								2010-2011				18,693				16,399				88%				84%								9:00 PM				9:15 PM								0%								0%				0.0%								0%				121				1%								0%				0.2%				862				6%



								2011-2012				18,858				16,749				89%				85%								9:15 PM				9:30 PM								0%								0%				0.0%								0%								0%								0%				0.0%				599				4%



								2012-2013				19,374				16,831				87%				86%												TOTAL				13,742				100%				17,053				100%				100.0%				13,113				100%				22,065				100%				22,046				100%				100.0%				15,391				100%







								Source: GS Warriors, November 2013



																																Source: Madison Square Garden Relocation and Expansion Transprotation Planning Assumptions, PBQ&D, November 2003







																																5:30 PM				6:30 PM				327				2%				61				0%								180				1%				6,106				28%				9,795				44%								16				0%				5:30 PM



																																5:45 PM				6:45 PM				2,527				18%				2,295				13%								1,332				10%				6,192				28%				2,957				13%								577				4%				5:45 PM



																																6:00 PM				7:00 PM				4,212				31%				4,206				25%								2,693				21%				6,519				30%				5,588				25%								1,023				7%				6:00 PM



																																6:15 PM				7:15 PM				6,857				50%				7,609				45%								5,163				39%				8,429				38%				8,922				40%								2,067				13%				6:15 PM



																																6:30 PM				7:30 PM				9,851				72%				11,806				69%								7,970				61%				4,415				20%				10,079				46%								3,690				24%				6:30 PM



																																6:45 PM				7:45 PM				9,845				72%				12,325				72%								9,452				72%				7,345				33%				9,706				44%								5,165				34%				6:45 PM



																																7:00 PM				8:00 PM				9,033				66%				11,915				70%								9,294				71%				10,809				49%				7,562				34%								6,569				43%				7:00 PM



																																7:15 PM				8:15 PM				6,706				49%				9,123				53%								7,429				57%				11,602				53%				4,397				20%								7,382				48%				7:15 PM



																																7:30 PM				8:30 PM				3,564				26%				5,186				30%								4,768				36%				10,657				48%				2,115				10%								7,672				50%				7:30 PM



																																7:45 PM				8:45 PM				1,370				10%				2,433				14%								2,266				17%				8,199				37%				1,053				5%								7,039				46%				7:45 PM



																																8:00 PM				9:00 PM				497				4%				932				5%								1,125				9%				4,616				21%				491				2%								6,338				41%				8:00 PM



																																8:15 PM				9:15 PM				178				1%				321				2%								519				4%				2,034				9%				220				1%								5,343				35%				8:15 PM



																																8:30 PM				9:30 PM				-				0%				-				0%								195				1%				887				4%				57				0%								4,013				26%				8:30 PM



																																								15				14				13				12				11				10				9				8				7				6				5				4				3				2
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Arena OD



				Event Center and Mixed Use Development at Piers 30/32 and Seawall Lot 330



				Origin-Destination for GS Warriors and non-basketball Events



																																								GS WARRIORS SEASON TICKET HOLDERS



				PLACE OF RESIDENCE BY ZIP CODE								Super												PLACE OF RESIDENCE SUMMARY																				Place of Employment



				Zip Code				Location				District				Percentage								County				Geographical Area				Percentage								Place of Residence				S Francisco				East Bay				North Bay				South Bay				Out of Region				Total



				94102				Hayes Valley/Tenderloin/North of Market				SD1				2.1%								San Francisco				SD1				11.1%								San Francisco				21				3				0				4				0				28



				94103				South of Market				SD1				4.0%												SD2				3.4%								East Bay				15				91				0				8				3				117



				94104				Downtown				SD1				4.4%												SD3				4.2%								North Bay				5				1				10				0				0				16



				94105				Downtown				SD1				8.4%												SD4				3.3%								South Bay				8				2				0				40				0				50



				94107				South of Market				SD1				5.9%												Total S. Francisco				22.0%								Outside Bay Area				0				1				0				1				7				9



				94108				Chinatown				SD1				3.8%																								Total All Areas				49				98				10				53				10				220



				94109				Polk/Russian Hill				SD1				4.2%								Alameda				East Bay				20.0%



				94111				Downtown/South of Market				SD1				11.1%								Contra Costa				East Bay				12.0%



				94119				Rincon Center				SD1				2.1%								San Joaquin				East Bay				1.0%												Place of residence for GS Warriors season



				94133				North Beach/Chinatown				SD1				4.2%												Total East Bay				33.0%								LOCATION				ticket holders who work in San Francisco



				94141				South of Market				SD1				0.2%																								San Francisco				21				75.0%				of SF residents



												TOTAL SD1				50.4%								Marin				North Bay				4.2%								East Bay				15				12.8%				of East Bay residents



																								Solano				North Bay				4.0%								North Bay				5				31.3%				of North Bay residents



				94115				Western Addition/Japantown				SD2				1.9%								Sonoma				North Bay				3.8%								South Bay				8				16.0%				of South Bay residents



				94117				Haight-Ashbury				SD2				1.7%								Napa				North Bay				1.0%								Outside Bay Area				0				0.0%				of Outside Bay Area residents



				94118				Inner Richmond				SD2				3.2%												Total North Bay				13.0%								Total All Areas				49				22.3%				of all residents



				94121				Outer Richmond				SD2				3.8%



				94123				Marina				SD2				4.4%								Santa Clara				South Bay				14.0%



				94129				Presidio				SD2				0.6%								San Mateo				South Bay				13.0%												Place of employment for GS Warriors season



												TOTAL SD2				15.6%								Santa Cruz				South Bay				1.0%								LOCATION				ticket holders who live in San Francisco



																												Total South Bay				28.0%								San Francisco				21				75.0%				of SF residents



				94110				Inner Mission/Bernal Heights				SD3				3.1%																								East Bay				3				10.7%				of SF residents



				94112				Ingleside-Excelsior/Crocker Amazon				SD3				4.6%								Other				Outside Bay Area				4.0%								North Bay				0				0.0%				of SF residents



				94114				Castro/Noe Valley				SD3				2.3%																								South Bay				4				14.3%				of SF residents



				94124				Bayview-Hunters Point				SD3				2.3%												TOTAL ALL AREAS				100.0%								Outside Bay Area				0				0.0%				of SF residents



				94128				SFO				SD3				0.2%																								Total All Areas				28				100.0%				of SF residents



				94131				Twin Peaks/Glen Park				SD3				2.5%								Source: GS Warriors, 2013



				94134				Visitacion Valley/Sunnydale				SD3				1.9%



				94158				Mission Bay				SD3				1.7%																												Weekday Trip Origin Adjustment for Live/Work Locations



				94188				India Basin				SD3				0.4%																												Original				SF Resid.				Interim				Others who				Final



												TOTAL SD3				18.9%																								LOCATION				Unadjusted				work else.				Factor				work in SF				Adjusted				Change



																																								SD1				11.1%				-2.8%				8.3%				6.4%				14.8%				3.7%



				94116				Parkside/Forest Hill				SD4				2.9%																								SD2				3.4%				-0.9%				2.6%				2.0%				4.6%				1.1%



				94122				Sunset				SD4				5.5%																								SD3				4.2%				-1.0%				3.1%				2.4%				5.5%				1.4%



				94127				St Francis Wood/Miraloma/West Portal				SD4				4.2%																								SD4				3.3%				-0.8%				2.5%				1.9%				4.4%				1.1%



				94132				Lake Merced				SD4				2.5%																								East Bay				33.0%				2.4%				35.4%				-4.2%				31.1%				-1.9%



												TOTAL SD4				15.1%																								North Bay				13.0%				0.0%				13.0%				-4.1%				8.9%				-4.1%



																																								South Bay				28.0%				3.1%				31.1%				-4.5%				26.7%				-1.3%



												TOTAL SAN FRANCISCO				100.0%																								Outside Bay Area				4.0%				0.0%				4.0%				0.0%				4.0%				0.0%



																																								Total All Areas				100.0%				-0.0%				100.0%				-0.0%				100.0%				-0.0%



				Source: GS Warriors, 2013
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Basketball work



				Event Center and Mixed Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330



				PROJECT TRIP GENERATION



				LAND USE: ARENA - BASKETBALL GAME (WORK TRIPS)



				Proposed Size:				18,064				attendees				plus 925				employees																Weekday								Weekday								Saturday																								20				attendees per employee



				DAILY:																				PEAK HOUR PERIOD:												4-6 PM Peak Hour								9-11 PM Peak Hour								7-9 PM Peak Hour



				Linked Trip Factor [a]:												0%								Overall peak hour trips as a % of daily trips:												21.5% [c]								38.5% [e]								33.3% [d]																								18,064				guest



				Overall Person-trip Generation Rate [b]:												2.10				trips/attendee				Overall peak hour person-trip rate (trips/attendee):												0.45								0.81								0.70																								500				employees



				Total Person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):												37,978				person-trips				Total peak hour person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):												8,151								14,636								12,645																								37,128				total trips



				Percent of Work Trips [f]:												4.9%								Total peak hour person-trips (w/ linked trip factor):												8,151								14,636								12,645																								36.13				guests/employee



				Work Person-trip Generation Rate [g]:												2.00				trips/employee				% Work trips arrive/depart during peak hour:												50% [h]								10% [h]								0% [h]																								2.1				trips/guest



				Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor):												1,850				person-trips				Peak hour Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor):												925								185								0



																																Weekday																Saturday



				Origins				Distribution				Mode				Percent				Avg. Vehicle				All Day								4-6 PM Peak Hour								9-11 PM Peak Hour								7-9 PM Peak Hour



								[i]								[i]				Occupancy				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-																								8,651				15,136



																				[i]				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips																								0.057799459				0.0330333902				% work



				Superdistrict 1				12.8%				Auto				13.8%				1.28				33				26				16				13				3				3				0				0



												Transit				36.0%								85								43								9								0



												Walk				47.5%								112								56								11								0



												Other				2.7%								6								3								1								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								237				26				118				13				24				3				0				0



				Superdistrict 2				14.4%				Auto				31.6%				1.23				84				68				42				34				8				7				0				0



												Transit				65.8%								175								88								18								0



												Walk				1.3%								3								2								0								0



												Other				1.3%								3								2								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								266				68				133				34				27				7				0				0



				Superdistrict 3				17.0%				Auto				39.5%				1.29				124				96				62				48				12				10				0				0



												Transit				54.4%								171								86								17								0



												Walk				3.8%								12								6								1								0



												Other				2.3%								7								4								1								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								315				96				157				48				31				10				0				0



				Superdistrict 4				11.2%				Auto				41.7%				1.53				86				56				43				28				9				6				0				0



												Transit				54.5%								113								56								11								0



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0



												Other				3.8%								8								4								1								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								207				56				104				28				21				6				0				0



				East Bay				22.4%				Auto				39.4%				3.33				163				49				82				25				16				5				0				0



												Transit				57.0%								236								118								24								0



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0



												Other				3.6%								15								7								1								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								414				49				207				25				41				5				0				0



				North Bay				6.1%				Auto				52.8%				1.70				60				35				30				18				6				4				0				0



												Transit				45.3%								51								26								5								0



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0



												Other				1.9%								2								1								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								113				35				56				18				11				4				0				0



				South Bay				14.3%				Auto				58.0%				1.23				153				125				77				62				15				12				0				0



												Transit				40.7%								108								54								11								0



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0



												Other				1.3%								3								2								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								265				125				132				62				26				12				0				0



				Out of Region				1.8%				Auto				47.8%				1.50				16				11				8				5				2				1				0				0



												Transit				50.0%								17								8								2								0



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0



												Other				2.2%								1								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								33				11				17				5				3				1				0				0



				TOTAL				100.0%				Auto				38.9%				1.54				720				466				360				233				72				47				0				0



												Transit				51.7%								956								478								96								0



												Walk				6.9%								128								64								13								0



												Other				2.5%								46								23								5								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								1,850				466				925				233				185				47				0				0







				[a]  No linked-trip factor assumed for arena



				[b]  Calculated by the model by dividing the total number of person-trips by the expected event attendance.



				[c]  Calculated by the model assuming a 4 to 7 PM period; Atlantic Yards Arena Transportation Planning (2006) value for the 4 to 6 period is 5%, Madison Square Garden (2003) value is 9%, Arco Arena value is 0%, GSW value is 0%



				[d]  Calculated by the model; Madison Square Garden (2003) value is 55%, Arco Arena value is 55%, GSW value is 60%



				[e]  Calculated by the model; Atlantic Yards Arena Transportation Planning (2006) value is 43%, GSW value is 70%



				 [f]  Calculated by the model.



				[g]  Two daily person trips made by each employee.



				[h]  Event employees arrive to work between 4:30 and 5 pm, and depart between 11 and 11:30 pm.



				 [i]  SF Guidelines, Appendix E - Table E-3 Work Trips to SD1 (All)
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Basketball non work



				Event Center and Mixed Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330



				PROJECT TRIP GENERATION



				LAND USE: ARENA - BASKETBALL GAME (NON-WORK TRIPS)



				Proposed Size:				18,064				attendees				plus 925				employees																								Weekday								Weekday								Saturday																SF Giants 2012																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																								SF Giants 2012



				DAILY:																								PEAK HOUR PERIOD:																4-6 PM Peak Hour								9-11 PM Peak Hour								7-9 PM Peak Hour																Weekday Evening																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																								Weekend Evening



				Linked Trip Factor [a]:												0%												Overall peak hour trips as a % of daily trips:																21.5% [c]								38.5% [e]								33.3% [d]																Auto				33.0%																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																				Auto				51.0%



				Overall Person-trip Generation Rate [b]:												2.10				trips per attendee								Overall peak hour person-trip rate (trips/attendee):																0.45								0.81								0.70																Transit				54.0%				67.0%																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																Transit				39.0%



				Total Person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):												37,978				person-trips								Total peak hour person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																8,151								14,636								12,645																Taxi				2.0%				49.0%																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																Taxi				2.0%



				Percent of Non-Work Trips [f]:												95.1%												Total peak hour person-trips (w/ linked trip factor):																8,151								14,636								12,645																Walk				6.5%																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																				Walk				3.0%



				Non-Work Person-trip Generation Rate [g]:												2.00				trips per attendee								% Non-Work trips arrive/depart during peak hour:																20% [h]								40% [h]								35% [h]																Other				4.5%																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																				Other				5.0%



				Non-Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor):												36,128				person-trips								Peak hour Non-Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor):																7,226								14,451								12,645																				100.0%																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																								100.0%



																								Average				Weekday																								Saturday



				Origins Distribution												Weekday				Saturday				Vehicle				All Day								4-7 PM Peak Hour								9-11 PM Peak Hour								All Day								7-9 PM Peak Hour																Table E-11								WEEKDAY EVENING																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																SATURDAY



				Weekday In				All Other				Mode				Percent				Percent				Occupancy				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-												Visiotr Trips to SD1								Other becomes Taxi in SF																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																Other becomes Taxi in SF



				[i]				[i]								[j]				[j]				[k]				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips												All Other								Walk added to Transit outside SF																								1																2																3																4																5																6																7																8																9																10																11																12																13																14																15																16																17																18																19																20								Walk added to Transit outside SF																								1																2																3																4																5																6																7																8																9																10																11																12																13																14																15																16																17																18																19																20



				Superdistrict 1								Auto				15%				30%				2.70				714				265				163				60				245				91				1,206				447				422				156												Auto				12.9%				8.6%				2%				1%				2%				6%				2%				15%				2%				7%				2%				15%				2%				7%				2%				15%				2%				7%				2%				15%				2%				7%				2%				15%				2%				7%				2%				15%				2%				7%				2%				15%				2%				7%				2%				15%				2%				7%				2%				15%				2%				7%				2%				15%				2%				7%				2%				15%				2%				7%				2%				15%				2%				7%				2%				15%				2%				7%				2%				15%				2%				7%				2%				15%				2%				7%				2%				15%				2%				7%				2%				15%				2%				7%				2%				15%				2%				7%				2%				15%				2%				7%				2%				15%								13.3%				2%				1%				3%				7%				3%				30%				3%				7%				3%				30%				3%				7%				3%				30%				3%				7%				3%				30%				3%				7%				3%				30%				3%				7%				3%				30%				3%				7%				3%				30%				3%				7%				3%				30%				3%				7%				3%				30%				3%				7%				3%				30%				3%				7%				3%				30%				3%				7%				3%				30%				3%				7%				3%				30%				3%				7%				3%				30%				3%				7%				3%				30%				3%				7%				3%				30%				3%				7%				3%				30%				3%				7%				3%				30%				3%				7%				3%				30%				3%				7%				3%				30%



				14.8%				11.1%				Transit				44%				41%								2,041								466								701								1,631								571																Transit				17.1%				25.9%				3%				2%				7%				11%				6%				43%				6%				12%				6%				43%				6%				12%				6%				44%				6%				12%				6%				44%				6%				12%				6%				44%				6%				12%				6%				44%				6%				12%				6%				44%				6%				12%				6%				44%				6%				12%				6%				44%				6%				12%				6%				44%				6%				12%				6%				44%				6%				12%				6%				44%				6%				12%				6%				44%				6%				12%				6%				44%				6%				12%				6%				44%				6%				12%				6%				44%				6%				12%				6%				44%				6%				12%				6%				44%				6%				12%				6%				44%				6%				12%				6%				44%								18.7%				4%				1%				5%				12%				5%				41%				5%				12%				5%				41%				5%				12%				5%				41%				5%				12%				5%				41%				5%				12%				5%				41%				5%				12%				5%				41%				5%				12%				5%				41%				5%				12%				5%				41%				5%				12%				5%				41%				5%				12%				5%				41%				5%				12%				5%				41%				5%				12%				5%				41%				5%				12%				5%				41%				5%				12%				5%				41%				5%				12%				5%				41%				5%				12%				5%				41%				5%				12%				5%				41%				5%				12%				5%				41%				5%				12%				5%				41%				5%				12%				5%				41%



												Taxi				4%				6%				2.70				205				76				47				17				70				26				241				89				84				31												Taxi				4.7%				3.3%				6%				0%				0%				31%				1%				4%				1%				32%				1%				4%				1%				32%				1%				4%				1%				32%				1%				4%				1%				32%				1%				4%				1%				32%				1%				4%				1%				32%				1%				4%				1%				32%				1%				4%				1%				32%				1%				4%				1%				32%				1%				4%				1%				32%				1%				4%				1%				32%				1%				4%				1%				32%				1%				4%				1%				32%				1%				4%				1%				32%				1%				4%				1%				32%				1%				4%				1%				32%				1%				4%				1%				32%				1%				4%				1%				32%				1%				4%				1%				32%				1%				4%								3.3%				6%				0%				0%				34%				1%				6%				1%				33%				1%				6%				1%				33%				1%				6%				1%				33%				1%				6%				1%				33%				1%				6%				1%				33%				1%				6%				1%				33%				1%				6%				1%				33%				1%				6%				1%				33%				1%				6%				1%				33%				1%				6%				1%				33%				1%				6%				1%				33%				1%				6%				1%				33%				1%				6%				1%				33%				1%				6%				1%				33%				1%				6%				1%				33%				1%				6%				1%				33%				1%				6%				1%				33%				1%				6%				1%				33%				1%				6%				1%				33%				1%				6%



												Walk				37%				23%								1,709								390								587								930								325																Walk				65.3%				44.8%				25%				2%				6%				83%				5%				38%				6%				83%				5%				37%				5%				83%				5%				37%				5%				83%				5%				37%				5%				83%				5%				37%				5%				83%				5%				37%				5%				83%				5%				37%				5%				83%				5%				37%				5%				83%				5%				37%				5%				83%				5%				37%				5%				83%				5%				37%				5%				83%				5%				37%				5%				83%				5%				37%				5%				83%				5%				37%				5%				83%				5%				37%				5%				83%				5%				37%				5%				83%				5%				37%				5%				83%				5%				37%				5%				83%				5%				37%				5%				83%				5%				37%								20.7%				25%				1%				2%				86%				3%				23%				3%				86%				3%				23%				3%				86%				3%				23%				3%				86%				3%				23%				3%				86%				3%				23%				3%				86%				3%				23%				3%				86%				3%				23%				3%				86%				3%				23%				3%				86%				3%				23%				3%				86%				3%				23%				3%				86%				3%				23%				3%				86%				3%				23%				3%				86%				3%				23%				3%				86%				3%				23%				3%				86%				3%				23%				3%				86%				3%				23%				3%				86%				3%				23%				3%				86%				3%				23%				3%				86%				3%				23%				3%				86%				3%				23%



												Other				0%				0%								0								0								0								0								0																Other								0.0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%								0.0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%



												TOTAL				100%				100%								4,670				341				1,066				78				1,603				117				4,007				536				1,403				188												TOTAL				100.0%				82.6%				6%				4%				15%				131%				14%				100%				15%				133%				15%				100%				15%				134%				15%				100%				15%				134%				15%				100%				15%				134%				15%				100%				15%				134%				15%				100%				15%				134%				15%				100%				15%				134%				15%				100%				15%				134%				15%				100%				15%				134%				15%				100%				15%				134%				15%				100%				15%				134%				15%				100%				15%				134%				15%				100%				15%				134%				15%				100%				15%				134%				15%				100%				15%				134%				15%				100%				15%				134%				15%				100%				15%				134%				15%				100%				15%				134%				15%				100%				15%				134%				15%				100%								56.0%				7%				3%				11%				138%				11%				100%				11%				137%				11%				100%				11%				137%				11%				100%				11%				137%				11%				100%				11%				137%				11%				100%				11%				137%				11%				100%				11%				137%				11%				100%				11%				137%				11%				100%				11%				137%				11%				100%				11%				137%				11%				100%				11%				137%				11%				100%				11%				137%				11%				100%				11%				137%				11%				100%				11%				137%				11%				100%				11%				137%				11%				100%				11%				137%				11%				100%				11%				137%				11%				100%				11%				137%				11%				100%				11%				137%				11%				100%				11%				137%				11%				100%



				Superdistrict 2								Auto				26%				42%				2.70				370				137				84				31				127				47				527				195				185				68												Auto				31.9%				21.2%				13%				4%				1%				3%				1%				25%				1%				4%				1%				25%				1%				4%				1%				25%				1%				4%				1%				26%				1%				4%				1%				26%				1%				4%				1%				26%				1%				4%				1%				26%				1%				4%				1%				26%				1%				4%				1%				26%				1%				4%				1%				26%				1%				4%				1%				26%				1%				4%				1%				26%				1%				4%				1%				26%				1%				4%				1%				26%				1%				4%				1%				26%				1%				4%				1%				26%				1%				4%				1%				26%				1%				4%				1%				26%				1%				4%				1%				26%				1%				4%				1%				26%								32.8%				16%				8%				1%				3%				1%				42%				1%				3%				1%				42%				1%				3%				1%				42%				1%				3%				1%				42%				1%				3%				1%				42%				1%				3%				1%				42%				1%				3%				1%				42%				1%				3%				1%				42%				1%				3%				1%				42%				1%				3%				1%				42%				1%				3%				1%				42%				1%				3%				1%				42%				1%				3%				1%				42%				1%				3%				1%				42%				1%				3%				1%				42%				1%				3%				1%				42%				1%				3%				1%				42%				1%				3%				1%				42%				1%				3%				1%				42%				1%				3%				1%				42%



				4.6%				3.4%				Transit				60%				48%								874								200								300								590								207																Transit				35.0%				53.0%				23%				12%				3%				5%				3%				60%				3%				5%				3%				60%				3%				5%				3%				60%				3%				5%				3%				60%				3%				5%				3%				60%				3%				5%				3%				60%				3%				5%				3%				60%				3%				5%				3%				60%				3%				5%				3%				60%				3%				5%				3%				60%				3%				5%				3%				60%				3%				5%				3%				60%				3%				5%				3%				60%				3%				5%				3%				60%				3%				5%				3%				60%				3%				5%				3%				60%				3%				5%				3%				60%				3%				5%				3%				60%				3%				5%				3%				60%				3%				5%				3%				60%								38.3%				25%				10%				2%				4%				2%				48%				2%				4%				2%				48%				2%				4%				2%				48%				2%				4%				2%				48%				2%				4%				2%				48%				2%				4%				2%				48%				2%				4%				2%				48%				2%				4%				2%				48%				2%				4%				2%				48%				2%				4%				2%				48%				2%				4%				2%				48%				2%				4%				2%				48%				2%				4%				2%				48%				2%				4%				2%				48%				2%				4%				2%				48%				2%				4%				2%				48%				2%				4%				2%				48%				2%				4%				2%				48%				2%				4%				2%				48%				2%				4%				2%				48%



												Taxi				4%				5%				2.70				58				22				13				5				20				7				58				21				20				8												Taxi				6.4%				4.5%				26%				1%				0%				9%				0%				4%				0%				9%				0%				4%				0%				9%				0%				4%				0%				9%				0%				4%				0%				9%				0%				4%				0%				9%				0%				4%				0%				9%				0%				4%				0%				9%				0%				4%				0%				9%				0%				4%				0%				9%				0%				4%				0%				9%				0%				4%				0%				9%				0%				4%				0%				9%				0%				4%				0%				9%				0%				4%				0%				9%				0%				4%				0%				9%				0%				4%				0%				9%				0%				4%				0%				9%				0%				4%				0%				9%				0%				4%				0%				9%				0%				4%								4.5%				27%				1%				0%				8%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				5%



												Walk				10%				5%								146								33								50								67								24																Walk				26.7%				18.3%				33%				2%				1%				7%				0%				11%				0%				7%				0%				10%				0%				7%				0%				10%				0%				7%				0%				10%				0%				7%				0%				10%				0%				7%				0%				10%				0%				7%				0%				10%				0%				7%				0%				10%				0%				7%				0%				10%				0%				7%				0%				10%				0%				7%				0%				10%				0%				7%				0%				10%				0%				7%				0%				10%				0%				7%				0%				10%				0%				7%				0%				10%				0%				7%				0%				10%				0%				7%				0%				10%				0%				7%				0%				10%				0%				7%				0%				10%				0%				7%				0%				10%								8.5%				33%				1%				0%				6%				0%				5%				0%				6%				0%				5%				0%				6%				0%				5%				0%				6%				0%				5%				0%				6%				0%				5%				0%				6%				0%				5%				0%				6%				0%				5%				0%				6%				0%				5%				0%				6%				0%				5%				0%				6%				0%				5%				0%				6%				0%				5%				0%				6%				0%				5%				0%				6%				0%				5%				0%				6%				0%				5%				0%				6%				0%				5%				0%				6%				0%				5%				0%				6%				0%				5%				0%				6%				0%				5%				0%				6%				0%				5%				0%				6%				0%				5%



												Other				0%				0%								0								0								0								0								0																Other								0.0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%								0.0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%



												TOTAL				100%				100%								1,449				159				331				36				497				54				1,243				217				435				76												TOTAL				100.0%				97.0%				19%				19%				5%				25%				4%				100%				5%				25%				5%				100%				5%				25%				5%				100%				5%				25%				5%				100%				5%				25%				5%				100%				5%				25%				5%				100%				5%				25%				5%				100%				5%				25%				5%				100%				5%				25%				5%				100%				5%				25%				5%				100%				5%				25%				5%				100%				5%				25%				5%				100%				5%				25%				5%				100%				5%				25%				5%				100%				5%				25%				5%				100%				5%				25%				5%				100%				5%				25%				5%				100%				5%				25%				5%				100%				5%				25%				5%				100%				5%				25%				5%				100%								84.0%				22%				20%				3%				21%				3%				100%				3%				21%				3%				100%				3%				21%				3%				100%				3%				21%				3%				100%				3%				21%				3%				100%				3%				21%				3%				100%				3%				21%				3%				100%				3%				21%				3%				100%				3%				21%				3%				100%				3%				21%				3%				100%				3%				21%				3%				100%				3%				21%				3%				100%				3%				21%				3%				100%				3%				21%				3%				100%				3%				21%				3%				100%				3%				21%				3%				100%				3%				21%				3%				100%				3%				21%				3%				100%				3%				21%				3%				100%				3%				21%				3%				100%



				Superdistrict 3								Auto				29%				47%				2.70				515				191				118				44				177				65				703				260				246				91												Auto				38.8%				25.8%				13%				4%				1%				5%				2%				29%				2%				5%				2%				29%				2%				5%				2%				29%				2%				5%				2%				29%				2%				5%				2%				29%				2%				5%				2%				29%				2%				5%				2%				29%				2%				5%				2%				29%				2%				5%				2%				29%				2%				5%				2%				29%				2%				5%				2%				29%				2%				5%				2%				29%				2%				5%				2%				29%				2%				5%				2%				29%				2%				5%				2%				29%				2%				5%				2%				29%				2%				5%				2%				29%				2%				5%				2%				29%				2%				5%				2%				29%				2%				5%				2%				29%								39.9%				16%				8%				2%				4%				2%				47%				2%				4%				2%				47%				2%				4%				2%				47%				2%				4%				2%				47%				2%				4%				2%				47%				2%				4%				2%				47%				2%				4%				2%				47%				2%				4%				2%				47%				2%				4%				2%				47%				2%				4%				2%				47%				2%				4%				2%				47%				2%				4%				2%				47%				2%				4%				2%				47%				2%				4%				2%				47%				2%				4%				2%				47%				2%				4%				2%				47%				2%				4%				2%				47%				2%				4%				2%				47%				2%				4%				2%				47%				2%				4%				2%				47%



				5.5%				4.2%				Transit				60%				45%								1,052								240								361								681								238																Transit				36.8%				55.7%				20%				11%				4%				6%				3%				60%				3%				6%				3%				60%				3%				6%				3%				60%				3%				6%				3%				60%				3%				6%				3%				60%				3%				6%				3%				60%				3%				6%				3%				60%				3%				6%				3%				60%				3%				6%				3%				60%				3%				6%				3%				60%				3%				6%				3%				60%				3%				6%				3%				60%				3%				6%				3%				60%				3%				6%				3%				60%				3%				6%				3%				60%				3%				6%				3%				60%				3%				6%				3%				60%				3%				6%				3%				60%				3%				6%				3%				60%				3%				6%				3%				60%								40.2%				22%				9%				2%				5%				2%				45%				2%				5%				2%				45%				2%				5%				2%				45%				2%				5%				2%				45%				2%				5%				2%				45%				2%				5%				2%				45%				2%				5%				2%				45%				2%				5%				2%				45%				2%				5%				2%				45%				2%				5%				2%				45%				2%				5%				2%				45%				2%				5%				2%				45%				2%				5%				2%				45%				2%				5%				2%				45%				2%				5%				2%				45%				2%				5%				2%				45%				2%				5%				2%				45%				2%				5%				2%				45%				2%				5%				2%				45%				2%				5%				2%				45%



												Taxi				4%				5%				2.70				73				27				17				6				25				9				69				26				24				9												Taxi				7.0%				5.0%				23%				0%				0%				12%				0%				4%				0%				12%				0%				4%				0%				12%				0%				4%				0%				12%				0%				4%				0%				12%				0%				4%				0%				12%				0%				4%				0%				12%				0%				4%				0%				12%				0%				4%				0%				12%				0%				4%				0%				12%				0%				4%				0%				12%				0%				4%				0%				12%				0%				4%				0%				12%				0%				4%				0%				12%				0%				4%				0%				12%				0%				4%				0%				12%				0%				4%				0%				12%				0%				4%				0%				12%				0%				4%				0%				12%				0%				4%				0%				12%				0%				4%								5.0%				24%				0%				0%				10%				0%				5%				0%				10%				0%				5%				0%				10%				0%				5%				0%				10%				0%				5%				0%				10%				0%				5%				0%				10%				0%				5%				0%				10%				0%				5%				0%				10%				0%				5%				0%				10%				0%				5%				0%				10%				0%				5%				0%				10%				0%				5%				0%				10%				0%				5%				0%				10%				0%				5%				0%				10%				0%				5%				0%				10%				0%				5%				0%				10%				0%				5%				0%				10%				0%				5%				0%				10%				0%				5%				0%				10%				0%				5%				0%				10%				0%				5%



												Walk				6%				3%								109								25								37								48								17																Walk				17.4%				11.9%				18%				1%				0%				5%				0%				7%				0%				5%				0%				6%				0%				5%				0%				6%				0%				5%				0%				6%				0%				5%				0%				6%				0%				5%				0%				6%				0%				5%				0%				6%				0%				5%				0%				6%				0%				5%				0%				6%				0%				5%				0%				6%				0%				5%				0%				6%				0%				5%				0%				6%				0%				5%				0%				6%				0%				5%				0%				6%				0%				5%				0%				6%				0%				5%				0%				6%				0%				5%				0%				6%				0%				5%				0%				6%				0%				5%				0%				6%				0%				5%				0%				6%								5.5%				18%				1%				0%				4%				0%				3%				0%				4%				0%				3%				0%				4%				0%				3%				0%				4%				0%				3%				0%				4%				0%				3%				0%				4%				0%				3%				0%				4%				0%				3%				0%				4%				0%				3%				0%				4%				0%				3%				0%				4%				0%				3%				0%				4%				0%				3%				0%				4%				0%				3%				0%				4%				0%				3%				0%				4%				0%				3%				0%				4%				0%				3%				0%				4%				0%				3%				0%				4%				0%				3%				0%				4%				0%				3%				0%				4%				0%				3%				0%				4%				0%				3%



												Other				0%				0%								0								0								0								0								0																Other								0.0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%								0.0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%



												TOTAL				100%				100%								1,750				218				400				50				601				75				1,501				286				525				100												TOTAL				100.0%				98.4%				16%				17%				6%				28%				5%				100%				6%				28%				6%				100%				6%				28%				6%				100%				6%				28%				6%				100%				6%				28%				6%				100%				6%				28%				6%				100%				6%				28%				6%				100%				6%				28%				6%				100%				6%				28%				6%				100%				6%				28%				6%				100%				6%				28%				6%				100%				6%				28%				6%				100%				6%				28%				6%				100%				6%				28%				6%				100%				6%				28%				6%				100%				6%				28%				6%				100%				6%				28%				6%				100%				6%				28%				6%				100%				6%				28%				6%				100%				6%				28%				6%				100%								90.5%				18%				18%				4%				22%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%



				Superdistrict 4								Auto				33%				52%				2.70				467				173				107				39				160				59				617				228				216				80												Auto				42.5%				28.3%				19%				6%				1%				4%				1%				33%				1%				4%				1%				33%				1%				4%				1%				33%				1%				4%				1%				33%				1%				4%				1%				33%				1%				4%				1%				33%				1%				4%				1%				33%				1%				4%				1%				33%				1%				4%				1%				33%				1%				4%				1%				33%				1%				4%				1%				33%				1%				4%				1%				33%				1%				4%				1%				33%				1%				4%				1%				33%				1%				4%				1%				33%				1%				4%				1%				33%				1%				4%				1%				33%				1%				4%				1%				33%				1%				4%				1%				33%				1%				4%				1%				33%								43.7%				22%				11%				2%				3%				2%				51%				2%				3%				2%				52%				2%				3%				2%				52%				2%				3%				2%				52%				2%				3%				2%				52%				2%				3%				2%				52%				2%				3%				2%				52%				2%				3%				2%				52%				2%				3%				2%				52%				2%				3%				2%				52%				2%				3%				2%				52%				2%				3%				2%				52%				2%				3%				2%				52%				2%				3%				2%				52%				2%				3%				2%				52%				2%				3%				2%				52%				2%				3%				2%				52%				2%				3%				2%				52%				2%				3%				2%				52%				2%				3%				2%				52%



				4.4%				3.3%				Transit				56%				40%								774								177								266								484								169																Transit				32.7%				49.5%				22%				12%				3%				4%				2%				56%				2%				5%				2%				55%				2%				5%				2%				56%				2%				5%				2%				56%				2%				5%				2%				56%				2%				5%				2%				56%				2%				5%				2%				56%				2%				5%				2%				56%				2%				5%				2%				56%				2%				5%				2%				56%				2%				5%				2%				56%				2%				5%				2%				56%				2%				5%				2%				56%				2%				5%				2%				56%				2%				5%				2%				56%				2%				5%				2%				56%				2%				5%				2%				56%				2%				5%				2%				56%				2%				5%				2%				56%				2%				5%				2%				56%								35.7%				24%				10%				1%				3%				1%				41%				1%				3%				1%				40%				1%				3%				1%				40%				1%				3%				1%				40%				1%				3%				1%				40%				1%				3%				1%				40%				1%				3%				1%				40%				1%				3%				1%				40%				1%				3%				1%				40%				1%				3%				1%				40%				1%				3%				1%				40%				1%				3%				1%				40%				1%				3%				1%				40%				1%				3%				1%				40%				1%				3%				1%				40%				1%				3%				1%				40%				1%				3%				1%				40%				1%				3%				1%				40%				1%				3%				1%				40%				1%				3%				1%				40%



												Taxi				4%				5%				2.70				61				23				14				5				21				8				56				21				20				7												Taxi				7.1%				5.0%				30%				1%				0%				10%				0%				4%				0%				10%				0%				4%				0%				10%				0%				4%				0%				10%				0%				4%				0%				10%				0%				4%				0%				10%				0%				4%				0%				10%				0%				4%				0%				10%				0%				4%				0%				10%				0%				4%				0%				10%				0%				4%				0%				10%				0%				4%				0%				10%				0%				4%				0%				10%				0%				4%				0%				10%				0%				4%				0%				10%				0%				4%				0%				10%				0%				4%				0%				10%				0%				4%				0%				10%				0%				4%				0%				10%				0%				4%				0%				10%				0%				4%								5.0%				31%				1%				0%				8%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				5%



												Walk				7%				3%								92								21								32								39								14																Walk				17.7%				12.1%				23%				1%				0%				5%				0%				7%				0%				5%				0%				7%				0%				4%				0%				7%				0%				4%				0%				7%				0%				4%				0%				7%				0%				4%				0%				7%				0%				4%				0%				7%				0%				4%				0%				7%				0%				4%				0%				7%				0%				4%				0%				7%				0%				4%				0%				7%				0%				4%				0%				7%				0%				4%				0%				7%				0%				4%				0%				7%				0%				4%				0%				7%				0%				4%				0%				7%				0%				4%				0%				7%				0%				4%				0%				7%				0%				4%				0%				7%				0%				4%				0%				7%								5.6%				23%				1%				0%				4%				0%				3%				0%				4%				0%				3%				0%				4%				0%				3%				0%				4%				0%				3%				0%				4%				0%				3%				0%				4%				0%				3%				0%				4%				0%				3%				0%				4%				0%				3%				0%				4%				0%				3%				0%				4%				0%				3%				0%				4%				0%				3%				0%				4%				0%				3%				0%				4%				0%				3%				0%				4%				0%				3%				0%				4%				0%				3%				0%				4%				0%				3%				0%				4%				0%				3%				0%				4%				0%				3%				0%				4%				0%				3%				0%				4%				0%				3%



												Other				0%				0%								0								0								0								0								0																Other								0.0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%								0.0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%



												TOTAL				100%				100%								1,394				196				318				45				478				67				1,196				249				419				87												TOTAL				100.0%				94.9%				20%				20%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%								90.0%				23%				22%				3%				18%				3%				100%				3%				18%				3%				100%				3%				18%				3%				100%				3%				18%				3%				100%				3%				18%				3%				100%				3%				18%				3%				100%				3%				18%				3%				100%				3%				18%				3%				100%				3%				18%				3%				100%				3%				18%				3%				100%				3%				18%				3%				100%				3%				18%				3%				100%				3%				18%				3%				100%				3%				18%				3%				100%				3%				18%				3%				100%				3%				18%				3%				100%				3%				18%				3%				100%				3%				18%				3%				100%				3%				18%				3%				100%				3%				18%				3%				100%



				East Bay								Auto				30%				46%				2.70				3,427				1,269				665				246				1,411				522				5,494				2,035				1,923				712												Auto				47.4%				31.5%				3%				1%				8%				27%				9%				29%				9%				28%				9%				30%				9%				28%				9%				30%				9%				28%				9%				30%				9%				28%				9%				30%				9%				28%				9%				30%				9%				28%				9%				30%				9%				28%				9%				30%				9%				28%				9%				30%				9%				28%				9%				30%				9%				28%				9%				30%				9%				28%				9%				30%				9%				28%				9%				30%				9%				28%				9%				30%				9%				28%				9%				30%				9%				28%				9%				30%				9%				28%				9%				30%				9%				28%				9%				30%				9%				28%				9%				30%				9%				28%				9%				30%								48.7%				2%				1%				15%				29%				15%				46%				15%				30%				15%				46%				15%				30%				15%				46%				15%				30%				15%				46%				15%				30%				15%				46%				15%				30%				15%				46%				15%				30%				15%				46%				15%				30%				15%				46%				15%				30%				15%				46%				15%				30%				15%				46%				15%				30%				15%				46%				15%				30%				15%				46%				15%				30%				15%				46%				15%				30%				15%				46%				15%				30%				15%				46%				15%				30%				15%				46%				15%				30%				15%				46%				15%				30%				15%				46%				15%				30%				15%				46%				15%				30%				15%				46%



				31.1%				33.0%				Transit				65%				48%								7,525								1,461								3,098								5,712								1,999																Transit				48.300%				73.1%				5%				2%				22%				37%				20%				65%				20%				38%				20%				65%				20%				37%				20%				65%				20%				37%				20%				65%				20%				37%				20%				65%				20%				37%				20%				65%				20%				37%				20%				65%				20%				37%				20%				65%				20%				37%				20%				65%				20%				37%				20%				65%				20%				37%				20%				65%				20%				37%				20%				65%				20%				37%				20%				65%				20%				37%				20%				65%				20%				37%				20%				65%				20%				37%				20%				65%				20%				37%				20%				65%				20%				37%				20%				65%				20%				37%				20%				65%				20%				37%				20%				65%								52.8%				4%				1%				17%				40%				16%				48%				16%				41%				16%				48%				16%				41%				16%				48%				16%				41%				16%				48%				16%				41%				16%				48%				16%				41%				16%				48%				16%				41%				16%				48%				16%				41%				16%				48%				16%				41%				16%				48%				16%				41%				16%				48%				16%				41%				16%				48%				16%				41%				16%				48%				16%				41%				16%				48%				16%				41%				16%				48%				16%				41%				16%				48%				16%				41%				16%				48%				16%				41%				16%				48%				16%				41%				16%				48%				16%				41%				16%				48%				16%				41%				16%				48%



												Taxi				1%				1%				2.70				114				42				22				8				47				17				127				47				44				16												Taxi				2.0%				1.4%				1%				0%				0%				16%				0%				1%				0%				15%				0%				1%				0%				15%				0%				1%				0%				15%				0%				1%				0%				15%				0%				1%				0%				15%				0%				1%				0%				15%				0%				1%				0%				15%				0%				1%				0%				15%				0%				1%				0%				15%				0%				1%				0%				15%				0%				1%				0%				15%				0%				1%				0%				15%				0%				1%				0%				15%				0%				1%				0%				15%				0%				1%				0%				15%				0%				1%				0%				15%				0%				1%				0%				15%				0%				1%				0%				15%				0%				1%				0%				15%				0%				1%								1.4%				1%				0%				0%				17%				0%				1%				0%				18%				0%				1%				0%				18%				0%				1%				0%				18%				0%				1%				0%				18%				0%				1%				0%				18%				0%				1%				0%				18%				0%				1%				0%				18%				0%				1%				0%				18%				0%				1%				0%				18%				0%				1%				0%				18%				0%				1%				0%				18%				0%				1%				0%				18%				0%				1%				0%				18%				0%				1%				0%				18%				0%				1%				0%				18%				0%				1%				0%				18%				0%				1%				0%				18%				0%				1%				0%				18%				0%				1%				0%				18%				0%				1%



												Walk				0%				0%								0								0								0								0								0																Walk								0.0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%								0.0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%



												Other				4%				5%								519								101								213								590								206																Other				2.3%				4.4%				2%				0%				1%				30%				1%				4%				1%				31%				1%				4%				1%				31%				1%				4%				1%				31%				1%				4%				1%				31%				1%				4%				1%				31%				1%				4%				1%				31%				1%				4%				1%				31%				1%				4%				1%				31%				1%				4%				1%				31%				1%				4%				1%				31%				1%				4%				1%				31%				1%				4%				1%				31%				1%				4%				1%				31%				1%				4%				1%				31%				1%				4%				1%				31%				1%				4%				1%				31%				1%				4%				1%				31%				1%				4%				1%				31%				1%				4%				1%				31%				1%				4%								4.8%				2%				0%				1%				32%				2%				5%				2%				33%				2%				5%				2%				33%				2%				5%				2%				33%				2%				5%				2%				33%				2%				5%				2%				33%				2%				5%				2%				33%				2%				5%				2%				33%				2%				5%				2%				33%				2%				5%				2%				33%				2%				5%				2%				33%				2%				5%				2%				33%				2%				5%				2%				33%				2%				5%				2%				33%				2%				5%				2%				33%				2%				5%				2%				33%				2%				5%				2%				33%				2%				5%				2%				33%				2%				5%				2%				33%				2%				5%				2%				33%				2%				5%



												TOTAL				100%				100%								11,584				1,311				2,249				255				4,769				540				11,922				2,082				4,173				729												TOTAL				100.0%				110.4%				3%				4%				31%				110%				31%				100%				31%				112%				31%				100%				31%				112%				31%				100%				31%				112%				31%				100%				31%				112%				31%				100%				31%				112%				31%				100%				31%				112%				31%				100%				31%				112%				31%				100%				31%				112%				31%				100%				31%				112%				31%				100%				31%				112%				31%				100%				31%				112%				31%				100%				31%				112%				31%				100%				31%				112%				31%				100%				31%				112%				31%				100%				31%				112%				31%				100%				31%				112%				31%				100%				31%				112%				31%				100%				31%				112%				31%				100%				31%				112%				31%				100%								107.7%				2%				3%				33%				119%				33%				100%				33%				120%				33%				100%				33%				121%				33%				100%				33%				121%				33%				100%				33%				121%				33%				100%				33%				121%				33%				100%				33%				121%				33%				100%				33%				121%				33%				100%				33%				121%				33%				100%				33%				121%				33%				100%				33%				121%				33%				100%				33%				121%				33%				100%				33%				121%				33%				100%				33%				121%				33%				100%				33%				121%				33%				100%				33%				121%				33%				100%				33%				121%				33%				100%				33%				121%				33%				100%				33%				121%				33%				100%				33%				121%				33%				100%



				North Bay								Auto				53%				68%				2.70				2,102				779				343				127				997				369				3,217				1,191				1,126				417												Auto				71.1%				47.3%				15%				5%				5%				15%				5%				53%				5%				14%				5%				53%				5%				14%				5%				53%				5%				14%				5%				53%				5%				14%				5%				53%				5%				14%				5%				53%				5%				14%				5%				53%				5%				14%				5%				53%				5%				14%				5%				53%				5%				14%				5%				53%				5%				14%				5%				53%				5%				14%				5%				53%				5%				14%				5%				53%				5%				14%				5%				53%				5%				14%				5%				53%				5%				14%				5%				53%				5%				14%				5%				53%				5%				14%				5%				53%				5%				14%				5%				53%				5%				14%				5%				53%								73.1%				10%				5%				9%				18%				9%				68%				9%				17%				9%				68%				9%				17%				9%				68%				9%				17%				9%				68%				9%				17%				9%				68%				9%				17%				9%				68%				9%				17%				9%				68%				9%				17%				9%				68%				9%				17%				9%				68%				9%				17%				9%				68%				9%				17%				9%				68%				9%				17%				9%				68%				9%				17%				9%				68%				9%				17%				9%				68%				9%				17%				9%				68%				9%				17%				9%				68%				9%				17%				9%				68%				9%				17%				9%				68%				9%				17%				9%				68%				9%				17%				9%				68%



				8.9%				13.0%				Transit				38%				23%								1,491								243								707								1,080								378																Transit				23.400%				35.4%				8%				4%				4%				7%				4%				38%				3%				6%				3%				38%				3%				6%				3%				38%				3%				6%				3%				38%				3%				6%				3%				38%				3%				6%				3%				38%				3%				6%				3%				38%				3%				6%				3%				38%				3%				6%				3%				38%				3%				6%				3%				38%				3%				6%				3%				38%				3%				6%				3%				38%				3%				6%				3%				38%				3%				6%				3%				38%				3%				6%				3%				38%				3%				6%				3%				38%				3%				6%				3%				38%				3%				6%				3%				38%				3%				6%				3%				38%				3%				6%				3%				38%								25.6%				4%				2%				3%				8%				3%				23%				3%				8%				3%				23%				3%				8%				3%				23%				3%				8%				3%				23%				3%				8%				3%				23%				3%				8%				3%				23%				3%				8%				3%				23%				3%				8%				3%				23%				3%				8%				3%				23%				3%				8%				3%				23%				3%				8%				3%				23%				3%				8%				3%				23%				3%				8%				3%				23%				3%				8%				3%				23%				3%				8%				3%				23%				3%				8%				3%				23%				3%				8%				3%				23%				3%				8%				3%				23%				3%				8%				3%				23%				3%				8%				3%				23%



												Taxi				1%				1%				2.70				47				17				8				3				22				8				50				18				17				6												Taxi				2.0%				1.4%				4%				0%				0%				6%				0%				1%				0%				5%				0%				1%				0%				5%				0%				1%				0%				5%				0%				1%				0%				5%				0%				1%				0%				5%				0%				1%				0%				5%				0%				1%				0%				5%				0%				1%				0%				5%				0%				1%				0%				5%				0%				1%				0%				5%				0%				1%				0%				5%				0%				1%				0%				5%				0%				1%				0%				5%				0%				1%				0%				5%				0%				1%				0%				5%				0%				1%				0%				5%				0%				1%				0%				5%				0%				1%				0%				5%				0%				1%				0%				5%				0%				1%								1.4%				2%				0%				0%				7%				0%				1%				0%				7%				0%				1%				0%				7%				0%				1%				0%				7%				0%				1%				0%				7%				0%				1%				0%				7%				0%				1%				0%				7%				0%				1%				0%				7%				0%				1%				0%				7%				0%				1%				0%				7%				0%				1%				0%				7%				0%				1%				0%				7%				0%				1%				0%				7%				0%				1%				0%				7%				0%				1%				0%				7%				0%				1%				0%				7%				0%				1%				0%				7%				0%				1%				0%				7%				0%				1%				0%				7%				0%				1%				0%				7%				0%				1%



												Walk				0%				0%								0								0								0								0								0																Walk								0.0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%								0.0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%



												Other				8%				7%								323								53								153								350								123																Other				3.5%				6.6%				11%				0%				0%				16%				1%				8%				1%				16%				1%				8%				1%				16%				1%				8%				1%				16%				1%				8%				1%				16%				1%				8%				1%				16%				1%				8%				1%				16%				1%				8%				1%				16%				1%				8%				1%				16%				1%				8%				1%				16%				1%				8%				1%				16%				1%				8%				1%				16%				1%				8%				1%				16%				1%				8%				1%				16%				1%				8%				1%				16%				1%				8%				1%				16%				1%				8%				1%				16%				1%				8%				1%				16%				1%				8%				1%				16%				1%				8%				1%				16%				1%				8%								7.4%				8%				0%				1%				19%				1%				7%				1%				19%				1%				7%				1%				19%				1%				7%				1%				19%				1%				7%				1%				19%				1%				7%				1%				19%				1%				7%				1%				19%				1%				7%				1%				19%				1%				7%				1%				19%				1%				7%				1%				19%				1%				7%				1%				19%				1%				7%				1%				19%				1%				7%				1%				19%				1%				7%				1%				19%				1%				7%				1%				19%				1%				7%				1%				19%				1%				7%				1%				19%				1%				7%				1%				19%				1%				7%				1%				19%				1%				7%				1%				19%				1%				7%



												TOTAL				100%				100%								3,963				796				646				130				1,879				377				4,697				1,210				1,644				423												TOTAL				100.0%				90.7%				10%				10%				9%				43%				9%				100%				9%				42%				9%				100%				9%				42%				9%				100%				9%				42%				9%				100%				9%				42%				9%				100%				9%				42%				9%				100%				9%				42%				9%				100%				9%				42%				9%				100%				9%				42%				9%				100%				9%				42%				9%				100%				9%				42%				9%				100%				9%				42%				9%				100%				9%				42%				9%				100%				9%				42%				9%				100%				9%				42%				9%				100%				9%				42%				9%				100%				9%				42%				9%				100%				9%				42%				9%				100%				9%				42%				9%				100%				9%				42%				9%				100%								107.4%				6%				7%				13%				52%				13%				100%				13%				51%				13%				100%				13%				51%				13%				100%				13%				51%				13%				100%				13%				51%				13%				100%				13%				51%				13%				100%				13%				51%				13%				100%				13%				51%				13%				100%				13%				51%				13%				100%				13%				51%				13%				100%				13%				51%				13%				100%				13%				51%				13%				100%				13%				51%				13%				100%				13%				51%				13%				100%				13%				51%				13%				100%				13%				51%				13%				100%				13%				51%				13%				100%				13%				51%				13%				100%				13%				51%				13%				100%				13%				51%				13%				100%



				South Bay								Auto				41%				58%				2.70				4,014				1,487				783				290				1,645				609				5,858				2,170				2,050				759												Auto				59.5%				39.6%				4%				1%				10%				33%				11%				40%				11%				33%				11%				41%				11%				33%				11%				41%				11%				33%				11%				41%				11%				33%				11%				41%				11%				33%				11%				41%				11%				33%				11%				41%				11%				33%				11%				41%				11%				33%				11%				41%				11%				33%				11%				41%				11%				33%				11%				41%				11%				33%				11%				41%				11%				33%				11%				41%				11%				33%				11%				41%				11%				33%				11%				41%				11%				33%				11%				41%				11%				33%				11%				41%				11%				33%				11%				41%				11%				33%				11%				41%				11%				33%				11%				41%								61.1%				4%				2%				16%				32%				16%				58%				16%				32%				16%				58%				16%				32%				16%				58%				16%				32%				16%				58%				16%				32%				16%				58%				16%				32%				16%				58%				16%				32%				16%				58%				16%				32%				16%				58%				16%				32%				16%				58%				16%				32%				16%				58%				16%				32%				16%				58%				16%				32%				16%				58%				16%				32%				16%				58%				16%				32%				16%				58%				16%				32%				16%				58%				16%				32%				16%				58%				16%				32%				16%				58%				16%				32%				16%				58%				16%				32%				16%				58%				16%				32%				16%				58%



				26.7%				28.0%				Transit				53%				36%								5,249								1,024								2,151								3,627								1,269																Transit				36.100%				54.6%				4%				2%				15%				27%				14%				54%				14%				26%				14%				53%				14%				26%				14%				53%				14%				26%				14%				53%				14%				26%				14%				53%				14%				26%				14%				53%				14%				26%				14%				53%				14%				26%				14%				53%				14%				26%				14%				53%				14%				26%				14%				53%				14%				26%				14%				53%				14%				26%				14%				53%				14%				26%				14%				53%				14%				26%				14%				53%				14%				26%				14%				53%				14%				26%				14%				53%				14%				26%				14%				53%				14%				26%				14%				53%				14%				26%				14%				53%				14%				26%				14%				53%								39.5%				3%				1%				11%				26%				10%				36%				10%				26%				10%				36%				10%				26%				10%				36%				10%				26%				10%				36%				10%				26%				10%				36%				10%				26%				10%				36%				10%				26%				10%				36%				10%				26%				10%				36%				10%				26%				10%				36%				10%				26%				10%				36%				10%				26%				10%				36%				10%				26%				10%				36%				10%				26%				10%				36%				10%				26%				10%				36%				10%				26%				10%				36%				10%				26%				10%				36%				10%				26%				10%				36%				10%				26%				10%				36%				10%				26%				10%				36%				10%				26%				10%				36%



												Taxi				1%				1%				2.70				106				39				21				8				44				16				108				40				38				14												Taxi				2.0%				1.4%				1%				0%				0%				15%				0%				1%				0%				15%				0%				1%				0%				14%				0%				1%				0%				14%				0%				1%				0%				14%				0%				1%				0%				14%				0%				1%				0%				14%				0%				1%				0%				14%				0%				1%				0%				14%				0%				1%				0%				14%				0%				1%				0%				14%				0%				1%				0%				14%				0%				1%				0%				14%				0%				1%				0%				14%				0%				1%				0%				14%				0%				1%				0%				14%				0%				1%				0%				14%				0%				1%				0%				14%				0%				1%				0%				14%				0%				1%				0%				14%				0%				1%								1.4%				1%				0%				0%				15%				0%				1%				0%				15%				0%				1%				0%				15%				0%				1%				0%				15%				0%				1%				0%				15%				0%				1%				0%				15%				0%				1%				0%				15%				0%				1%				0%				15%				0%				1%				0%				15%				0%				1%				0%				15%				0%				1%				0%				15%				0%				1%				0%				15%				0%				1%				0%				15%				0%				1%				0%				15%				0%				1%				0%				15%				0%				1%				0%				15%				0%				1%				0%				15%				0%				1%				0%				15%				0%				1%				0%				15%				0%				1%				0%				15%				0%				1%



												Walk				0%				0%								0								0								0								0								0																Walk								0.0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%								0.0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%



												Other				5%				5%								505								99								207								523								183																Other				2.4%				4.5%				2%				0%				1%				30%				1%				5%				1%				30%				1%				5%				1%				30%				1%				5%				1%				30%				1%				5%				1%				30%				1%				5%				1%				30%				1%				5%				1%				30%				1%				5%				1%				30%				1%				5%				1%				30%				1%				5%				1%				30%				1%				5%				1%				30%				1%				5%				1%				30%				1%				5%				1%				30%				1%				5%				1%				30%				1%				5%				1%				30%				1%				5%				1%				30%				1%				5%				1%				30%				1%				5%				1%				30%				1%				5%				1%				30%				1%				5%				1%				30%				1%				5%								5.0%				2%				0%				1%				29%				1%				5%				1%				29%				1%				5%				1%				29%				1%				5%				1%				29%				1%				5%				1%				29%				1%				5%				1%				29%				1%				5%				1%				29%				1%				5%				1%				29%				1%				5%				1%				29%				1%				5%				1%				29%				1%				5%				1%				29%				1%				5%				1%				29%				1%				5%				1%				29%				1%				5%				1%				29%				1%				5%				1%				29%				1%				5%				1%				29%				1%				5%				1%				29%				1%				5%				1%				29%				1%				5%				1%				29%				1%				5%				1%				29%				1%				5%



												TOTAL				100%				100%								9,874				1,526				1,927				298				4,046				625				10,116				2,210				3,541				773												TOTAL				100.0%				100.1%				3%				4%				27%				104%				27%				100%				27%				104%				27%				100%				27%				104%				27%				100%				27%				104%				27%				100%				27%				104%				27%				100%				27%				104%				27%				100%				27%				104%				27%				100%				27%				104%				27%				100%				27%				104%				27%				100%				27%				104%				27%				100%				27%				104%				27%				100%				27%				104%				27%				100%				27%				104%				27%				100%				27%				104%				27%				100%				27%				104%				27%				100%				27%				104%				27%				100%				27%				104%				27%				100%				27%				104%				27%				100%				27%				104%				27%				100%				27%				104%				27%				100%								107.0%				3%				3%				28%				101%				28%				100%				28%				101%				28%				100%				28%				101%				28%				100%				28%				101%				28%				100%				28%				101%				28%				100%				28%				101%				28%				100%				28%				101%				28%				100%				28%				101%				28%				100%				28%				101%				28%				100%				28%				101%				28%				100%				28%				101%				28%				100%				28%				101%				28%				100%				28%				101%				28%				100%				28%				101%				28%				100%				28%				101%				28%				100%				28%				101%				28%				100%				28%				101%				28%				100%				28%				101%				28%				100%				28%				101%				28%				100%				28%				101%				28%				100%



				Out of region								Auto				42%				56%				2.70				608				225				122				45				243				90				803				297				281				104												Auto				63.6%				42.3%				31%				10%				2%				6%				2%				42%				2%				5%				2%				42%				2%				5%				2%				42%				2%				5%				2%				42%				2%				5%				2%				42%				2%				5%				2%				42%				2%				5%				2%				42%				2%				5%				2%				42%				2%				5%				2%				42%				2%				5%				2%				42%				2%				5%				2%				42%				2%				5%				2%				42%				2%				5%				2%				42%				2%				5%				2%				42%				2%				5%				2%				42%				2%				5%				2%				42%				2%				5%				2%				42%				2%				5%				2%				42%				2%				5%				2%				42%				2%				5%				2%				42%								65.3%				28%				14%				2%				5%				2%				56%				2%				4%				2%				56%				2%				4%				2%				56%				2%				4%				2%				56%				2%				4%				2%				56%				2%				4%				2%				56%				2%				4%				2%				56%				2%				4%				2%				56%				2%				4%				2%				56%				2%				4%				2%				56%				2%				4%				2%				56%				2%				4%				2%				56%				2%				4%				2%				56%				2%				4%				2%				56%				2%				4%				2%				56%				2%				4%				2%				56%				2%				4%				2%				56%				2%				4%				2%				56%				2%				4%				2%				56%				2%				4%				2%				56%



				4.0%				4.0%				Transit				32%				20%								455								91								182								285								100																Transit				22.100%				33.4%				16%				9%				2%				3%				1%				32%				1%				2%				1%				32%				1%				2%				1%				32%				1%				2%				1%				32%				1%				2%				1%				32%				1%				2%				1%				32%				1%				2%				1%				32%				1%				2%				1%				32%				1%				2%				1%				32%				1%				2%				1%				32%				1%				2%				1%				32%				1%				2%				1%				32%				1%				2%				1%				32%				1%				2%				1%				32%				1%				2%				1%				32%				1%				2%				1%				32%				1%				2%				1%				32%				1%				2%				1%				32%				1%				2%				1%				32%				1%				2%				1%				32%								24.2%				14%				5%				1%				2%				1%				20%				1%				2%				1%				20%				1%				2%				1%				20%				1%				2%				1%				20%				1%				2%				1%				20%				1%				2%				1%				20%				1%				2%				1%				20%				1%				2%				1%				20%				1%				2%				1%				20%				1%				2%				1%				20%				1%				2%				1%				20%				1%				2%				1%				20%				1%				2%				1%				20%				1%				2%				1%				20%				1%				2%				1%				20%				1%				2%				1%				20%				1%				2%				1%				20%				1%				2%				1%				20%				1%				2%				1%				20%				1%				2%				1%				20%



												Taxi				1%				1%				2.70				15				6				3				1				6				2				14				5				5				2												Taxi				2.0%				1.4%				9%				0%				0%				2%				0%				1%				0%				2%				0%				1%				0%				2%				0%				1%				0%				2%				0%				1%				0%				2%				0%				1%				0%				2%				0%				1%				0%				2%				0%				1%				0%				2%				0%				1%				0%				2%				0%				1%				0%				2%				0%				1%				0%				2%				0%				1%				0%				2%				0%				1%				0%				2%				0%				1%				0%				2%				0%				1%				0%				2%				0%				1%				0%				2%				0%				1%				0%				2%				0%				1%				0%				2%				0%				1%				0%				2%				0%				1%				0%				2%				0%				1%								1.4%				7%				0%				0%				2%				0%				1%				0%				2%				0%				1%				0%				2%				0%				1%				0%				2%				0%				1%				0%				2%				0%				1%				0%				2%				0%				1%				0%				2%				0%				1%				0%				2%				0%				1%				0%				2%				0%				1%				0%				2%				0%				1%				0%				2%				0%				1%				0%				2%				0%				1%				0%				2%				0%				1%				0%				2%				0%				1%				0%				2%				0%				1%				0%				2%				0%				1%				0%				2%				0%				1%				0%				2%				0%				1%				0%				2%				0%				1%				0%				2%				0%				1%



												Walk				0%				0%								0								0								0								0								0																Walk								0.0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%								0.0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%



												Other				25%				24%								367								73								147								344								120																Other				12.3%				23.3%				85%				4%				1%				25%				1%				25%				1%				23%				1%				25%				1%				23%				1%				25%				1%				23%				1%				25%				1%				23%				1%				25%				1%				23%				1%				25%				1%				23%				1%				25%				1%				23%				1%				25%				1%				23%				1%				25%				1%				23%				1%				25%				1%				23%				1%				25%				1%				23%				1%				25%				1%				23%				1%				25%				1%				23%				1%				25%				1%				23%				1%				25%				1%				23%				1%				25%				1%				23%				1%				25%				1%				23%				1%				25%				1%				23%				1%				25%				1%				23%				1%				25%								25.9%				88%				4%				1%				20%				1%				24%				1%				19%				1%				24%				1%				19%				1%				24%				1%				19%				1%				24%				1%				19%				1%				24%				1%				19%				1%				24%				1%				19%				1%				24%				1%				19%				1%				24%				1%				19%				1%				24%				1%				19%				1%				24%				1%				19%				1%				24%				1%				19%				1%				24%				1%				19%				1%				24%				1%				19%				1%				24%				1%				19%				1%				24%				1%				19%				1%				24%				1%				19%				1%				24%				1%				19%				1%				24%				1%				19%				1%				24%				1%				19%				1%				24%



												TOTAL				100%				100%								1,445				231				289				46				578				92				1,445				303				506				106												TOTAL				100.0%				100.4%				22%				23%				4%				35%				4%				100%				4%				32%				4%				100%				4%				32%				4%				100%				4%				32%				4%				100%				4%				32%				4%				100%				4%				32%				4%				100%				4%				32%				4%				100%				4%				32%				4%				100%				4%				32%				4%				100%				4%				32%				4%				100%				4%				32%				4%				100%				4%				32%				4%				100%				4%				32%				4%				100%				4%				32%				4%				100%				4%				32%				4%				100%				4%				32%				4%				100%				4%				32%				4%				100%				4%				32%				4%				100%				4%				32%				4%				100%				4%				32%				4%				100%								116.8%				19%				24%				4%				29%				4%				100%				4%				27%				4%				100%				4%				27%				4%				100%				4%				27%				4%				100%				4%				27%				4%				100%				4%				27%				4%				100%				4%				27%				4%				100%				4%				27%				4%				100%				4%				27%				4%				100%				4%				27%				4%				100%				4%				27%				4%				100%				4%				27%				4%				100%				4%				27%				4%				100%				4%				27%				4%				100%				4%				27%				4%				100%				4%				27%				4%				100%				4%				27%				4%				100%				4%				27%				4%				100%				4%				27%				4%				100%				4%				27%				4%				100%



				TOTAL								Auto				34%				51%				2.70				12,217				4,525				2,384				883				5,005				1,854				18,425				6,824				6,449				2,388												Auto				49.6%								100%				33%				31%				100%				33%				34%				33%				100%				33%				35%				33%				100%				33%				35%				33%				100%				33%				35%				33%				100%				33%				35%				33%				100%				33%				35%				33%				100%				33%				35%				33%				100%				33%				35%				33%				100%				33%				35%				33%				100%				33%				35%				33%				100%				33%				35%				33%				100%				33%				35%				33%				100%				33%				35%				33%				100%				33%				35%				33%				100%				33%				35%				33%				100%				33%				35%				33%				100%				33%				35%				33%				100%				33%				35%				33%				100%				33%				35%				33%				100%				33%				35%												100%				51%				51%				100%				51%				51%				51%				100%				51%				51%				51%				100%				51%				51%				51%				100%				51%				51%				51%				100%				51%				51%				51%				100%				51%				51%				51%				100%				51%				51%				51%				100%				51%				51%				51%				100%				51%				51%				51%				100%				51%				51%				51%				100%				51%				51%				51%				100%				51%				51%				51%				100%				51%				51%				51%				100%				51%				51%				51%				100%				51%				51%				51%				100%				51%				51%				51%				100%				51%				51%				51%				100%				51%				51%				51%				100%				51%				51%				51%				100%				51%				51%



				100.0%				100.0%				Transit				54%				39%								19,461								3,902								7,765								14,090								4,931																Transit				35.7%								100%				54%				58%				100%				54%				54%				54%				100%				54%				54%				54%				100%				54%				54%				54%				100%				54%				54%				54%				100%				54%				54%				54%				100%				54%				54%				54%				100%				54%				54%				54%				100%				54%				54%				54%				100%				54%				54%				54%				100%				54%				54%				54%				100%				54%				54%				54%				100%				54%				54%				54%				100%				54%				54%				54%				100%				54%				54%				54%				100%				54%				54%				54%				100%				54%				54%				54%				100%				54%				54%				54%				100%				54%				54%				54%				100%				54%				54%				54%				100%				54%				54%												100%				39%				41%				100%				39%				39%				39%				100%				39%				39%				39%				100%				39%				39%				39%				100%				39%				39%				39%				100%				39%				39%				39%				100%				39%				39%				39%				100%				39%				39%				39%				100%				39%				39%				39%				100%				39%				39%				39%				100%				39%				39%				39%				100%				39%				39%				39%				100%				39%				39%				39%				100%				39%				39%				39%				100%				39%				39%				39%				100%				39%				39%				39%				100%				39%				39%				39%				100%				39%				39%				39%				100%				39%				39%				39%				100%				39%				39%				39%				100%				39%				39%



												Taxi				2%				2%				2.70				681				252				145				54				255				95				723				268				253				94												Taxi				2.8%								100%				2%				1%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%												100%				2%				1%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%



												Walk				6%				3%								2,057								470								706								1,084								379																Walk				9.5%								100%				7%				7%				100%				7%				5%				7%				100%				7%				5%				7%				100%				7%				5%				7%				100%				7%				5%				7%				100%				7%				5%				7%				100%				7%				5%				7%				100%				7%				5%				7%				100%				7%				5%				7%				100%				7%				5%				7%				100%				7%				5%				7%				100%				7%				5%				7%				100%				7%				5%				7%				100%				7%				5%				7%				100%				7%				5%				7%				100%				7%				5%				7%				100%				7%				5%				7%				100%				7%				5%				7%				100%				7%				5%				7%				100%				7%				5%				7%				100%				7%				5%												100%				3%				3%				100%				3%				3%				3%				100%				3%				3%				3%				100%				3%				3%				3%				100%				3%				3%				3%				100%				3%				3%				3%				100%				3%				3%				3%				100%				3%				3%				3%				100%				3%				3%				3%				100%				3%				3%				3%				100%				3%				3%				3%				100%				3%				3%				3%				100%				3%				3%				3%				100%				3%				3%				3%				100%				3%				3%				3%				100%				3%				3%				3%				100%				3%				3%				3%				100%				3%				3%				3%				100%				3%				3%				3%				100%				3%				3%				3%				100%				3%				3%



												Other				5%				5%								1,713								325								720								1,806								632																Other				2.4%								100%				5%				3%				100%				5%				5%				4%				100%				5%				5%				4%				100%				5%				5%				4%				100%				5%				5%				4%				100%				5%				5%				4%				100%				5%				5%				4%				100%				5%				5%				4%				100%				5%				5%				4%				100%				5%				5%				4%				100%				5%				5%				4%				100%				5%				5%				4%				100%				5%				5%				4%				100%				5%				5%				4%				100%				5%				5%				4%				100%				5%				5%				4%				100%				5%				5%				4%				100%				5%				5%				4%				100%				5%				5%				4%				100%				5%				5%				4%				100%				5%				5%												100%				5%				4%				100%				5%				5%				5%				100%				5%				5%				5%				100%				5%				5%				5%				100%				5%				5%				5%				100%				5%				5%				5%				100%				5%				5%				5%				100%				5%				5%				5%				100%				5%				5%				5%				100%				5%				5%				5%				100%				5%				5%				5%				100%				5%				5%				5%				100%				5%				5%				5%				100%				5%				5%				5%				100%				5%				5%				5%				100%				5%				5%				5%				100%				5%				5%				5%				100%				5%				5%				5%				100%				5%				5%				5%				100%				5%				5%				5%				100%				5%				5%



												TOTAL				100%				100%								36,128				4,777				7,226				937				14,451				1,948				36,128				7,092				12,645				2,482												TOTAL				100.0%								100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%												100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%







				[a]  No linked-trip factor assumed for arena



				[b]  Calculated by the model by dividing the total number of person-trips by the expected event attendance.



				[c]  Calculated by the model assuming a 4 to 7 PM period; Atlantic Yards Arena Transportation Planning (2006) value for the 4 to 6 period is 5%, Madison Square Garden (2003) value is 9%, Arco Arena value is 0%, GSW value is 0%



				[d]  Calculated by the model; Madison Square Garden (2003) value is 55%, Arco Arena value is 55%, GSW value is 60%



				[e]  Calculated by the model; Atlantic Yards Arena Transportation Planning (2006) value is 43%, GSW value is 70%



				 [f]  Calculated by the model.



				[g]  Two daily person trips made by each attendee.



				[h]  Based on Atlantic Yards (2006) and GSW survey data (2013); for the 4-6 PM period, it assumes project demand up to 7 PM



				 [i]  Based on GS Warriors estimate for 2017-18 season; includes adjustments for live/work locations for weekday inbound trips based on GSW surveys (2013).



				 [j]  Based on SF Giants 2012 survey data for weekdays and weekends, combined with visitor trips to SD1 (All Other) from the SF Guidelines



				[k]  Based on SF Giants 2007 survey data
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Concert work



				Event Center and Mixed Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330



				PROJECT TRIP GENERATION



				LAND USE: ARENA - CONCERT EVENT (WORK TRIPS)



				Proposed Size:				14,000				attendees				plus 775				employees																Weekday								Weekday								Saturday																								18				attendees per employee



				DAILY:																				PEAK HOUR PERIOD:												4-6 PM Peak Hour								9-11 PM Peak Hour								7-9 PM Peak Hour



				Linked Trip Factor [a]:												0%								Overall peak hour trips as a % of daily trips:												16.8% [c]								38.4% [e]								28.4% [d]																								14,000				guest



				Overall Person-trip Generation Rate [b]:												2.11				trips/attendee				Overall peak hour person-trip rate (trips/attendee):												0.36								0.81								0.60																								400				employees



				Total Person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):												29,550				person-trips				Total peak hour person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):												4,975								11,355								8,400																								28,800				total trips



				Percent of Work Trips [f]:												5.2%								Total peak hour person-trips (w/ linked trip factor):												4,975								11,355								8,400																								35.00				guests/employee



				Work Person-trip Generation Rate [g]:												2.00				trips/employee				% Work trips arrive/depart during peak hour:												50% [h]								10% [h]								0% [h]																								2.1				trips/guest



				Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor):												1,550				person-trips				Peak hour Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor):												775								155								0



																																Weekday																Saturday



				Origins				Distribution				Mode				Percent				Avg. Vehicle				All Day								4-6 PM Peak Hour								9-11 PM Peak Hour								7-9 PM Peak Hour



								[i]								[i]				Occupancy				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-																								5,375				11,755



																				[i]				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips																								0.0744186047				0.0340280732				% work



				Superdistrict 1				12.8%				Auto				13.8%				1.28				27				21				14				11				3				2				0				0



												Transit				36.0%								71								36								7								0



												Walk				47.5%								94								47								9								0



												Other				2.7%								5								3								1								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								198				21				99				11				20				2				0				0



				Superdistrict 2				14.4%				Auto				31.6%				1.23				71				57				35				29				7				6				0				0



												Transit				65.8%								147								73								15								0



												Walk				1.3%								3								1								0								0



												Other				1.3%								3								1								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								223				57				112				29				22				6				0				0



				Superdistrict 3				17.0%				Auto				39.5%				1.29				104				81				52				40				10				8				0				0



												Transit				54.4%								143								72								14								0



												Walk				3.8%								10								5								1								0



												Other				2.3%								6								3								1								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								264				81				132				40				26				8				0				0



				Superdistrict 4				11.2%				Auto				41.7%				1.53				72				47				36				24				7				5				0				0



												Transit				54.5%								95								47								9								0



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0



												Other				3.8%								7								3								1								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								174				47				87				24				17				5				0				0



				East Bay				22.4%				Auto				39.4%				3.33				137				41				68				21				14				4				0				0



												Transit				57.0%								198								99								20								0



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0



												Other				3.6%								12								6								1								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								347				41				174				21				35				4				0				0



				North Bay				6.1%				Auto				52.8%				1.70				50				29				25				15				5				3				0				0



												Transit				45.3%								43								21								4								0



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0



												Other				1.9%								2								1								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								95				29				47				15				9				3				0				0



				South Bay				14.3%				Auto				58.0%				1.23				129				105				64				52				13				10				0				0



												Transit				40.7%								90								45								9								0



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0



												Other				1.3%								3								1								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								222				105				111				52				22				10				0				0



				Out of Region				1.8%				Auto				47.8%				1.50				13				9				7				4				1				1				0				0



												Transit				50.0%								14								7								1								0



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0



												Other				2.2%								1								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								28				9				14				4				3				1				0				0



				TOTAL				100.0%				Auto				38.9%				1.54				603				391				301				195				60				39				0				0



												Transit				51.7%								801								401								80								0



												Walk				6.9%								107								54								11								0



												Other				2.5%								39								19								4								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								1,550				391				775				195				155				39				0				0







				[a]  No linked-trip factor assumed for arena



				[b]  Calculated by the model by dividing the total number of person-trips by the expected event attendance.



				[c]  Calculated by the model assuming a 4 to 7 PM period; Madison Square Garden concert (2003) value is 0%



				[d]  Calculated by the model; Madison Square Garden concert (2003) value is 50%



				[e]  Calculated by the model; Atlantic Yards Arena Transportation Planning (2006) value is 43%, GSW value is 70% for a sports event



				 [f]  Calculated by the model.



				[g]  Two daily person trips made by each employee.



				[h]  Event employees arrive to work between 4:30 and 5 pm, and depart between 11 and 11:30 pm.



				 [i]  SF Guidelines, Appendix E - Table E-3 Work Trips to SD1 (All)







&"Arial Black,Regular"&12Adavant&"Arial Narrow,Bold"&11 Consulting




&F		Printed on &D








Concert non work



				Event Center and Mixed Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330



				PROJECT TRIP GENERATION



				LAND USE: ARENA - CONCERT EVENT (NON-WORK TRIPS)



				Proposed Size:				14,000				attendees				plus 775				employees																								Weekday								Weekday								Saturday



				DAILY:																								PEAK HOUR PERIOD:																4-6 PM Peak Hour								9-11 PM Peak Hour								7-9 PM Peak Hour



				Linked Trip Factor [a]:												0%												Overall peak hour trips as a % of daily trips:																16.8% [c]								38.4% [e]								28.4% [d]



				Overall Person-trip Generation Rate [b]:												2.11				trips per attendee								Overall peak hour person-trip rate (trips/attendee):																0.36								0.81								0.60



				Total Person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):												29,550				person-trips								Total peak hour person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																4,975								11,355								8,400



				Percent of Non-Work Trips [f]:												94.8%												Total peak hour person-trips (w/ linked trip factor):																4,975								11,355								8,400



				Non-Work Person-trip Generation Rate [g]:												2.00				trips per attendee								% Non-Work trips arrive/depart during peak hour:																15% [h]								40% [h]								30% [h]



				Non-Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor):												28,000				person-trips								Peak hour Non-Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor):																4,200								11,200								8,400



																								Average				Weekday																								Saturday



				Origins Distribution												Weekday				Saturday				Vehicle				All Day								4-7 PM Peak Hour								9-11 PM Peak Hour								All Day								7-9 PM Peak Hour



				Weekday In				All Other				Mode				Percent				Percent				Occupancy				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-



				[i]				[i]								[j]				[j]				[k]				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips



				Superdistrict 1								Auto				15%				30%				2.70				554				205				95				35				190				70				935				346				280				104



				14.8%				11.1%				Transit				44%				41%								1,582								271								543								1,264								379



												Taxi				4%				6%				2.70				159				59				27				10				55				20				186				69				56				21



												Walk				37%				23%								1,325								227								455								720								216



												Other				0%				0%								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100%				100%								3,619				264				620				45				1,242				91				3,106				415				932				125



				Superdistrict 2								Auto				26%				42%				2.70				287				106				49				18				98				36				409				151				123				45



				4.6%				3.4%				Transit				60%				48%								677								116								233								458								137



												Taxi				4%				5%				2.70				45				17				8				3				16				6				45				17				13				5



												Walk				10%				5%								113								19								39								52								16



												Other				0%				0%								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100%				100%								1,123				123				192				21				385				42				963				168				289				50



				Superdistrict 3								Auto				29%				47%				2.70				399				148				68				25				137				51				545				202				164				61



				5.5%				4.2%				Transit				60%				45%								816								140								280								527								158



												Taxi				4%				5%				2.70				57				21				10				4				19				7				54				20				16				6



												Walk				6%				3%								85								14								29								37								11



												Other				0%				0%								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100%				100%								1,356				169				232				29				465				58				1,164				222				349				67



				Superdistrict 4								Auto				33%				52%				2.70				362				134				62				23				124				46				478				177				143				53



				4.4%				3.3%				Transit				56%				40%								600								103								206								375								113



												Taxi				4%				5%				2.70				48				18				8				3				16				6				44				16				13				5



												Walk				7%				3%								71								12								24								30								9



												Other				0%				0%								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100%				100%								1,080				152				185				26				371				52				927				193				278				58



				East Bay								Auto				30%				46%				2.70				2,656				984				387				143				1,093				405				4,258				1,577				1,277				473



				31.1%				33.0%				Transit				65%				48%								5,832								849								2,401								4,427								1,328



												Taxi				1%				1%				2.70				88				33				13				5				36				13				98				36				30				11



												Walk				0%				0%								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				4%				5%								402								59								165								457								137



												TOTAL				100%				100%								8,978				1,016				1,307				148				3,696				418				9,240				1,613				2,772				484



				North Bay								Auto				53%				68%				2.70				1,629				603				199				74				772				286				2,493				923				748				277



				8.9%				13.0%				Transit				38%				23%								1,156								141								548								837								251



												Taxi				1%				1%				2.70				36				13				4				2				17				6				38				14				12				4



												Walk				0%				0%								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				8%				7%								250								31								119								271								81



												TOTAL				100%				100%								3,071				617				375				75				1,456				292				3,640				938				1,092				281



				South Bay								Auto				41%				58%				2.70				3,111				1,152				455				169				1,275				472				4,540				1,682				1,362				504



				26.7%				28.0%				Transit				53%				36%								4,068								595								1,667								2,811								843



												Taxi				1%				1%				2.70				82				31				12				4				34				13				84				31				25				9



												Walk				0%				0%								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				5%				5%								391								57								160								405								122



												TOTAL				100%				100%								7,653				1,183				1,120				173				3,136				485				7,840				1,713				2,352				514



				Out of region								Auto				42%				56%				2.70				471				175				71				26				188				70				622				231				187				69



				4.0%				4.0%				Transit				32%				20%								353								53								141								221								66



												Taxi				1%				1%				2.70				12				4				2				1				5				2				11				4				3				1



												Walk				0%				0%								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				25%				24%								284								43								114								266								80



												TOTAL				100%				100%								1,120				179				168				27				448				72				1,120				234				336				70



				TOTAL								Auto				34%				51%				2.70				9,468				3,507				1,386				513				3,879				1,437				14,280				5,289				4,284				1,587



				100.0%				100.0%				Transit				54%				39%								15,083								2,268								6,018								10,920								3,276



												Taxi				2%				2%				2.70				527				195				84				31				198				73				560				207				168				62



												Walk				6%				3%								1,594								273								547								840								252



												Other				5%				5%								1,328								189								558								1,400								420



												TOTAL				100%				100%								28,000				3,702				4,200				544				11,200				1,510				28,000				5,496				8,400				1,649







				[a]  No linked-trip factor assumed for arena



				[b]  Calculated by the model by dividing the total number of person-trips by the expected event attendance.



				[c]  Calculated by the model assuming a 4 to 7 PM period; Madison Square Garden concert (2003) value is 0%



				[d]  Calculated by the model; Madison Square Garden concert (2003) value is 50%



				[e]  Calculated by the model; Atlantic Yards Arena Transportation Planning (2006) value is 43%, GSW value is 70% for a sports event



				 [f]  Calculated by the model.



				[g]  Two daily person trips made by each attendee.



				[h]  Based on Madison Square Garden (for 4 to 6 PM and 7 to 9 PM periods) and GSW (for 9 to 11 PM period) survey data; for the 4-6 PM period, it assumes project demand up to 7 PM



				 [i]  Based on GS Warriors estimate for 2017-18 season; includes adjustments for live/work locations for weekday inbound trips based on GSW surveys (2013).



				 [j]  Based on SF Giants 2012 survey data for weekdays and weekends, combined with visitor trips to SD1 (All Other) from the SF Guidelines



				[k]  Based on SF Giants 2007 survey data
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Convention work



				Event Center and Mixed Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330



				PROJECT TRIP GENERATION



				LAND USE: ARENA - CONVENTION EVENT (WORK TRIPS)



				Proposed Size:				9,000				attendees				plus 675				employees																Weekday								Weekday								Saturday																								13				attendees per employee



				DAILY:																				PEAK HOUR PERIOD:												4-6 PM Peak Hour								9-11 PM Peak Hour								7-9 PM Peak Hour



				Linked Trip Factor [a]:												0%								Overall peak hour trips as a % of daily trips:												10.9% [c]								0.0% [c]								0.0% [c]																								9,000				guest



				Overall Person-trip Generation Rate [b]:												3.19				trips/attendee				Overall peak hour person-trip rate (trips/attendee):												0.35								0.00								0.00																								500				employees



				Total Person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):												28,688				person-trips				Total peak hour person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):												3,113								0								0																								19,000				total trips



				Percent of Work Trips [c]:												5.9%								Total peak hour person-trips (w/ linked trip factor):												3,113								0								0																								18.00				guests/employee



				Work Person-trip Generation Rate [d]:												2.50				trips/employee				% Work trips arrive/depart during peak hour:												8.5% [e]								0%								0%																								2.1				trips/guest



				Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor):												1,688				person-trips				Peak hour Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor):												143								0								0



																																Weekday																Saturday



				Origins				Distribution				Mode				Percent				Avg. Vehicle				All Day								4-6 PM Peak Hour								9-11 PM Peak Hour								7-9 PM Peak Hour



								[f]								[f]				Occupancy				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-																								3,613				500



																				[f]				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips																								0.1383723947				1				% work



				Superdistrict 1				12.8%				Auto				13.8%				1.28				30				23				3				2				0				0				0				0



												Transit				36.0%								78								7								0								0



												Walk				47.5%								103								9								0								0



												Other				2.7%								6								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								216				23				18				2				0				0				0				0



				Superdistrict 2				14.4%				Auto				31.6%				1.23				77				62				7				5				0				0				0				0



												Transit				65.8%								160								14								0								0



												Walk				1.3%								3								0								0								0



												Other				1.3%								3								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								243				62				21				5				0				0				0				0



				Superdistrict 3				17.0%				Auto				39.5%				1.29				113				88				10				7				0				0				0				0



												Transit				54.4%								156								13								0								0



												Walk				3.8%								11								1								0								0



												Other				2.3%								7								1								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								287				88				24				7				0				0				0				0



				Superdistrict 4				11.2%				Auto				41.7%				1.53				79				52				7				4				0				0				0				0



												Transit				54.5%								103								9								0								0



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0



												Other				3.8%								7								1								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								189				52				16				4				0				0				0				0



				East Bay				22.4%				Auto				39.4%				3.33				149				45				13				4				0				0				0				0



												Transit				57.0%								215								18								0								0



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0



												Other				3.6%								14								1								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								378				45				32				4				0				0				0				0



				North Bay				6.1%				Auto				52.8%				1.70				54				32				5				3				0				0				0				0



												Transit				45.3%								47								4								0								0



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0



												Other				1.9%								2								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								103				32				9				3				0				0				0				0



				South Bay				14.3%				Auto				58.0%				1.23				140				114				12				10				0				0				0				0



												Transit				40.7%								98								8								0								0



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0



												Other				1.3%								3								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								241				114				21				10				0				0				0				0



				Out of Region				1.8%				Auto				47.8%				1.50				15				10				1				1				0				0				0				0



												Transit				50.0%								15								1								0								0



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0



												Other				2.2%								1								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								30				10				3				1				0				0				0				0



				TOTAL				100.0%				Auto				38.9%				1.54				656				425				56				36				0				0				0				0



												Transit				51.7%								872								74								0								0



												Walk				6.9%								117								10								0								0



												Other				2.5%								42								4								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								1,688				425				143				36				0				0				0				0







				[a]  No linked-trip factor assumed for arena



				[b]  Calculated by the model by dividing the total number of person-trips by the expected event attendance.



				[c]  Calculated by the model



				[d] Assumes that 25% of the employees will make four trips to/from the project site (e.g., for lunch, errands, etc.).



				[e]  SF Guidelines, Appendix C - Table C-1 (General Office)



				 [f]  SF Guidelines, Appendix E - Table E-3 Work Trips to SD1 (All)
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Convention non work



				Event Center and Mixed Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330



				PROJECT TRIP GENERATION



				LAND USE: ARENA - CONVENTION EVENT (NON-WORK TRIPS)



				Proposed Size:				9,000				attendees				plus 675				employees																Weekday								Weekday								Saturday



				DAILY:																				PEAK HOUR PERIOD:												4-6 PM Peak Hour								9-11 PM Peak Hour								7-9 PM Peak Hour												Moscone Center



				Linked Trip Factor [a]:												0%								Overall peak hour trips as a % of daily trips:												10.9% [c]								0.0% [c]								0.0% [c]												Auto				10.0%



				Overall Person-trip Generation Rate [b]:												3.19				trips/attendee				Overall peak hour person-trip rate (trips/attendee):												0.35								0.00								0.00												Transit				5.0%



				Total Person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):												28,688				person-trips				Total peak hour person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):												3,113								0								0												Taxi/Shuttle				50.0%



				Percent of Non-Work Trips [c]:												94.1%								Total peak hour person-trips (w/ linked trip factor):												3,113								0								0												Walk				30.0%



				Non-Work Person-trip Generation Rate [d]:												3.00				trips/attendee				% Non-Work trips arrive/depart during peak hour:												11% [e]								0%								0%												Other				5.0%



				Non-Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor):												27,000				person-trips				Peak hour Non-Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor):												2,970								0								0																100.0%



																																Weekday																Saturday



				Origins				Distribution				Mode				Percent				Avg. Vehicle				All Day								4-6 PM Peak Hour								9-11 PM Peak Hour								7-9 PM Peak Hour																Table E-11



								[f]								[f]				Occupancy				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-												Visitor Trips to SD1								Other changed to Taxi in SF



																				[g]				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips												All Other								Walk added to transit outside SF																				1																2																3																4																5																6																7																8																9																10



				Superdistrict 1				55.0%				Auto				2%				2.29				343				150				38				16				0				0				0				0												Auto				12.9%				0%				0%				1%				7%				1%				2%				1%				10%				1%				2%				1%				12%				1%				2%				1%				12%				1%				2%				1%				13%				1%				2%				1%				13%				1%				2%				1%				13%				1%				2%				1%				13%				1%				2%				1%				13%				1%				2%				1%				13%				1%				2%



												Transit				2%								315								35								0								0																Transit				17.1%				1%				0%				1%				13%				1%				1%				1%				19%				1%				2%				1%				22%				1%				2%				1%				23%				1%				2%				1%				23%				1%				2%				1%				23%				1%				2%				1%				23%				1%				2%				1%				23%				1%				2%				1%				23%				1%				2%				1%				23%				1%				2%



												Taxi/Shuttle				46%				25.00				6,777				271				745				30				0				0				0				0												Taxi/Shuttle				4.7%				2%				1%				12%				36%				18%				39%				22%				45%				22%				43%				24%				48%				24%				45%				25%				49%				25%				45%				25%				50%				25%				46%				25%				50%				25%				46%				25%				50%				25%				46%				25%				50%				25%				46%				25%				50%				25%				46%				25%				50%				25%				46%



												Walk				50%								7,415								816								0								0																Walk				65.3%				9%				3%				42%				88%				26%				58%				32%				91%				27%				53%				29%				91%				27%				51%				28%				91%				27%				50%				28%				91%				27%				50%				28%				92%				27%				50%				28%				92%				27%				50%				27%				92%				27%				50%				27%				92%				27%				50%				27%				92%				27%				50%



												Other				0%								0								0								0								0																Other								0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%



												TOTAL				100%								14,850				421				1,634				46				0				0				0				0												TOTAL				100.0%				1%				3%				55%				143%				45%				100%				55%				164%				51%				100%				55%				172%				54%				100%				55%				176%				54%				100%				55%				177%				55%				100%				55%				177%				55%				100%				55%				178%				55%				100%				55%				178%				55%				100%				55%				178%				55%				100%				55%				178%				55%				100%



				Superdistrict 2				5.0%				Auto				6%				2.07				83				40				9				4				0				0				0				0												Auto				31.9%				9%				1%				0%				2%				0%				4%				0%				3%				0%				5%				0%				3%				0%				6%				0%				3%				0%				6%				0%				3%				0%				6%				0%				3%				0%				6%				0%				3%				0%				6%				0%				3%				0%				6%				0%				3%				0%				6%				0%				3%				0%				6%



												Transit				5%								63								7								0								0																Transit				35.0%				16%				1%				0%				4%				0%				4%				0%				4%				0%				4%				0%				4%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%



												Taxi/Shuttle				67%				25.00				906				36				100				4				0				0				0				0												Taxi/Shuttle				6.4%				23%				11%				2%				7%				3%				64%				3%				7%				3%				66%				3%				7%				3%				67%				3%				7%				3%				67%				3%				7%				3%				67%				3%				7%				3%				67%				3%				7%				3%				67%				3%				7%				3%				67%				3%				7%				3%				67%				3%				7%				3%				67%



												Walk				22%								298								33								0								0																Walk				26.7%				39%				12%				2%				5%				1%				28%				1%				4%				1%				24%				1%				4%				1%				23%				1%				4%				1%				22%				1%				4%				1%				22%				1%				4%				1%				22%				1%				4%				1%				22%				1%				4%				1%				22%				1%				4%				1%				22%				1%				4%				1%				22%



												Other				0%								0								0								0								0																Other								0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%



												TOTAL				100%								1,350				76				149				8				0				0				0				0												TOTAL				100.0%				15%				25%				5%				18%				5%				100%				5%				18%				5%				100%				5%				18%				5%				100%				5%				18%				5%				100%				5%				18%				5%				100%				5%				18%				5%				100%				5%				18%				5%				100%				5%				18%				5%				100%				5%				18%				5%				100%				5%				18%				5%				100%



				Superdistrict 3				5.0%				Auto				7%				2.39				101				42				11				5				0				0				0				0												Auto				38.8%				11%				1%				0%				3%				0%				6%				0%				3%				0%				7%				0%				4%				0%				7%				0%				4%				0%				7%				0%				4%				0%				7%				0%				4%				0%				7%				0%				4%				0%				7%				0%				4%				0%				7%				0%				4%				0%				7%				0%				4%				0%				7%



												Transit				5%								66								7								0								0																Transit				36.8%				17%				1%				0%				5%				0%				4%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%



												Taxi/Shuttle				73%				25.00				989				40				109				4				0				0				0				0												Taxi/Shuttle				7.0%				25%				12%				3%				8%				4%				72%				4%				7%				4%				73%				4%				7%				4%				73%				4%				7%				4%				73%				4%				7%				4%				73%				4%				7%				4%				73%				4%				7%				4%				73%				4%				7%				4%				73%				4%				7%				4%				73%				4%				7%				4%				73%



												Walk				14%								194								21								0								0																Walk				17.4%				26%				8%				2%				4%				1%				19%				1%				3%				1%				16%				1%				2%				1%				15%				1%				2%				1%				15%				1%				2%				1%				14%				1%				2%				1%				14%				1%				2%				1%				14%				1%				2%				1%				14%				1%				2%				1%				14%				1%				2%				1%				14%



												Other				0%								0								0								0								0																Other								0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%



												TOTAL				100%								1,350				82				149				9				0				0				0				0												TOTAL				100.0%				15%				22%				5%				20%				6%				100%				5%				18%				5%				100%				5%				18%				5%				100%				5%				18%				5%				100%				5%				18%				5%				100%				5%				18%				5%				100%				5%				18%				5%				100%				5%				18%				5%				100%				5%				18%				5%				100%				5%				18%				5%				100%



				Superdistrict 4				5.0%				Auto				8%				1.93				109				57				12				6				0				0				0				0												Auto				42.5%				12%				1%				0%				3%				0%				6%				0%				4%				0%				7%				0%				4%				0%				8%				0%				4%				0%				8%				0%				4%				0%				8%				0%				4%				0%				8%				0%				4%				0%				8%				0%				4%				0%				8%				0%				4%				0%				8%				0%				4%				0%				8%



												Transit				4%								58								6								0								0																Transit				32.7%				15%				1%				0%				4%				0%				3%				0%				4%				0%				4%				0%				4%				0%				4%				0%				4%				0%				4%				0%				4%				0%				4%				0%				4%				0%				4%				0%				4%				0%				4%				0%				4%				0%				4%				0%				4%				0%				4%				0%				4%				0%				4%



												Taxi/Shuttle				73%				25.00				989				40				109				4				0				0				0				0												Taxi/Shuttle				7.1%				25%				13%				3%				8%				4%				72%				4%				7%				4%				73%				4%				7%				4%				73%				4%				7%				4%				73%				4%				7%				4%				73%				4%				7%				4%				73%				4%				7%				4%				73%				4%				7%				4%				73%				4%				7%				4%				73%				4%				7%				4%				73%



												Walk				14%								194								21								0								0																Walk				17.7%				26%				8%				2%				4%				1%				19%				1%				3%				1%				16%				1%				3%				1%				15%				1%				2%				1%				15%				1%				2%				1%				14%				1%				2%				1%				14%				1%				2%				1%				14%				1%				2%				1%				14%				1%				2%				1%				14%				1%				2%				1%				14%



												Other				0%								0								0								0								0																Other								0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%



												TOTAL				100%								1,350				96				149				11				0				0				0				0												TOTAL				100.0%				15%				22%				5%				19%				6%				100%				5%				18%				5%				100%				5%				18%				5%				100%				5%				18%				5%				100%				5%				18%				5%				100%				5%				18%				5%				100%				5%				18%				5%				100%				5%				18%				5%				100%				5%				18%				5%				100%				5%				18%				5%				100%



				East Bay				7.5%				Auto				23%				2.43				465				192				51				21				0				0				0				0												Auto				47.4%				9%				1%				2%				19%				2%				20%				1%				18%				2%				21%				2%				17%				2%				22%				2%				17%				2%				23%				2%				17%				2%				23%				2%				17%				2%				23%				2%				17%				2%				23%				2%				17%				2%				23%				2%				17%				2%				23%				2%				17%				2%				23%



												Transit				16%								328								36								0								0																Transit				48.300%				15%				1%				1%				29%				1%				15%				1%				26%				1%				16%				1%				25%				1%				16%				1%				25%				1%				16%				1%				24%				1%				16%				1%				24%				1%				16%				1%				24%				1%				16%				1%				24%				1%				16%				1%				24%				1%				16%				1%				24%				1%				16%



												Taxi/Shuttle				53%				25.00				1,065				43				117				5				0				0				0				0												Taxi/Shuttle				2.0%				5%				2%				4%				12%				6%				59%				4%				9%				5%				56%				4%				8%				4%				54%				4%				8%				4%				53%				4%				8%				4%				53%				4%				8%				4%				53%				4%				8%				4%				53%				4%				8%				4%				53%				4%				8%				4%				53%				4%				8%				4%				53%



												Walk				0%								0								0								0								0																Walk								0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%



												Other				8%								166								18								0								0																Other				2.3%				10%				0%				1%				13%				1%				7%				0%				12%				1%				7%				1%				12%				1%				8%				1%				12%				1%				8%				1%				12%				1%				8%				1%				12%				1%				8%				1%				12%				1%				8%				1%				12%				1%				8%				1%				12%				1%				8%				1%				12%				1%				8%



												TOTAL				100%								2,025				234				223				26				0				0				0				0												TOTAL				100.0%				10%				4%				8%				73%				10%				100%				8%				65%				8%				100%				8%				63%				8%				100%				8%				62%				8%				100%				8%				62%				8%				100%				8%				62%				8%				100%				8%				62%				8%				100%				8%				62%				8%				100%				8%				62%				8%				100%				8%				62%				8%				100%



				North Bay				2.5%				Auto				32%				1.91				217				113				24				12				0				0				0				0												Auto				71.1%				41%				4%				1%				9%				1%				28%				1%				8%				1%				30%				1%				8%				1%				31%				1%				8%				1%				32%				1%				8%				1%				32%				1%				8%				1%				32%				1%				8%				1%				32%				1%				8%				1%				32%				1%				8%				1%				32%				1%				8%				1%				32%



												Transit				7%								49								5								0								0																Transit				23.400%				22%				1%				0%				4%				0%				7%				0%				4%				0%				7%				0%				4%				0%				7%				0%				4%				0%				7%				0%				4%				0%				7%				0%				4%				0%				7%				0%				4%				0%				7%				0%				4%				0%				7%				0%				4%				0%				7%				0%				4%				0%				7%



												Taxi/Shuttle				49%				25.00				330				13				36				1				0				0				0				0												Taxi/Shuttle				2.0%				14%				7%				1%				4%				2%				56%				1%				3%				1%				52%				1%				3%				1%				50%				1%				3%				1%				50%				1%				2%				1%				49%				1%				2%				1%				49%				1%				2%				1%				49%				1%				2%				1%				49%				1%				2%				1%				49%				1%				2%				1%				49%



												Walk				0%								0								0								0								0																Walk								0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%



												Other				12%								78								9								0								0																Other				3.5%				44%				2%				0%				6%				0%				9%				0%				6%				0%				10%				0%				6%				0%				11%				0%				6%				0%				11%				0%				6%				0%				12%				0%				6%				0%				12%				0%				6%				0%				12%				0%				6%				0%				12%				0%				6%				0%				12%				0%				6%				0%				12%



												TOTAL				100%								675				127				74				14				0				0				0				0												TOTAL				100.0%				30%				14%				3%				23%				3%				100%				3%				21%				3%				100%				3%				20%				3%				100%				3%				20%				3%				100%				3%				20%				3%				100%				3%				20%				3%				100%				3%				20%				3%				100%				3%				20%				3%				100%				3%				20%				3%				100%				3%				20%				3%				100%



				South Bay				10.0%				Auto				28%				2.46				763				310				84				34				0				0				0				0												Auto				59.5%				9%				1%				2%				32%				3%				24%				2%				29%				3%				26%				3%				29%				3%				28%				3%				28%				3%				28%				3%				28%				3%				28%				3%				28%				3%				28%				3%				28%				3%				28%				3%				28%				3%				28%				3%				28%				3%				28%				3%				28%				3%				28%



												Transit				12%								321								35								0								0																Transit				36.100%				8%				0%				1%				29%				1%				11%				1%				26%				1%				12%				1%				24%				1%				12%				1%				24%				1%				12%				1%				24%				1%				12%				1%				24%				1%				12%				1%				24%				1%				12%				1%				24%				1%				12%				1%				24%				1%				12%				1%				24%				1%				12%



												Taxi/Shuttle				51%				25.00				1,390				56				153				6				0				0				0				0												Taxi/Shuttle				2.0%				4%				2%				5%				15%				8%				58%				6%				12%				6%				55%				5%				11%				5%				53%				5%				11%				5%				52%				5%				10%				5%				52%				5%				10%				5%				52%				5%				10%				5%				52%				5%				10%				5%				52%				5%				10%				5%				51%				5%				10%				5%				51%



												Walk				0%								0								0								0								0																Walk								0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%



												Other				8%								226								25								0								0																Other				2.4%				8%				0%				1%				18%				1%				7%				1%				16%				1%				7%				1%				16%				1%				8%				1%				17%				1%				8%				1%				17%				1%				8%				1%				17%				1%				8%				1%				17%				1%				8%				1%				17%				1%				8%				1%				17%				1%				8%				1%				17%				1%				8%



												TOTAL				100%								2,700				366				297				40				0				0				0				0												TOTAL				100.0%				7%				3%				10%				93%				13%				100%				10%				83%				11%				100%				10%				80%				10%				100%				10%				80%				10%				100%				10%				79%				10%				100%				10%				79%				10%				100%				10%				79%				10%				100%				10%				79%				10%				100%				10%				79%				10%				100%				10%				79%				10%				100%



				Out of Region				10.0%				Auto				23%				3.17				618				195				68				21				0				0				0				0												Auto				63.6%				9%				1%				2%				24%				2%				21%				2%				25%				2%				22%				2%				24%				2%				23%				2%				23%				2%				23%				2%				23%				2%				23%				2%				23%				2%				23%				2%				23%				2%				23%				2%				23%				2%				23%				2%				23%				2%				23%				2%				23%				2%				23%



												Transit				6%								149								16								0								0																Transit				22.100%				5%				0%				1%				12%				1%				5%				1%				13%				1%				6%				1%				12%				1%				6%				1%				11%				1%				6%				1%				11%				1%				6%				1%				11%				1%				6%				1%				11%				1%				6%				1%				11%				1%				6%				1%				11%				1%				6%				1%				11%				1%				6%



												Taxi/Shuttle				39%				25.00				1,054				42				116				5				0				0				0				0												Taxi/Shuttle				2.0%				4%				2%				4%				11%				5%				46%				5%				10%				5%				43%				4%				9%				4%				41%				4%				8%				4%				40%				4%				8%				4%				39%				4%				8%				4%				39%				4%				8%				4%				39%				4%				8%				4%				39%				4%				8%				4%				39%				4%				8%				4%				39%



												Walk				0%								0								0								0								0																Walk								0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%



												Other				33%								879								97								0								0																Other				12.3%				39%				2%				4%				63%				3%				27%				3%				66%				3%				29%				3%				66%				3%				31%				3%				65%				3%				32%				3%				65%				3%				32%				3%				65%				3%				32%				3%				65%				3%				33%				3%				65%				3%				33%				3%				65%				3%				33%				3%				65%				3%				33%



												TOTAL				100%								2,700				237				297				26				0				0				0				0												TOTAL				100.0%				7%				5%				10%				110%				12%				100%				10%				113%				11%				100%				10%				110%				11%				100%				10%				108%				10%				100%				10%				107%				10%				100%				10%				107%				10%				100%				10%				107%				10%				100%				10%				107%				10%				100%				10%				107%				10%				100%				10%				107%				10%				100%



				TOTAL				100.0%				Auto				10%				2.46				2,700				1,099				297				121				0				0				0				0												Auto				30.4%				100%				10%				8%				100%				10%				8%				8%				100%				10%				9%				9%				100%				10%				10%				10%				100%				10%				10%				10%				100%				10%				10%				10%				100%				10%				10%				10%				100%				10%				10%				10%				100%				10%				10%				10%				100%				10%				10%				10%				100%				10%				10%



												Transit				5%								1,350								148								0								0																Transit				24.7%				100%				5%				4%				100%				5%				4%				4%				100%				5%				5%				5%				100%				5%				5%				5%				100%				5%				5%				5%				100%				5%				5%				5%				100%				5%				5%				5%				100%				5%				5%				5%				100%				5%				5%				5%				100%				5%				5%				5%				100%				5%				5%



												Taxi/Shuttle				50%				25.00				13,500				540				1,485				59				0				0				0				0												Taxi/Shuttle				4.2%				100%				50%				34%				100%				50%				48%				48%				100%				50%				50%				50%				100%				50%				50%				50%				100%				50%				50%				50%				100%				50%				50%				50%				100%				50%				50%				50%				100%				50%				50%				50%				100%				50%				50%				50%				100%				50%				50%				50%				100%				50%				50%



												Walk				30%								8,100								891								0								0																Walk				39.0%				100%				30%				48%				100%				30%				35%				35%				100%				30%				32%				32%				100%				30%				31%				31%				100%				30%				30%				30%				100%				30%				30%				30%				100%				30%				30%				30%				100%				30%				30%				30%				100%				30%				30%				30%				100%				30%				30%				30%				100%				30%				30%



												Other				5%								1,350								148								0								0																Other				1.7%				100%				5%				6%				100%				5%				4%				4%				100%				5%				4%				4%				100%				5%				5%				5%				100%				5%				5%				5%				100%				5%				5%				5%				100%				5%				5%				5%				100%				5%				5%				5%				100%				5%				5%				5%				100%				5%				5%				5%				100%				5%				5%



												TOTAL				100%								27,000				1,639				2,970				180				0				0				0				0												TOTAL				100.0%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%







				[a]  No linked-trip factor assumed for arena



				[b]  Calculated by the model by dividing the total number of person-trips by the expected event attendance.



				[c]  Calculated by the model



				[d]  Assumes that half of the convention attendees will leave the project site for lunch, shopping, other meetings, etc.



				[e]  Based on Moscone Center survey data



				 [f]  Based on Moscone Center data, adjusted for SD1



				[g]  SF Guidelines, Appendix E - Table E-11 Visitor Trips to SD1 (All Other) for auto trips; shuttle buses/taxis assumed to carry 25 people per vehicle on average
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Arena No Event work



				Event Center and Mixed Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330



				PROJECT TRIP GENERATION



				LAND USE: ARENA - NO EVENT (WORK TRIPS)











				Proposed Size:				100				employees																								Weekday								Weekday								Saturday



																								PEAK HOUR PERIOD:												4-6 PM Peak Hour								9-11 PM Peak Hour								7-9 PM Peak Hour



				DAILY:																				Total peak hour person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):												21								0								0



				Linked Trip Factor [a]:												0%								Total peak hour person-trips (w/ linked trip factor):												21								0								0



				Work Person-trip Generation Rate [b]:												2.50				trips/employee				% Work trips arrive/depart during peak hour:												8.5% [c]								0%								0%



				Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor):												250				person-trips				Peak hour Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor):												21								0								0



																																Weekday																Saturday



				Origins				Distribution				Mode				Percent				Avg. Vehicle				All Day								4-6 PM Peak Hour								9-11 PM Peak Hour								7-9 PM Peak Hour



								[d]								[d]				Occupancy				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-



																				[d]				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips



				Superdistrict 1				12.8%				Auto				13.8%				1.28				4				3				0				0				0				0				0				0												12.8%



												Transit				36.0%								12								1								0								0																14.4%



												Walk				47.5%								15								1								0								0																17.0%



												Other				2.7%								1								0								0								0																11.2%



												TOTAL				100.0%								32				3				3				0				0				0				0				0												22.4%



				Superdistrict 2				14.4%				Auto				31.6%				1.23				11				9				1				1				0				0				0				0												6.1%



												Transit				65.8%								24								2								0								0																14.3%



												Walk				1.3%								0								0								0								0																1.8%



												Other				1.3%								0								0								0								0																100.0%



												TOTAL				100.0%								36				9				3				1				0				0				0				0



				Superdistrict 3				17.0%				Auto				39.5%				1.29				17				13				1				1				0				0				0				0



												Transit				54.4%								23								2								0								0



												Walk				3.8%								2								0								0								0



												Other				2.3%								1								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								43				13				4				1				0				0				0				0



				Superdistrict 4				11.2%				Auto				41.7%				1.53				12				8				1				1				0				0				0				0



												Transit				54.5%								15								1								0								0



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0



												Other				3.8%								1								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								28				8				2				1				0				0				0				0



				East Bay				22.4%				Auto				39.4%				3.33				22				7				2				1				0				0				0				0



												Transit				57.0%								32								3								0								0



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0



												Other				3.6%								2								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								56				7				5				1				0				0				0				0



				North Bay				6.1%				Auto				52.8%				1.70				8				5				1				0				0				0				0				0



												Transit				45.3%								7								1								0								0



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0



												Other				1.9%								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								15				5				1				0				0				0				0				0



				South Bay				14.3%				Auto				58.0%				1.23				21				17				2				1				0				0				0				0



												Transit				40.7%								15								1								0								0



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0



												Other				1.3%								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								36				17				3				1				0				0				0				0



				Out of Region				1.8%				Auto				47.8%				1.50				2				1				0				0				0				0				0				0



												Transit				50.0%								2								0								0								0



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0



												Other				2.2%								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								5				1				0				0				0				0				0				0



				TOTAL				100.0%				Auto				38.9%				1.54				97				63				8				5				0				0				0				0



												Transit				51.7%								129								11								0								0



												Walk				6.9%								17								1								0								0



												Other				2.5%								6								1								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								250				63				21				5				0				0				0				0







				[a]  No linked-trip factor assumed for arena



				[b] Assumes that 25% of the employees will make four trips to/from the project site (e.g., for lunch, errands, etc.).



				[c]  SF Guidelines, Appendix C - Table C-1 (General Office)



				[d]  SF Guidelines, Appendix E - Table E-3 Work Trips to SD1 (All)
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Weekday-Saturday Trip Gen Rates



				Event Center and Mixed Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330																																																																								Pushkarev and Zupan, Urban Space for Pedestrians



				PROJECT TRIP GENERATION																																																																								percent of weekday 24-hour in and out trips during each hour



				CALCULATION OF TRIP GENERATION RATES FOR WEEKDAY & SATURDAY CONDITIONS



																																																																												Weekday								Residential				Office (flat peak)												Office (sharp peak)												Retail				Restaur.				Residential



																																																																												Time Period								Two-way				In				Out				Two-way				In				Out				Two-way				Two-way				Two-way				Two-way



				ITE RESIDENTIAL LAND USE 230 (Condominium/Townhouse)																																																																								12:00 AM				1:00 AM				1.7



								Vehicle-trips per unit								Weekday-to-																																												PM to Late PM																1:00 AM				2:00 AM				0.7



								Weekday				Saturday				Sat. factor																																												Adjustment Factor																2:00 AM				3:00 AM				0.4



				Daily				5.81				5.67				0.98																LAND USE				4 PM				5 PM				7 PM				8 PM				9 PM				10 PM				Calc. 1				Calc. 2												3:00 AM				4:00 AM				0.2



				PM Peak Hour				0.52				0.47				0.90																Retail				6.7%				9.6%				3.0%				3.9%				0.0%				0.0%				0.42				0.00												4:00 AM				5:00 AM				0.2



				PM % of Daily				9.0%				8.3%				0.93																Restaurant				5.0%				7.7%				11.0%				11.8%				0.0%				0.0%				1.80				0.00												5:00 AM				6:00 AM				0.3



																																Residential (24 h)				7.2%				10.7%				8.3%				3.8%				2.9%				3.3%				0.68				0.35												6:00 AM				7:00 AM				0.6



				ITE HOTEL LAND USE 310 (Hotel)																												Residential				9.3%				13.7%				5.6%				5.3%				0.0%				0.0%				0.47				0.00												7:00 AM				8:00 AM				3.9				4.0				0.6				2.3				1.9				0.2				1.1				0.0				0.0				3.0



								Vehicle-trips per room								Weekday-to-																Office (flat peak)				15.5%				8.7%				0.4%				1.5%				0.0%				0.0%				0.08				0.00												8:00 AM				9:00 AM				9.1				26.0				2.4				14.2				22.7				0.9				11.8				0.0				0.0				11.6



								Weekday				Saturday				Sat. factor																Office (sharp peak)				8.5%				13.7%				0.5%				1.3%				0.0%				0.0%				0.08				0.00												9:00 AM				10:00 AM				6.6				11.1				3.6				7.4				20.7				2.3				11.5				1.0				0.0				8.4



				Daily				8.17				8.19				1.00																																																												10:00 AM				11:00 AM				5				5.9				4.1				5.0				4.4				3.3				3.8				4.1				2.6				6.4



				PM Peak Hour				0.60				0.72				1.20																Source: Pushkarev and Zupan, Urban Space for Pedestrians																																												11:00 AM				12:00 PM				4.4				5.4				8.1				6.7				3.5				9.6				6.5				7.2				5.4				5.7



				PM % of Daily				7.3%				8.8%				1.20																																																												12:00 PM				1:00 PM				4.7				12.8				17.1				15.0				8.1				20.7				14.5				21.6				17.2				6.0



																																																																												1:00 PM				2:00 PM				4.6				10.8				8.0				9.4				21.0				8.5				14.7				21.4				18.6				5.9



				ITE OFFICE LAND USE 710 (General Office Building)																																																								PM to Late PM																2:00 PM				3:00 PM				4.2				8.5				5.5				7.0				9.6				4.7				7.2				10.7				9.4				5.4



								Vehicle-trips per 1000 gsf								Weekday-to-																				WEEKDAY																								Adjustment Factor																3:00 PM				4:00 PM				5.4				4.3				6.5				5.4				3.4				3.7				3.5				6.8				3.6				7.0



								Weekday				Saturday				Sat. factor																LAND USE				4 PM				5 PM				Diff.				9 PM				10 PM				Diff.				Calc.				Selected												4:00 PM				5:00 PM				7.2				5.4				25.7				15.5				2.3				14.6				8.5				6.7				5.0				9.3



				Daily				11.03				2.46				0.22																Shopping Center				90%				95%				5%				50%				30%				20%				4.00				0.00				closed								5:00 PM				6:00 PM				10.7				3.7				13.6				8.7				1.3				26.2				13.7				9.6				7.7				13.7



				PM Peak Hour				1.49				0.43				0.29																Fine/Casual Dining				50%				75%				25%				100%				95%				5%				0.20				0.90				calculated from Zupan								6:00 PM				7:00 PM				9.4				2.0				4.0				3.0				0.9				4.5				2.7				6.9				11.3				12.0



				PM % of Daily				13.5%				17.5%				1.29																Residential				75%				85%				10%				99%				95%				4%				0.40				0.40				similar to Zupan								7:00 PM				8:00 PM				8.3				0.1				0.8				0.4				0.2				0.8				0.5				3.0				11.0				5.6



																																Hotel-Leisure				75%				80%				5%				95%



José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
10 PM				100%



José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
11 PM				5%				1.00				1.00												8:00 PM				9:00 PM				3.8				1.0				1.9				1.5				0.5				2.2				1.3				3.9				11.8				5.3



				ITE RETAIL LAND USE 820 (Shopping Center)																												Office				90%				50%				40%				3%				1%				2%				0.05				0.05				similar to Zupan								9:00 PM				10:00 PM				2.9



								Vehicle-trips per 1000 gsf								Weekday-to-																																																												10:00 PM				11:00 PM				3.3



								Weekday				Saturday				Sat. factor																																												PM to Late PM																11:00 PM				12:00 AM				2.4



				Daily				42.70				49.97				1.17																				SATURDAY																								Adjustment Factor																TOTAL								100				101				101.9				101.5				100.5				102.2				101.3				102.8				103.6				105.3



				PM Peak Hour				3.71				4.82				1.30																LAND USE				4 PM				5 PM				Diff.				7 PM				8 PM				Diff.				Calc.				Selected



				PM % of Daily				8.7%				9.6%				1.11																Shopping Center				95%				90%				5%				75%				65%				10%				2.00				0.25				based on Zupan



																																Fine/Casual Dining				45%				60%				15%				95%				100%				5%				0.33				1.50				based on Zupan



				ITE RESTAURANT LAND USE 932 (High-Turnover Sit-Down)																												Residential				75%				85%				10%				90%



José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
6 PM				97%



José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
7 PM				7%				0.70				0.70				based on Zupan



								Vehicle-trips per 1000 gsf								Weekday-to-																Hotel-Leisure				75%				80%				5%				85%				90%				5%				1.00				1.00



								Weekday				Saturday				Sat. factor																Office				20%				10%				10%				0%				0%				0%				0.00				0.00				closed



				Daily				127.15				158.37				1.25



				PM Peak Hour				9.85				14.07				1.43																Source: The Urban Land Institute, Shared Parking, 2nd Edition, 2005



				PM % of Daily				7.7%				8.9%				1.15







				Source: Institute of Transportation Engineers, Trip Generation Report, 9th Edition, 2012















								WEEKDAY								SATURDAY																																																												7:30 AM				7:45 AM								1.0				0.2				0.6				0.7				0.1				0.4												1.4



								PM Peak Hour				Proposed				ITE Weekday-				Proposed				Proposed																																																				7:45 AM				8:00 AM								3.0				0.4				1.7				1.2				0.1				0.7												1.6



								SF Guidelines				Late PM Peak				to-Saturday				PM Peak Hour				Late PM Peak																																																				8:00 AM				8:15 AM								4.3				0.8				2.6				2.2				0.1				1.1												1.5



								Rates				Hour Rates				Trip Gen Factor				Rates				Hour Rates																																																				8:15 AM				8:30 AM								6.6				0.5				3.5				3.6				0.3				2.0												3.5



				Residential																																																																								8:30 AM				8:45 AM								6.8				0.5				3.7				6.6				0.3				3.4												3.2



				Linked Trip Factor for Work trips				0%																																																																				8:45 AM				9:00 AM								8.3				0.6				4.4				10.3				0.2				5.3												3.4



				Linked Trip Factor for Non-Work trips				0%																																																																				9:00 AM				9:15 AM								4.6				0.9				2.8				11.8				0.3				6.0				0.0				0.0				2.9



				Daily trips per unit																																																																								9:15 AM				9:30 AM								2.6				0.8				1.7				4.6				0.8				2.7				0.0				0.0				1.8



				- studios/1-bedroom units				7.5								0.98				7.3																																																								9:30 AM				9:45 AM								2.1				0.7				1.4				3.0				0.7				1.9				0.2				0.0				2.3



				- 2- or more bedrooms units				10.0								0.98				9.8																																																								9:45 AM				10:00 AM								1.8				1.2				1.5				1.3				0.5				0.9				0.8				0.0				1.4



				- Weighted combination for all units				8.6								0.98				8.4																																																								10:00 AM				10:15 AM								1.6				1.0				1.3				1.3				0.9				1.1				0.8				0.5				1.6



				PM peak hour as a % of daily				17.3%												16.0%																																																								10:15 AM				10:30 AM								1.5				1.0				1.2				1.0				0.8				0.9				0.9				0.6				1.7



				PM peak hour trips per unit																																																																								10:30 AM				10:45 AM								1.4				1.0				1.2				1.1				0.8				0.9				1.1				0.7				1.9



				- studios/1-bedroom units				1.30								0.90				1.17																																																								10:45 AM				11:00 AM								1.4				1.1				1.3				1.0				0.8				0.9				1.3				0.8				1.2



				- 2- or more bedrooms units				1.73								0.90				1.56																																																								11:00 AM				11:15 AM								1.4				1.2				1.3				0.8				1.1				0.9				1.5				0.9				1.3



				- Weighted combination for all units				1.49								0.90				1.35																																																								11:15 AM				11:30 AM								1.3				1.5				1.4				0.7				1.1				0.9				1.5				0.9				1.2



				Late PM peak hour as % of PM peak hour								40%												70%																																																				11:30 AM				11:45 AM								1.3				2.0				1.6				0.9				1.9				1.4				1.6				1.0				1.2



				Late PM peak hour as a % of daily								6.9%												11.2%																																																				11:45 AM				12:00 PM								1.4				3.4				2.4				1.1				5.5				3.3				2.6				2.6				2.0



				Late PM peak hour trips per unit																																																																								12:00 PM				12:15 PM								1.9				5.2				3.6				1.0				5.9				3.5				4.0				3.5				1.1



				- studios/1-bedroom units								0.52												0.82																																																				12:15 PM				12:30 PM								2.9				5.0				3.9				1.1				6.7				3.9				5.2				5.5				2.4



				- 2- or more bedrooms units								0.69												1.09																																																				12:30 PM				12:45 PM								4.0				4.1				4.1				2.0				4.7				3.4				6.2				4.3				0.9



				- Weighted combination for all units								0.60												0.94																																																				12:45 PM				1:00 PM								4.0				2.8				3.4				4.0				3.4				3.7				6.2				3.9				1.6



				Hotel																																																																								1:00 PM				1:15 PM								3.5				3.0				3.2				4.6				2.8				3.7				5.4				4.9				1.3



				Linked Trip Factor for Work trips				0%																																																																				1:15 PM				1:30 PM								2.8				1.9				2.4				4.6				2.1				3.3				6.0				5.9				2.4



				Linked Trip Factor for Non-Work trips				0%																																																																				1:30 PM				1:45 PM								2.4				1.7				2.0				5.6				1.9				3.8				5.1				4.3				1.3



				Daily trips per room				7.0								1.00				7.0																																																								1:45 PM				2:00 PM								2.1				1.4				1.8				6.2				1.7				3.9				4.9				3.5				0.9



				PM peak hour as a % of daily				10.0%												12.0%																																																								2:00 PM				2:15 PM								2.7				1.3				2.0				3.8				1.1				2.5				3.5				2.9				1.5



				PM peak hour trips per room				0.70								1.20				0.84																																																								2:15 PM				2:30 PM								2.2				1.3				1.7				2.1				1.1				1.6				2.6				3.2				1.0



				Late PM peak hour as % of PM peak hour								100%												100%																																																				2:30 PM				2:45 PM								2.0				1.4				1.7				2.3				1.3				1.8				2.6				2.1				1.6



				Late PM peak hour as a % of daily								10.0%												12.0%																																																				2:45 PM				3:00 PM								1.6				1.5				1.6				1.4				1.2				1.3				2.0				1.2				1.3



				Late PM peak hour trips per room								0.70												0.84																																																				3:00 PM				3:15 PM								1.2				1.7				1.4				1.1				0.6				0.8				2.2				1.0				2.0



				Office																																																																								3:15 PM				3:30 PM								1.2				2.0				1.6				0.8				0.7				0.8				1.5				1.0				1.5



				Linked Trip Factor for Work trips				0%																																																																				3:30 PM				3:45 PM								0.9				1.5				1.2				0.8				1.2				1.0				1.7				0.8				1.6



				Linked Trip Factor for Non-Work trips				0%																																																																				3:45 PM				4:00 PM								1.0				1.3				1.2				0.7				1.2				0.9				1.4				0.8				1.9



				Daily trips per 1000 gsf				18.1								0.22				4.0																																																								4:00 PM				4:15 PM								1.0				2.5				1.7				0.7				1.7				1.2				1.5				0.8				2.7



				PM peak hour as a % of daily				8.5%												11.0%																																																								4:15 PM				4:30 PM								1.1				8.2				4.7				0.5				1.8				1.2				1.7				0.9				1.9



				PM peak hour trips per 1000 gsf				1.54								0.29				0.44																																																								4:30 PM				4:45 PM								1.4				5.9				3.6				0.6				2.5				1.5				1.7				0.9				2.1



				Late PM peak hour as % of PM peak hour								5%												0%																																																				4:45 PM				5:00 PM								1.9				9.1				5.5				0.5				8.6				4.6				1.8				2.4				2.6



				Late PM peak hour as a % of daily								0.4%												0.0%																																																				5:00 PM				5:15 PM								1.2				6.3				3.8				0.2				14.6				7.4				2.5				2.4				2.9



				Late PM peak hour trips per 1000 gsf								0.08												0.00																																																				5:15 PM				5:30 PM								0.9				3.0				1.9				0.3				5.0				2.6				2.5				2.0				3.4



				Retail																																																																								5:30 PM				5:45 PM								0.9				2.5				1.7				0.5				4.8				2.7				2.2				1.7				3.5



				Linked Trip Factor for Work trips				0%																																																																				5:45 PM				6:00 PM								0.7				1.8				1.3				0.3				1.8				1.0				2.4				1.6				3.9



				Linked Trip Factor for Non-Work trips				90%																																																																				6:00 PM				6:15 PM								0.7				1.6				1.1				0.3				1.6				1.0				3.0				1.6				3.1



				Daily trips per 1000 gsf				150.0								1.17				175.5																																																								6:15 PM				6:30 PM								0.5				1.1				0.8				0.3				1.2				0.7				2.0				3.2				3.0



				PM peak hour as a % of daily				9.0%												10.0%																																																								6:30 PM				6:45 PM								0.5				0.8				0.7				0.2				1.0				0.6				1.0				3.3				2.3



				PM peak hour trips per 1000 gsf				13.5								1.30				17.5																																																								6:45 PM				7:00 PM								0.3				0.5				0.4				0.1				0.7				0.4				0.9				3.2				3.6



				Late PM peak hour as % of PM peak hour								0%												25%																																																				7:00 PM				7:15 PM								0.1				0.5				0.3				0.1				0.5				0.3				0.9				3.0				2.9



				Late PM peak hour as a % of daily								0.0%												2.5%																																																				7:15 PM				7:30 PM								0.0				0.3				0.1				0.1				0.3				0.2				0.9				2.8				2.7



				Late PM peak hour trips per 1000 gsf								0.0												4.4																																																				7:30 PM				7:45 PM																																0.6				2.4



				Restaurant/Café																																																																								7:45 PM				8:00 PM																																0.6				2.8



				Linked Trip Factor for Work trips				0%																																																																				8:00 PM				8:15 PM																																0.5				2.8



				Linked Trip Factor for Non-Work trips				90%																																																																				8:15 PM				8:30 PM																																0.4				2.5



				Daily trips per 1000 gsf				600.0								1.25				747.3																																																								8:30 PM				8:45 PM								0.5				1.1				0.8				0.3				1.2				0.7				2.0				3.2				3.0



				PM peak hour as a % of daily				13.5%												15.5%																																																								8:45 PM				9:00 PM								0.5				0.8				0.7				0.2				1.0				0.6				1.0				3.3				2.3



				PM peak hour trips per 1000 gsf				81.0								1.43				115.7																																																								9:00 PM				9:15 PM								0.3				0.5				0.4				0.1				0.7				0.4				0.9				3.2				3.6



				Late PM peak hour as % of PM peak hour								90%												150%																																																				9:15 PM				9:30 PM								0.1				0.5				0.3				0.1				0.5				0.3				0.9				3.0				2.9



				Late PM peak hour as a % of daily								12.2%												23.2%																																																				9:30 PM				9:45 PM								0.0				0.3				0.1				0.1				0.3				0.2				0.9				2.8				2.7



				Late PM peak hour trips per 1000 gsf								72.9												173.6																																																				9:45 PM				10:00 PM																																0.6				2.4



				Sit-down Restaurant																																																																								10:00 PM				10:15 PM																																0.6				2.8



				Linked Trip Factor for Work trips				0%																																																																				10:15 PM				10:30 PM																																0.5				2.8



				Linked Trip Factor for Non-Work trips				90%																																																																				10:30 PM				10:45 PM																																0.4				2.5



				Daily trips per 1000 gsf				200.0								1.25				249.1



				PM peak hour as a % of daily				13.5%												15.5%



				PM peak hour trips per 1000 gsf				27.0								1.43				38.6



				Late PM peak hour as % of PM peak hour								90%												150%



				Late PM peak hour as a % of daily								12.2%												23.2%



				Late PM peak hour trips per 1000 gsf								24.3												57.9
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Retail work



				Event Center and Mixed Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330



				PROJECT TRIP GENERATION



				LAND USE: RETAIL (WORK TRIPS)



				Proposed Size:				40,390				gsf







				DAILY:																																								Weekday																Saturday								Saturday



				Linked Trip Factor [a]:												0%								PEAK HOUR PERIOD:																				4-6 PM Peak Hr								9-11 PM Peak Hr								4-6 PM Peak Hr								7-9 PM Pk Hr



				Weekday person-trip Generation Rate [b]:												150.0				trips/1000 gsf				Peak hour trips as a % of daily trips:																				9.0% [b]								0.0% [d]								10.0% [c]								2.5% [e]



				Total Weekday Person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																6,059				Total peak hour person-trip rate (trips/1,000 gsf):																				13.5								0.0								17.5								4.4



				Weekday Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor) [g]:												4%				242				Total peak hour person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																				545								0								708								177



				Saturday person-trip Generation Rate [c]:												175.5				trips/1000 gsf				Total peak hour person-trips (w/ linked trip factor):																				74								0								96								24



				Total Saturday Person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																7,090				Percent of Work Trips during peak hour:																				4% [g]								4% [f]								4% [h]								4% [f]



				Saturday Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor) [h]:												4%				284				Peak hour Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor):																				22								0								28								7



																				Average				Weekday																								Saturday



				Origins				Distribution				Mode				Percent				Vehicle				All Day								4-6 PM Peak Hr								9-11 PM Peak Hr								All Day								4-6 PM Peak Hr								7-9 PM Peak Hr



								[i]								[i]				Occup.				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-



																				[i]				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips



				Superdistrict 1				12.8%				Auto				13.8%				1.28				4				3				0				0				0				0				5				4				1				0				0				0



												Transit				36.0%								11								1								0								13								1								0



												Walk				47.5%								15								1								0								17								2								0



												Other				2.7%								1								0								0								1								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								31				3				3				0				0				0				36				4				4				0				1				0



				Superdistrict 2				14.4%				Auto				31.6%				1.23				11				9				1				1				0				0				13				10				1				1				0				0



												Transit				65.8%								23								2								0								27								3								1



												Walk				1.3%								0								0								0								1								0								0



												Other				1.3%								0								0								0								1								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								35				9				3				1				0				0				41				10				4				1				1				0



				Superdistrict 3				17.0%				Auto				39.5%				1.29				16				13				1				1				0				0				19				15				2				1				0				0



												Transit				54.4%								22								2								0								26								3								1



												Walk				3.8%								2								0								0								2								0								0



												Other				2.3%								1								0								0								1								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								41				13				4				1				0				0				48				15				5				1				1				0



				Superdistrict 4				11.2%				Auto				41.7%				1.53				11				7				1				1				0				0				13				9				1				1				0				0



												Transit				54.5%								15								1								0								17								2								0



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				3.8%								1								0								0								1								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								27				7				2				1				0				0				32				9				3				1				1				0



				East Bay				22.4%				Auto				39.4%				3.33				21				6				2				1				0				0				25				8				3				1				1				0



												Transit				57.0%								31								3								0								36								4								1



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				3.6%								2								0								0								2								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								54				6				5				1				0				0				64				8				6				1				2				0



				North Bay				6.1%				Auto				52.8%				1.70				8				5				1				0				0				0				9				5				1				1				0				0



												Transit				45.3%								7								1								0								8								1								0



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				1.9%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								15				5				1				0				0				0				17				5				2				1				0				0



				South Bay				14.3%				Auto				58.0%				1.23				20				16				2				1				0				0				24				19				2				2				1				0



												Transit				40.7%								14								1								0								17								2								0



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				1.3%								0								0								0								1								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								35				16				3				1				0				0				41				19				4				2				1				0



				Out of Region				1.8%				Auto				47.8%				1.50				2				1				0				0				0				0				2				2				0				0				0				0



												Transit				50.0%								2								0								0								3								0								0



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				2.2%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								4				1				0				0				0				0				5				2				1				0				0				0



				TOTAL				100.0%				Auto				38.9%				1.54				94				61				8				5				0				0				110				71				11				7				3				2



												Transit				51.7%								125								11								0								147								15								4



												Walk				6.9%								17								2								0								20								2								0



												Other				2.5%								6								1								0								7								1								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								242				61				22				5				0				0				284				71				28				7				7				2







				[a]  No linked-trip factor assumed for work trips



				[b]  SF Guidelines, Appendix C - Table C-1 (General Retail)



				[c]  The Saturday daily and p.m. peak hour trip generation rates are based on the weekday to Saturday ratio for Shopping Center [LU 820] from ITE Trip Generation, 9th Edition (2012)



				[d]  The weekday late p.m. percentage is based on Pushkarev and Zupan, Urban Space for Pedestrians (1978)



				[e]  The weekday late p.m. percentage is based on a combination of the weekday p.m. peak hour-to-late p.m. and weekday-to-Saturday ratios



				[f]  The weekday and Saturday late p.m. peak hour percentages of work/non-work trips are assumed to be the same as the weekday p.m. peak hour percentages shown in Table C-2 of the SF Guidelines



				[g]  SF Guidelines, Appendix C - Table C-2 (Retail)



				[h]  The Saturday daily and p.m. peak hour percentages of work/non-work trips are assumed to be the same as the weekday p.m. peak hour percentages shown in Table C-2 of the SF Guidelines



				 [i]  SF Guidelines, Appendix E - Table E-3 Work Trips to SD1 (All)
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Retail non work



				Event Center and Mixed Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330



				PROJECT TRIP GENERATION



				LAND USE: RETAIL (NON-WORK TRIPS WITH EVENT)



				Proposed Size:				40,390				gsf







				DAILY:																																								Weekday																Saturday								Saturday



				Linked Trip Factor [a]:												90%								PEAK HOUR PERIOD:																				4-6 PM Peak Hr								9-11 PM Peak Hr								4-6 PM Peak Hr								7-9 PM Pk Hr



				Weekday person-trip Generation Rate [b]:												150.0				trips/1000 gsf				Peak hour trips as a % of daily trips:																				9.0% [b]								0.0% [e]								10.0% [c]								2.5% [e]



				Total Weekday Person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																6,059				Total peak hour person-trip rate (trips/1,000 gsf):																				13.5								0.0								17.5								4.4



				Wday Non-Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor) [g]:												96%				582				Total peak hour person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																				545								0								708								177



				Saturday person-trip Generation Rate [c]:												175.5				trips/1000 gsf				Total peak hour person-trips (w/ linked trip factor):																				74								0								96								24



				Total Saturday Person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																7,090				Percent of Non-Work Trips during peak hour:																				96% [g]								96% [f]								96% [h]								96% [f]



				Sat. Non-Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor) [h]:												96%				681				Peak hour Non-Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor):																				52								0								68								17



																				Average				Weekday																								Saturday



				Origins				Distribution				Mode				Percent				Vehicle				All Day								4-6 PM Peak Hr								9-11 PM Peak Hr								All Day								4-6 PM Peak Hr								7-9 PM Peak Hr



								[i]								[i]				Occup.				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-



																				[i]				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips



				Superdistrict 1				19.0%				Auto				18.1%				1.62				20				12				2				1				0				0				23				14				2				1				1				0



												Transit				14.7%								16								1								0								19								2								0



												Walk				63.0%								70								6								0								81								8								2



												Other				4.2%								5								0								0								5								1								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								111				12				10				1				0				0				129				14				13				1				3				0



				Superdistrict 2				7.0%				Auto				27.9%				1.66				11				7				1				1				0				0				13				8				1				1				0				0



												Transit				32.6%								13								1								0								16								2								0



												Walk				34.1%								14								1								0								16								2								0



												Other				5.4%								2								0								0								3								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								41				7				4				1				0				0				48				8				5				1				1				0



				Superdistrict 3				8.0%				Auto				31.2%				2.08				15				7				1				1				0				0				17				8				2				1				0				0



												Transit				21.7%								10								1								0								12								1								0



												Walk				41.3%								19								2								0								22								2								1



												Other				5.8%								3								0								0								3								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								47				7				4				1				0				0				54				8				5				1				1				0



				Superdistrict 4				3.0%				Auto				34.0%				1.51				6				4				1				0				0				0				7				5				1				0				0				0



												Transit				34.0%								6								1								0								7								1								0



												Walk				28.0%								5								0								0								6								1								0



												Other				4.0%								1								0								0								1								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								17				4				2				0				0				0				20				5				2				0				1				0



				East Bay				11.0%				Auto				38.1%				2.35				24				10				2				1				0				0				29				12				3				1				1				0



												Transit				23.2%								15								1								0								17								2								0



												Walk				36.6%								23								2								0								27								3								1



												Other				2.1%								1								0								0								2								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								64				10				6				1				0				0				75				12				7				1				2				0



				North Bay				5.0%				Auto				46.1%				2.27				13				6				1				1				0				0				16				7				2				1				0				0



												Transit				17.6%								5								0								0								6								1								0



												Walk				34.1%								10								1								0								12								1								0



												Other				2.2%								1								0								0								1								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								29				6				3				1				0				0				34				7				3				1				1				0



				South Bay				8.0%				Auto				73.8%				2.84				34				12				3				1				0				0				40				14				4				1				1				0



												Transit				14.1%								7								1								0								8								1								0



												Walk				10.1%								5								0								0								5								1								0



												Other				2.0%								1								0								0								1								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								47				12				4				1				0				0				54				14				5				1				1				0



				Out of Region				39.0%				Auto				37.0%				3.12				84				27				8				2				0				0				98				31				10				3				2				1



												Transit				8.4%								19								2								0								22								2								1



												Walk				28.3%								64								6								0								75								8								2



												Other				26.3%								60								5								0								70								7								2



												TOTAL				100.0%								227				27				20				2				0				0				265				31				27				3				7				1



				TOTAL				100.0%				Auto				35.7%				2.43				208				85				19				8				0				0				243				100				24				10				6				2



												Transit				15.7%								91								8								0								107								11								3



												Walk				36.1%								210								19								0								246								25								6



												Other				12.5%								73								7								0								85								9								2



												TOTAL				100.0%								582				85				52				8				0				0				681				100				68				10				17				2







				[a]  Assumes that 90 percent of the retail customers are already in the area, based on field surveys



				[b]  SF Guidelines, Appendix C - Table C-1 (General Retail)



				[c]  The Saturday daily and p.m. peak hour trip generation rates are based on the weekday to Saturday ratio for Shopping Center [LU 820] from ITE Trip Generation, 9th Edition (2012)



				[d]  The weekday late p.m. percentage is based on Pushkarev and Zupan, Urban Space for Pedestrians (1978)



				[e]  The weekday late p.m. percentage is based on a combination of the weekday p.m. peak hour-to-late p.m. and weekday-to-Saturday ratios



				[f]  The weekday and Saturday late p.m. peak hour percentages of work/non-work trips are assumed to be the same as the weekday p.m. peak hour percentages shown in Table C-2 of the SF Guidelines



				[g]  SF Guidelines, Appendix C - Table C-2 (Retail)



				[h]  The Saturday daily and p.m. peak hour percentages of work/non-work trips are assumed to be the same as the weekday p.m. peak hour percentages shown in Table C-2 of the SF Guidelines



				 [i]  SF Guidelines, Appendix E - Table E-10 Visitor Trips to SD1 (Retail)
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Retail No Event non work



				Event Center and Mixed Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330



				PROJECT TRIP GENERATION



				LAND USE: RETAIL (NON-WORK TRIPS WITHOUT EVENT)



				Proposed Size:				40,390				gsf







				DAILY:																																								Weekday																Saturday								Saturday



				Linked Trip Factor [a]:												50%								PEAK HOUR PERIOD:																				4-6 PM Peak Hr								9-11 PM Peak Hr								4-6 PM Peak Hr								7-9 PM Pk Hr



				Weekday person-trip Generation Rate [b]:												150.0				trips/1000 gsf				Peak hour trips as a % of daily trips:																				9.0% [b]								0.0% [e]								10.0% [c]								2.5% [e]



				Total Weekday Person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																6,059				Total peak hour person-trip rate (trips/1,000 gsf):																				13.5								0.0								17.5								4.4



				Wday Non-Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor) [g]:												96%				2,908				Total peak hour person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																				545								0								708								177



				Saturday person-trip Generation Rate [c]:												175.5				trips/1000 gsf				Total peak hour person-trips (w/ linked trip factor):																				284								0								368								92



				Total Saturday Person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																7,090				Percent of Non-Work Trips during peak hour:																				96% [g]								96% [f]								96% [h]								96% [f]



				Sat. Non-Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor) [h]:												96%				3,403				Peak hour Non-Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor):																				262								0								340								85



																				Average				Weekday																								Saturday



				Origins				Distribution				Mode				Percent				Vehicle				All Day								4-6 PM Peak Hr								9-11 PM Peak Hr								All Day								4-6 PM Peak Hr								7-9 PM Peak Hr



								[i]								[i]				Occup.				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-



																				[i]				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips



				Superdistrict 1				19.0%				Auto				18.1%				1.62				100				62				9				6				0				0				117				72				12				7				3				2



												Transit				14.7%								81								7								0								95								9								2



												Walk				63.0%								348								31								0								407								41								10



												Other				4.2%								23								2								0								27								3								1



												TOTAL				100.0%								553				62				50				6				0				0				647				72				65				7				16				2



				Superdistrict 2				7.0%				Auto				27.9%				1.66				57				34				5				3				0				0				66				40				7				4				2				1



												Transit				32.6%								66								6								0								78								8								2



												Walk				34.1%								69								6								0								81								8								2



												Other				5.4%								11								1								0								13								1								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								204				34				18				3				0				0				238				40				24				4				6				1



				Superdistrict 3				8.0%				Auto				31.2%				2.08				73				35				7				3				0				0				85				41				8				4				2				1



												Transit				21.7%								50								5								0								59								6								1



												Walk				41.3%								96								9								0								112								11								3



												Other				5.8%								13								1								0								16								2								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								233				35				21				3				0				0				272				41				27				4				7				1



				Superdistrict 4				3.0%				Auto				34.0%				1.51				30				20				3				2				0				0				35				23				3				2				1				1



												Transit				34.0%								30								3								0								35								3								1



												Walk				28.0%								24								2								0								29								3								1



												Other				4.0%								3								0								0								4								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								87				20				8				2				0				0				102				23				10				2				3				1



				East Bay				11.0%				Auto				38.1%				2.35				122				52				11				5				0				0				143				61				14				6				4				2



												Transit				23.2%								74								7								0								87								9								2



												Walk				36.6%								117								11								0								137								14								3



												Other				2.1%								7								1								0								8								1								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								320				52				29				5				0				0				374				61				37				6				9				2



				North Bay				5.0%				Auto				46.1%				2.27				67				30				6				3				0				0				78				35				8				3				2				1



												Transit				17.6%								26								2								0								30								3								1



												Walk				34.1%								50								4								0								58								6								1



												Other				2.2%								3								0								0								4								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								145				30				13				3				0				0				170				35				17				3				4				1



				South Bay				8.0%				Auto				73.8%				2.84				172				60				15				5				0				0				201				71				20				7				5				2



												Transit				14.1%								33								3								0								38								4								1



												Walk				10.1%								23								2								0								27								3								1



												Other				2.0%								5								0								0								5								1								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								233				60				21				5				0				0				272				71				27				7				7				2



				Out of Region				39.0%				Auto				37.0%				3.12				420				134				38				12				0				0				491				157				49				16				12				4



												Transit				8.4%								95								9								0								111								11								3



												Walk				28.3%								321								29								0								376								38								9



												Other				26.3%								298								27								0								349								35								9



												TOTAL				100.0%								1,134				134				102				12				0				0				1,327				157				133				16				33				4



				TOTAL				100.0%				Auto				35.7%				2.43				1,039				427				94				38				0				0				1,216				500				122				50				30				12



												Transit				15.7%								456								41								0								533								53								13



												Walk				36.1%								1,049								94								0								1,228								123								31



												Other				12.5%								364								33								0								426								43								11



												TOTAL				100.0%								2,908				427				262				38				0				0				3,403				500				340				50				85				12







				[a]  Assumes that 50 percent of the retail customers are already in the area when there is no event, based on field surveys



				[b]  SF Guidelines, Appendix C - Table C-1 (General Retail)



				[c]  The Saturday daily and p.m. peak hour trip generation rates are based on the weekday to Saturday ratio for Shopping Center [LU 820] from ITE Trip Generation, 9th Edition (2012)



				[d]  The weekday late p.m. percentage is based on Pushkarev and Zupan, Urban Space for Pedestrians (1978)



				[e]  The weekday late p.m. percentage is based on a combination of the weekday p.m. peak hour-to-late p.m. and weekday-to-Saturday ratios



				[f]  The weekday and Saturday late p.m. peak hour percentages of work/non-work trips are assumed to be the same as the weekday p.m. peak hour percentages shown in Table C-2 of the SF Guidelines



				[g]  SF Guidelines, Appendix C - Table C-2 (Retail)



				[h]  The Saturday daily and p.m. peak hour percentages of work/non-work trips are assumed to be the same as the weekday p.m. peak hour percentages shown in Table C-2 of the SF Guidelines



				 [i]  SF Guidelines, Appendix E - Table E-10 Visitor Trips to SD1 (Retail)
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QSR work



				Event Center and Mixed Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330



				PROJECT TRIP GENERATION



				LAND USE: QUICK SERVICE RESTAURANT (WORK TRIPS)



				Proposed Size:				36,000				gsf







				DAILY:																																								Weekday																Saturday								Saturday



				Linked Trip Factor [a]:												0%								PEAK HOUR PERIOD:																				4-6 PM Peak Hr								9-11 PM Peak Hr								4-6 PM Peak Hr								7-9 PM Pk Hr



				Weekday person-trip Generation Rate [b]:												600.0				trips/1000 gsf				Peak hour trips as a % of daily trips:																				13.5% [b]								12.2% [d]								15.5% [c]								23.2% [e]



				Total Weekday Person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																21,600				Total peak hour person-trip rate (trips/1,000 gsf):																				81.0								72.9								115.7								173.6



				Weekday Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor) [g]:												4%				864				Total peak hour person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																				2,916								2,624								4,165								6,248



				Saturday person-trip Generation Rate [c]:												747.3				trips/1000 gsf				Total peak hour person-trips (w/ linked trip factor):																				397								357								566								850



				Total Saturday Person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																26,904				Percent of Work Trips during peak hour:																				4% [g]								4% [f]								4% [h]								4% [f]



				Saturday Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor) [h]:												4%				1,076				Peak hour Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor):																				117								105								167								250



																				Average				Weekday																								Saturday



				Origins				Distribution				Mode				Percent				Vehicle				All Day								4-6 PM Peak Hr								9-11 PM Peak Hr								All Day								4-6 PM Peak Hr								7-9 PM Peak Hr



								[i]								[i]				Occup.				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-



																				[i]				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips



				Superdistrict 1				12.8%				Auto				13.8%				1.28				15				12				2				2				2				1				19				15				3				2				4				3



												Transit				36.0%								40								5								5								50								8								12



												Walk				47.5%								53								7								6								65								10								15



												Other				2.7%								3								0								0								4								1								1



												TOTAL				100.0%								111				12				15				2				13				1				138				15				21				2				32				3



				Superdistrict 2				14.4%				Auto				31.6%				1.23				39				32				5				4				5				4				49				40				8				6				11				9



												Transit				65.8%								82								11								10								102								16								24



												Walk				1.3%								2								0								0								2								0								0



												Other				1.3%								2								0								0								2								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								124				32				17				4				15				4				155				40				24				6				36				9



				Superdistrict 3				17.0%				Auto				39.5%				1.29				58				45				8				6				7				5				72				56				11				9				17				13



												Transit				54.4%								80								11								10								100								15								23



												Walk				3.8%								6								1								1								7								1								2



												Other				2.3%								3								0								0								4								1								1



												TOTAL				100.0%								147				45				20				6				18				5				183				56				28				9				42				13



				Superdistrict 4				11.2%				Auto				41.7%				1.53				40				26				5				4				5				3				50				33				8				5				12				8



												Transit				54.5%								53								7								6								66								10								15



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				3.8%								4								0								0								5								1								1



												TOTAL				100.0%								97				26				13				4				12				3				121				33				19				5				28				8



				East Bay				22.4%				Auto				39.4%				3.33				76				23				10				3				9				3				95				29				15				4				22				7



												Transit				57.0%								110								15								13								137								21								32



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				3.6%								7								1								1								9								1								2



												TOTAL				100.0%								194				23				26				3				24				3				241				29				37				4				56				7



				North Bay				6.1%				Auto				52.8%				1.70				28				16				4				2				3				2				35				20				5				3				8				5



												Transit				45.3%								24								3								3								30								5								7



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				1.9%								1								0								0								1								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								53				16				7				2				6				2				66				20				10				3				15				5



				South Bay				14.3%				Auto				58.0%				1.23				72				58				10				8				9				7				89				73				14				11				21				17



												Transit				40.7%								50								7								6								63								10								15



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				1.3%								2								0								0								2								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								124				58				17				8				15				7				154				73				24				11				36				17



				Out of Region				1.8%				Auto				47.8%				1.50				7				5				1				1				1				1				9				6				1				1				2				1



												Transit				50.0%								8								1								1								10								1								2



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				2.2%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								16				5				2				1				2				1				19				6				3				1				4				1



				TOTAL				100.0%				Auto				38.9%				1.54				336				218				45				29				41				26				419				271				65				42				97				63



												Transit				51.7%								447								60								54								556								86								129



												Walk				6.9%								60								8								7								74								12								17



												Other				2.5%								22								3								3								27								4								6



												TOTAL				100.0%								864				218				117				29				105				26				1,076				271				167				42				250				63







				[a]  No linked-trip factor assumed for work trips



				[b]  SF Guidelines, Appendix C - Table C-1 (Quality Sit-Down Restaurant Rate)



				[c]  The Saturday daily and p.m. peak hour trip generation rates are based on the weekday to Saturday ratio for Restaurant High Turn-Over [LU 932] from ITE Trip Generation, 9th Edition (2012)



				[d]  The weekday late p.m. percentage is based on Pushkarev and Zupan, Urban Space for Pedestrians (1978)



				[e]  The weekday late p.m. percentage is based on a combination of the weekday p.m. peak hour-to-late p.m. and weekday-to-Saturday ratios



				[f]  The weekday and Saturday late p.m. peak hour percentages of work/non-work trips are assumed to be the same as the weekday p.m. peak hour percentages shown in Table C-2 of the SF Guidelines



				[g]  SF Guidelines, Appendix C - Table C-2 (Retail)



				[h]  The Saturday daily and p.m. peak hour percentages of work/non-work trips are assumed to be the same as the weekday p.m. peak hour percentages shown in Table C-2 of the SF Guidelines



				 [i]  SF Guidelines, Appendix E - Table E-3 Work Trips to SD1 (All)
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QSR non work



				Event Center and Mixed Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330



				PROJECT TRIP GENERATION



				LAND USE: QUICK SERVICE RESTAURANT (NON-WORK TRIPS WITH EVENT AND WITHOUT EVENT)



				Proposed Size:				36,000				gsf







				DAILY:																																								Weekday																Saturday								Saturday



				Linked Trip Factor [a]:												90%								PEAK HOUR PERIOD:																				4-6 PM Peak Hr								9-11 PM Peak Hr								4-6 PM Peak Hr								7-9 PM Pk Hr



				Weekday person-trip Generation Rate [b]:												600.0				trips/1000 gsf				Peak hour trips as a % of daily trips:																				13.5% [b]								12.2% [d]								15.5% [c]								23.2% [e]



				Total Weekday Person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																21,600				Total peak hour person-trip rate (trips/1,000 gsf):																				81.0								72.9								115.7								173.6



				Wday Non-Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor) [g]:												96%				2,074				Total peak hour person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																				2,916								2,624								4,165								6,248



				Saturday person-trip Generation Rate [c]:												747.3				trips/1000 gsf				Total peak hour person-trips (w/ linked trip factor):																				397								357								566								850



				Total Saturday Person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																26,904				Percent of Non-Work Trips during peak hour:																				96% [g]								96% [f]								96% [h]								96% [f]



				Sat. Non-Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor) [h]:												96%				2,583				Peak hour Non-Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor):																				280								252								400								600



																				Average				Weekday																								Saturday



				Origins				Distribution				Mode				Percent				Vehicle				All Day								4-6 PM Peak Hr								9-11 PM Peak Hr								All Day								4-6 PM Peak Hr								7-9 PM Peak Hr



								[i]								[i]				Occup.				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-



																				[i]				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips



				Superdistrict 1				22.0%				Auto				12.9%				2.29				59				26				8				3				7				3				73				32				11				5				17				7



												Transit				17.1%								78								11								9								97								15								23



												Walk				65.3%								298								40								36								371								57								86



												Other				4.7%								21								3								3								27								4								6



												TOTAL				100.0%								456				26				62				3				55				3				568				32				88				5				132				7



				Superdistrict 2				14.0%				Auto				31.9%				2.07				93				45				13				6				11				5				115				56				18				9				27				13



												Transit				35.0%								102								14								12								127								20								29



												Walk				26.7%								78								10								9								97								15								22



												Other				6.4%								19								3								2								23								4								5



												TOTAL				100.0%								290				45				39				6				35				5				362				56				56				9				84				13



				Superdistrict 3				13.0%				Auto				38.8%				2.39				105				44				14				6				13				5				130				55				20				8				30				13



												Transit				36.8%								99								13								12								124								19								29



												Walk				17.4%								47								6								6								58								9								14



												Other				7.0%								19								3								2								24								4								5



												TOTAL				100.0%								270				44				36				6				33				5				336				55				52				8				78				13



				Superdistrict 4				7.0%				Auto				42.5%				1.93				62				32				8				4				7				4				77				40				12				6				18				9



												Transit				32.7%								47								6								6								59								9								14



												Walk				17.7%								26								3								3								32								5								7



												Other				7.1%								10								1								1								13								2								3



												TOTAL				100.0%								145				32				20				4				18				4				181				40				28				6				42				9



				East Bay				11.0%				Auto				47.4%				2.43				108				44				15				6				13				5				135				55				21				9				31				13												ERROR:#REF!



												Transit				24.9%								57								8								7								71								11								16																ERROR:#REF!



												Walk				25.4%								58								8								7								72								11								17																ERROR:#REF!



												Other				2.3%								5								1								1								7								1								2																ERROR:#REF!



												TOTAL				100.0%								228				44				31				6				28				5				284				55				44				9				66				13												ERROR:#REF!



				North Bay				5.0%				Auto				71.1%				1.91				74				39				10				5				9				5				92				48				14				7				21				11



												Transit				9.6%								10								1								1								12								2								3																ERROR:#REF!



												Walk				15.8%								16								2								2								20								3								5



												Other				3.5%								4								0								0								5								1								1



												TOTAL				100.0%								104				39				14				5				13				5				129				48				20				7				30				11



				South Bay				7.0%				Auto				59.5%				2.46				86				35				12				5				10				4				108				44				17				7				25				10



												Transit				24.6%								36								5								4								44								7								10



												Walk				13.5%								20								3								2								24								4								6



												Other				2.4%								3								0								0								4								1								1



												TOTAL				100.0%								145				35				20				5				18				4				181				44				28				7				42				10



				Out of Region				21.0%				Auto				35.9%				3.17				156				49				21				7				19				6				195				61				30				10				45				14



												Transit				24.1%								105								14								13								131								20								30



												Walk				27.7%								121								16								15								150								23								35



												Other				12.3%								54								7								7								67								10								15



												TOTAL				100.0%								435				49				59				7				53				6				542				61				84				10				126				14



				TOTAL				100.0%				Auto				35.8%				2.37				742				314				100				42				90				38				925				391				143				60				215				91



												Transit				25.7%								534								72								65								665								103								154



												Walk				32.0%								663								89								80								825								128								192



												Other				6.5%								135								18								16								168								26								39



												TOTAL				100.0%								2,074				314				280				42				252				38				2,583				391				400				60				600				91







				[a]  Assumes that 90 percent of the quicks ervice restaurant customers are already in the area, based on field surveys



				[b]  SF Guidelines, Appendix C - Table C-1 (Quality Sit-Down Restaurant Rate)



				[c]  The Saturday daily and p.m. peak hour trip generation rates are based on the weekday to Saturday ratio for Restaurant High Turn-Over [LU 932] from ITE Trip Generation, 9th Edition (2012)



				[d]  The weekday late p.m. percentage is based on Pushkarev and Zupan, Urban Space for Pedestrians (1978)



				[e]  The weekday late p.m. percentage is based on a combination of the weekday p.m. peak hour-to-late p.m. and weekday-to-Saturday ratios



				[f]  The weekday and Saturday late p.m. peak hour percentages of work/non-work trips are assumed to be the same as the weekday p.m. peak hour percentages shown in Table C-2 of the SF Guidelines



				[g]  SF Guidelines, Appendix C - Table C-2 (Retail)



				[h]  The Saturday daily and p.m. peak hour percentages of work/non-work trips are assumed to be the same as the weekday p.m. peak hour percentages shown in Table C-2 of the SF Guidelines



				 [i]  SF Guidelines, Appendix E - Table E-11 Visitor Trips to SD1 (All Other)
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Restaurant work



				Event Center and Mixed Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330



				PROJECT TRIP GENERATION



				LAND USE: SIT-DOWN RESTAURANT (WORK TRIPS)



				Proposed Size:				43,464				gsf







				DAILY:																																								Weekday																Saturday								Saturday



				Linked Trip Factor [a]:												0%								PEAK HOUR PERIOD:																				4-6 PM Peak Hr								9-11 PM Peak Hr								4-6 PM Peak Hr								7-9 PM Pk Hr



				Weekday person-trip Generation Rate [b]:												200.0				trips/1000 gsf				Peak hour trips as a % of daily trips:																				13.5% [b]								12.2% [d]								15.5% [c]								23.2% [e]



				Total Weekday Person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																8,693				Total peak hour person-trip rate (trips/1,000 gsf):																				27.0								24.3								38.6								57.9



				Weekday Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor) [g]:												4%				348				Total peak hour person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																				1,174								1,056								1,676								2,514



				Saturday person-trip Generation Rate [c]:												249.1				trips/1000 gsf				Total peak hour person-trips (w/ linked trip factor):																				160								144								228								342



				Total Saturday Person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																10,827				Percent of Work Trips during peak hour:																				4% [g]								4% [f]								4% [h]								4% [f]



				Saturday Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor) [h]:												4%				433				Peak hour Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor):																				47								42								67								101



																				Average				Weekday																								Saturday



				Origins				Distribution				Mode				Percent				Vehicle				All Day								4-6 PM Peak Hr								9-11 PM Peak Hr								All Day								4-6 PM Peak Hr								7-9 PM Peak Hr



								[i]								[i]				Occup.				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-



																				[i]				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips



				Superdistrict 1				12.8%				Auto				13.8%				1.28				6				5				1				1				1				1				8				6				1				1				2				1



												Transit				36.0%								16								2								2								20								3								5



												Walk				47.5%								21								3								3								26								4								6



												Other				2.7%								1								0								0								1								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								45				5				6				1				5				1				55				6				9				1				13				1



				Superdistrict 2				14.4%				Auto				31.6%				1.23				16				13				2				2				2				2				20				16				3				2				5				4



												Transit				65.8%								33								4								4								41								6								10



												Walk				1.3%								1								0								0								1								0								0



												Other				1.3%								1								0								0								1								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								50				13				7				2				6				2				62				16				10				2				14				4



				Superdistrict 3				17.0%				Auto				39.5%				1.29				23				18				3				2				3				2				29				23				5				3				7				5



												Transit				54.4%								32								4								4								40								6								9



												Walk				3.8%								2								0								0								3								0								1



												Other				2.3%								1								0								0								2								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								59				18				8				2				7				2				74				23				11				3				17				5



				Superdistrict 4				11.2%				Auto				41.7%				1.53				16				11				2				1				2				1				20				13				3				2				5				3



												Transit				54.5%								21								3								3								26								4								6



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				3.8%								1								0								0								2								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								39				11				5				1				5				1				49				13				8				2				11				3



				East Bay				22.4%				Auto				39.4%				3.33				31				9				4				1				4				1				38				11				6				2				9				3



												Transit				57.0%								44								6								5								55								9								13



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				3.6%								3								0								0								3								1								1



												TOTAL				100.0%								78				9				11				1				9				1				97				11				15				2				23				3



				North Bay				6.1%				Auto				52.8%				1.70				11				7				2				1				1				1				14				8				2				1				3				2



												Transit				45.3%								10								1								1								12								2								3



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				1.9%								0								0								0								1								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								21				7				3				1				3				1				26				8				4				1				6				2



				South Bay				14.3%				Auto				58.0%				1.23				29				23				4				3				4				3				36				29				6				5				8				7



												Transit				40.7%								20								3								2								25								4								6



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				1.3%								1								0								0								1								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								50				23				7				3				6				3				62				29				10				5				14				7



				Out of Region				1.8%				Auto				47.8%				1.50				3				2				0				0				0				0				4				2				1				0				1				1



												Transit				50.0%								3								0								0								4								1								1



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				2.2%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								6				2				1				0				1				0				8				2				1				0				2				1



				TOTAL				100.0%				Auto				38.9%				1.54				135				88				18				12				16				11				168				109				26				17				39				25



												Transit				51.7%								180								24								22								224								35								52



												Walk				6.9%								24								3								3								30								5								7



												Other				2.5%								9								1								1								11								2								3



												TOTAL				100.0%								348				88				47				12				42				11				433				109				67				17				101				25







				[a]  No linked-trip factor assumed for work trips



				[b]  SF Guidelines, Appendix C - Table C-1 (Quality Sit-Down Restaurant Rate)



				[c]  The Saturday daily and p.m. peak hour trip generation rates are based on the weekday to Saturday ratio for Restaurant High Turn-Over [LU 932] from ITE Trip Generation, 9th Edition (2012)



				[d]  The weekday late p.m. percentage is based on Pushkarev and Zupan, Urban Space for Pedestrians (1978)



				[e]  The weekday late p.m. percentage is based on a combination of the weekday p.m. peak hour-to-late p.m. and weekday-to-Saturday ratios



				[f]  The weekday and Saturday late p.m. peak hour percentages of work/non-work trips are assumed to be the same as the weekday p.m. peak hour percentages shown in Table C-2 of the SF Guidelines



				[g]  SF Guidelines, Appendix C - Table C-2 (Retail)



				[h]  The Saturday daily and p.m. peak hour percentages of work/non-work trips are assumed to be the same as the weekday p.m. peak hour percentages shown in Table C-2 of the SF Guidelines



				 [i]  SF Guidelines, Appendix E - Table E-3 Work Trips to SD1 (All)
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Restaurant non work



				Event Center and Mixed Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330



				PROJECT TRIP GENERATION



				LAND USE: SIT-DOWN RESTAURANT (NON-WORK TRIPS WITH EVENT)



				Proposed Size:				43,464				gsf







				DAILY:																																								Weekday																Saturday								Saturday



				Linked Trip Factor [a]:												90%								PEAK HOUR PERIOD:																				4-6 PM Peak Hr								9-11 PM Peak Hr								4-6 PM Peak Hr								7-9 PM Pk Hr



				Weekday person-trip Generation Rate [b]:												200.0				trips/1000 gsf				Peak hour trips as a % of daily trips:																				13.5% [b]								12.2% [d]								15.5% [c]								23.2% [e]



				Total Weekday Person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																8,693				Total peak hour person-trip rate (trips/1,000 gsf):																				27.0								24.3								38.6								57.9



				Wday Non-Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor) [g]:												96%				835				Total peak hour person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																				1,174								1,056								1,676								2,514



				Saturday person-trip Generation Rate [c]:												249.1				trips/1000 gsf				Total peak hour person-trips (w/ linked trip factor):																				160								144								228								342



				Total Saturday Person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																10,827				Percent of Non-Work Trips during peak hour:																				96% [g]								96% [f]								96% [h]								96% [f]



				Sat. Non-Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor) [h]:												96%				1,039				Peak hour Non-Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor):																				113								101								161								241



																				Average				Weekday																								Saturday



				Origins				Distribution				Mode				Percent				Vehicle				All Day								4-6 PM Peak Hr								9-11 PM Peak Hr								All Day								4-6 PM Peak Hr								7-9 PM Peak Hr



								[i]								[i]				Occup.				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-



																				[i]				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips



				Superdistrict 1				22.0%				Auto				12.9%				2.29				24				10				3				1				3				1				29				13				5				2				7				3



												Transit				17.1%								31								4								4								39								6								9



												Walk				65.3%								120								16								15								149								23								35



												Other				4.7%								9								1								1								11								2								2



												TOTAL				100.0%								184				10				25				1				22				1				229				13				35				2				53				3



				Superdistrict 2				14.0%				Auto				31.9%				2.07				37				18				5				2				5				2				46				22				7				3				11				5



												Transit				35.0%								41								6								5								51								8								12



												Walk				26.7%								31								4								4								39								6								9



												Other				6.4%								7								1								1								9								1								2



												TOTAL				100.0%								117				18				16				2				14				2				146				22				23				3				34				5



				Superdistrict 3				13.0%				Auto				38.8%				2.39				42				18				6				2				5				2				52				22				8				3				12				5



												Transit				36.8%								40								5								5								50								8								12



												Walk				17.4%								19								3								2								24								4								5



												Other				7.0%								8								1								1								9								1								2



												TOTAL				100.0%								108				18				15				2				13				2				135				22				21				3				31				5



				Superdistrict 4				7.0%				Auto				42.5%				1.93				25				13				3				2				3				2				31				16				5				2				7				4



												Transit				32.7%								19								3								2								24								4								6



												Walk				17.7%								10								1								1								13								2								3



												Other				7.1%								4								1								1								5								1								1



												TOTAL				100.0%								58				13				8				2				7				2				73				16				11				2				17				4



				East Bay				11.0%				Auto				47.4%				2.43				44				18				6				2				5				2				54				22				8				3				13				5



												Transit				24.9%								23								3								3								28								4								7



												Walk				25.4%								23								3								3								29								4								7



												Other				2.3%								2								0								0								3								0								1



												TOTAL				100.0%								92				18				12				2				11				2				114				22				18				3				27				5



				North Bay				5.0%				Auto				71.1%				1.91				30				16				4				2				4				2				37				19				6				3				9				4



												Transit				9.6%								4								1								0								5								1								1



												Walk				15.8%								7								1								1								8								1								2



												Other				3.5%								1								0								0								2								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								42				16				6				2				5				2				52				19				8				3				12				4



				South Bay				7.0%				Auto				59.5%				2.46				35				14				5				2				4				2				43				18				7				3				10				4



												Transit				24.6%								14								2								2								18								3								4



												Walk				13.5%								8								1								1								10								2								2



												Other				2.4%								1								0								0								2								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								58				14				8				2				7				2				73				18				11				3				17				4



				Out of Region				21.0%				Auto				35.9%				3.17				63				20				8				3				8				2				78				25				12				4				18				6



												Transit				24.1%								42								6								5								53								8								12



												Walk				27.7%								49								7								6								60								9								14



												Other				12.3%								22								3								3								27								4								6



												TOTAL				100.0%								175				20				24				3				21				2				218				25				34				4				51				6



				TOTAL				100.0%				Auto				35.8%				2.37				299				126				40				17				36				15				372				157				58				24				86				37



												Transit				25.7%								215								29								26								268								41								62



												Walk				32.0%								267								36								32								332								51								77



												Other				6.5%								54								7								7								68								10								16



												TOTAL				100.0%								835				126				113				17				101				15				1,039				157				161				24				241				37







				[a]  Assumes that 90 percent of the sit-down restaurant customers are already in the area, based on field surveys



				[b]  SF Guidelines, Appendix C - Table C-1 (Quality Sit-Down Restaurant Rate)



				[c]  The Saturday daily and p.m. peak hour trip generation rates are based on the weekday to Saturday ratio for Restaurant High Turn-Over [LU 932] from ITE Trip Generation, 9th Edition (2012)



				[d]  The weekday late p.m. percentage is based on Pushkarev and Zupan, Urban Space for Pedestrians (1978)



				[e]  The weekday late p.m. percentage is based on a combination of the weekday p.m. peak hour-to-late p.m. and weekday-to-Saturday ratios



				[f]  The weekday and Saturday late p.m. peak hour percentages of work/non-work trips are assumed to be the same as the weekday p.m. peak hour percentages shown in Table C-2 of the SF Guidelines



				[g]  SF Guidelines, Appendix C - Table C-2 (Retail)



				[h]  The Saturday daily and p.m. peak hour percentages of work/non-work trips are assumed to be the same as the weekday p.m. peak hour percentages shown in Table C-2 of the SF Guidelines



				 [i]  SF Guidelines, Appendix E - Table E-11 Visitor Trips to SD1 (All Other)
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Restaurant No Event non work



				Event Center and Mixed Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330



				PROJECT TRIP GENERATION



				LAND USE: SIT-DOWN RESTAURANT (NON-WORK TRIPS WITHOUT EVENT)



				Proposed Size:				43,464				gsf







				DAILY:																																								Weekday																Saturday								Saturday



				Linked Trip Factor [a]:												50%								PEAK HOUR PERIOD:																				4-6 PM Peak Hr								9-11 PM Peak Hr								4-6 PM Peak Hr								7-9 PM Pk Hr



				Weekday person-trip Generation Rate [b]:												200.0				trips/1000 gsf				Peak hour trips as a % of daily trips:																				13.5% [b]								12.2% [d]								15.5% [c]								23.2% [e]



				Total Weekday Person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																8,693				Total peak hour person-trip rate (trips/1,000 gsf):																				27.0								24.3								38.6								57.9



				Wday Non-Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor) [g]:												96%				4,173				Total peak hour person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																				1,174								1,056								1,676								2,514



				Saturday person-trip Generation Rate [c]:												249.1				trips/1000 gsf				Total peak hour person-trips (w/ linked trip factor):																				610								549								872								1,308



				Total Saturday Person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																10,827				Percent of Non-Work Trips during peak hour:																				96% [g]								96% [f]								96% [h]								96% [f]



				Sat. Non-Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor) [h]:												96%				5,197				Peak hour Non-Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor):																				563								507								805								1,207



																				Average				Weekday																								Saturday



				Origins				Distribution				Mode				Percent				Vehicle				All Day								4-6 PM Peak Hr								9-11 PM Peak Hr								All Day								4-6 PM Peak Hr								7-9 PM Peak Hr



								[i]								[i]				Occup.				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-



																				[i]				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips



				Superdistrict 1				22.0%				Auto				12.9%				2.29				118				52				16				7				14				6				147				64				23				10				34				15



												Transit				17.1%								157								21								19								196								30								45



												Walk				65.3%								599								81								73								747								116								173



												Other				4.7%								43								6								5								54								8								12



												TOTAL				100.0%								918				52				124				7				112				6				1,143				64				177				10				266				15



				Superdistrict 2				14.0%				Auto				31.9%				2.07				186				90				25				12				23				11				232				112				36				17				54				26



												Transit				35.0%								204								28								25								255								39								59



												Walk				26.7%								156								21								19								194								30								45



												Other				6.4%								37								5								5								47								7								11



												TOTAL				100.0%								584				90				79				12				71				11				728				112				113				17				169				26



				Superdistrict 3				13.0%				Auto				38.8%				2.39				210				88				28				12				26				11				262				110				41				17				61				25



												Transit				36.8%								200								27								24								249								38								58



												Walk				17.4%								94								13								11								118								18								27



												Other				7.0%								38								5								5								47								7								11



												TOTAL				100.0%								542				88				73				12				66				11				676				110				105				17				157				25



				Superdistrict 4				7.0%				Auto				42.5%				1.93				124				64				17				9				15				8				155				80				24				12				36				19



												Transit				32.7%								96								13								12								119								18								28



												Walk				17.7%								52								7								6								64								10								15



												Other				7.1%								21								3								3								26								4								6



												TOTAL				100.0%								292				64				39				9				35				8				364				80				56				12				84				19



				East Bay				11.0%				Auto				47.4%				2.43				218				90				29				12				26				11				271				112				42				17				63				26



												Transit				24.9%								114								15								14								142								22								33



												Walk				25.4%								117								16								14								145								22								34



												Other				2.3%								11								1								1								13								2								3



												TOTAL				100.0%								459				90				62				12				56				11				572				112				89				17				133				26



				North Bay				5.0%				Auto				71.1%				1.91				148				78				20				10				18				9				185				97				29				15				43				22



												Transit				9.6%								20								3								2								25								4								6



												Walk				15.8%								33								4								4								41								6								10



												Other				3.5%								7								1								1								9								1								2



												TOTAL				100.0%								209				78				28				10				25				9				260				97				40				15				60				22



				South Bay				7.0%				Auto				59.5%				2.46				174				71				23				10				21				9				216				88				34				14				50				20



												Transit				24.6%								72								10								9								89								14								21



												Walk				13.5%								39								5								5								49								8								11



												Other				2.4%								7								1								1								9								1								2



												TOTAL				100.0%								292				71				39				10				35				9				364				88				56				14				84				20



				Out of Region				21.0%				Auto				35.9%				3.17				315				99				42				13				38				12				392				124				61				19				91				29



												Transit				24.1%								211								29								26								263								41								61



												Walk				27.7%								243								33								29								302								47								70



												Other				12.3%								108								15								13								134								21								31



												TOTAL				100.0%								876				99				118				13				106				12				1,091				124				169				19				253				29



				TOTAL				100.0%				Auto				35.8%				2.37				1,494				631				202				85				181				77				1,860				786				288				122				432				183



												Transit				25.7%								1,074								145								130								1,338								207								311



												Walk				32.0%								1,333								180								162								1,661								257								386



												Other				6.5%								272								37								33								339								52								79



												TOTAL				100.0%								4,173				631				563				85				507				77				5,197				786				805				122				1,207				183







				[a]  Assumes that half of the sit-down restaurant customers are already in the area based on surveys.



				[b]  SF Guidelines, Appendix C - Table C-1 (Quality Sit-Down Restaurant Rate)



				[c]  The Saturday daily and p.m. peak hour trip generation rates are based on the weekday to Saturday ratio for Restaurant High Turn-Over [LU 932] from ITE Trip Generation, 9th Edition (2012)



				[d]  The weekday late p.m. percentage is based on Pushkarev and Zupan, Urban Space for Pedestrians (1978)



				[e]  The weekday late p.m. percentage is based on a combination of the weekday p.m. peak hour-to-late p.m. and weekday-to-Saturday ratios



				[f]  The weekday and Saturday late p.m. peak hour percentages of work/non-work trips are assumed to be the same as the weekday p.m. peak hour percentages shown in Table C-2 of the SF Guidelines



				[g]  SF Guidelines, Appendix C - Table C-2 (Retail)



				[h]  The Saturday daily and p.m. peak hour percentages of work/non-work trips are assumed to be the same as the weekday p.m. peak hour percentages shown in Table C-2 of the SF Guidelines



				 [i]  SF Guidelines, Appendix E - Table E-11 Visitor Trips to SD1 (All Other)
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Residential work



				Event Center and Mixed Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330



				PROJECT TRIP GENERATION



				LAND USE: RESIDENTIAL (WORK TRIPS)



				Proposed Size:				176				dwelling units







				DAILY:																																								Weekday																Saturday								Saturday



				Linked Trip Factor [a]:												0%								PEAK HOUR PERIOD:																				4-6 PM Peak Hr								9-11 PM Peak Hr								4-6 PM Peak Hr								7-9 PM Pk Hr



				Weekday person-trip Generation Rate [b]:												8.6				trips/unit				Peak hour trips as a % of daily trips:																				17.3% [b]								6.9% [d]								16.0% [c]								11.2% [e]



				Total Weekday Person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																1,515				Total peak hour person-trip rate (trips/unit):																				1.5								0.6								1.3								0.9



				Weekday Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor) [g]:												33%				500				Total peak hour person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																				262								105								237								166



				Saturday person-trip Generation Rate [c]:												8.4				trips/unit				Total peak hour person-trips (w/ linked trip factor):																				262								105								237								166



				Total Saturday Person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																1,478				Percent of Work Trips during peak hour:																				50% [g]								50% [f]								50% [h]								50% [f]



				Saturday Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor) [h]:												33%				488				Peak hour Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor):																				131								52								118								83



																				Average				Weekday																								Saturday



				Origins				Distribution				Mode				Percent				Vehicle				All Day								4-6 PM Peak Hr								9-11 PM Peak Hr								All Day								4-6 PM Peak Hr								7-9 PM Peak Hr



								[i]								[i]				Occup.				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-



																				[j]				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips



				Superdistrict 1				34.7%				Auto				20.3%				1.07				35				33				9				9				4				3				34				32				8				8				6				5



												Transit				38.6%								67								18								7								65								16								11



												Walk				34.7%								60								16								6								59								14								10



												Other				6.4%								11								3								1								11								3								2



												TOTAL				100.0%								173				33				45				9				18				3				169				32				41				8				29				5



				Superdistrict 2				3.5%				Auto				20.3%				1.07				4				3				1				1				0				0				3				3				1				1				1				1



												Transit				38.6%								7								2								1								7								2								1



												Walk				34.7%								6								2								1								6								1								1



												Other				6.4%								1								0								0								1								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								17				3				5				1				2				0				17				3				4				1				3				1



				Superdistrict 3				27.8%				Auto				20.3%				1.07				28				26				7				7				3				3				27				26				7				6				5				4



												Transit				38.6%								54								14								6								52								13								9



												Walk				34.7%								48								13								5								47								11								8



												Other				6.4%								9								2								1								9								2								1



												TOTAL				100.0%								139				26				36				7				15				3				135				26				33				6				23				4



				Superdistrict 4				3.5%				Auto				20.3%				1.07				4				3				1				1				0				0				3				3				1				1				1				1



												Transit				38.6%								7								2								1								7								2								1



												Walk				34.7%								6								2								1								6								1								1



												Other				6.4%								1								0								0								1								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								17				3				5				1				2				0				17				3				4				1				3				1



				East Bay				8.8%				Auto				20.3%				1.07				9				8				2				2				1				1				9				8				2				2				1				1



												Transit				38.6%								17								4								2								17								4								3



												Walk				34.7%								15								4								2								15								4								3



												Other				6.4%								3								1								0								3								1								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								44				8				12				2				5				1				43				8				10				2				7				1



				North Bay				0.8%				Auto				20.3%				1.07				1				1				0				0				0				0				1				1				0				0				0				0



												Transit				38.6%								2								0								0								2								0								0



												Walk				34.7%								1								0								0								1								0								0



												Other				6.4%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								4				1				1				0				0				0				4				1				1				0				1				0



				South Bay				21.0%				Auto				20.3%				1.07				21				20				6				5				2				2				21				19				5				5				4				3



												Transit				38.6%								41								11								4								40								10								7



												Walk				34.7%								36								10								4								36								9								6



												Other				6.4%								7								2								1								7								2								1



												TOTAL				100.0%								105				20				28				5				11				2				102				19				25				5				17				3



				Out of Region				0.0%				Auto				20.3%				1.07				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



												Transit				38.6%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Walk				34.7%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				6.4%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



				TOTAL				100.0%				Auto				20.3%				1.07				101				95				27				25				11				10				99				93				24				22				17				16



												Transit				38.6%								193								51								20								188								46								32



												Walk				34.7%								173								45								18								169								41								29



												Other				6.4%								32								8								3								31								8								5



												TOTAL				100.0%								500				95				131				25				52				10				488				93				118				22				83				16







				[a]  No linked-trip factor assumed for residential trips



				[b]  SF Guidelines, Appendix C - Table C-1 (Composite Residential Rate)



				[c]  The Saturday daily and p.m. peak hour trip generation rates are based on the weekday to Saturday ratio for Condominium/Townhouse [LU 230] from ITE Trip Generation, 9th Edition (2012)



				[d]  The weekday late p.m. percentage is based on Pushkarev and Zupan, Urban Space for Pedestrians (1978)



				[e]  The weekday late p.m. percentage is based on a combination of the weekday p.m. peak hour-to-late p.m. and weekday-to-Saturday ratios



				[f]  The weekday and Saturday late p.m. peak hour percentages of work trips are assumed to be zero (100% non-work trips)



				[g]  SF Guidelines, Appendix C - Table C-2 (Residential)



				[h]  The Saturday daily and p.m. peak hour percentages of work/non-work trips are assumed to be the same as the weekday p.m. peak hour percentages shown in Table C-2 of the SF Guidelines



				[i]  2008 San Francisco Planning Department Travel Behavior Survey for South Beach/South Park/Rincon Hill Area



				[j]  2007-2011 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimate (Tract 615)
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Residential non work



				Event Center and Mixed Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330



				PROJECT TRIP GENERATION



				LAND USE: RESIDENTIAL (NON-WORK TRIPS)



				Proposed Size:				176				dwelling units







				DAILY:																																								Weekday																Saturday								Saturday



				Linked Trip Factor [a]:												0%								PEAK HOUR PERIOD:																				4-6 PM Peak Hr								9-11 PM Peak Hr								4-6 PM Peak Hr								7-9 PM Pk Hr



				Weekday person-trip Generation Rate [b]:												8.6				trips/unit				Peak hour trips as a % of daily trips:																				17.3% [b]								6.9% [d]								16.0% [c]								11.2% [e]



				Total Weekday Person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																1,515				Total peak hour person-trip rate (trips/unit):																				1.5								0.6								1.3								0.9



				Wday Non-Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor) [g]:												67%				1,015				Total peak hour person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																				262								105								237								166



				Saturday person-trip Generation Rate [c]:												8.4				trips/unit				Total peak hour person-trips (w/ linked trip factor):																				262								105								237								166



				Total Saturday Person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																1,478				Percent of Non-Work Trips during peak hour:																				50% [g]								50% [f]								50% [h]								50% [f]



				Sat. Non-Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor) [h]:												67%				991				Peak hour Non-Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor):																				131								52								118								83



																				Average				Weekday																								Saturday



				Origins				Distribution				Mode				Percent				Vehicle				All Day								4-6 PM Peak Hr								9-11 PM Peak Hr								All Day								4-6 PM Peak Hr								7-9 PM Peak Hr



								[i]								[i]				Occup.				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-



																				[j]				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips



				Superdistrict 1				34.7%				Auto				20.3%				1.07				72				67				9				9				4				3				70				65				8				8				6				5



												Transit				38.6%								136								18								7								133								16								11



												Walk				34.7%								122								16								6								119								14								10



												Other				6.4%								23								3								1								22								3								2



												TOTAL				100.0%								352				67				45				9				18				3				344				65				41				8				29				5



				Superdistrict 2				3.5%				Auto				20.3%				1.07				7				7				1				1				0				0				7				7				1				1				1				1



												Transit				38.6%								14								2								1								13								2								1



												Walk				34.7%								12								2								1								12								1								1



												Other				6.4%								2								0								0								2								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								35				7				5				1				2				0				34				7				4				1				3				1



				Superdistrict 3				27.8%				Auto				20.3%				1.07				57				53				7				7				3				3				56				52				7				6				5				4



												Transit				38.6%								109								14								6								106								13								9



												Walk				34.7%								98								13								5								95								11								8



												Other				6.4%								18								2								1								18								2								1



												TOTAL				100.0%								282				53				36				7				15				3				275				52				33				6				23				4



				Superdistrict 4				3.5%				Auto				20.3%				1.07				7				7				1				1				0				0				7				7				1				1				1				1



												Transit				38.6%								14								2								1								13								2								1



												Walk				34.7%								12								2								1								12								1								1



												Other				6.4%								2								0								0								2								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								35				7				5				1				2				0				34				7				4				1				3				1



				East Bay				8.8%				Auto				20.3%				1.07				18				17				2				2				1				1				18				17				2				2				1				1



												Transit				38.6%								34								4								2								34								4								3



												Walk				34.7%								31								4								2								30								4								3



												Other				6.4%								6								1								0								6								1								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								89				17				12				2				5				1				87				17				10				2				7				1



				North Bay				0.8%				Auto				20.3%				1.07				2				2				0				0				0				0				2				2				0				0				0				0



												Transit				38.6%								3								0								0								3								0								0



												Walk				34.7%								3								0								0								3								0								0



												Other				6.4%								1								0								0								1								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								8				2				1				0				0				0				8				2				1				0				1				0



				South Bay				21.0%				Auto				20.3%				1.07				43				40				6				5				2				2				42				39				5				5				4				3



												Transit				38.6%								82								11								4								80								10								7



												Walk				34.7%								74								10								4								72								9								6



												Other				6.4%								14								2								1								13								2								1



												TOTAL				100.0%								213				40				28				5				11				2				208				39				25				5				17				3



				Out of Region				0.0%				Auto				20.3%				1.07				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



												Transit				38.6%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Walk				34.7%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				6.4%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



				TOTAL				100.0%				Auto				20.3%				1.07				206				192				27				25				11				10				201				188				24				22				17				16



												Transit				38.6%								392								51								20								382								46								32



												Walk				34.7%								352								45								18								344								41								29



												Other				6.4%								65								8								3								63								8								5



												TOTAL				100.0%								1,015				192				131				25				52				10				991				188				118				22				83				16







				[a]  No linked-trip factor assumed for residential trips



				[b]  SF Guidelines, Appendix C - Table C-1 (Composite Residential Rate)



				[c]  The Saturday daily and p.m. peak hour trip generation rates are based on the weekday to Saturday ratio for Condominium/Townhouse [LU 230] from ITE Trip Generation, 9th Edition (2012)



				[d]  The weekday late p.m. percentage is based on Pushkarev and Zupan, Urban Space for Pedestrians (1978)



				[e]  The weekday late p.m. percentage is based on a combination of the weekday p.m. peak hour-to-late p.m. and weekday-to-Saturday ratios



				[f]  The weekday and Saturday late p.m. peak hour percentages of work trips are assumed to be zero (100% non-work trips)



				[g]  SF Guidelines, Appendix C - Table C-2 (Residential)



				[h]  The Saturday daily and p.m. peak hour percentages of work/non-work trips are assumed to be the same as the weekday p.m. peak hour percentages shown in Table C-2 of the SF Guidelines



				[i]  2008 San Francisco Planning Department Travel Behavior Survey for South Beach/South Park/Rincon Hill Area



				[j]  2007-2011 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimate (Tract 615)
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Hotel work



				Event Center and Mixed Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330



				PROJECT TRIP GENERATION



				LAND USE:HOTEL (WORK TRIPS)



				Proposed Size:				227				hotel rooms







				DAILY:																																								Weekday																Saturday								Saturday



				Linked Trip Factor [a]:												0%								PEAK HOUR PERIOD:																				4-6 PM Peak Hr								9-11 PM Peak Hr								4-6 PM Peak Hr								7-9 PM Pk Hr



				Weekday person-trip Generation Rate [b]:												7.0				trips/room				Peak hour trips as a % of daily trips:																				10.0% [b]								10.0% [d]								12.0% [c]								12.0% [e]



				Total Weekday Person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																1,589				Total peak hour person-trip rate (trips/room):																				0.7								0.7								0.8								0.8



				Weekday Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor) [g]:												12%				191				Total peak hour person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																				159								159								191								191



				Saturday person-trip Generation Rate [c]:												7.0				trips/room				Total peak hour person-trips (w/ linked trip factor):																				159								159								191								191



				Total Saturday Person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																1,593				Percent of Work Trips during peak hour:																				60% [g]								60% [f]								60% [h]								60% [f]



				Saturday Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor) [h]:												12%				191				Peak hour Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor):																				95								95								114								114



																				Average				Weekday																								Saturday



				Origins				Distribution				Mode				Percent				Vehicle				All Day								4-6 PM Peak Hr								9-11 PM Peak Hr								All Day								4-6 PM Peak Hr								7-9 PM Peak Hr



								[i]								[i]				Occup.				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-



																				[i]				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips



				Superdistrict 1				12.8%				Auto				13.8%				1.28				3				3				2				1				2				1				3				3				2				2				2				2



												Transit				36.0%								9								4								4								9								5								5



												Walk				47.5%								12								6								6								12								7								7



												Other				2.7%								1								0								0								1								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								24				3				12				1				12				1				24				3				15				2				15				2



				Superdistrict 2				14.4%				Auto				31.6%				1.23				9				7				4				4				4				4				9				7				5				4				5				4



												Transit				65.8%								18								9								9								18								11								11



												Walk				1.3%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				1.3%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								27				7				14				4				14				4				28				7				16				4				16				4



				Superdistrict 3				17.0%				Auto				39.5%				1.29				13				10				6				5				6				5				13				10				8				6				8				6



												Transit				54.4%								18								9								9								18								11								11



												Walk				3.8%								1								1								1								1								1								1



												Other				2.3%								1								0								0								1								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								32				10				16				5				16				5				32				10				19				6				19				6



				Superdistrict 4				11.2%				Auto				41.7%				1.53				9				6				4				3				4				3				9				6				5				3				5				3



												Transit				54.5%								12								6								6								12								7								7



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				3.8%								1								0								0								1								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								21				6				11				3				11				3				21				6				13				3				13				3



				East Bay				22.4%				Auto				39.4%				3.33				17				5				8				3				8				3				17				5				10				3				10				3



												Transit				57.0%								24								12								12								24								15								15



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				3.6%								2								1								1								2								1								1



												TOTAL				100.0%								43				5				21				3				21				3				43				5				26				3				26				3



				North Bay				6.1%				Auto				52.8%				1.70				6				4				3				2				3				2				6				4				4				2				4				2



												Transit				45.3%								5								3								3								5								3								3



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				1.9%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								12				4				6				2				6				2				12				4				7				2				7				2



				South Bay				14.3%				Auto				58.0%				1.23				16				13				8				6				8				6				16				13				9				8				9				8



												Transit				40.7%								11								6								6								11								7								7



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				1.3%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								27				13				14				6				14				6				27				13				16				8				16				8



				Out of Region				1.8%				Auto				47.8%				1.50				2				1				1				1				1				1				2				1				1				1				1				1



												Transit				50.0%								2								1								1								2								1								1



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				2.2%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								3				1				2				1				2				1				3				1				2				1				2				1



				TOTAL				100.0%				Auto				38.9%				1.54				74				48				37				24				37				24				74				48				45				29				45				29



												Transit				51.7%								99								49								49								99								59								59



												Walk				6.9%								13								7								7								13								8								8



												Other				2.5%								5								2								2								5								3								3



												TOTAL				100.0%								191				48				95				24				95				24				191				48				114				29				114				29







				[a]  No linked-trip factor assumed for hotel trips



				[b]  SF Guidelines, Appendix C - Table C-1 (Hotel/Motel Rate)



				[c]  The Saturday daily and p.m. peak hour trip generation rates are based on the weekday to Saturday ratio for Hotel [LU 310] from ITE Trip Generation, 9th Edition (2012)



				[d]  The weekday late p.m. percentage is based on The Urban Land Institute, Shared Parking, 2nd Edition, (2005)



				[e]  The weekday late p.m. percentage is based on a combination of the weekday p.m. peak hour-to-late p.m. and weekday-to-Saturday ratios



				[f]  The weekday and Saturday late p.m. peak hour percentages of work/non-work trips are assumed to be the same as the weekday p.m. peak hour percentages shown in Table C-2 of the SF Guidelines



				[g]  SF Guidelines, Appendix C - Table C-2 (Hotel/Motel)



				[h]  The Saturday daily and p.m. peak hour percentages of work/non-work trips are assumed to be the same as the weekday p.m. peak hour percentages shown in Table C-2 of the SF Guidelines



				 [i]  SF Guidelines, Appendix E - Table E-3 Work Trips to SD1 (All)
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Hotel non work



				Event Center and Mixed Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330



				PROJECT TRIP GENERATION



				LAND USE: HOTEL (NON-WORK TRIPS)



				Proposed Size:				227				hotel rooms







				DAILY:																																								Weekday																Saturday								Saturday



				Linked Trip Factor [a]:												0%								PEAK HOUR PERIOD:																				4-6 PM Peak Hr								9-11 PM Peak Hr								4-6 PM Peak Hr								7-9 PM Pk Hr



				Weekday person-trip Generation Rate [b]:												7.0				trips/room				Peak hour trips as a % of daily trips:																				10.0% [b]								10.0% [d]								12.0% [c]								12.0% [e]



				Total Weekday Person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																1,589				Total peak hour person-trip rate (trips/room):																				0.7								0.7								0.8								0.8



				Wday Non-Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor) [g]:												88%				1,398				Total peak hour person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																				159								159								191								191



				Saturday person-trip Generation Rate [c]:												7.0				trips/room				Total peak hour person-trips (w/ linked trip factor):																				159								159								191								191



				Total Saturday Person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																1,593				Percent of Non-Work Trips during peak hour:																				40% [g]								40% [f]								40% [h]								40% [f]



				Sat. Non-Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor) [h]:												88%				1,402				Peak hour Non-Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor):																				64								64								76								76



																				Average				Weekday																								Saturday



				Origins				Distribution				Mode				Percent				Vehicle				All Day								4-6 PM Peak Hr								9-11 PM Peak Hr								All Day								4-6 PM Peak Hr								7-9 PM Peak Hr



								[i]								[i]				Occup.				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-



																				[i]				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips



				Superdistrict 1				22.0%				Auto				12.9%				2.29				40				17				2				1				2				1				40				17				2				1				2				1



												Transit				17.1%								53								2								2								53								3								3



												Walk				65.3%								201								9								9								201								11								11



												Other				4.7%								14								1								1								14								1								1



												TOTAL				100.0%								308				17				14				1				14				1				308				17				17				1				17				1



				Superdistrict 2				14.0%				Auto				31.9%				2.07				62				30				3				1				3				1				63				30				3				2				3				2



												Transit				35.0%								69								3								3								69								4								4



												Walk				26.7%								52								2								2								52								3								3



												Other				6.4%								13								1								1								13								1								1



												TOTAL				100.0%								196				30				9				1				9				1				196				30				11				2				11				2



				Superdistrict 3				13.0%				Auto				38.8%				2.39				71				30				3				1				3				1				71				30				4				2				4				2



												Transit				36.8%								67								3								3								67								4								4



												Walk				17.4%								32								1								1								32								2								2



												Other				7.0%								13								1								1								13								1								1



												TOTAL				100.0%								182				30				8				1				8				1				182				30				10				2				10				2



				Superdistrict 4				7.0%				Auto				42.5%				1.93				42				22				2				1				2				1				42				22				2				1				2				1



												Transit				32.7%								32								1								1								32								2								2



												Walk				17.7%								17								1								1								17								1								1



												Other				7.1%								7								0								0								7								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								98				22				4				1				4				1				98				22				5				1				5				1



				East Bay				11.0%				Auto				47.4%				2.43				73				30				3				1				3				1				73				30				4				2				4				2



												Transit				24.9%								38								2								2								38								2								2



												Walk				25.4%								39								2								2								39								2								2



												Other				2.3%								4								0								0								4								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								154				30				7				1				7				1				154				30				8				2				8				2



				North Bay				5.0%				Auto				71.1%				1.91				50				26				2				1				2				1				50				26				3				1				3				1



												Transit				9.6%								7								0								0								7								0								0



												Walk				15.8%								11								1								1								11								1								1



												Other				3.5%								2								0								0								2								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								70				26				3				1				3				1				70				26				4				1				4				1



				South Bay				7.0%				Auto				59.5%				2.46				58				24				3				1				3				1				58				24				3				1				3				1



												Transit				24.6%								24								1								1								24								1								1



												Walk				13.5%								13								1								1								13								1								1



												Other				2.4%								2								0								0								2								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								98				24				4				1				4				1				98				24				5				1				5				1



				Out of Region				21.0%				Auto				35.9%				3.17				105				33				5				2				5				2				106				33				6				2				6				2



												Transit				24.1%								71								3								3								71								4								4



												Walk				27.7%								81								4								4								82								4								4



												Other				12.3%								36								2								2								36								2								2



												TOTAL				100.0%								294				33				13				2				13				2				294				33				16				2				16				2



				TOTAL				100.0%				Auto				35.8%				2.37				501				212				23				10				23				10				502				212				27				12				27				12



												Transit				25.7%								360								16								16								361								20								20



												Walk				32.0%								447								20								20								448								24								24



												Other				6.5%								91								4								4								91								5								5



												TOTAL				100.0%								1,398				212				64				10				64				10				1,402				212				76				12				76				12







				[a]  No linked-trip factor assumed for hotel trips



				[b]  SF Guidelines, Appendix C - Table C-1 (Hotel/Motel Rate)



				[c]  The Saturday daily and p.m. peak hour trip generation rates are based on the weekday to Saturday ratio for Hotel [LU 310] from ITE Trip Generation, 9th Edition (2012)



				[d]  The weekday late p.m. percentage is based on The Urban Land Institute, Shared Parking, 2nd Edition, (2005)



				[e]  The weekday late p.m. percentage is based on a combination of the weekday p.m. peak hour-to-late p.m. and weekday-to-Saturday ratios



				[f]  The weekday and Saturday late p.m. peak hour percentages of work/non-work trips are assumed to be the same as the weekday p.m. peak hour percentages shown in Table C-2 of the SF Guidelines



				[g]  SF Guidelines, Appendix C - Table C-2 (Hotel/Motel)



				[h]  The Saturday daily and p.m. peak hour percentages of work/non-work trips are assumed to be the same as the weekday p.m. peak hour percentages shown in Table C-2 of the SF Guidelines



				 [i]  SF Guidelines, Appendix E - Table E-11 Visitor Trips to SD1 (All Other)
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Office work



				Event Center and Mixed Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330



				PROJECT TRIP GENERATION



				LAND USE: OFFICE (WORK TRIPS)



				Proposed Size:				35,600				gsf







				DAILY:																																								Weekday																Saturday								Saturday



				Linked Trip Factor [a]:												0%								PEAK HOUR PERIOD:																				4-6 PM Peak Hr								9-11 PM Peak Hr								4-6 PM Peak Hr								7-9 PM Pk Hr



				Weekday person-trip Generation Rate [b]:												18.1				trips/1000 gsf				Peak hour trips as a % of daily trips:																				8.5% [b]								0.4% [d]								11.0% [c]								0.0% [e]



				Total Weekday Person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																644				Total peak hour person-trip rate (trips/1,000 gsf):																				1.5								0.1								0.4								0.0



				Weekday Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor) [g]:												36%				232				Total peak hour person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																				55								3								16								0



				Saturday person-trip Generation Rate [c]:												4.0				trips/1000 gsf				Total peak hour person-trips (w/ linked trip factor):																				55								3								16								0



				Total Saturday Person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																144				Percent of Work Trips during peak hour:																				83% [g]								100% [f]								100% [h]								100% [f]



				Saturday Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor) [h]:												100%				144				Peak hour Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor):																				45								3								16								0



																				Average				Weekday																								Saturday



				Origins				Distribution				Mode				Percent				Vehicle				All Day								4-6 PM Peak Hr								9-11 PM Peak Hr								All Day								4-6 PM Peak Hr								7-9 PM Peak Hr



								[i]								[i]				Occup.				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-



																				[i]				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips



				Superdistrict 1				12.8%				Auto				13.8%				1.28				4				3				1				1				0				0				3				2				0				0				0				0



												Transit				36.0%								11								2								0								7								1								0



												Walk				47.5%								14								3								0								9								1								0



												Other				2.7%								1								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								30				3				6				1				0				0				18				2				2				0				0				0



				Superdistrict 2				14.4%				Auto				31.6%				1.23				11				9				2				2				0				0				7				5				1				1				0				0



												Transit				65.8%								22								4								0								14								1								0



												Walk				1.3%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				1.3%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								33				9				7				2				0				0				21				5				2				1				0				0



				Superdistrict 3				17.0%				Auto				39.5%				1.29				16				12				3				2				0				0				10				7				1				1				0				0



												Transit				54.4%								21								4								0								13								1								0



												Walk				3.8%								1								0								0								1								0								0



												Other				2.3%								1								0								0								1								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								39				12				8				2				0				0				24				7				3				1				0				0



				Superdistrict 4				11.2%				Auto				41.7%				1.53				11				7				2				1				0				0				7				4				1				0				0				0



												Transit				54.5%								14								3								0								9								1								0



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				3.8%								1								0								0								1								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								26				7				5				1				0				0				16				4				2				0				0				0



				East Bay				22.4%				Auto				39.4%				3.33				20				6				4				1				0				0				13				4				1				0				0				0



												Transit				57.0%								30								6								0								18								2								0



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				3.6%								2								0								0								1								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								52				6				10				1				1				0				32				4				4				0				0				0



				North Bay				6.1%				Auto				52.8%				1.70				7				4				1				1				0				0				5				3				1				0				0				0



												Transit				45.3%								6								1								0								4								0								0



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				1.9%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								14				4				3				1				0				0				9				3				1				0				0				0



				South Bay				14.3%				Auto				58.0%				1.23				19				16				4				3				0				0				12				10				1				1				0				0



												Transit				40.7%								14								3								0								8								1								0



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				1.3%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								33				16				7				3				0				0				21				10				2				1				0				0



				Out of Region				1.8%				Auto				47.8%				1.50				2				1				0				0				0				0				1				1				0				0				0				0



												Transit				50.0%								2								0								0								1								0								0



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				2.2%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								4				1				1				0				0				0				3				1				0				0				0				0



				TOTAL				100.0%				Auto				38.9%				1.54				90				58				18				11				1				1				56				36				6				4				0				0



												Transit				51.7%								120								23								1								74								8								0



												Walk				6.9%								16								3								0								10								1								0



												Other				2.5%								6								1								0								4								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								232				58				45				11				3				1				144				36				16				4				0				0







				[a]  No linked-trip factor assumed for office trips



				[b]  SF Guidelines, Appendix C - Table C-1 (General Office Rate)



				[c]  The Saturday daily and p.m. peak hour trip generation rates are based on the weekday to Saturday ratio for General Office Building [LU 710] from ITE Trip Generation, 9th Edition (2012)



				[d]  The weekday late p.m. percentage is based on Pushkarev and Zupan, Urban Space for Pedestrians (1978)



				[e]  The weekday late p.m. percentage is based on a combination of the weekday p.m. peak hour-to-late p.m. and weekday-to-Saturday ratios



				[f]  All weekday and Saturday late p.m. peak hour trips are assumed to be for work purposes



				[g]  SF Guidelines, Appendix C - Table C-2 (General Office)



				[h]  All Saturday daily and p.m. peak hour trips are assumed to be for work purposes



				 [i]  SF Guidelines, Appendix E - Table E-3 Work Trips to SD1 (All)
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Office non work



				Event Center and Mixed Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330



				PROJECT TRIP GENERATION



				LAND USE: OFFICE (NON-WORK TRIPS)



				Proposed Size:				35,600				gsf







				DAILY:																																								Weekday																Saturday								Saturday



				Linked Trip Factor [a]:												0%								PEAK HOUR PERIOD:																				4-6 PM Peak Hr								9-11 PM Peak Hr								4-6 PM Peak Hr								7-9 PM Pk Hr



				Weekday person-trip Generation Rate [b]:												18.1				trips/1000 gsf				Peak hour trips as a % of daily trips:																				8.5% [b]								0.4% [d]								11.0% [c]								0.0% [e]



				Total Weekday Person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																644				Total peak hour person-trip rate (trips/1,000 gsf):																				1.5								0.1								0.4								0.0



				Wday Non-Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor) [g]:												64%				412				Total peak hour person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																				55								3								16								0



				Saturday person-trip Generation Rate [c]:												4.0				trips/1000 gsf				Total peak hour person-trips (w/ linked trip factor):																				55								3								16								0



				Total Saturday Person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																144				Percent of Non-Work Trips during peak hour:																				17% [g]								0% [f]								0% [h]								0% [h]



				Sat. Non-Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor) [h]:												0%				0				Peak hour Non-Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor):																				9								0								0								0



																				Average				Weekday																								Saturday



				Origins				Distribution				Mode				Percent				Vehicle				All Day								4-6 PM Peak Hr								9-11 PM Peak Hr								All Day								4-6 PM Peak Hr								7-9 PM Peak Hr



								[i]								[i]				Occup.				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-



																				[i]				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips



				Superdistrict 1				22.0%				Auto				12.9%				2.29				12				5				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



												Transit				17.1%								16								0								0								0								0								0



												Walk				65.3%								59								1								0								0								0								0



												Other				4.7%								4								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								91				5				2				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



				Superdistrict 2				14.0%				Auto				31.9%				2.07				18				9				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



												Transit				35.0%								20								0								0								0								0								0



												Walk				26.7%								15								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				6.4%								4								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								58				9				1				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



				Superdistrict 3				13.0%				Auto				38.8%				2.39				21				9				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



												Transit				36.8%								20								0								0								0								0								0



												Walk				17.4%								9								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				7.0%								4								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								54				9				1				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



				Superdistrict 4				7.0%				Auto				42.5%				1.93				12				6				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



												Transit				32.7%								9								0								0								0								0								0



												Walk				17.7%								5								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				7.1%								2								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								29				6				1				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



				East Bay				11.0%				Auto				47.4%				2.43				22				9				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



												Transit				24.9%								11								0								0								0								0								0



												Walk				25.4%								12								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				2.3%								1								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								45				9				1				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



				North Bay				5.0%				Auto				71.1%				1.91				15				8				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



												Transit				9.6%								2								0								0								0								0								0



												Walk				15.8%								3								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				3.5%								1								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								21				8				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



				South Bay				7.0%				Auto				59.5%				2.46				17				7				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



												Transit				24.6%								7								0								0								0								0								0



												Walk				13.5%								4								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				2.4%								1								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								29				7				1				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



				Out of Region				21.0%				Auto				35.9%				3.17				31				10				1				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



												Transit				24.1%								21								0								0								0								0								0



												Walk				27.7%								24								1								0								0								0								0



												Other				12.3%								11								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								87				10				2				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



				TOTAL				100.0%				Auto				35.8%				2.37				148				62				3				1				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



												Transit				25.7%								106								2								0								0								0								0



												Walk				32.0%								132								3								0								0								0								0



												Other				6.5%								27								1								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								412				62				9				1				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0







				[a]  No linked-trip factor assumed for office trips



				[b]  SF Guidelines, Appendix C - Table C-1 (General Office Rate)



				[c]  The Saturday daily and p.m. peak hour trip generation rates are based on the weekday to Saturday ratio for General Office Building [LU 710] from ITE Trip Generation, 9th Edition (2012)



				[d]  The weekday late p.m. percentage is based on Pushkarev and Zupan, Urban Space for Pedestrians (1978)



				[e]  The weekday late p.m. percentage is based on a combination of the weekday p.m. peak hour-to-late p.m. and weekday-to-Saturday ratios



				[f]  All weekday and Saturday late p.m. peak hour trips are assumed to be for work purposes



				[g]  SF Guidelines, Appendix C - Table C-2 (General Office)



				[h]  All Saturday daily and p.m. peak hour trips are assumed to be for work purposes



				 [i]  SF Guidelines, Appendix E - Table E-11 Visitor Trips to SD1 (All Other)
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2007-2011 ACS



				2007-2011 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimate



				Census Tract 615.00, San Francisco County, California







				Total:				6,675								MODE OF TRAVEL SUMMARY



				Car, truck, or van:				2,208								Auto				2,208				36%



				Drove alone				1,971								Transit				1,415				23%



				Carpooled:				237								Walk				2,256				37%



				In 2-person carpool				131								Other				252				4%



				In 3-person carpool				46								TOTAL				6,131				100%



				In 4-person carpool				28								Avg. Veh. Occ.				1.07



				In 5- or 6-person carpool				0



				In 7-or-more-person carpool				32



				Public transportation (excluding taxicab):				1,415



				Bus or trolley bus				773								Total:												6,675				100.0%



				Streetcar or trolley car (publico in Puerto Rico)				55								    Worked in state of residence:												6,621



				Subway or elevated				326								      Worked in county of residence												4,662				69.8%



				Railroad				261								      Worked outside county of residence												1,959				29.3%



				Ferryboat				0								    Worked outside state of residence												54				0.8%



				Taxicab				66



				Motorcycle				17



				Bicycle				143



				Walked				2,256								Total:								6,131				100.0%				Time



				Other means				26								  Less than 5 minutes								154				2.5%				2



				Worked at home				544								  5 to 9 minutes								436				7.1%				7



																  10 to 14 minutes								1,377				22.5%				12



																  15 to 19 minutes								1,137				18.5%				17



																  20 to 24 minutes								702				11.5%				22



																  25 to 29 minutes								482				7.9%				27



																  30 to 34 minutes								431				7.0%				32



																  35 to 39 minutes								112				1.8%				37



																  40 to 44 minutes								292				4.8%				42



																  45 to 59 minutes								492				8.0%				47



																  60 to 89 minutes								342				5.6%				75



																  90 or more minutes								174				2.8%				110



																Avg. Travel Time								27.0
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Project Parking Demand



				Event Center and Mixed Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330



				PARKING DEMAND CALCULATIONS																																																																								Table 10



																																																																												Project Parking Demand by Land Use and Time Period



				PROPOSED PROJECT																																																																												Weekday																								Saturday



								Retail:				40,390				gsf								Residential:				98				studio/1-bed units												No Event:				-				attendees and								100				employees																Midday Peak Hour												Late Evening Peak Hour												Midday Peak Hour												Late Evening Peak Hour



								Quick Service Restaurant:				36,000				gsf												78				2+ bedroom units												Basketball:				18,064				attendees and								925				employees												Land Use Type				(1 pm to 3 pm)												(7 to 9 pm)												(1 pm to 3 pm)												(7 to 9 pm)



								Sit-down Restaurant:				43,464				gsf																												Convention:				9,000				attendees and								675				employees																Short				Long				Total				Short				Long				Total				Short				Long				Total				Short				Long				Total



								Office:				35,600				gsf								Hotel:				227				rooms												Concert:				14,000				attendees and								775				employees												No Event



																																																																												Event Center				0				25				25				0				3				3				0				25				25				0				3				3



																																																																												Retail				39				29				68				35				28				63				45				29				74				34				23				57



																																																																												Quick Service Restaurant				29				26				55				23				23				46				36				26				62				28				23				51



								WEEKDAY DEMAND																																SATURDAY DEMAND																																				Sit-down Restaurant				43				28				71				57				31				88				54				28				82				71				31				102



								Midday																Evening																Midday																Evening																				Residential				0				82				82				0				117				117				0				82				82				0				117				117



								(1 PM to 3 PM)																(7 PM to 9 PM)																(1 PM to 3 PM)																(7 PM to 9 PM)																				Hotel				0				26				26				0				26				26				0				26				26				0				26				26



				RETAIL (w/event)																																																																								Office				6				33				39				0				3				3				0				7				7				0				0				0



				Short-Term				85				daily visitor vehicle-trips												85				daily visitor vehicle-trips												100				daily visitor vehicle-trips												100				daily visitor vehicle-trips																Total spaces w/out event				117				249				366				115				231				346				135				223				358				133				223				356



								5.5				turn-over rate												5.5				turn-over rate												5.5				turn-over rate												5.5				turn-over rate																With Event



								100%				of the peak demand [a]												90%				of the peak demand [a]												100%				of the peak demand [b]												75%				of the peak demand [b]																Basketball Game				68				70				138				2,262				233				2,495				102				70				172				3,412				233				3,645



								8				short-term spaces												7				short-term spaces												9				short-term spaces												7				short-term spaces																Convention Event				366				170				536				110				43				153								N.A. 												N.A. 



				Long-Term				350				gsf per employee												350				gsf per employee												350				gsf per employee												350				gsf per employee																Concert Event								N.A. 												N.A. 								132				59				191				2,644				195				2,839



								115				daily employees												115				daily employees												115				daily employees												115				daily employees																Retail				8				29				37				7				28				35				9				29				38				7				23				30



								39%				employees who drive												39%				employees who drive												39%				employees who drive												39%				employees who drive																Quick Service Restaurant				29				26				55				23				23				46				36				26				62				28				23				51



								1.54				vehicle occupancy												1.54				vehicle occupancy												1.54				vehicle occupancy												1.54				vehicle occupancy																Sit-down Restaurant				9				28				37				11				31				42				11				28				39				14				31				45



								100%				of the peak demand [a]												95%				of the peak demand [a]												100%				of the peak demand [b]												80%				of the peak demand [b]																Residential				0				82				82				0				117				117				0				82				82				0				117				117



								29				long-term spaces												28				long-term spaces												29				long-term spaces												23				long-term spaces																Hotel				0				26				26				0				26				26				0				26				26				0				26				26



				Subtotal				37				spaces												35				spaces												38				spaces												30				spaces																Office				6				33				39				0				3				3				0				7				7				0				0				0



																																																																												Total spaces with event



				RETAIL (w/out event)																																																																								Basketball Game				120				294				414				2,303				461				2,764				158				268				426				3,461				453				3,914



				Short-Term				427				daily visitor vehicle-trips												427				daily visitor vehicle-trips												500				daily visitor vehicle-trips												500				daily visitor vehicle-trips																Convention Event				418				394				812				151				271				422								N.A. 												N.A. 



								5.5				turn-over rate												5.5				turn-over rate												5.5				turn-over rate												5.5				turn-over rate																Concert Event								N.A. 												N.A. 								188				257				445				2,693				415				3,108



								100%				of the peak demand [a]												90%				of the peak demand [a]												100%				of the peak demand [b]												75%				of the peak demand [b]



								39				short-term spaces												35				short-term spaces												45				short-term spaces												34				short-term spaces



				Long-Term				350				gsf per employee												350				gsf per employee												350				gsf per employee												350				gsf per employee



								115				daily employees												115				daily employees												115				daily employees												115				daily employees



								39%				employees who drive												39%				employees who drive												39%				employees who drive												39%				employees who drive



								1.54				vehicle occupancy												1.54				vehicle occupancy												1.54				vehicle occupancy												1.54				vehicle occupancy



								100%				of the peak demand [a]												95%				of the peak demand [a]												100%				of the peak demand [b]												80%				of the peak demand [b]



								29				long-term spaces												28				long-term spaces												29				long-term spaces												23				long-term spaces



				Subtotal				68				spaces												63				spaces												74				spaces												57				spaces



				QUICK SERVICE RESTAURANT



				Short-Term				314				daily visitor vehicle-trips												314				daily visitor vehicle-trips												391				daily visitor vehicle-trips												391				daily visitor vehicle-trips



								5.5				turn-over rate												5.5				turn-over rate												5.5				turn-over rate												5.5				turn-over rate



								100%				of the peak demand [a]												80%				of the peak demand [a]												100%				of the peak demand [b]												80%				of the peak demand [b]



								29				short-term spaces												23				short-term spaces												36				short-term spaces												28				short-term spaces



				Long-Term				350				gsf per employee												350				gsf per employee												350				gsf per employee												350				gsf per employee



								103				daily employees												103				daily employees												103				daily employees												103				daily employees



								39%				employees who drive												39%				employees who drive												39%				employees who drive												39%				employees who drive



								1.54				vehicle occupancy												1.54				vehicle occupancy												1.54				vehicle occupancy												1.54				vehicle occupancy



								100%				of the peak demand [a]												90%				of the peak demand [a]												100%				of the peak demand [b]												90%				of the peak demand [b]



								26				long-term spaces												23				long-term spaces												26				long-term spaces												23				long-term spaces



				Subtotal				55				spaces												46				spaces												62				spaces												51				spaces



				SIT-DOWN RESTAURANT (w/ event)



				Short-Term				126				daily visitor vehicle-trips												126				daily visitor vehicle-trips												157				daily visitor vehicle-trips												157				daily visitor vehicle-trips



								5.5				turn-over rate												5.5				turn-over rate												5.5				turn-over rate												5.5				turn-over rate



								75%				of the peak demand [a]												100%				of the peak demand [a]												75%



José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
55% at ULI				of the peak demand [c]												100%				of the peak demand [c]



								9				short-term spaces												11				short-term spaces												11				short-term spaces												14				short-term spaces



				Long-Term				350				gsf per employee												350				gsf per employee												350				gsf per employee												350				gsf per employee



								124				daily employees												124				daily employees												124				daily employees												124				daily employees



								39%				employees who drive												39%				employees who drive												39%				employees who drive												39%				employees who drive



								1.54				vehicle occupancy												1.54				vehicle occupancy												1.54				vehicle occupancy												1.54				vehicle occupancy



								90%				of the peak demand [a]												100%				of the peak demand [a]												90%



José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
75% at ULI				of the peak demand [c]												100%				of the peak demand [c]



								28				long-term spaces												31				long-term spaces												28				long-term spaces												31				long-term spaces



				Subtotal				37				spaces												42				spaces												39				spaces												45				spaces



				SIT-DOWN RESTAURANT (w/out event)



				Short-Term				631				daily visitor vehicle-trips												631				daily visitor vehicle-trips												786				daily visitor vehicle-trips												786				daily visitor vehicle-trips



								5.5				turn-over rate												5.5				turn-over rate												5.5				turn-over rate												5.5				turn-over rate



								75%				of the peak demand [a]												100%				of the peak demand [a]												75%



José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
55% at ULI				of the peak demand [c]												100%				of the peak demand [c]



								43				short-term spaces												57				short-term spaces												54				short-term spaces												71				short-term spaces



				Long-Term				350				gsf per employee												350				gsf per employee												350				gsf per employee												350				gsf per employee



								124				daily employees												124				daily employees												124				daily employees												124				daily employees



								39%				employees who drive												39%				employees who drive												39%				employees who drive												39%				employees who drive



								1.54				vehicle occupancy												1.54				vehicle occupancy												1.54				vehicle occupancy												1.54				vehicle occupancy



								90%				of the peak demand [a]												100%				of the peak demand [a]												90%



José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
75% at ULI				of the peak demand [c]												100%				of the peak demand [c]



								28				long-term spaces												31				long-term spaces												28				long-term spaces												31				long-term spaces



				Subtotal				71				spaces												88				spaces												82				spaces												102				spaces



				RESIDENTIAL



				Short-Term				0				short-term spaces												0				short-term spaces												0				short-term spaces												0				short-term spaces



				Long-Term				1.1				per studio/1-bedroom unit												1.1				per studio/1-bedroom unit												1.1				per studio/1-bedroom unit												1.1				per studio/1-bedroom unit



								70%				of the peak demand [a]												100%				of the peak demand [a]												70%				of the peak demand [b]												100%				of the peak demand [b]



								75				spaces												108				spaces												75				spaces												108				spaces



								1.5				per 2+ bedroom unit												1.5				per 2+ bedroom unit												1.5				per 2+ bedroom unit												1.5				per 2+ bedroom unit



								70%				of the peak demand [a]												100%				of the peak demand [a]												70%				of the peak demand [b]												100%				of the peak demand [b]



								82				long-term spaces												117				long-term spaces												82				long-term spaces												117				long-term spaces



				Subtotal				157				spaces												225				spaces												157				spaces												225				spaces



				HOTEL



				Short-Term				0				short-term spaces [d]												0				short-term spaces [d]												0				short-term spaces [d]												0				short-term spaces [d]



				Long-Term



				Guests				0.25				spaces per room												0.25				spaces per room												0.25				spaces per room												0.25				spaces per room



								65%				of the peak demand [a]												90%				of the peak demand [a]												65%				of the peak demand [b]												90%				of the peak demand [b]



								37				spaces for guests												51				spaces for guests												37				spaces for guests												51				spaces for guests



				Employees				0.90				employees per room												0.90				employees per room												0.90				employees per room												0.90				employees per room



								50%				of empl. work in daytime												50%				of empl. work in daytime												50%				of empl. work in daytime												50%				of empl. work in daytime



								102				daytime employees												102				daytime employees												102				daytime employees												102				daytime employees



								39%				employees who drive												39%				employees who drive												39%				employees who drive												39%				employees who drive



								1.54				vehicle occupancy												1.54				vehicle occupancy												1.54				vehicle occupancy												1.54				vehicle occupancy



								26				spaces for employees												26				spaces for employees												26				spaces for employees												26				spaces for employees



				Subtotal				63				spaces												77				spaces												63				spaces												77				spaces



				OFFICE



				Short-Term				62				daily visitor vehicle-trips												62				daily visitor vehicle-trips												0				daily visitor vehicle-trips												0				daily visitor vehicle-trips



								5.5				turn-over rate												5.5				turn-over rate												5.5				turn-over rate												5.5				turn-over rate



								100%				of the peak demand [a]												5%				of the peak demand [a]												90%				of the peak demand [b]												0%				of the peak demand [b]



								6				short-term spaces												0				short-term spaces												0				short-term spaces												0				short-term spaces



				Long-Term				276				gsf per employee												276				gsf per employee												276				gsf per employee												276				gsf per employee



								129				daily employees												129				daily employees												29				daily employees [h]												29				daily employees [h]



								39%				employees who drive												39%				employees who drive												39%				employees who drive												39%				employees who drive



								1.54				vehicle occupancy												1.54				vehicle occupancy												1.54				vehicle occupancy												1.54				vehicle occupancy



								100%				of the peak demand [a]												10%				of the peak demand [a]												90%				of the peak demand [b]												0%				of the peak demand [b]



								33				long-term spaces												3				long-term spaces												7				long-term spaces												0				long-term spaces



				Subtotal				39				spaces												3				spaces												7				spaces												0				spaces



				ARENA (No Event)



				Short-Term				0				short-term spaces												0				short-term spaces												0				short-term spaces												0				short-term spaces



				Long-Term				100				daily employees												100				daily employees												100				daily employees												100				daily employees



								39%				employees who drive												39%				employees who drive												39%				employees who drive												39%				employees who drive



								1.54				vehicle occupancy												1.54				vehicle occupancy												1.54				vehicle occupancy												1.54				vehicle occupancy



								100%



José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
based on office				of the peak demand [e]												10%



José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
based on office				of the peak demand [e]												100%				of the peak demand [e]												10%				of the peak demand [e]



								25				long-term spaces												3				long-term spaces												25				long-term spaces												3				long-term spaces



				Subtotal				25				spaces												3				spaces												25				spaces												3				spaces



				ARENA (Basketball Game)



				Short-Term				4,525				daily visitor vehicle-trips												4,525				daily visitor vehicle-trips												6,824				daily visitor vehicle-trips												6,824				daily visitor vehicle-trips



								1				turn-over rate												1				turn-over rate												1				turn-over rate												1				turn-over rate



								3%



José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
ULI is 1%				of the peak demand [f]												100%				of the peak demand [a]												3%				of the peak demand [f]												100%				of the peak demand [g]



								68				short-term spaces												2,262				short-term spaces												102				short-term spaces												3,412				short-term spaces



				Long-Term				925				daily employees												925				daily employees												925				daily employees												925				daily employees



								39%				employees who drive												39%				employees who drive												39%				employees who drive												39%				employees who drive



								1.54				vehicle occupancy												1.54				vehicle occupancy												1.54				vehicle occupancy												1.54				vehicle occupancy



								30%				of the peak demand [a]												100%				of the peak demand [a]												30%				of the peak demand [g]												100%				of the peak demand [g]



								70				long-term spaces												233				long-term spaces												70				long-term spaces												233				long-term spaces



				Subtotal				138				spaces												2,495				spaces												172				spaces												3,645				spaces



				ARENA (Convention Event)



				Short-Term				1,099				daily visitor vehicle-trips												1,099				daily visitor vehicle-trips



								1.5				turn-over rate												1.5				turn-over rate



								100%				of the peak demand [a]												30%				of the peak demand [a]



								366				short-term spaces												110				short-term spaces



				Long-Term				675				daily employees												675				daily employees



								39%				employees who drive												39%				employees who drive



								1.54				vehicle occupancy												1.54				vehicle occupancy



								100%				of the peak demand [a]												25%				of the peak demand [a]



								170				long-term spaces												43				long-term spaces



				Subtotal				536				spaces												153				spaces



																																				ARENA (Concert Event)



																																				Short-Term				5,289				daily visitor vehicle-trips												5,289				daily visitor vehicle-trips



																																								1				turn-over rate												1				turn-over rate



																																								5%



José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
ULI is 1%				



José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
75% at ULI				



José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
75% at ULI				



José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
based on office																																



José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
55% at ULI				



José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
based on office																				of the peak demand [f]												100%				of the peak demand [g]



																																								132				short-term spaces												2,644				short-term spaces



																																				Long-Term				775				daily employees												775				daily employees



																																								39%				employees who drive												39%				employees who drive



																																								1.54				vehicle occupancy												1.54				vehicle occupancy



																																								30%				of the peak demand [g]												100%				of the peak demand [g]



																																								59				long-term spaces												195				long-term spaces



																																				Subtotal				191				spaces												2,839				spaces



				TOTAL PARKING DEMAND SUMMARY



								WEEKDAY DEMAND																																SATURDAY DEMAND



								Midday																Evening																Midday																Evening



								(1 PM to 3 PM)																(7 PM to 9 PM)																(1 PM to 3 PM)																(7 PM to 9 PM)



				No Event



				Short-Term				117				spaces												115				spaces												135				spaces												133				spaces



				Long-Term				249				spaces												231				spaces												223				spaces												223				spaces



				TOTAL				366				spaces												346				spaces												358				spaces												356				spaces







				Basketball Game



				Short-Term				120				spaces												2,303				spaces												158				spaces												3,461				spaces



				Long-Term				294				spaces												461				spaces												268				spaces												453				spaces



				TOTAL				414				spaces												2,764				spaces												426				spaces												3,914				spaces







				Convention Event



				Short-Term				418				spaces												151				spaces



				Long-Term				394				spaces												271				spaces



				TOTAL				812				spaces												422				spaces







																																Concert Event



																																				Short-Term				188				spaces												2,693				spaces



																																				Long-Term				257				spaces												415				spaces



																																				TOTAL				445				spaces												3,108				spaces



				Notes



				[a] Table 2-5 Recommended Time-of-Day Factores for Weekdays (pp. 16 and 17), Shared Parking, Second Edition, Urban Land Institute, 2005.



				[b] Table 2-6 Recommended Time-of-Day Factores for Weekdays (pp. 18 and 19), Shared Parking, Second Edition, Urban Land Institute, 2005.



				[c] Based on more conservatively weekday time-of-day factors; Table 2-6 from ULI indicates 55% of the short-term peak parking demand and 75% of the long-term peak parking demand.



				[d] No short-term parking demand assumed since no conference room or similar facilities would be provied at the hotel.



				[e] Based on weekday time-of-day factors for office land uses.



				 [f] Derived from more conservative assumptions; Table 2-6 from ULI indicates 1% of the peak demand for short-term parking.



				[g] Weekday time-of-day factors from ULI Table 2-5 have been used since ULI weekend data presented in Table 2-6 includes a matinee event.



				[h] A Saturday-to-Weekday ratio based on ITE office trip generation rates has been applied to derive the number of office employees on a Saturday.







				Sources: SF Guidelines, ULI Shared Parking, Golden State Warriors
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SWL 337 Week Basket PM Sum



				Sports Arena at Seawall Lot 337



				PROJECT TRIP GENERATION								- WEEKDAY DAILY AND PM PEAK HOUR BETWEEN 4 AND 6 PM



				SUMMARY OF TRIPS WITH BASKETBALL GAME







								Land Use								Seawall Lot 337



								Arena								18,064				attendees



																925				employees



								Retail												gsf



								Quick Service Rest.												gsf



								Sit-down Restaurant												gsf



								Residential												units



								Hotel												rooms



								Office								35,600				gsf















				Person-trips				Daily Trips																																				PM Peak Hour Trips																																				Percent of Daily during PM Peak Hour



				by Mode				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total								Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total								Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total



				Auto				14,087																								396				14,483				37%				3,055																								38				3,093				38%				21.7%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				9.5%				21.4%



				Transit				19,552																								124				19,676				51%				4,111																								11				4,122				50%				21.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				8.8%				20.9%



				Taxi (Arena only)				679																												679				2%				145																												145				2%				21.4%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				21.4%



				Walk/Other				3,660																								124				3,784				10%				839																								6				846				10%				22.9%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				5.1%				22.3%



				Total				37,978				0				0				0				0				0				644				38,622				100%				8,151				0				0				0				0				0				55				8,205				100%				21.5%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				8.5%				21.2%



								98%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				2%				100%								99%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				1%				100%



				Vehicle Trips				6,008																								231				6,239								1,455																								28				1,482								24.2%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				11.9%				23.8%



								96%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				4%				100%								98%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				2%				100%



				Avg. veh. occupancy				2.46				0.00				0.00				0.00				0.00				0.00				1.71				2.43								2.20				0.00				0.00				0.00				0.00				0.00				1.36				2.18















				Weekday				Total Daily				PM Peak Hour Person-Trips																																PM Peak Hour Transit-Trips																																PM Peak Hour Vehicle-Trips																																				Avg.



				Distribution				Person-trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total								Veh. Occ.



				Superdistrict 1				4,896				1,143																								5				1,148				640																								1				642				70																								2				72				5%				1.58



				Superdistrict 2				1,727				429																								6				435				251																								1				252				85																								3				88				6%				1.56



				Superdistrict 3				2,429				621																								15				636				303																								3				306				123																								6				129				9%				1.36



				Superdistrict 4				1,587				391																								4				396				233																								1				233				64																								2				66				4%				1.78



				East Bay				11,919				2,381																								7				2,389				1,980																								2				1,982				171																								3				174				12%				2.25



				North Bay				4,084				698																								3				700				5																								0				6				270																								2				272				18%				2.55



				South Bay				10,471				2,175																								13				2,188				688																								1				689				662																								10				672				45%				2.16



				Out of Region				1,510				312																								1				314				11																								0				11				9																								1				10				1%				1.58



				Total				38,622				8,151				0				0				0				0				0				55				8,205				4,111				0				0				0				0				0				11				4,122				1,455				0				0				0				0				0				28				1,482				100%				2.09



				Total from aggregate:				38,622				8,151				0				0				0				0				0				55				8,205				4,111				0				0				0				0				0				11				4,122				1,455				0				0				0				0				0				28				1,482











				Assumptions for



				PM Peak Hour				Arena								Retail								Q.S. Rest.								Sit-down Rest.								Residential								Hotel								Office



				bet. 4 PM & 6 PM				Empl.				Attend.				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work



				Inbound				95%				100%				0%				50%				0%				50%				0%				50%				100%				33%				0%				50%				0%				50%



				Outbound				5%				0%				100%				50%				100%				50%				100%				50%				0%				67%				100%				50%				100%				50%















				PM Peak Hour				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total



				bet. 4 PM & 6 PM				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Offlce				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total



				Total Person Trips				8,104																								5				8,109				46																								50				96				8,151				0				0				0				0				0				55				8,205



								99%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				9%				99%				1%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				92%				1%



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				8,151				0				0				0				0				0				55				8,205



				Transit Trips				4,101																								1				4,102				9																								10				19				4,111				0				0				0				0				0				11				4,122



								100%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				8%				100%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				92%				0%



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				4,111				0				0				0				0				0				11				4,122



				Vehicle Trips				1,429																								1				1,430				26																								26				52				1,455				0				0				0				0				0				28				1,482



								98%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				4%				96%				2%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				4%



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				1,455				0				0				0				0				0				28				1,482







				PM Peak Hour



				bet. 4 PM & 6 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total



				Auto Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total



				Superdistrict 1				110																								0				110				2																								2				4				112				0				0				0				0				0				2				114



				Superdistrict 2				130																								0				130				3																								4				7				133				0				0				0				0				0				4				137



				Superdistrict 3				160																								1				160				7																								8				14				166				0				0				0				0				0				8				175



				Superdistrict 4				111																								0				112				3																								3				6				114				0				0				0				0				0				3				117



				East Bay				381																								0				381				5																								5				9				386				0				0				0				0				0				5				391



				North Bay				689																								0				689				2																								2				5				691				0				0				0				0				0				2				693



				South Bay				1,427																								0				1,428				11																								11				22				1,438				0				0				0				0				0				12				1,450



				Out of Region				14																								0				14				1																								1				2				15				0				0				0				0				0				1				16



				Total				3,022				0				0				0				0				0				2				3,024				33				0				0				0				0				0				36				69				3,055				0				0				0				0				0				38				3,093



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				3,055				0				0				0				0				0				38				3,093







				PM Peak Hour



				bet. 4 PM & 6 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total																																												Total from



				Transit Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total																aggregate:



				Superdistrict 1				639																								0				639				1																								1				3				640				0				0				0				0				0				1				642																642



				Superdistrict 2				250																								0				250				1																								1				3				251				0				0				0				0				0				1				252																252



				Superdistrict 3				301																								0				301				2																								3				5				303				0				0				0				0				0				3				306																306



				Superdistrict 4				232																								0				232				1																								1				2				233				0				0				0				0				0				1				233																233



				East Bay				1,978																								0				1,978				2																								2				4				1,980				0				0				0				0				0				2				1,982																1,982



				North Bay				5																								0				5				0																								0				1				5				0				0				0				0				0				0				6																6



				South Bay				687																								0				687				1																								1				2				688				0				0				0				0				0				1				689																689



				Out of Region				10																								0				10				0																								0				1				11				0				0				0				0				0				0				11																11



				Total				4,101				0				0				0				0				0				1				4,102				9				0				0				0				0				0				10				20				4,111				0				0				0				0				0				11				4,122																4,122



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				4,111				0				0				0				0				0				11				4,122







				PM Peak Hour



				bet. 4 PM & 6 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total



				Walk/Other Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total



				Superdistrict 1				390																								0				390				1																								1				2				391				0				0				0				0				0				1				392



				Superdistrict 2				44																								0				44				0																								1				1				45				0				0				0				0				0				1				45



				Superdistrict 3				149																								0				150				2																								3				5				151				0				0				0				0				0				4				155



				Superdistrict 4				45																								0				45				0																								0				0				45				0				0				0				0				0				0				45



				East Bay				16																								0				16				0																								0				0				16				0				0				0				0				0				0				16



				North Bay				1																								0				1				0																								0				0				1				0				0				0				0				0				0				1



				South Bay				48																								0				48				0																								0				1				49				0				0				0				0				0				0				49



				Out of Region				287																								0				287				0																								0				0				287				0				0				0				0				0				0				287



				Total				981				0				0				0				0				0				1				981				4				0				0				0				0				0				6				10				985				0				0				0				0				0				6				991



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				985				0				0				0				0				0				6				991







				PM Peak Hour



				bet. 4 PM & 6 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total																																												Total from



				Total Person Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total																aggregate:



				Superdistrict 1				1,139				0				0				0				0				0				0				1,140				4				0				0				0				0				0				5				8				1,143				0				0				0				0				0				5				1,148																1,148



				Superdistrict 2				424				0				0				0				0				0				0				424				5				0				0				0				0				0				6				11				429				0				0				0				0				0				6				435																435



				Superdistrict 3				610				0				0				0				0				0				1				611				11				0				0				0				0				0				14				25				621				0				0				0				0				0				15				636																636



				Superdistrict 4				388				0				0				0				0				0				0				388				4				0				0				0				0				0				4				8				391				0				0				0				0				0				4				396																396



				East Bay				2,375				0				0				0				0				0				0				2,375				7				0				0				0				0				0				7				14				2,381				0				0				0				0				0				7				2,389																2,389



				North Bay				695				0				0				0				0				0				0				695				3				0				0				0				0				0				3				5				698				0				0				0				0				0				3				700																700



				South Bay				2,163				0				0				0				0				0				0				2,163				12				0				0				0				0				0				13				25				2,175				0				0				0				0				0				13				2,188																2,188



				Out of Region				311				0				0				0				0				0				0				311				1				0				0				0				0				0				1				2				312				0				0				0				0				0				1				314																314



				Total				8,104				0				0				0				0				0				3				8,107				46				0				0				0				0				0				52				98				8,151				0				0				0				0				0				55				8,205																8,205



				Total from aggregate:				8,104				0				0				0				0				0				5				8,109				46				0				0				0				0				0				50				96				8,151				0				0				0				0				0				55				8,205







				PM Peak Hour



				bet. 4 PM & 6 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total																																												Total from



				Vehicle-Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total																aggregate:



				Superdistrict 1				69																								0				69				1																								2				3				70				0				0				0				0				0				2				72																72



				Superdistrict 2				83																								0				83				3																								3				5				85				0				0				0				0				0				3				88																88



				Superdistrict 3				118																								0				118				5																								6				11				123				0				0				0				0				0				6				129																129



				Superdistrict 4				62																								0				62				2																								2				4				64				0				0				0				0				0				2				66																66



				East Bay				168																								0				168				3																								3				6				171				0				0				0				0				0				3				174																174



				North Bay				269																								0				269				2																								2				3				270				0				0				0				0				0				2				272																272



				South Bay				652																								0				652				10																								10				20				662				0				0				0				0				0				10				672																672



				Out of Region				9																								0				9				0																								1				1				9				0				0				0				0				0				1				10																10



				Total				1,429				0				0				0				0				0				1				1,430				26				0				0				0				0				0				27				52				1,455				0				0				0				0				0				28				1,482																1,482



				Total from aggregate:																																96%																																4%				1,455				0				0				0				0				0				28				1,482



																																				96%																																4%
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SWL 337 Week Basket Late PM Sum



				Sports Arena at Seawall Lot 337



				PROJECT TRIP GENERATION								- WEEKDAY DAILY AND LATE PM PEAK HOUR BETWEEN 9 AND 11 PM



				SUMMARY OF TRIPS WITH BASKETBALL GAME







								Land Use								Seawall Lot 337



								Arena								18,064				attendees



																925				employees



								Retail												gsf



								Quick Service Rest.												gsf



								Sit-down Restaurant												gsf



								Residential												units



								Hotel												rooms



								Office								35,600				gsf















				Person-trips				Daily Trips																																				Late PM Peak Hour Trips																																				Percent of Daily during Late PM Peak Hour



				by Mode				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total								Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total								Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total



				Auto				14,087																								396				14,483				37%				5,554																								2				5,555				38%				39.4%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.5%				38.4%



				Transit				19,552																								124				19,676				51%				7,532																								1				7,533				51%				38.5%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.4%				38.3%



				Taxi (Arena only)				679																												679				2%				252																												252				2%				37.2%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				37.2%



				Walk/Other				3,660																								124				3,784				10%				1,298																								0				1,299				9%				35.5%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.2%				34.3%



				Total				37,978				0				0				0				0				0				644				38,622				100%				14,636				0				0				0				0				0				3				14,639				100%				38.5%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.4%				37.9%



								98%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				2%				100%								100%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				100%



				Vehicle Trips				6,008																								231				6,239								2,204																								2				2,206								36.7%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.7%				35.4%



								96%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				4%				100%								100%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				100%



				Avg. veh. occupancy				2.46				0.00				0.00				0.00				0.00				0.00				1.71				2.43								2.63				0.00				0.00				0.00				0.00				0.00				1.28				2.63















				Weekday				Total Daily				Late PM Peak Hour Person-Trips																																Late PM Peak Hour Transit-Trips																																Late PM Peak Hour Vehicle-Trips																																				Avg.



				Distribution				Person-trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total								Veh. Occ.



				Superdistrict 1				4,896				1,618																								0				1,619				930																								0				930				70																								0				70				3%				1.74



				Superdistrict 2				1,727				517																								0				517				343																								0				343				62																								0				63				3%				1.88



				Superdistrict 3				2,429				645																								1				645				396																								0				396				47																								0				47				2%				1.66



				Superdistrict 4				1,587				493																								0				493				329																								0				329				48																								0				48				2%				2.09



				East Bay				11,919				4,795																								0				4,796				4,122																								0				4,122				254																								0				254				12%				2.53



				North Bay				4,084				1,889																								0				1,889				1																								0				1				702																								0				702				32%				2.69



				South Bay				10,471				4,096																								1				4,097				1,404																								0				1,404				1,019																								1				1,020				46%				2.55



				Out of Region				1,510				583																								0				583				6																								0				6				2																								0				2				0%				1.75



				Total				38,622				14,636				0				0				0				0				0				3				14,639				7,532				0				0				0				0				0				1				7,533				2,204				0				0				0				0				0				2				2,206				100%				2.52



				Total from aggregate:				38,622				14,636				0				0				0				0				0				3				14,639				7,532				0				0				0				0				0				1				7,533				2,204				0				0				0				0				0				2				2,206











				Assumptions for



				Late PM Peak Hour				Arena								Retail								Q.S. Rest.								Sit-down Rest.								Residential								Hotel								Office



				bet. 9 PM & 11 PM				Empl.				Attend.				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work



				Inbound				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				100%				100%				50%				100%				0%				0%



				Outbound				100%				100%				100%				100%				100%				100%				100%				100%				0%				0%				50%				0%				100%				100%















				Late PM Peak Hour				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total



				bet. 9 PM & 11 PM				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total



				Total Person Trips				0																								0				0				14,636																								3				14,639				14,636				0				0				0				0				0				3				14,639



								0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				100%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				100%				100%



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				14,636				0				0				0				0				0				3				14,639



				Transit Trips				0																								0				0				7,532																								1				7,533				7,532				0				0				0				0				0				1				7,533



								0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				100%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				100%				100%



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				7,532				0				0				0				0				0				1				7,533



				Vehicle Trips				0																								0				0				2,204																								2				2,206				2,204				0				0				0				0				0				2				2,206



								0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				100%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				100%



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				2,204				0				0				0				0				0				2				2,206







				Late PM Peak Hour



				bet. 9 PM & 11 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total



				Auto Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total



				Superdistrict 1				0																								0				0				121																								0				121				121				0				0				0				0				0				0				121



				Superdistrict 2				0																								0				0				118																								0				118				118				0				0				0				0				0				0				118



				Superdistrict 3				0																								0				0				78																								0				78				78				0				0				0				0				0				0				78



				Superdistrict 4				0																								0				0				100																								0				100				100				0				0				0				0				0				0				100



				East Bay				0																								0				0				643																								0				643				643				0				0				0				0				0				0				643



				North Bay				0																								0				0				1,888																								0				1,888				1,888				0				0				0				0				0				0				1,888



				South Bay				0																								0				0				2,602																								1				2,603				2,602				0				0				0				0				0				1				2,603



				Out of Region				0																								0				0				4																								0				4				4				0				0				0				0				0				0				4



				Total				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				5,554				0				0				0				0				0				2				5,555				5,554				0				0				0				0				0				2				5,555



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				5,554				0				0				0				0				0				2				5,555







				Late PM Peak Hour



				bet. 9 PM & 11 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total																																												Total from



				Transit Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total																aggregate:



				Superdistrict 1				0																								0				0				930																								0				930				930				0				0				0				0				0				0				930																930



				Superdistrict 2				0																								0				0				343																								0				343				343				0				0				0				0				0				0				343																343



				Superdistrict 3				0																								0				0				396																								0				396				396				0				0				0				0				0				0				396																396



				Superdistrict 4				0																								0				0				329																								0				329				329				0				0				0				0				0				0				329																329



				East Bay				0																								0				0				4,122																								0				4,122				4,122				0				0				0				0				0				0				4,122																4,122



				North Bay				0																								0				0				1																								0				1				1				0				0				0				0				0				0				1																1



				South Bay				0																								0				0				1,404																								0				1,404				1,404				0				0				0				0				0				0				1,404																1,404



				Out of Region				0																								0				0				6																								0				6				6				0				0				0				0				0				0				6																6



				Total				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				7,532				0				0				0				0				0				1				7,533				7,532				0				0				0				0				0				1				7,533																7,533



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				7,532				0				0				0				0				0				1				7,533







				Late PM Peak Hour



				bet. 9 PM & 11 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total



				Walk/Other Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total



				Superdistrict 1				0																								0				0				567																								0				567				567				0				0				0				0				0				0				567



				Superdistrict 2				0																								0				0				56																								0				56				56				0				0				0				0				0				0				56



				Superdistrict 3				0																								0				0				171																								0				171				171				0				0				0				0				0				0				171



				Superdistrict 4				0																								0				0				64																								0				64				64				0				0				0				0				0				0				64



				East Bay				0																								0				0				30																								0				30				30				0				0				0				0				0				0				30



				North Bay				0																								0				0				0																								0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



				South Bay				0																								0				0				90																								0				90				90				0				0				0				0				0				0				90



				Out of Region				0																								0				0				572																								0				572				572				0				0				0				0				0				0				572



				Total				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				1,551				0				0				0				0				0				0				1,551				1,551				0				0				0				0				0				0				1,551



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				1,551				0				0				0				0				0				0				1,551







				Late PM Peak Hour



				bet. 9 PM & 11 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total																																												Total from



				Total Person Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total																aggregate:



				Superdistrict 1				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				1,618				0				0				0				0				0				0				1,619				1,618				0				0				0				0				0				0				1,619																1,619



				Superdistrict 2				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				517				0				0				0				0				0				0				517				517				0				0				0				0				0				0				517																517



				Superdistrict 3				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				645				0				0				0				0				0				1				645				645				0				0				0				0				0				1				645																645



				Superdistrict 4				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				493				0				0				0				0				0				0				493				493				0				0				0				0				0				0				493																493



				East Bay				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				4,795				0				0				0				0				0				0				4,796				4,795				0				0				0				0				0				0				4,796																4,796



				North Bay				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				1,889				0				0				0				0				0				0				1,889				1,889				0				0				0				0				0				0				1,889																1,889



				South Bay				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				4,096				0				0				0				0				0				1				4,097				4,096				0				0				0				0				0				1				4,097																4,097



				Out of Region				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				583				0				0				0				0				0				0				583				583				0				0				0				0				0				0				583																583



				Total				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				14,636				0				0				0				0				0				3				14,639				14,636				0				0				0				0				0				3				14,639																14,639



				Total from aggregate:				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				14,636				0				0				0				0				0				3				14,639				14,636				0				0				0				0				0				3				14,639







				Late PM Peak Hour



				bet. 9 PM & 11 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total																																												Total from



				Vehicle-Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total																aggregate:



				Superdistrict 1				0																								0				0				70																								0				70				70				0				0				0				0				0				0				70																70



				Superdistrict 2				0																								0				0				62																								0				63				62				0				0				0				0				0				0				63																63



				Superdistrict 3				0																								0				0				47																								0				47				47				0				0				0				0				0				0				47																47



				Superdistrict 4				0																								0				0				48																								0				48				48				0				0				0				0				0				0				48																48



				East Bay				0																								0				0				254																								0				254				254				0				0				0				0				0				0				254																254



				North Bay				0																								0				0				702																								0				702				702				0				0				0				0				0				0				702																702



				South Bay				0																								0				0				1,019																								1				1,020				1,019				0				0				0				0				0				1				1,020																1,020



				Out of Region				0																								0				0				2																								0				2				2				0				0				0				0				0				0				2																2



				Total				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				2,204				0				0				0				0				0				2				2,206				2,204				0				0				0				0				0				2				2,206																2,206



				Total from aggregate:																																0%																																100%				2,204				0				0				0				0				0				2				2,206



																																				0%																																100%
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SWL 337 Sat Basket Late PM Sum



				Sports Arena at Seawall Lot 337



				PROJECT TRIP GENERATION								- SATURDAY DAILY AND LATE PM PEAK HOUR BETWEEN 7 AND 9 PM



				SUMMARY OF TRIPS WITH BASKETBALL GAME







								Land Use								Seawall Lot 337



								Arena								18,064				attendees



																925				employees



								Retail												gsf



								Quick Service Rest.												gsf



								Sit-down Restaurant												gsf



								Residential												units



								Hotel												rooms



								Office								35,600				gsf















				Person-trips				Daily Trips																																				Late PM Peak Hour Trips																																				Percent of Daily during Late PM Peak Hour



				by Mode				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total								Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total								Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total



				Auto				19,935																								102				20,037				53%				6,517																								0				6,517				52%				32.7%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				32.5%



				Transit				14,613																								29				14,642				38%				4,984																								0				4,984				39%				34.1%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				34.0%



				Taxi (Arena only)				730																												730				2%				256																												256				2%				35.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				35.0%



				Walk/Other				2,699																								13				2,712				7%				888																								0				888				7%				32.9%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				32.8%



				Total				37,978				0				0				0				0				0				144				38,122				100%				12,645				0				0				0				0				0				0				12,645				100%				33.3%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				33.2%



								100%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				100%								100%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				100%



				Vehicle Trips				8,193																								80				8,272								2,508																								0				2,508								30.6%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				30.3%



								99%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				1%				100%								100%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				100%



				Avg. veh. occupancy				2.52				0.00				0.00				0.00				0.00				0.00				1.28				2.51								2.70				0.00				0.00				0.00				0.00				0.00				0.00				2.70















				Saturday				Total Daily				Late PM Peak Hour Person-Trips																																Late PM Peak Hour Transit-Trips																																Late PM Peak Hour Vehicle-Trips																																				Avg.



				Distribution				Person-trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total								Veh. Occ.



				Superdistrict 1				4,173				1,403																								0				1,403				774																								0				774				129																								0				129				5%				2.07



				Superdistrict 2				1,454				435																								0				435				209																								0				209				81																								0				81				3%				2.25



				Superdistrict 3				1,978				525																								0				525				310																								0				310				52																								0				52				2%				2.24



				Superdistrict 4				1,354				419																								0				419				215																								0				215				68																								0				68				3%				2.39



				East Bay				12,207				4,173																								0				4,173				2,905																								0				2,905				469																								0				469				19%				2.63



				North Bay				4,808				1,644																								0				1,644				0																								0				0				609																								0				609				24%				2.70



				South Bay				10,652				3,541																								0				3,541				570																								0				570				1,100																								0				1,100				44%				2.65



				Out of Region				1,495				506																								0				506				1																								0				1				0																								0				0				0%				2.63



				Total				38,122				12,645				0				0				0				0				0				0				12,645				4,984				0				0				0				0				0				0				4,984				2,508				0				0				0				0				0				0				2,508				100%				2.60



				Total from aggregate:				38,122				12,645				0				0				0				0				0				0				12,645				4,984				0				0				0				0				0				0				4,984				2,508				0				0				0				0				0				0				2,508











				Assumptions for



				Late PM Peak Hour				Arena								Retail								Q.S. Rest.								Sit-down Rest.								Residential								Hotel								Office



				bet. 7 PM & 9 PM				Empl.				Attend.				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work



				Inbound				95%				100%				0%				50%				0%				50%				0%				50%				100%				33%				0%				50%				0%				50%



				Outbound				5%				0%				100%				50%				100%				50%				100%				50%				0%				67%				100%				50%				100%				50%















				Late PM Peak Hour				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total



				bet. 7 PM & 9 PM				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total



				Total Person Trips				12,645																								0				12,645				0																								0				0				12,645				0				0				0				0				0				0				12,645



								100%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				100%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				12,645				0				0				0				0				0				0				12,645



				Transit Trips				4,984																								0				4,984				0																								0				0				4,984				0				0				0				0				0				0				4,984



								100%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				100%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				4,984				0				0				0				0				0				0				4,984



				Vehicle Trips				2,508																								0				2,508				0																								0				0				2,508				0				0				0				0				0				0				2,508



								100%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				100%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				2,508				0				0				0				0				0				0				2,508







				Late PM Peak Hour



				bet. 7 PM & 9 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total



				Auto Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total



				Superdistrict 1				267																								0				267				0																								0				0				267				0				0				0				0				0				0				267



				Superdistrict 2				182																								0				182				0																								0				0				182				0				0				0				0				0				0				182



				Superdistrict 3				116																								0				116				0																								0				0				116				0				0				0				0				0				0				116



				Superdistrict 4				163																								0				163				0																								0				0				163				0				0				0				0				0				0				163



				East Bay				1,233																								0				1,233				0																								0				0				1,233				0				0				0				0				0				0				1,233



				North Bay				1,644																								0				1,644				0																								0				0				1,644				0				0				0				0				0				0				1,644



				South Bay				2,912																								0				2,912				0																								0				0				2,912				0				0				0				0				0				0				2,912



				Out of Region				0																								0				0				0																								0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



				Total				6,517				0				0				0				0				0				0				6,517				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				6,517				0				0				0				0				0				0				6,517



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				6,517				0				0				0				0				0				0				6,517







				Late PM Peak Hour



				bet. 7 PM & 9 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total																																												Total from



				Transit Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total																aggregate:



				Superdistrict 1				774																								0				774				0																								0				0				774				0				0				0				0				0				0				774																774



				Superdistrict 2				209																								0				209				0																								0				0				209				0				0				0				0				0				0				209																209



				Superdistrict 3				310																								0				310				0																								0				0				310				0				0				0				0				0				0				310																310



				Superdistrict 4				215																								0				215				0																								0				0				215				0				0				0				0				0				0				215																215



				East Bay				2,905																								0				2,905				0																								0				0				2,905				0				0				0				0				0				0				2,905																2,905



				North Bay				0																								0				0				0																								0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0																0



				South Bay				570																								0				570				0																								0				0				570				0				0				0				0				0				0				570																570



				Out of Region				1																								0				1				0																								0				0				1				0				0				0				0				0				0				1																1



				Total				4,984				0				0				0				0				0				0				4,984				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				4,984				0				0				0				0				0				0				4,984																4,984



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				4,984				0				0				0				0				0				0				4,984







				Late PM Peak Hour



				bet. 7 PM & 9 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total



				Walk/Other Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total



				Superdistrict 1				362																								0				362				0																								0				0				362				0				0				0				0				0				0				362



				Superdistrict 2				44																								0				44				0																								0				0				44				0				0				0				0				0				0				44



				Superdistrict 3				100																								0				100				0																								0				0				100				0				0				0				0				0				0				100



				Superdistrict 4				41																								0				41				0																								0				0				41				0				0				0				0				0				0				41



				East Bay				34																								0				34				0																								0				0				34				0				0				0				0				0				0				34



				North Bay				0																								0				0				0																								0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



				South Bay				59																								0				59				0																								0				0				59				0				0				0				0				0				0				59



				Out of Region				505																								0				505				0																								0				0				505				0				0				0				0				0				0				505



				Total				1,144				0				0				0				0				0				0				1,144				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				1,144				0				0				0				0				0				0				1,144



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				1,144				0				0				0				0				0				0				1,144







				Late PM Peak Hour



				bet. 7 PM & 9 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total																																												Total from



				Total Person Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total																aggregate:



				Superdistrict 1				1,403				0				0				0				0				0				0				1,403				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				1,403				0				0				0				0				0				0				1,403																1,403



				Superdistrict 2				435				0				0				0				0				0				0				435				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				435				0				0				0				0				0				0				435																435



				Superdistrict 3				525				0				0				0				0				0				0				525				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				525				0				0				0				0				0				0				525																525



				Superdistrict 4				419				0				0				0				0				0				0				419				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				419				0				0				0				0				0				0				419																419



				East Bay				4,173				0				0				0				0				0				0				4,173				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				4,173				0				0				0				0				0				0				4,173																4,173



				North Bay				1,644				0				0				0				0				0				0				1,644				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				1,644				0				0				0				0				0				0				1,644																1,644



				South Bay				3,541				0				0				0				0				0				0				3,541				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				3,541				0				0				0				0				0				0				3,541																3,541



				Out of Region				506				0				0				0				0				0				0				506				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				506				0				0				0				0				0				0				506																506



				Total				12,645				0				0				0				0				0				0				12,645				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				12,645				0				0				0				0				0				0				12,645																12,645



				Total from aggregate:				12,645				0				0				0				0				0				0				12,645				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				12,645				0				0				0				0				0				0				12,645







				Late PM Peak Hour



				bet. 7 PM & 9 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total																																												Total from



				Vehicle-Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total																aggregate:



				Superdistrict 1				129																								0				129				0																								0				0				129				0				0				0				0				0				0				129																129



				Superdistrict 2				81																								0				81				0																								0				0				81				0				0				0				0				0				0				81																81



				Superdistrict 3				52																								0				52				0																								0				0				52				0				0				0				0				0				0				52																52



				Superdistrict 4				68																								0				68				0																								0				0				68				0				0				0				0				0				0				68																68



				East Bay				469																								0				469				0																								0				0				469				0				0				0				0				0				0				469																469



				North Bay				609																								0				609				0																								0				0				609				0				0				0				0				0				0				609																609



				South Bay				1,100																								0				1,100				0																								0				0				1,100				0				0				0				0				0				0				1,100																1,100



				Out of Region				0																								0				0				0																								0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0																0



				Total				2,508				0				0				0				0				0				0				2,508				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				2,508				0				0				0				0				0				0				2,508																2,508



				Total from aggregate:																																100%																																0%				2,508				0				0				0				0				0				0				2,508



																																				100%																																0%
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SWL 337 Basketball work



				Sports Arena at Seawall Lot 337



				PROJECT TRIP GENERATION



				LAND USE: ARENA - BASKETBALL GAME (WORK TRIPS)



				Proposed Size:				18,064				attendees				plus 925				employees																Weekday								Weekday								Saturday



				DAILY:																				PEAK HOUR PERIOD:												4-6 PM Peak Hour								9-11 PM Peak Hour								7-9 PM Peak Hour



				Linked Trip Factor [a]:												0%								Overall peak hour trips as a % of daily trips:												21.5% [c]								38.5% [e]								33.3% [d]



				Overall Person-trip Generation Rate [b]:												2.10				trips/attendee				Overall peak hour person-trip rate (trips/attendee):												0.45								0.81								0.70



				Total Person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):												37,978				person-trips				Total peak hour person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):												8,151								14,636								12,645



				Percent of Work Trips [f]:												4.9%								Total peak hour person-trips (w/ linked trip factor):												8,151								14,636								12,645



				Work Person-trip Generation Rate [g]:												2.00				trips/employee				% Work trips arrive/depart during peak hour:												50% [h]								10% [h]								0% [h]



				Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor):												1,850				person-trips				Peak hour Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor):												925								185								0



																																Weekday																Saturday



				Origins				Distribution				Mode				Percent				Avg. Vehicle				All Day								4-6 PM Peak Hour								9-11 PM Peak Hour								7-9 PM Peak Hour



								[i]								[i]				Occupancy				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-



																				[i]				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips



				Superdistrict 1				8.3%				Auto				46.9%				1.30				72				55				36				28				7				6				0				0



												Transit				32.7%								50								25								5								0



												Walk				17.7%								27								14								3								0



												Other				2.7%								4								2								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								154				55				77				28				15				6				0				0



				Superdistrict 2				10.6%				Auto				64.6%				1.26				127				101				63				50				13				10				0				0



												Transit				26.4%								52								26								5								0



												Walk				6.9%								14								7								1								0



												Other				2.1%								4								2								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								196				101				98				50				20				10				0				0



				Superdistrict 3				23.9%				Auto				59.7%				1.25				264				211				132				106				26				21				0				0



												Transit				20.6%								91								46								9								0



												Walk				15.1%								67								33								7								0



												Other				4.6%								20								10								2								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								442				211				221				106				44				21				0				0



				Superdistrict 4				7.9%				Auto				75.7%				1.48				111				75				55				37				11				7				0				0



												Transit				21.5%								31								16								3								0



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0



												Other				2.8%								4								2								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								146				75				73				37				15				7				0				0



				East Bay				14.3%				Auto				68.8%				1.61				182				113				91				57				18				11				0				0



												Transit				29.7%								79								39								8								0



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0



												Other				1.5%								4								2								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								265				113				132				57				26				11				0				0



				North Bay				5.6%				Auto				86.9%				1.44				90				63				45				31				9				6				0				0



												Transit				10.5%								11								5								1								0



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0



												Other				2.6%								3								1								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								104				63				52				31				10				6				0				0



				South Bay				26.9%				Auto				88.5%				1.13				440				390				220				195				44				39				0				0



												Transit				8.8%								44								22								4								0



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0



												Other				2.7%								13								7								1								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								498				390				249				195				50				39				0				0



				Out of Region				2.5%				Auto				61.8%				1.56				29				18				14				9				3				2				0				0



												Transit				35.3%								16								8								2								0



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0



												Other				2.9%								1								1								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								46				18				23				9				5				2				0				0



				TOTAL				100.0%				Auto				71.0%				1.28				1,314				1,026				657				513				131				103				0				0



												Transit				20.2%								374								187								37								0



												Walk				5.8%								107								54								11								0



												Other				2.9%								54								27								5								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								1,850				1,026				925				513				185				103				0				0







				[a]  No linked-trip factor assumed for arena



				[b]  Calculated by the model by dividing the total number of person-trips by the expected event attendance.



				[c]  Calculated by the model assuming a 4 to 7 PM period; Atlantic Yards Arena Transportation Planning (2006) value for the 4 to 6 period is 5%, Madison Square Garden (2003) value is 9%, Arco Arena value is 0%, GSW value is 0%



				[d]  Calculated by the model; Madison Square Garden (2003) value is 55%, Arco Arena value is 55%, GSW value is 60%



				[e]  Calculated by the model; Atlantic Yards Arena Transportation Planning (2006) value is 43%, GSW value is 70%



				 [f]  Calculated by the model.



				[g]  Two daily person trips made by each employee.



				[h]  Event employees arrive to work between 4:30 and 5 pm, and depart between 11 and 11:30 pm.



				 [i]  SF Guidelines, Appendix E - Table E-5 Work Trips to SD3 (All)
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SWL 337 Basketball non work



				Sports Arena at Seawall Lot 337



				PROJECT TRIP GENERATION



				LAND USE: ARENA - BASKETBALL GAME (NON-WORK TRIPS)



				Proposed Size:				18,064				attendees				plus 925				employees																								Weekday								Weekday								Saturday																SF Giants 2012																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																								SF Giants 2012



				DAILY:																								PEAK HOUR PERIOD:																4-6 PM Peak Hour								9-11 PM Peak Hour								7-9 PM Peak Hour																Weekday Evening																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																								Weekend Evening



				Linked Trip Factor [a]:												0%												Overall peak hour trips as a % of daily trips:																21.5% [c]								38.5% [e]								33.3% [d]																Auto				33.0%																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																				Auto				51.0%



				Overall Person-trip Generation Rate [b]:												2.10				trips per attendee								Overall peak hour person-trip rate (trips/attendee):																0.45								0.81								0.70																Transit				54.0%																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																				Transit				39.0%



				Total Person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):												37,978				person-trips								Total peak hour person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																8,151								14,636								12,645																Taxi				2.0%																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																				Taxi				2.0%



				Percent of Non-Work Trips [f]:												95.1%												Total peak hour person-trips (w/ linked trip factor):																8,151								14,636								12,645																Walk				6.5%																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																				Walk				3.0%



				Non-Work Person-trip Generation Rate [g]:												2.00				trips per attendee								% Non-Work trips arrive/depart during peak hour:																20% [h]								40% [h]								35% [h]																Other				4.5%																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																				Other				5.0%



				Non-Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor):												36,128				person-trips								Peak hour Non-Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor):																7,226								14,451								12,645																				100.0%																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																								100.0%



																								Average				Weekday																								Saturday



				Origins Distribution												Weekday				Saturday				Vehicle				All Day								4-7 PM Peak Hour								9-11 PM Peak Hour								All Day								7-9 PM Peak Hour																Table E-15								WEEKDAY EVENING																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																SATURDAY



				Weekday In				All Other				Mode				Percent				Percent				Occupancy				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-												Visiotr Trips to SD3								Other becomes Taxi in SF																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																Other becomes Taxi in SF



				[i]				[i]								[j]				[j]				[k]				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips												All Other								Walk adde to Transit outside SF																								1																2																3																4																5																6																7																8																9																10																11																12																13																14																15																16																17																18																19																20								Walk adde to Transit outside SF																								1																2																3																4																5																6																7																8																9																10																11																12																13																14																15																16																17																18																19																20



				Superdistrict 1								Auto				7%				19%				2.70				332				123				76				28				114				42				762				282				267				99												Auto				36.0%				15.8%				3%				1%				2%				5%				2%				10%				1%				4%				1%				8%				1%				3%				1%				8%				1%				3%				1%				7%				1%				3%				1%				7%				1%				3%				1%				7%				1%				3%				1%				7%				1%				3%				1%				7%				1%				3%				1%				7%				1%				3%				1%				7%				1%				3%				1%				7%				1%				3%				1%				7%				1%				3%				1%				7%				1%				3%				1%				7%				1%				3%				1%				7%				1%				3%				1%				7%				1%				3%				1%				7%				1%				3%				1%				7%				1%				3%				1%				7%				1%				3%				1%				7%								24.3%				4%				2%				4%				6%				3%				23%				3%				5%				2%				21%				2%				4%				2%				20%				2%				4%				2%				19%				2%				4%				2%				19%				2%				4%				2%				19%				2%				4%				2%				19%				2%				4%				2%				19%				2%				4%				2%				19%				2%				4%				2%				19%				2%				4%				2%				19%				2%				4%				2%				19%				2%				4%				2%				19%				2%				4%				2%				19%				2%				4%				2%				19%				2%				4%				2%				19%				2%				4%				2%				19%				2%				4%				2%				19%				2%				4%				2%				19%				2%				4%				2%				19%



				14.8%				11.1%				Transit				58%				55%								2,695								615								925								2,212								774																Transit				19.2%				66.4%				7%				4%				8%				18%				10%				58%				9%				16%				9%				58%				9%				16%				9%				58%				8%				16%				8%				58%				8%				16%				8%				58%				8%				16%				8%				58%				8%				16%				8%				58%				8%				16%				8%				58%				9%				16%				8%				58%				9%				16%				8%				58%				9%				16%				8%				58%				9%				16%				8%				58%				9%				16%				8%				58%				9%				16%				8%				58%				9%				16%				8%				58%				9%				16%				8%				58%				9%				16%				8%				58%				9%				16%				8%				58%				9%				16%				8%				58%				9%				16%				8%				58%								47.9%				8%				3%				6%				17%				7%				53%				6%				16%				6%				54%				6%				16%				6%				55%				6%				15%				6%				55%				6%				15%				6%				55%				6%				15%				6%				55%				6%				15%				6%				55%				6%				15%				6%				55%				6%				16%				6%				55%				6%				16%				6%				55%				6%				16%				6%				55%				6%				16%				6%				55%				6%				16%				6%				55%				6%				16%				6%				55%				6%				16%				6%				55%				6%				16%				6%				55%				6%				16%				6%				55%				6%				16%				6%				55%				6%				16%				6%				55%				6%				16%				6%				55%



												Taxi				4%				6%				2.70				173				64				40				15				60				22				232				86				81				30												Taxi				11.5%				6.1%				9%				0%				0%				33%				1%				4%				1%				30%				1%				4%				1%				28%				1%				4%				1%				28%				1%				4%				1%				27%				1%				4%				1%				27%				1%				4%				1%				27%				1%				4%				1%				27%				1%				4%				1%				27%				1%				4%				1%				27%				1%				4%				1%				27%				1%				4%				1%				27%				1%				4%				1%				27%				1%				4%				1%				27%				1%				4%				1%				27%				1%				4%				1%				27%				1%				4%				1%				27%				1%				4%				1%				27%				1%				4%				1%				27%				1%				4%				1%				27%				1%				4%								6.1%				9%				0%				0%				37%				1%				6%				1%				33%				1%				6%				1%				32%				1%				6%				1%				32%				1%				6%				1%				32%				1%				6%				1%				32%				1%				6%				1%				32%				1%				6%				1%				32%				1%				6%				1%				32%				1%				6%				1%				32%				1%				6%				1%				32%				1%				6%				1%				32%				1%				6%				1%				32%				1%				6%				1%				32%				1%				6%				1%				32%				1%				6%				1%				32%				1%				6%				1%				32%				1%				6%				1%				32%				1%				6%				1%				32%				1%				6%				1%				32%				1%				6%



												Walk				31%				20%								1,470								336								505								801								280																Walk				33.3%				42.7%				25%				2%				4%				73%				5%				28%				4%				72%				5%				30%				4%				71%				5%				31%				5%				71%				5%				31%				5%				71%				5%				31%				5%				71%				5%				32%				5%				71%				5%				32%				5%				71%				5%				32%				5%				71%				5%				32%				5%				71%				5%				32%				5%				71%				5%				32%				5%				71%				5%				32%				5%				71%				5%				32%				5%				71%				5%				31%				5%				71%				5%				31%				5%				71%				5%				31%				5%				71%				5%				31%				5%				71%				5%				31%				5%				71%				5%				31%				5%				71%				5%				31%								19.7%				25%				1%				1%				75%				2%				18%				2%				74%				2%				19%				2%				73%				2%				20%				2%				73%				2%				20%				2%				73%				2%				20%				2%				73%				2%				20%				2%				73%				2%				20%				2%				73%				2%				20%				2%				73%				2%				20%				2%				73%				2%				20%				2%				73%				2%				20%				2%				73%				2%				20%				2%				73%				2%				20%				2%				73%				2%				20%				2%				73%				2%				20%				2%				73%				2%				20%				2%				73%				2%				20%				2%				73%				2%				20%				2%				73%				2%				20%				2%				73%				2%				20%



												Other				0%				0%								0								0								0								0								0																Other								0.0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%								0.0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%



												TOTAL				100%				100%								4,670				187				1,066				43				1,603				64				4,007				368				1,403				129												TOTAL				100.0%				130.9%				6%				7%				15%				129%				17%				100%				15%				122%				15%				100%				15%				119%				15%				100%				15%				118%				15%				100%				15%				117%				15%				100%				15%				117%				15%				100%				15%				117%				15%				100%				15%				117%				15%				100%				15%				117%				15%				100%				15%				117%				15%				100%				15%				117%				15%				100%				15%				117%				15%				100%				15%				117%				15%				100%				15%				117%				15%				100%				15%				117%				15%				100%				15%				117%				15%				100%				15%				117%				15%				100%				15%				117%				15%				100%				15%				117%				15%				100%				15%				117%				15%				100%								98.1%				7%				6%				11%				134%				13%				100%				11%				127%				11%				100%				11%				125%				11%				100%				11%				125%				11%				100%				11%				125%				11%				100%				11%				124%				11%				100%				11%				124%				11%				100%				11%				124%				11%				100%				11%				124%				11%				100%				11%				124%				11%				100%				11%				124%				11%				100%				11%				124%				11%				100%				11%				124%				11%				100%				11%				124%				11%				100%				11%				124%				11%				100%				11%				124%				11%				100%				11%				124%				11%				100%				11%				124%				11%				100%				11%				124%				11%				100%				11%				124%				11%				100%



				Superdistrict 2								Auto				21%				42%				2.70				306				113				70				26				105				39				520				193				182				67												Auto				68.6%				30.0%				20%				7%				2%				4%				1%				28%				1%				3%				1%				24%				1%				3%				1%				22%				1%				3%				1%				22%				1%				3%				1%				21%				1%				3%				1%				21%				1%				3%				1%				21%				1%				3%				1%				21%				1%				3%				1%				21%				1%				3%				1%				21%				1%				3%				1%				21%				1%				3%				1%				21%				1%				3%				1%				21%				1%				3%				1%				21%				1%				3%				1%				21%				1%				3%				1%				21%				1%				3%				1%				21%				1%				3%				1%				21%				1%				3%				1%				21%				1%				3%				1%				21%								46.4%				23%				12%				2%				3%				2%				47%				2%				3%				1%				44%				2%				3%				1%				43%				1%				3%				1%				42%				1%				3%				1%				42%				1%				3%				1%				42%				1%				3%				1%				42%				1%				3%				1%				42%				1%				3%				1%				42%				1%				3%				1%				42%				1%				3%				1%				42%				1%				3%				1%				42%				1%				3%				1%				42%				1%				3%				1%				42%				1%				3%				1%				42%				1%				3%				1%				42%				1%				3%				1%				42%				1%				3%				1%				42%				1%				3%				1%				42%				1%				3%				1%				42%



				4.6%				3.4%				Transit				68%				48%								985								225								338								598								209																Transit				14.5%				50.1%				17%				9%				3%				5%				3%				62%				3%				6%				3%				66%				3%				6%				3%				67%				3%				6%				3%				67%				3%				6%				3%				68%				3%				6%				3%				68%				3%				6%				3%				68%				3%				6%				3%				68%				3%				6%				3%				68%				3%				6%				3%				68%				3%				6%				3%				68%				3%				6%				3%				68%				3%				6%				3%				68%				3%				6%				3%				68%				3%				6%				3%				68%				3%				6%				3%				68%				3%				6%				3%				68%				3%				6%				3%				68%				3%				6%				3%				68%				3%				6%				3%				68%								36.2%				19%				7%				1%				4%				1%				43%				1%				4%				2%				46%				2%				4%				2%				47%				2%				4%				2%				48%				2%				4%				2%				48%				2%				4%				2%				48%				2%				4%				2%				48%				2%				4%				2%				48%				2%				4%				2%				48%				2%				4%				2%				48%				2%				4%				2%				48%				2%				4%				2%				48%				2%				4%				2%				48%				2%				4%				2%				48%				2%				4%				2%				48%				2%				4%				2%				48%				2%				4%				2%				48%				2%				4%				2%				48%				2%				4%				2%				48%				2%				4%				2%				48%



												Taxi				7%				8%				2.70				106				39				24				9				36				13				105				39				37				14												Taxi				14.5%				7.7%				38%				1%				0%				16%				0%				7%				0%				17%				0%				7%				0%				17%				0%				7%				0%				17%				0%				7%				0%				17%				0%				7%				0%				17%				0%				7%				0%				17%				0%				7%				0%				17%				0%				7%				0%				17%				0%				7%				0%				17%				0%				7%				0%				17%				0%				7%				0%				17%				0%				7%				0%				17%				0%				7%				0%				17%				0%				7%				0%				17%				0%				7%				0%				17%				0%				7%				0%				17%				0%				7%				0%				17%				0%				7%				0%				17%				0%				7%				0%				17%				0%				7%								7.7%				38%				1%				0%				13%				0%				8%				0%				14%				0%				8%				0%				14%				0%				8%				0%				14%				0%				8%				0%				14%				0%				8%				0%				14%				0%				8%				0%				14%				0%				8%				0%				14%				0%				8%				0%				14%				0%				8%				0%				14%				0%				8%				0%				14%				0%				8%				0%				14%				0%				8%				0%				14%				0%				8%				0%				14%				0%				8%				0%				14%				0%				8%				0%				14%				0%				8%				0%				14%				0%				8%				0%				14%				0%				8%				0%				14%				0%				8%				0%				14%				0%				8%



												Walk				4%				2%								51								12								18								21								7																Walk				2.4%				3.1%				6%				0%				0%				2%				0%				3%				0%				2%				0%				3%				0%				2%				0%				3%				0%				2%				0%				4%				0%				2%				0%				4%				0%				2%				0%				4%				0%				2%				0%				4%				0%				2%				0%				4%				0%				2%				0%				4%				0%				2%				0%				4%				0%				2%				0%				4%				0%				2%				0%				4%				0%				2%				0%				4%				0%				2%				0%				4%				0%				2%				0%				4%				0%				2%				0%				4%				0%				2%				0%				4%				0%				2%				0%				4%				0%				2%				0%				4%				0%				2%				0%				4%								1.4%				6%				0%				0%				2%				0%				1%				0%				2%				0%				2%				0%				2%				0%				2%				0%				2%				0%				2%				0%				2%				0%				2%				0%				2%				0%				2%				0%				2%				0%				2%				0%				2%				0%				2%				0%				2%				0%				2%				0%				2%				0%				2%				0%				2%				0%				2%				0%				2%				0%				2%				0%				2%				0%				2%				0%				2%				0%				2%				0%				2%				0%				2%				0%				2%				0%				2%				0%				2%				0%				2%				0%				2%				0%				2%				0%				2%				0%				2%				0%				2%				0%				2%



												Other				0%				0%								0								0								0								0								0																Other								0.0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%								0.0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%



												TOTAL				100%				100%								1,449				153				331				35				497				52				1,243				231				435				81												TOTAL				100.0%				90.9%				19%				17%				5%				28%				5%				100%				5%				28%				5%				100%				5%				28%				5%				100%				5%				28%				5%				100%				5%				28%				5%				100%				5%				28%				5%				100%				5%				28%				5%				100%				5%				28%				5%				100%				5%				28%				5%				100%				5%				28%				5%				100%				5%				28%				5%				100%				5%				28%				5%				100%				5%				28%				5%				100%				5%				28%				5%				100%				5%				28%				5%				100%				5%				28%				5%				100%				5%				28%				5%				100%				5%				28%				5%				100%				5%				28%				5%				100%				5%				28%				5%				100%								91.7%				22%				20%				3%				22%				3%				100%				3%				23%				3%				100%				3%				23%				3%				100%				3%				23%				3%				100%				3%				23%				3%				100%				3%				23%				3%				100%				3%				23%				3%				100%				3%				23%				3%				100%				3%				23%				3%				100%				3%				23%				3%				100%				3%				23%				3%				100%				3%				23%				3%				100%				3%				23%				3%				100%				3%				23%				3%				100%				3%				23%				3%				100%				3%				23%				3%				100%				3%				23%				3%				100%				3%				23%				3%				100%				3%				23%				3%				100%				3%				23%				3%				100%



				Superdistrict 3								Auto				9%				22%				2.70				151				56				34				13				52				19				330				122				116				43												Auto				43.7%				19.1%				10%				3%				1%				2%				1%				12%				1%				2%				1%				10%				1%				2%				1%				9%				1%				1%				0%				9%				0%				1%				0%				9%				0%				1%				0%				9%				0%				1%				0%				9%				0%				1%				0%				9%				0%				1%				0%				9%				0%				1%				0%				9%				0%				1%				0%				9%				0%				1%				0%				9%				0%				1%				0%				9%				0%				1%				0%				9%				0%				1%				0%				9%				0%				1%				0%				9%				0%				1%				0%				9%				0%				1%				0%				9%				0%				1%				0%				9%				0%				1%				0%				9%								29.6%				12%				6%				2%				2%				1%				26%				1%				2%				1%				24%				1%				2%				1%				23%				1%				2%				1%				22%				1%				2%				1%				22%				1%				2%				1%				22%				1%				2%				1%				22%				1%				2%				1%				22%				1%				2%				1%				22%				1%				2%				1%				22%				1%				2%				1%				22%				1%				2%				1%				22%				1%				2%				1%				22%				1%				2%				1%				22%				1%				2%				1%				22%				1%				2%				1%				22%				1%				2%				1%				22%				1%				2%				1%				22%				1%				2%				1%				22%				1%				2%				1%				22%



				5.5%				4.2%				Transit				64%				59%								1,127								257								387								885								310																Transit				21.5%				74.3%				21%				11%				3%				7%				4%				64%				4%				7%				4%				64%				4%				7%				4%				64%				4%				7%				4%				64%				4%				7%				4%				64%				4%				7%				4%				64%				4%				7%				4%				64%				4%				7%				4%				64%				4%				7%				4%				64%				4%				7%				4%				64%				4%				7%				4%				64%				4%				7%				4%				64%				4%				7%				4%				64%				4%				7%				4%				64%				4%				7%				4%				64%				4%				7%				4%				64%				4%				7%				4%				64%				4%				7%				4%				64%				4%				7%				4%				64%				4%				7%				4%				64%								53.7%				23%				9%				2%				7%				3%				56%				2%				6%				2%				58%				2%				6%				2%				58%				2%				6%				2%				59%				2%				6%				2%				59%				2%				6%				2%				59%				2%				6%				2%				59%				2%				6%				2%				59%				2%				6%				2%				59%				2%				6%				2%				59%				2%				6%				2%				59%				2%				6%				2%				59%				2%				6%				2%				59%				2%				6%				2%				59%				2%				6%				2%				59%				2%				6%				2%				59%				2%				6%				2%				59%				2%				6%				2%				59%				2%				6%				2%				59%				2%				6%				2%				59%



												Taxi				3%				5%				2.70				53				20				12				4				18				7				68				25				24				9												Taxi				9.4%				5.0%				20%				0%				0%				10%				0%				3%				0%				9%				0%				3%				0%				9%				0%				3%				0%				8%				0%				3%				0%				8%				0%				3%				0%				8%				0%				3%				0%				8%				0%				3%				0%				8%				0%				3%				0%				8%				0%				3%				0%				8%				0%				3%				0%				8%				0%				3%				0%				8%				0%				3%				0%				8%				0%				3%				0%				8%				0%				3%				0%				8%				0%				3%				0%				8%				0%				3%				0%				8%				0%				3%				0%				8%				0%				3%				0%				8%				0%				3%				0%				8%				0%				3%								5.0%				21%				0%				0%				10%				0%				4%				0%				10%				0%				5%				0%				9%				0%				5%				0%				9%				0%				5%				0%				9%				0%				5%				0%				9%				0%				5%				0%				9%				0%				5%				0%				9%				0%				5%				0%				9%				0%				5%				0%				9%				0%				5%				0%				9%				0%				5%				0%				9%				0%				5%				0%				9%				0%				5%				0%				9%				0%				5%				0%				9%				0%				5%				0%				9%				0%				5%				0%				9%				0%				5%				0%				9%				0%				5%				0%				9%				0%				5%				0%				9%				0%				5%



												Walk				24%				15%								419								96								144								218								76																Walk				25.4%				32.6%				51%				3%				1%				20%				1%				21%				1%				20%				1%				23%				1%				20%				1%				24%				1%				20%				1%				24%				1%				20%				1%				24%				1%				20%				1%				24%				1%				20%				1%				24%				1%				20%				1%				24%				1%				20%				1%				24%				1%				20%				1%				24%				1%				20%				1%				24%				1%				20%				1%				24%				1%				20%				1%				24%				1%				20%				1%				24%				1%				20%				1%				24%				1%				20%				1%				24%				1%				20%				1%				24%				1%				20%				1%				24%				1%				20%				1%				24%				1%				20%				1%				24%								15.0%				51%				2%				0%				19%				1%				13%				1%				20%				1%				14%				1%				20%				1%				14%				1%				20%				1%				15%				1%				20%				1%				15%				1%				20%				1%				15%				1%				20%				1%				15%				1%				20%				1%				15%				1%				20%				1%				15%				1%				20%				1%				15%				1%				20%				1%				15%				1%				20%				1%				15%				1%				20%				1%				15%				1%				20%				1%				15%				1%				20%				1%				15%				1%				20%				1%				15%				1%				20%				1%				15%				1%				20%				1%				15%				1%				20%				1%				15%				1%				20%				1%				15%



												Other				0%				0%								0								0								0								0								0																Other								0.0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%								0.0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%



												TOTAL				100%				100%								1,750				75				400				17				601				26				1,501				147				525				52												TOTAL				100.0%				131.0%				16%				19%				6%				39%				6%				100%				6%				38%				6%				100%				6%				37%				6%				100%				6%				37%				6%				100%				6%				37%				5%				100%				6%				37%				5%				100%				6%				37%				5%				100%				6%				37%				5%				100%				6%				37%				5%				100%				6%				37%				5%				100%				6%				37%				5%				100%				6%				37%				5%				100%				6%				37%				5%				100%				6%				37%				5%				100%				6%				37%				5%				100%				6%				37%				5%				100%				6%				37%				5%				100%				6%				37%				5%				100%				6%				37%				5%				100%				6%				37%				5%				100%								103.2%				18%				17%				4%				39%				5%				100%				4%				38%				4%				100%				4%				37%				4%				100%				4%				37%				4%				100%				4%				37%				4%				100%				4%				37%				4%				100%				4%				37%				4%				100%				4%				37%				4%				100%				4%				37%				4%				100%				4%				37%				4%				100%				4%				37%				4%				100%				4%				37%				4%				100%				4%				37%				4%				100%				4%				37%				4%				100%				4%				37%				4%				100%				4%				37%				4%				100%				4%				37%				4%				100%				4%				37%				4%				100%				4%				37%				4%				100%				4%				37%				4%				100%



				Superdistrict 4								Auto				19%				39%				2.70				258				96				59				22				89				33				466				173				163				60												Auto				67.4%				29.5%				20%				7%				2%				3%				1%				25%				1%				3%				1%				21%				1%				3%				1%				20%				1%				3%				1%				19%				1%				2%				1%				19%				1%				2%				1%				19%				1%				2%				1%				19%				1%				2%				1%				19%				1%				2%				1%				19%				1%				2%				1%				19%				1%				2%				1%				19%				1%				2%				1%				19%				1%				2%				1%				19%				1%				2%				1%				19%				1%				2%				1%				19%				1%				2%				1%				19%				1%				2%				1%				19%				1%				2%				1%				19%				1%				2%				1%				19%				1%				2%				1%				19%								45.6%				24%				12%				2%				3%				1%				45%				1%				3%				1%				41%				1%				3%				1%				40%				1%				3%				1%				39%				1%				3%				1%				39%				1%				3%				1%				39%				1%				3%				1%				39%				1%				3%				1%				39%				1%				3%				1%				39%				1%				3%				1%				39%				1%				3%				1%				39%				1%				3%				1%				39%				1%				3%				1%				39%				1%				3%				1%				39%				1%				3%				1%				39%				1%				3%				1%				39%				1%				3%				1%				39%				1%				3%				1%				39%				1%				3%				1%				39%				1%				3%				1%				39%



				4.4%				3.3%				Transit				68%				51%								950								217								326								614								215																Transit				16.3%				56.3%				20%				11%				2%				5%				3%				64%				3%				5%				3%				66%				3%				5%				3%				67%				3%				5%				3%				68%				3%				5%				3%				68%				3%				5%				3%				68%				3%				6%				3%				68%				3%				6%				3%				68%				3%				6%				3%				68%				3%				6%				3%				68%				3%				6%				3%				68%				3%				6%				3%				68%				3%				6%				3%				68%				3%				6%				3%				68%				3%				6%				3%				68%				3%				6%				3%				68%				3%				6%				3%				68%				3%				6%				3%				68%				3%				6%				3%				68%				3%				6%				3%				68%								40.7%				22%				9%				1%				4%				2%				47%				2%				4%				2%				49%				2%				4%				2%				50%				2%				4%				2%				51%				2%				4%				2%				51%				2%				4%				2%				51%				2%				4%				2%				51%				2%				4%				2%				51%				2%				4%				2%				51%				2%				4%				2%				51%				2%				4%				2%				51%				2%				4%				2%				51%				2%				4%				2%				51%				2%				4%				2%				51%				2%				4%				2%				51%				2%				4%				2%				51%				2%				4%				2%				51%				2%				4%				2%				51%				2%				4%				2%				51%				2%				4%				2%				51%



												Taxi				4%				5%				2.70				58				22				13				5				20				7				61				23				21				8												Taxi				9.3%				4.9%				25%				1%				0%				9%				0%				4%				0%				9%				0%				4%				0%				9%				0%				4%				0%				9%				0%				4%				0%				9%				0%				4%				0%				9%				0%				4%				0%				9%				0%				4%				0%				9%				0%				4%				0%				9%				0%				4%				0%				9%				0%				4%				0%				9%				0%				4%				0%				9%				0%				4%				0%				9%				0%				4%				0%				9%				0%				4%				0%				9%				0%				4%				0%				9%				0%				4%				0%				9%				0%				4%				0%				9%				0%				4%				0%				9%				0%				4%				0%				9%				0%				4%								4.9%				26%				1%				0%				8%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				5%



												Walk				9%				5%								128								29								44								55								19																Walk				7.0%				9.0%				18%				1%				0%				5%				0%				8%				0%				6%				0%				9%				0%				6%				0%				9%				0%				6%				0%				9%				0%				6%				0%				9%				0%				6%				0%				9%				0%				6%				0%				9%				0%				6%				0%				9%				0%				6%				0%				9%				0%				6%				0%				9%				0%				6%				0%				9%				0%				6%				0%				9%				0%				6%				0%				9%				0%				6%				0%				9%				0%				6%				0%				9%				0%				6%				0%				9%				0%				6%				0%				9%				0%				6%				0%				9%				0%				6%				0%				9%				0%				6%				0%				9%								4.1%				18%				1%				0%				4%				0%				4%				0%				5%				0%				4%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%				0%				5%



												Other				0%				0%								0								0								0								0								0																Other								0.0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%								0.0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%



												TOTAL				100%				100%								1,394				117				318				27				478				40				1,196				195				419				68												TOTAL				100.0%				99.7%				20%				19%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%								95.3%				23%				22%				3%				19%				3%				100%				3%				20%				3%				100%				3%				20%				3%				100%				3%				20%				3%				100%				3%				20%				3%				100%				3%				20%				3%				100%				3%				20%				3%				100%				3%				20%				3%				100%				3%				20%				3%				100%				3%				20%				3%				100%				3%				20%				3%				100%				3%				20%				3%				100%				3%				20%				3%				100%				3%				20%				3%				100%				3%				20%				3%				100%				3%				20%				3%				100%				3%				20%				3%				100%				3%				20%				3%				100%				3%				20%				3%				100%				3%				20%				3%				100%



				East Bay								Auto				13%				30%				2.70				1,517				562				295				109				625				231				3,524				1,305				1,233				457												Auto				68.4%				29.9%				3%				1%				8%				17%				6%				18%				5%				14%				5%				15%				5%				13%				4%				14%				4%				13%				4%				14%				4%				12%				4%				13%				4%				12%				4%				13%				4%				12%				4%				13%				4%				12%				4%				13%				4%				12%				4%				13%				4%				12%				4%				13%				4%				12%				4%				13%				4%				12%				4%				13%				4%				12%				4%				13%				4%				12%				4%				13%				4%				12%				4%				13%				4%				12%				4%				13%				4%				12%				4%				13%				4%				12%				4%				13%				4%				12%				4%				13%				4%				12%				4%				13%								46.3%				2%				1%				14%				23%				12%				35%				11%				20%				10%				32%				10%				20%				10%				30%				10%				19%				10%				30%				10%				19%				10%				30%				10%				19%				10%				30%				10%				19%				10%				30%				10%				19%				10%				30%				10%				19%				10%				30%				10%				19%				10%				30%				10%				19%				10%				30%				10%				19%				10%				30%				10%				19%				10%				30%				10%				19%				10%				30%				10%				19%				10%				30%				10%				19%				10%				30%				10%				19%				10%				30%				10%				19%				10%				30%				10%				19%				10%				30%				10%				19%				10%				30%



				31.1%				33.0%				Transit				86%				70%								9,994								1,940								4,114								8,300								2,905																Transit				29.600%				102.3%				5%				3%				23%				49%				26%				82%				25%				49%				27%				84%				26%				49%				27%				85%				27%				49%				27%				86%				27%				49%				27%				86%				27%				49%				27%				86%				27%				49%				27%				86%				27%				49%				27%				86%				27%				49%				27%				86%				27%				49%				27%				86%				27%				49%				27%				86%				27%				49%				27%				86%				27%				49%				27%				86%				27%				49%				27%				86%				27%				49%				27%				86%				27%				49%				27%				86%				27%				49%				27%				86%				27%				49%				27%				86%				27%				49%				27%				86%				27%				49%				27%				86%								73.9%				4%				2%				18%				56%				22%				65%				21%				57%				22%				68%				22%				58%				23%				69%				23%				58%				23%				69%				23%				58%				23%				69%				23%				58%				23%				69%				23%				58%				23%				70%				23%				58%				23%				70%				23%				58%				23%				70%				23%				58%				23%				70%				23%				58%				23%				70%				23%				58%				23%				70%				23%				58%				23%				70%				23%				58%				23%				70%				23%				58%				23%				70%				23%				58%				23%				70%				23%				58%				23%				70%				23%				58%				23%				70%				23%				58%				23%				70%				23%				58%				23%				70%



												Taxi				1%				1%				2.70				73				27				14				5				30				11				98				36				34				13												Taxi				2.0%				1.1%				1%				0%				0%				10%				0%				1%				0%				10%				0%				1%				0%				10%				0%				1%				0%				10%				0%				1%				0%				10%				0%				1%				0%				10%				0%				1%				0%				10%				0%				1%				0%				10%				0%				1%				0%				10%				0%				1%				0%				10%				0%				1%				0%				10%				0%				1%				0%				10%				0%				1%				0%				10%				0%				1%				0%				10%				0%				1%				0%				10%				0%				1%				0%				10%				0%				1%				0%				10%				0%				1%				0%				10%				0%				1%				0%				10%				0%				1%				0%				10%				0%				1%								1.1%				1%				0%				0%				13%				0%				1%				0%				14%				0%				1%				0%				13%				0%				1%				0%				13%				0%				1%				0%				13%				0%				1%				0%				13%				0%				1%				0%				13%				0%				1%				0%				13%				0%				1%				0%				13%				0%				1%				0%				13%				0%				1%				0%				13%				0%				1%				0%				13%				0%				1%				0%				13%				0%				1%				0%				13%				0%				1%				0%				13%				0%				1%				0%				13%				0%				1%				0%				13%				0%				1%				0%				13%				0%				1%				0%				13%				0%				1%				0%				13%				0%				1%



												Walk				0%				0%								0								0								0								0								0																Walk								0.0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%								0.0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%



												Other				0%				0%								0								0								0								0								0																Other				0.0%				0.0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%								0.0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%



												TOTAL				100%				100%								11,584				589				2,249				114				4,769				242				11,922				1,341				4,173				469												TOTAL				100.0%				133.3%				3%				4%				31%				76%				32%				100%				31%				74%				32%				100%				31%				72%				31%				100%				31%				72%				31%				100%				31%				71%				31%				100%				31%				71%				31%				100%				31%				71%				31%				100%				31%				71%				31%				100%				31%				71%				31%				100%				31%				71%				31%				100%				31%				71%				31%				100%				31%				71%				31%				100%				31%				71%				31%				100%				31%				71%				31%				100%				31%				71%				31%				100%				31%				71%				31%				100%				31%				71%				31%				100%				31%				71%				31%				100%				31%				71%				31%				100%				31%				71%				31%				100%								121.2%				2%				3%				33%				92%				34%				100%				33%				91%				33%				100%				33%				91%				33%				100%				33%				90%				33%				100%				33%				90%				33%				100%				33%				90%				33%				100%				33%				90%				33%				100%				33%				91%				33%				100%				33%				91%				33%				100%				33%				91%				33%				100%				33%				91%				33%				100%				33%				91%				33%				100%				33%				91%				33%				100%				33%				91%				33%				100%				33%				91%				33%				100%				33%				91%				33%				100%				33%				91%				33%				100%				33%				91%				33%				100%				33%				91%				33%				100%				33%				91%				33%				100%



				North Bay								Auto				100%				100%				2.70				3,963				1,468				646				239				1,879				696				4,697				1,739				1,644				609												Auto				100.0%				43.8%				15%				5%				9%				19%				6%				100%				9%				23%				8%				100%				9%				25%				8%				100%				9%				26%				9%				100%				9%				26%				9%				100%				9%				27%				9%				100%				9%				27%				9%				100%				9%				27%				9%				100%				9%				27%				9%				100%				9%				27%				9%				100%				9%				27%				9%				100%				9%				27%				9%				100%				9%				27%				9%				100%				9%				27%				9%				100%				9%				27%				9%				100%				9%				27%				9%				100%				9%				27%				9%				100%				9%				27%				9%				100%				9%				27%				9%				100%				9%				27%				9%				100%								67.6%				9%				5%				13%				20%				10%				100%				13%				23%				12%				100%				13%				24%				12%				100%				13%				25%				13%				100%				13%				25%				13%				100%				13%				25%				13%				100%				13%				25%				13%				100%				13%				25%				13%				100%				13%				25%				13%				100%				13%				25%				13%				100%				13%				25%				13%				100%				13%				25%				13%				100%				13%				25%				13%				100%				13%				25%				13%				100%				13%				25%				13%				100%				13%				25%				13%				100%				13%				25%				13%				100%				13%				25%				13%				100%				13%				25%				13%				100%				13%				25%				13%				100%



				8.9%				13.0%				Transit				0%				0%								0								0								0								0								0																Transit								0.0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%								0.0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%



												Taxi				0%				0%				2.70				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0												Taxi								0.0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%								0.0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%



												Walk				0%				0%								0								0								0								0								0																Walk								0.0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%								0.0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%



												Other				0%				0%								0								0								0								0								0																Other								0.0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%								0.0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%



												TOTAL				100%				100%								3,963				1,468				646				239				1,879				696				4,697				1,739				1,644				609												TOTAL				100.0%				43.8%				10%				5%				9%				19%				6%				100%				9%				23%				8%				100%				9%				25%				8%				100%				9%				26%				9%				100%				9%				26%				9%				100%				9%				27%				9%				100%				9%				27%				9%				100%				9%				27%				9%				100%				9%				27%				9%				100%				9%				27%				9%				100%				9%				27%				9%				100%				9%				27%				9%				100%				9%				27%				9%				100%				9%				27%				9%				100%				9%				27%				9%				100%				9%				27%				9%				100%				9%				27%				9%				100%				9%				27%				9%				100%				9%				27%				9%				100%				9%				27%				9%				100%								67.6%				6%				5%				13%				20%				10%				100%				13%				23%				12%				100%				13%				24%				12%				100%				13%				25%				13%				100%				13%				25%				13%				100%				13%				25%				13%				100%				13%				25%				13%				100%				13%				25%				13%				100%				13%				25%				13%				100%				13%				25%				13%				100%				13%				25%				13%				100%				13%				25%				13%				100%				13%				25%				13%				100%				13%				25%				13%				100%				13%				25%				13%				100%				13%				25%				13%				100%				13%				25%				13%				100%				13%				25%				13%				100%				13%				25%				13%				100%				13%				25%				13%				100%



				South Bay								Auto				63%				82%				2.70				6,243				2,312				1,218				451				2,558				948				8,321				3,082				2,912				1,079												Auto				94.6%				41.4%				5%				2%				21%				46%				15%				71%				19%				49%				16%				67%				18%				50%				17%				65%				17%				50%				17%				64%				17%				51%				17%				64%				17%				51%				17%				63%				17%				51%				17%				63%				17%				51%				17%				63%				17%				51%				17%				63%				17%				51%				17%				63%				17%				51%				17%				63%				17%				51%				17%				63%				17%				51%				17%				63%				17%				51%				17%				63%				17%				51%				17%				63%				17%				51%				17%				63%				17%				51%				17%				63%				17%				51%				17%				63%				17%				51%				17%				63%				17%				51%				17%				63%								64.0%				4%				2%				25%				40%				20%				85%				24%				43%				22%				84%				23%				44%				22%				83%				23%				44%				23%				83%				23%				44%				23%				82%				23%				45%				23%				82%				23%				45%				23%				82%				23%				45%				23%				82%				23%				45%				23%				82%				23%				45%				23%				82%				23%				45%				23%				82%				23%				45%				23%				82%				23%				45%				23%				82%				23%				45%				23%				82%				23%				45%				23%				82%				23%				45%				23%				82%				23%				45%				23%				82%				23%				45%				23%				82%				23%				45%				23%				82%				23%				45%				23%				82%



				26.7%				28.0%				Transit				35%				16%								3,415								666								1,400								1,628								570																Transit				3.400%				11.7%				1%				0%				5%				11%				6%				27%				7%				14%				8%				31%				8%				16%				8%				33%				9%				16%				9%				34%				9%				17%				9%				34%				9%				17%				9%				34%				9%				17%				9%				34%				9%				17%				9%				34%				9%				17%				9%				35%				9%				17%				9%				35%				9%				17%				9%				35%				9%				17%				9%				35%				9%				17%				9%				35%				9%				17%				9%				35%				9%				17%				9%				35%				9%				17%				9%				35%				9%				17%				9%				35%				9%				17%				9%				35%				9%				17%				9%				35%				9%				17%				9%				35%								8.5%				1%				0%				3%				8%				3%				13%				4%				10%				4%				15%				4%				11%				4%				16%				4%				11%				4%				16%				4%				11%				4%				16%				4%				11%				4%				16%				4%				11%				4%				16%				4%				11%				4%				16%				4%				11%				4%				16%				4%				11%				4%				16%				5%				11%				4%				16%				5%				11%				4%				16%				5%				11%				4%				16%				5%				11%				4%				16%				5%				11%				4%				16%				5%				11%				4%				16%				5%				11%				4%				16%				5%				11%				4%				16%				5%				11%				4%				16%				5%				11%				4%				16%



												Taxi				2%				2%				2.70				216				80				42				16				88				33				167				62				59				22												Taxi				2.0%				1.1%				1%				0%				0%				20%				0%				2%				0%				25%				0%				2%				1%				27%				1%				2%				1%				28%				1%				2%				1%				29%				1%				2%				1%				29%				1%				2%				1%				29%				1%				2%				1%				29%				1%				2%				1%				29%				1%				2%				1%				29%				1%				2%				1%				29%				1%				2%				1%				29%				1%				2%				1%				29%				1%				2%				1%				29%				1%				2%				1%				29%				1%				2%				1%				29%				1%				2%				1%				29%				1%				2%				1%				29%				1%				2%				1%				29%				1%				2%				1%				29%				1%				2%								1.1%				1%				0%				0%				17%				0%				1%				0%				21%				0%				2%				0%				22%				0%				2%				0%				22%				0%				2%				0%				23%				0%				2%				0%				23%				0%				2%				0%				23%				0%				2%				0%				23%				0%				2%				0%				23%				0%				2%				0%				23%				0%				2%				0%				23%				0%				2%				0%				23%				0%				2%				0%				23%				0%				2%				0%				23%				0%				2%				0%				23%				0%				2%				0%				23%				0%				2%				0%				23%				0%				2%				0%				23%				0%				2%				0%				23%				0%				2%				0%				23%				0%				2%



												Walk				0%				0%								0								0								0								0								0																Walk								0.0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%								0.0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%



												Other				0%				0%								0								0								0								0								0																Other								0.0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%								0.0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%



												TOTAL				100%				100%								9,874				2,392				1,927				467				4,046				980				10,116				3,144				3,541				1,100												TOTAL				100.0%				54.2%				3%				2%				27%				77%				22%				100%				27%				88%				24%				100%				27%				93%				26%				100%				27%				95%				26%				100%				27%				96%				26%				100%				27%				96%				26%				100%				27%				96%				26%				100%				27%				96%				26%				100%				27%				97%				26%				100%				27%				97%				26%				100%				27%				97%				26%				100%				27%				97%				26%				100%				27%				97%				26%				100%				27%				97%				26%				100%				27%				97%				26%				100%				27%				97%				27%				100%				27%				97%				27%				100%				27%				97%				27%				100%				27%				97%				27%				100%				27%				97%				27%				100%								73.5%				3%				2%				28%				65%				24%				100%				28%				73%				26%				100%				28%				77%				27%				100%				28%				78%				27%				100%				28%				78%				28%				100%				28%				79%				28%				100%				28%				79%				28%				100%				28%				79%				28%				100%				28%				79%				28%				100%				28%				79%				28%				100%				28%				79%				28%				100%				28%				79%				28%				100%				28%				79%				28%				100%				28%				79%				28%				100%				28%				79%				28%				100%				28%				79%				28%				100%				28%				79%				28%				100%				28%				79%				28%				100%				28%				79%				28%				100%				28%				79%				28%				100%



				Out of region								Auto				0%				0%				2.70				3				1				1				0				1				0				1				0				0				0												Auto				73.6%				32.2%				24%				8%				1%				2%				1%				10%				0%				1%				0%				6%				0%				1%				0%				4%				0%				0%				0%				3%				0%				0%				0%				2%				0%				0%				0%				2%				0%				0%				0%				1%				0%				0%				0%				1%				0%				0%				0%				1%				0%				0%				0%				1%				0%				0%				0%				1%				0%				0%				0%				1%				0%				0%				0%				1%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%								49.8%				21%				11%				2%				3%				1%				17%				1%				1%				1%				10%				0%				1%				0%				6%				0%				0%				0%				4%				0%				0%				0%				3%				0%				0%				0%				2%				0%				0%				0%				2%				0%				0%				0%				1%				0%				0%				0%				1%				0%				0%				0%				1%				0%				0%				0%				1%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%



				4.0%				4.0%				Transit				1%				0%								12								2								5								2								1																Transit				21.100%				72.9%				29%				15%				2%				5%				3%				32%				1%				2%				1%				22%				1%				2%				1%				16%				1%				1%				1%				12%				0%				1%				0%				9%				0%				1%				0%				7%				0%				1%				0%				6%				0%				0%				0%				5%				0%				0%				0%				4%				0%				0%				0%				4%				0%				0%				0%				3%				0%				0%				0%				3%				0%				0%				0%				2%				0%				0%				0%				2%				0%				0%				0%				2%				0%				0%				0%				1%				0%				0%				0%				1%				0%				0%				0%				1%				0%				0%				0%				1%				0%				0%				0%				1%								52.7%				24%				9%				1%				4%				2%				21%				1%				2%				1%				14%				1%				1%				1%				9%				0%				1%				0%				7%				0%				1%				0%				5%				0%				0%				0%				4%				0%				0%				0%				3%				0%				0%				0%				2%				0%				0%				0%				2%				0%				0%				0%				1%				0%				0%				0%				1%				0%				0%				0%				1%				0%				0%				0%				1%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%



												Taxi				0%				0%				2.70				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0												Taxi				2.0%				1.1%				6%				0%				0%				1%				0%				0%				0%				1%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%								1.1%				5%				0%				0%				1%				0%				0%				0%				1%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%



												Walk				0%				0%								0								0								0								0								0																Walk								0.0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%								0.0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%



												Other				99%				100%								1,430								286								572								1,442								505																Other				3.300%				112.5%				100%				5%				1%				100%				5%				57%				2%				100%				5%				72%				3%				100%				5%				80%				3%				100%				5%				85%				3%				100%				5%				89%				4%				100%				5%				91%				4%				100%				5%				93%				4%				100%				5%				94%				4%				100%				5%				95%				4%				100%				5%				96%				4%				100%				5%				96%				4%				100%				5%				97%				4%				100%				5%				97%				4%				100%				5%				98%				4%				100%				5%				98%				4%				100%				5%				98%				4%				100%				5%				98%				4%				100%				5%				99%				4%				100%				5%				99%				4%				100%				5%				99%								125.0%				100%				5%				1%				100%				5%				61%				2%				100%				5%				77%				3%				100%				5%				84%				3%				100%				5%				89%				4%				100%				5%				92%				4%				100%				5%				94%				4%				100%				5%				96%				4%				100%				5%				97%				4%				100%				5%				97%				4%				100%				5%				98%				4%				100%				5%				98%				4%				100%				5%				99%				4%				100%				5%				99%				4%				100%				5%				99%				4%				100%				5%				99%				4%				100%				5%				100%				4%				100%				5%				100%				4%				100%				5%				100%				4%				100%				5%				100%				4%				100%				5%				100%



												TOTAL				100%				100%								1,445				1				289				0				578				0				1,445				0				506				0												TOTAL				100.0%				218.7%				22%				28%				4%				109%				8%				100%				4%				104%				6%				100%				4%				103%				6%				100%				4%				102%				5%				100%				4%				101%				5%				100%				4%				101%				5%				100%				4%				101%				5%				100%				4%				101%				5%				100%				4%				101%				5%				100%				4%				101%				5%				100%				4%				100%				5%				100%				4%				100%				5%				100%				4%				100%				5%				100%				4%				100%				5%				100%				4%				100%				5%				100%				4%				100%				5%				100%				4%				100%				5%				100%				4%				100%				5%				100%				4%				100%				5%				100%				4%				100%				5%				100%								228.5%				19%				25%				4%				109%				8%				100%				4%				104%				7%				100%				4%				103%				6%				100%				4%				102%				6%				100%				4%				101%				5%				100%				4%				101%				5%				100%				4%				101%				5%				100%				4%				100%				5%				100%				4%				100%				5%				100%				4%				100%				5%				100%				4%				100%				5%				100%				4%				100%				5%				100%				4%				100%				5%				100%				4%				100%				5%				100%				4%				100%				5%				100%				4%				100%				5%				100%				4%				100%				5%				100%				4%				100%				5%				100%				4%				100%				5%				100%				4%				100%				5%				100%



				TOTAL								Auto				35%				52%				2.70				12,773				4,731				2,398				888				5,422				2,008				18,621				6,897				6,517				2,414												Auto				75.4%								100%				33%				46%				100%				33%				42%				38%				100%				33%				40%				35%				100%				33%				39%				34%				100%				33%				38%				34%				100%				33%				37.8%				34%				100%				33%				37.7%				33%				100%				33%				37.7%				33%				100%				33%				37.6%				33%				100%				33%				37.6%				33%				100%				33%				37.6%				33%				100%				33%				37.6%				33%				100%				33%				37.6%				33%				100%				33%				37.5%				33%				100%				33%				37.5%				33%				100%				33%				37.5%				33%				100%				33%				37.5%				33%				100%				33%				37.5%				33%				100%				33%				37.5%				33%				100%				33%				37.5%				33%				100%				33%				37.5%												100%				51%				63%				100%				51%				56%				56%				100%				51%				53%				53%				100%				51%				52%				52%				100%				51%				52%				52%				100%				51%				52%				52%				100%				51%				51.7%				52%				100%				51%				51.7%				52%				100%				51%				51.6%				52%				100%				51%				51.6%				52%				100%				51%				51.6%				52%				100%				51%				51.6%				52%				100%				51%				51.6%				52%				100%				51%				51.6%				52%				100%				51%				51.6%				52%				100%				51%				51.6%				52%				100%				51%				51.5%				52%				100%				51%				51.5%				52%				100%				51%				51.5%				52%				100%				51%				51.5%				52%				100%				51%				51.5%



				100.0%				100.0%				Transit				53%				39%								19,178								3,924								7,495								14,239								4,984																Transit				15.6%								100%				54%				47%				100%				54%				49%				52%				100%				54%				51%				53%				100%				54%				52%				54%				100%				54%				52%				54%				100%				54%				51.9%				54%				100%				54%				52.0%				54%				100%				54%				52.0%				54%				100%				54%				52.0%				54%				100%				54%				51.9%				54%				100%				54%				51.9%				54%				100%				54%				51.9%				54%				100%				54%				51.9%				54%				100%				54%				51.9%				54%				100%				54%				51.9%				54%				100%				54%				51.9%				54%				100%				54%				51.9%				54%				100%				54%				51.9%				54%				100%				54%				51.9%				54%				100%				54%				51.9%				54%				100%				54%				51.9%												100%				39%				33%				100%				39%				37%				37%				100%				39%				39%				39%				100%				39%				39%				39%				100%				39%				39%				39%				100%				39%				39%				39%				100%				39%				39.5%				39%				100%				39%				39.5%				39%				100%				39%				39.4%				39%				100%				39%				39.4%				39%				100%				39%				39.4%				39%				100%				39%				39.4%				39%				100%				39%				39.4%				39%				100%				39%				39.4%				39%				100%				39%				39.4%				39%				100%				39%				39.4%				39%				100%				39%				39.4%				39%				100%				39%				39.4%				39%				100%				39%				39.4%				39%				100%				39%				39.4%				39%				100%				39%				39.4%



												Taxi				2%				2%				2.70				679				251				145				54				252				93				730				270				256				95												Taxi				3.8%								100%				2%				1%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				1.8%				2%				100%				2%				1.8%				2%				100%				2%				1.8%				2%				100%				2%				1.7%				2%				100%				2%				1.7%				2%				100%				2%				1.7%				2%				100%				2%				1.7%				2%				100%				2%				1.7%				2%				100%				2%				1.7%				2%				100%				2%				1.7%				2%				100%				2%				1.7%				2%				100%				2%				1.7%				2%				100%				2%				1.7%				2%				100%				2%				1.7%				2%				100%				2%				1.7%				2%				100%				2%				1.7%												100%				2%				1%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2.0%				2%				100%				2%				2.0%				2%				100%				2%				2.0%				2%				100%				2%				2.0%				2%				100%				2%				2.0%				2%				100%				2%				2.0%				2%				100%				2%				2.0%				2%				100%				2%				2.0%				2%				100%				2%				2.0%				2%				100%				2%				2.0%				2%				100%				2%				2.0%				2%				100%				2%				2.0%				2%				100%				2%				2.0%				2%				100%				2%				2.0%				2%				100%				2%				2.0%



												Walk				6%				3%								2,068								472								710								1,095								383																Walk				5.1%								100%				7%				5%				100%				7%				4%				6%				100%				7%				5%				6%				100%				7%				5%				6%				100%				7%				5%				7%				100%				7%				4.9%				7%				100%				7%				4.9%				7%				100%				7%				4.9%				7%				100%				7%				4.9%				7%				100%				7%				4.9%				7%				100%				7%				4.9%				7%				100%				7%				4.9%				7%				100%				7%				4.9%				7%				100%				7%				4.9%				7%				100%				7%				4.9%				7%				100%				7%				4.9%				7%				100%				7%				4.9%				7%				100%				7%				4.9%				7%				100%				7%				4.9%				7%				100%				7%				4.9%				7%				100%				7%				4.9%												100%				3%				2%				100%				3%				3%				3%				100%				3%				3%				3%				100%				3%				3%				3%				100%				3%				3%				3%				100%				3%				3%				3%				100%				3%				3.0%				3%				100%				3%				3.0%				3%				100%				3%				3.0%				3%				100%				3%				3.0%				3%				100%				3%				3.0%				3%				100%				3%				3.0%				3%				100%				3%				3.0%				3%				100%				3%				3.0%				3%				100%				3%				3.0%				3%				100%				3%				3.0%				3%				100%				3%				3.0%				3%				100%				3%				3.0%				3%				100%				3%				3.0%				3%				100%				3%				3.0%				3%				100%				3%				3.0%



												Other				4%				4%								1,430								286								572								1,442								505																Other				0.1%								100%				5%				1%				100%				5%				2%				2%				100%				5%				3%				3%				100%				5%				3%				3%				100%				5%				3%				3%				100%				5%				3.5%				4%				100%				5%				3.6%				4%				100%				5%				3.7%				4%				100%				5%				3.8%				4%				100%				5%				3.8%				4%				100%				5%				3.8%				4%				100%				5%				3.9%				4%				100%				5%				3.9%				4%				100%				5%				3.9%				4%				100%				5%				3.9%				4%				100%				5%				3.9%				4%				100%				5%				3.9%				4%				100%				5%				3.9%				4%				100%				5%				3.9%				4%				100%				5%				4.0%				4%				100%				5%				4.0%												100%				5%				1%				100%				5%				2%				2%				100%				5%				3%				3%				100%				5%				3%				3%				100%				5%				4%				4%				100%				5%				4%				4%				100%				5%				3.8%				4%				100%				5%				3.8%				4%				100%				5%				3.9%				4%				100%				5%				3.9%				4%				100%				5%				3.9%				4%				100%				5%				3.9%				4%				100%				5%				4.0%				4%				100%				5%				4.0%				4%				100%				5%				4.0%				4%				100%				5%				4.0%				4%				100%				5%				4.0%				4%				100%				5%				4.0%				4%				100%				5%				4.0%				4%				100%				5%				4.0%				4%				100%				5%				4.0%



												TOTAL				100%				100%								36,128				4,982				7,226				942				14,451				2,102				36,128				7,167				12,645				2,508												TOTAL				100.0%								100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%												100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%				100%				500%				100%				100%







				[a]  No linked-trip factor assumed for arena



				[b]  Calculated by the model by dividing the total number of person-trips by the expected event attendance.



				[c]  Calculated by the model assuming a 4 to 7 PM period; Atlantic Yards Arena Transportation Planning (2006) value for the 4 to 6 period is 5%, Madison Square Garden (2003) value is 9%, Arco Arena value is 0%, GSW value is 0%



				[d]  Calculated by the model; Madison Square Garden (2003) value is 55%, Arco Arena value is 55%, GSW value is 60%



				[e]  Calculated by the model; Atlantic Yards Arena Transportation Planning (2006) value is 43%, GSW value is 70%



				 [f]  Calculated by the model.



				[g]  Two daily person trips made by each attendee.



				[h]  Based on Atlantic Yards (2006) and GSW survey data (2013); for the 4-6 PM period, it assumes project demand up to 7 PM



				 [i]  Based on GS Warriors estimate for 2017-18 season; includes adjustments for live/work locations for weekday inbound trips based on GSW surveys (2013).



				 [j]  Based on SF Giants 2012 survey data and visitor trips to SD3 (All Other)



				[k]  Based on SF Giants 2007 survey data
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SWL 337 Office work



				Sports Arena at Seawall Lot 337



				PROJECT TRIP GENERATION



				LAND USE: OFFICE (WORK TRIPS)



				Proposed Size:				35,600				gsf







				DAILY:																																								Weekday																Saturday



				Linked Trip Factor [a]:												0%								PEAK HOUR PERIOD:																				4-6 PM Peak Hr								9-11 PM Peak Hr								4-6 PM Peak Hr								7-9 PM Pk Hr



				Weekday person-trip Generation Rate [b]:												18.1				trips/1000 gsf				Peak hour trips as a % of daily trips:																				8.5% [b]								0.4% [d]								11.0% [c]								0.0% [e]



				Total Weekday Person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																644				Total peak hour person-trip rate (trips/1,000 gsf):																				1.5								0.1								0.4								0.0



				Weekday Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor) [g]:												36%				232				Total peak hour person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																				55								3								16								0



				Saturday person-trip Generation Rate [c]:												4.0				trips/1000 gsf				Total peak hour person-trips (w/ linked trip factor):																				55								3								16								0



				Total Saturday Person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																144				Percent of Work Trips during peak hour:																				83% [g]								100% [f]								100% [h]								100% [f]



				Saturday Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor) [h]:												100%				144				Peak hour Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor):																				45								3								16								0



																				Average				Weekday																								Saturday



				Origins				Distribution				Mode				Percent				Vehicle				All Day								4-6 PM Peak Hr								9-11 PM Peak Hr								All Day								4-6 PM Peak Hr								7-9 PM Peak Hr



								[i]								[i]				Occup.				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-



																				[i]				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips



				Superdistrict 1				8.3%				Auto				46.9%				1.30				9				7				2				1				0				0				6				4				1				0				0				0



												Transit				32.7%								6								1								0								4								0								0



												Walk				17.7%								3								1								0								2								0								0



												Other				2.7%								1								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								19				7				4				1				0				0				12				4				1				0				0				0



				Superdistrict 2				10.6%				Auto				64.6%				1.26				16				13				3				2				0				0				10				8				1				1				0				0



												Transit				26.4%								6								1								0								4								0								0



												Walk				6.9%								2								0								0								1								0								0



												Other				2.1%								1								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								25				13				5				2				0				0				15				8				2				1				0				0



				Superdistrict 3				23.9%				Auto				59.7%				1.25				33				26				6				5				0				0				21				16				2				2				0				0



												Transit				20.6%								11								2								0								7								1								0



												Walk				15.1%								8								2								0								5								1								0



												Other				4.6%								3								0								0								2								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								55				26				11				5				1				0				34				16				4				2				0				0



				Superdistrict 4				7.9%				Auto				75.7%				1.48				14				9				3				2				0				0				9				6				1				1				0				0



												Transit				21.5%								4								1								0								2								0								0



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				2.8%								1								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								18				9				4				2				0				0				11				6				1				1				0				0



				East Bay				14.3%				Auto				68.8%				1.61				23				14				4				3				0				0				14				9				2				1				0				0



												Transit				29.7%								10								2								0								6								1								0



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				1.5%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								33				14				7				3				0				0				21				9				2				1				0				0



				North Bay				5.6%				Auto				86.9%				1.44				11				8				2				2				0				0				7				5				1				1				0				0



												Transit				10.5%								1								0								0								1								0								0



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				2.6%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								13				8				3				2				0				0				8				5				1				1				0				0



				South Bay				26.9%				Auto				88.5%				1.13				55				49				11				10				1				1				34				30				4				3				0				0



												Transit				8.8%								5								1								0								3								0								0



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				2.7%								2								0								0								1								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								62				49				12				10				1				1				39				30				4				3				0				0



				Out of Region				2.5%				Auto				61.8%				1.56				4				2				1				0				0				0				2				1				0				0				0				0



												Transit				35.3%								2								0								0								1								0								0



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				2.9%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								6				2				1				0				0				0				4				1				0				0				0				0



				TOTAL				100.0%				Auto				71.0%				1.28				165				129				32				25				2				2				102				80				11				9				0				0



												Transit				20.2%								47								9								1								29								3								0



												Walk				5.8%								13								3								0								8								1								0



												Other				2.9%								7								1								0								4								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								232				129				45				25				3				2				144				80				16				9				0				0







				[a]  No linked-trip factor assumed for office trips



				[b]  SF Guidelines, Appendix C - Table C-1 (General Office Rate)



				[c]  The Saturday daily and p.m. peak hour trip generation rates are based on the weekday to Saturday ratio for General Office Building [LU 710] from ITE Trip Generation, 9th Edition (2012)



				[d]  The weekday late p.m. percentage is based on Pushkarev and Zupan, Urban Space for Pedestrians (1978)



				[e]  The weekday late p.m. percentage is based on a combination of the weekday p.m. peak hour-to-late p.m. and weekday-to-Saturday ratios



				[f]  All weekday and Saturday late p.m. peak hour trips are assumed to be for work purposes



				[g]  SF Guidelines, Appendix C - Table C-2 (General Office)



				[h]  All Saturday daily and p.m. peak hour trips are assumed to be for work purposes



				 [i]  SF Guidelines, Appendix E - Table E-5 Work Trips to SD3 (All)
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SWL 337 Office non work



				Sports Arena at Seawall Lot 337



				PROJECT TRIP GENERATION



				LAND USE: OFFICE (NON-WORK TRIPS)



				Proposed Size:				35,600				gsf







				DAILY:																																								Weekday																Saturday



				Linked Trip Factor [a]:												0%								PEAK HOUR PERIOD:																				4-6 PM Peak Hr								9-11 PM Peak Hr								4-6 PM Peak Hr								7-9 PM Pk Hr



				Weekday person-trip Generation Rate [b]:												18.1				trips/1000 gsf				Peak hour trips as a % of daily trips:																				8.5% [b]								0.4% [d]								11.0% [c]								0.0% [e]



				Total Weekday Person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																644				Total peak hour person-trip rate (trips/1,000 gsf):																				1.5								0.1								0.4								0.0



				Wday Non-Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor) [g]:												64%				412				Total peak hour person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																				55								3								16								0



				Saturday person-trip Generation Rate [c]:												4.0				trips/1000 gsf				Total peak hour person-trips (w/ linked trip factor):																				55								3								16								0



				Total Saturday Person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																144				Percent of Non-Work Trips during peak hour:																				17% [g]								0% [f]								0% [h]								0% [h]



				Sat. Non-Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor) [h]:												0%				0				Peak hour Non-Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor):																				9								0								0								0



																				Average				Weekday																								Saturday



				Origins				Distribution				Mode				Percent				Vehicle				All Day								4-6 PM Peak Hr								9-11 PM Peak Hr								All Day								4-6 PM Peak Hr								7-9 PM Peak Hr



								[i]								[i]				Occup.				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-



																				[i]				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips



				Superdistrict 1				13.0%				Auto				36.0%				2.03				19				10				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



												Transit				19.2%								10								0								0								0								0								0



												Walk				33.3%								18								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				11.5%								6								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								54				10				1				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



				Superdistrict 2				14.0%				Auto				68.6%				1.97				40				20				1				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



												Transit				14.5%								8								0								0								0								0								0



												Walk				2.4%								1								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				14.5%								8								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								58				20				1				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



				Superdistrict 3				44.0%				Auto				43.7%				2.43				79				33				2				1				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



												Transit				21.5%								39								1								0								0								0								0



												Walk				25.4%								46								1								0								0								0								0



												Other				9.4%								17								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								181				33				4				1				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



				Superdistrict 4				7.0%				Auto				67.4%				2.51				19				8				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



												Transit				16.3%								5								0								0								0								0								0



												Walk				7.0%								2								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				9.3%								3								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								29				8				1				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



				East Bay				9.0%				Auto				68.4%				2.59				25				10				1				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



												Transit				29.8%								11								0								0								0								0								0



												Walk				1.8%								1								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				0.0%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								37				10				1				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



				North Bay				1.0%				Auto				100.0%				2.11				4				2				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



												Transit				0.0%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				0.0%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								4				2				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



				South Bay				9.0%				Auto				94.6%				2.28				35				15				1				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



												Transit				3.6%								1								0								0								0								0								0



												Walk				1.8%								1								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				0.0%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								37				15				1				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



				Out of Region				3.0%				Auto				73.6%				1.68				9				5				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



												Transit				21.1%								3								0								0								0								0								0



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				5.3%								1								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								12				5				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



				TOTAL				100.0%				Auto				56.1%				2.26				231				103				5				2				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



												Transit				18.8%								77								2								0								0								0								0



												Walk				16.7%								69								2								0								0								0								0



												Other				8.5%								35								1								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								412				103				9				2				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0







				[a]  No linked-trip factor assumed for office trips



				[b]  SF Guidelines, Appendix C - Table C-1 (General Office Rate)



				[c]  The Saturday daily and p.m. peak hour trip generation rates are based on the weekday to Saturday ratio for General Office Building [LU 710] from ITE Trip Generation, 9th Edition (2012)



				[d]  The weekday late p.m. percentage is based on Pushkarev and Zupan, Urban Space for Pedestrians (1978)



				[e]  The weekday late p.m. percentage is based on a combination of the weekday p.m. peak hour-to-late p.m. and weekday-to-Saturday ratios



				[f]  All weekday and Saturday late p.m. peak hour trips are assumed to be for work purposes



				[g]  SF Guidelines, Appendix C - Table C-2 (General Office)



				[h]  All Saturday daily and p.m. peak hour trips are assumed to be for work purposes



				 [i]  SF Guidelines, Appendix E - Table E-15 Visitor Trips to SD3 (All Other)
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Mirant Week Basket PM Sum



				Sports Arena at Mirant Power Plant Site



				PROJECT TRIP GENERATION								- WEEKDAY DAILY AND PM PEAK HOUR BETWEEN 4 AND 6 PM



				SUMMARY OF TRIPS WITH BASKETBALL GAME







								Land Use								Seawall Lot 337



								Arena								18,064				attendees



																925				employees



								Retail												gsf



								Quick Service Rest.												gsf



								Sit-down Restaurant												gsf



								Residential												units



								Hotel												rooms



								Office								35,600				gsf















				Person-trips				Daily Trips																																				PM Peak Hour Trips																																				Percent of Daily during PM Peak Hour



				by Mode				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total								Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total								Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total



				Auto				27,308																								0				27,308				72%				5,787																								0				5,787				71%				21.2%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				21.2%



				Transit				9,870																								0				9,870				26%				2,138																								0				2,138				26%				21.7%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				21.7%



				Taxi (Arena only)				638																												638				2%				145																												145				2%				22.7%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				22.7%



				Walk/Other				162																								0				162				0%				81																								0				81				1%				50.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				50.0%



				Total				37,978				0				0				0				0				0				0				37,978				100%				8,151				0				0				0				0				0				0				8,151				100%				21.5%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				21.5%



								100%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				100%								100%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				100%



				Vehicle Trips				10,889																								0				10,889								2,466																								0				2,466								22.6%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				22.6%



								100%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				100%								100%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				100%



				Avg. veh. occupancy				2.57				0.00				0.00				0.00				0.00				0.00				0.00				2.57								2.41				0.00				0.00				0.00				0.00				0.00				0.00				2.41















				Weekday				Total Daily				PM Peak Hour Person-Trips																																PM Peak Hour Transit-Trips																																PM Peak Hour Vehicle-Trips																																				Avg.



				Distribution				Person-trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total								Veh. Occ.



				Superdistrict 1				4,823				1,143																								0				1,143				385																								0				385				290																								0				290				12%				2.33



				Superdistrict 2				1,645				429																								0				429				116																								0				116				139																								0				139				6%				1.97



				Superdistrict 3				2,192				621																								0				621				191																								0				191				200																								0				200				8%				1.83



				Superdistrict 4				1,540				391																								0				391				110																								0				110				120																								0				120				5%				2.18



				East Bay				11,848				2,381																								0				2,381				1,046																								0				1,046				517																								0				517				21%				2.58



				North Bay				4,066				698																								0				698				5																								0				5				270																								0				270				11%				2.55



				South Bay				10,372				2,175																								0				2,175				173																								0				173				853																								0				853				35%				2.34



				Out of Region				1,491				312																								0				312				111																								0				111				78																								0				78				3%				2.46



				Total				37,978				8,151				0				0				0				0				0				0				8,151				2,138				0				0				0				0				0				0				2,138				2,466				0				0				0				0				0				0				2,466				100%				2.35



				Total from aggregate:				37,978				8,151				0				0				0				0				0				0				8,151				2,138				0				0				0				0				0				0				2,138				2,466				0				0				0				0				0				0				2,466











				Assumptions for



				PM Peak Hour				Arena								Retail								Q.S. Rest.								Sit-down Rest.								Residential								Hotel								Office



				bet. 4 PM & 6 PM				Empl.				Attend.				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work



				Inbound				95%				100%				0%				50%				0%				50%				0%				50%				100%				33%				0%				50%				0%				50%



				Outbound				5%				0%				100%				50%				100%				50%				100%				50%				0%				67%				100%				50%				100%				50%















				PM Peak Hour				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total



				bet. 4 PM & 6 PM				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Offlce				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total



				Total Person Trips				8,104																								0				8,104				46																								0				46				8,151				0				0				0				0				0				0				8,151



								99%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				99%				1%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				1%



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				8,151				0				0				0				0				0				0				8,151



				Transit Trips				2,129																								0				2,129				9																								0				9				2,138				0				0				0				0				0				0				2,138



								100%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				100%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				2,138				0				0				0				0				0				0				2,138



				Vehicle Trips				2,441																								0				2,441				26																								0				26				2,466				0				0				0				0				0				0				2,466



								99%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				99%				1%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				1%



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				2,466				0				0				0				0				0				0				2,466







				PM Peak Hour



				bet. 4 PM & 6 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total



				Auto Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total



				Superdistrict 1				672																								0				672				2																								0				2				674				0				0				0				0				0				0				674



				Superdistrict 2				271																								0				271				3																								0				3				274				0				0				0				0				0				0				274



				Superdistrict 3				359																								0				359				7																								0				7				365				0				0				0				0				0				0				365



				Superdistrict 4				259																								0				259				3																								0				3				262				0				0				0				0				0				0				262



				East Bay				1,328																								0				1,328				5																								0				5				1,333				0				0				0				0				0				0				1,333



				North Bay				689																								0				689				2																								0				2				691				0				0				0				0				0				0				691



				South Bay				1,985																								0				1,985				11																								0				11				1,996				0				0				0				0				0				0				1,996



				Out of Region				191																								0				191				1																								0				1				192				0				0				0				0				0				0				192



				Total				5,754				0				0				0				0				0				0				5,754				33				0				0				0				0				0				0				33				5,787				0				0				0				0				0				0				5,787



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				5,787				0				0				0				0				0				0				5,787







				PM Peak Hour



				bet. 4 PM & 6 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total																																												Total from



				Transit Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total																aggregate:



				Superdistrict 1				383																								0				383				1																								0				1				385				0				0				0				0				0				0				385																385



				Superdistrict 2				115																								0				115				1																								0				1				116				0				0				0				0				0				0				116																116



				Superdistrict 3				189																								0				189				2																								0				2				191				0				0				0				0				0				0				191																191



				Superdistrict 4				109																								0				109				1																								0				1				110				0				0				0				0				0				0				110																110



				East Bay				1,044																								0				1,044				2																								0				2				1,046				0				0				0				0				0				0				1,046																1,046



				North Bay				5																								0				5				0																								0				0				5				0				0				0				0				0				0				5																5



				South Bay				172																								0				172				1																								0				1				173				0				0				0				0				0				0				173																173



				Out of Region				111																								0				111				0																								0				0				111				0				0				0				0				0				0				111																111



				Total				2,129				0				0				0				0				0				0				2,129				9				0				0				0				0				0				0				9				2,138				0				0				0				0				0				0				2,138																2,138



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				2,138				0				0				0				0				0				0				2,138







				PM Peak Hour



				bet. 4 PM & 6 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total



				Walk/Other Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total



				Superdistrict 1				84																								0				84				1																								0				1				85				0				0				0				0				0				0				85



				Superdistrict 2				38																								0				38				0																								0				0				38				0				0				0				0				0				0				38



				Superdistrict 3				62																								0				62				2																								0				2				64				0				0				0				0				0				0				64



				Superdistrict 4				19																								0				19				0																								0				0				19				0				0				0				0				0				0				19



				East Bay				2																								0				2				0																								0				0				2				0				0				0				0				0				0				2



				North Bay				1																								0				1				0																								0				0				1				0				0				0				0				0				0				1



				South Bay				6																								0				6				0																								0				0				7				0				0				0				0				0				0				7



				Out of Region				9																								0				9				0																								0				0				9				0				0				0				0				0				0				9



				Total				221				0				0				0				0				0				0				221				4				0				0				0				0				0				0				4				225				0				0				0				0				0				0				225



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				225				0				0				0				0				0				0				225







				PM Peak Hour



				bet. 4 PM & 6 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total																																												Total from



				Total Person Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total																aggregate:



				Superdistrict 1				1,139				0				0				0				0				0				0				1,139				4				0				0				0				0				0				0				4				1,143				0				0				0				0				0				0				1,143																1,143



				Superdistrict 2				424				0				0				0				0				0				0				424				5				0				0				0				0				0				0				5				429				0				0				0				0				0				0				429																429



				Superdistrict 3				610				0				0				0				0				0				0				610				11				0				0				0				0				0				0				11				621				0				0				0				0				0				0				621																621



				Superdistrict 4				388				0				0				0				0				0				0				388				4				0				0				0				0				0				0				4				391				0				0				0				0				0				0				391																391



				East Bay				2,375				0				0				0				0				0				0				2,375				7				0				0				0				0				0				0				7				2,381				0				0				0				0				0				0				2,381																2,381



				North Bay				695				0				0				0				0				0				0				695				3				0				0				0				0				0				0				3				698				0				0				0				0				0				0				698																698



				South Bay				2,163				0				0				0				0				0				0				2,163				12				0				0				0				0				0				0				12				2,175				0				0				0				0				0				0				2,175																2,175



				Out of Region				311				0				0				0				0				0				0				311				1				0				0				0				0				0				0				1				312				0				0				0				0				0				0				312																312



				Total				8,104				0				0				0				0				0				0				8,104				46				0				0				0				0				0				0				46				8,151				0				0				0				0				0				0				8,151																8,151



				Total from aggregate:				8,104				0				0				0				0				0				0				8,104				46				0				0				0				0				0				0				46				8,151				0				0				0				0				0				0				8,151







				PM Peak Hour



				bet. 4 PM & 6 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total																																												Total from



				Vehicle-Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total																aggregate:



				Superdistrict 1				288																								0				288				1																								0				1				290				0				0				0				0				0				0				290																290



				Superdistrict 2				137																								0				137				3																								0				3				139				0				0				0				0				0				0				139																139



				Superdistrict 3				194																								0				194				5																								0				5				200				0				0				0				0				0				0				200																200



				Superdistrict 4				118																								0				118				2																								0				2				120				0				0				0				0				0				0				120																120



				East Bay				514																								0				514				3																								0				3				517				0				0				0				0				0				0				517																517



				North Bay				269																								0				269				2																								0				2				270				0				0				0				0				0				0				270																270



				South Bay				843																								0				843				10																								0				10				853				0				0				0				0				0				0				853																853



				Out of Region				78																								0				78				0																								0				0				78				0				0				0				0				0				0				78																78



				Total				2,441				0				0				0				0				0				0				2,441				26				0				0				0				0				0				0				26				2,466				0				0				0				0				0				0				2,466																2,466



				Total from aggregate:																																99%																																1%				2,466				0				0				0				0				0				0				2,466



																																				99%																																1%
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Mirant Week Basket Late PM Sum



				Sports Arena at Mirant Power Plant Site



				PROJECT TRIP GENERATION								- WEEKDAY DAILY AND LATE PM PEAK HOUR BETWEEN 9 AND 11 PM



				SUMMARY OF TRIPS WITH BASKETBALL GAME







								Land Use								Seawall Lot 337



								Arena								18,064				attendees



																925				employees



								Retail												gsf



								Quick Service Rest.												gsf



								Sit-down Restaurant												gsf



								Residential												units



								Hotel												rooms



								Office								35,600				gsf















				Person-trips				Daily Trips																																				Late PM Peak Hour Trips																																				Percent of Daily during Late PM Peak Hour



				by Mode				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total								Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total								Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total



				Auto				27,308																								0				27,308				72%				10,666																								0				10,666				73%				39.1%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				39.1%



				Transit				9,870																								0				9,870				26%				3,733																								0				3,733				26%				37.8%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				37.8%



				Taxi (Arena only)				638																												638				2%				221																												221				2%				34.7%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				34.7%



				Walk/Other				162																								0				162				0%				16																								0				16				0%				10.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				10.0%



				Total				37,978				0				0				0				0				0				0				37,978				100%				14,636				0				0				0				0				0				0				14,636				100%				38.5%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				38.5%



								100%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				100%								100%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				100%



				Vehicle Trips				10,889																								0				10,889								4,086																								0				4,086								37.5%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				37.5%



								100%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				100%								100%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				100%



				Avg. veh. occupancy				2.57				0.00				0.00				0.00				0.00				0.00				0.00				2.57								2.66				0.00				0.00				0.00				0.00				0.00				0.00				2.66















				Weekday				Total Daily				Late PM Peak Hour Person-Trips																																Late PM Peak Hour Transit-Trips																																Late PM Peak Hour Vehicle-Trips																																				Avg.



				Distribution				Person-trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total								Veh. Occ.



				Superdistrict 1				4,823				1,618																								0				1,618				545																								0				545				399																								0				399				10%				2.42



				Superdistrict 2				1,645				517																								0				517				141																								0				141				144																								0				144				4%				2.29



				Superdistrict 3				2,192				645																								0				645				228																								0				228				163																								0				163				4%				2.32



				Superdistrict 4				1,540				493																								0				493				145																								0				145				132																								0				132				3%				2.43



				East Bay				11,848				4,795																								0				4,795				2,143																								0				2,143				987																								0				987				24%				2.69



				North Bay				4,066				1,889																								0				1,889				1																								0				1				702																								0				702				17%				2.69



				South Bay				10,372				4,096																								0				4,096				321																								0				321				1,420																								0				1,420				35%				2.66



				Out of Region				1,491				583																								0				583				208																								0				208				140																								0				140				3%				2.57



				Total				37,978				14,636				0				0				0				0				0				0				14,636				3,733				0				0				0				0				0				0				3,733				4,086				0				0				0				0				0				0				4,086				100%				2.61



				Total from aggregate:				37,978				14,636				0				0				0				0				0				0				14,636				3,733				0				0				0				0				0				0				3,733				4,086				0				0				0				0				0				0				4,086











				Assumptions for



				Late PM Peak Hour				Arena								Retail								Q.S. Rest.								Sit-down Rest.								Residential								Hotel								Office



				bet. 9 PM & 11 PM				Empl.				Attend.				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work



				Inbound				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				100%				100%				50%				100%				0%				0%



				Outbound				100%				100%				100%				100%				100%				100%				100%				100%				0%				0%				50%				0%				100%				100%















				Late PM Peak Hour				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total



				bet. 9 PM & 11 PM				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total



				Total Person Trips				0																								0				0				14,636																								0				14,636				14,636				0				0				0				0				0				0				14,636



								0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				100%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				100%



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				14,636				0				0				0				0				0				0				14,636



				Transit Trips				0																								0				0				3,733																								0				3,733				3,733				0				0				0				0				0				0				3,733



								0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				100%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				100%



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				3,733				0				0				0				0				0				0				3,733



				Vehicle Trips				0																								0				0				4,086																								0				4,086				4,086				0				0				0				0				0				0				4,086



								0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				100%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				100%



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				4,086				0				0				0				0				0				0				4,086







				Late PM Peak Hour



				bet. 9 PM & 11 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total



				Auto Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total



				Superdistrict 1				0																								0				0				966																								0				966				966				0				0				0				0				0				0				966



				Superdistrict 2				0																								0				0				330																								0				330				330				0				0				0				0				0				0				330



				Superdistrict 3				0																								0				0				377																								0				377				377				0				0				0				0				0				0				377



				Superdistrict 4				0																								0				0				322																								0				322				322				0				0				0				0				0				0				322



				East Bay				0																								0				0				2,652																								0				2,652				2,652				0				0				0				0				0				0				2,652



				North Bay				0																								0				0				1,888																								0				1,888				1,888				0				0				0				0				0				0				1,888



				South Bay				0																								0				0				3,774																								0				3,774				3,774				0				0				0				0				0				0				3,774



				Out of Region				0																								0				0				358																								0				358				358				0				0				0				0				0				0				358



				Total				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				10,666				0				0				0				0				0				0				10,666				10,666				0				0				0				0				0				0				10,666



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				10,666				0				0				0				0				0				0				10,666







				Late PM Peak Hour



				bet. 9 PM & 11 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total																																												Total from



				Transit Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total																aggregate:



				Superdistrict 1				0																								0				0				545																								0				545				545				0				0				0				0				0				0				545																545



				Superdistrict 2				0																								0				0				141																								0				141				141				0				0				0				0				0				0				141																141



				Superdistrict 3				0																								0				0				228																								0				228				228				0				0				0				0				0				0				228																228



				Superdistrict 4				0																								0				0				145																								0				145				145				0				0				0				0				0				0				145																145



				East Bay				0																								0				0				2,143																								0				2,143				2,143				0				0				0				0				0				0				2,143																2,143



				North Bay				0																								0				0				1																								0				1				1				0				0				0				0				0				0				1																1



				South Bay				0																								0				0				321																								0				321				321				0				0				0				0				0				0				321																321



				Out of Region				0																								0				0				208																								0				208				208				0				0				0				0				0				0				208																208



				Total				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				3,733				0				0				0				0				0				0				3,733				3,733				0				0				0				0				0				0				3,733																3,733



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				3,733				0				0				0				0				0				0				3,733







				Late PM Peak Hour



				bet. 9 PM & 11 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total



				Walk/Other Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total



				Superdistrict 1				0																								0				0				107																								0				107				107				0				0				0				0				0				0				107



				Superdistrict 2				0																								0				0				46																								0				46				46				0				0				0				0				0				0				46



				Superdistrict 3				0																								0				0				39																								0				39				39				0				0				0				0				0				0				39



				Superdistrict 4				0																								0				0				26																								0				26				26				0				0				0				0				0				0				26



				East Bay				0																								0				0				0																								0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



				North Bay				0																								0				0				0																								0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



				South Bay				0																								0				0				1																								0				1				1				0				0				0				0				0				0				1



				Out of Region				0																								0				0				17																								0				17				17				0				0				0				0				0				0				17



				Total				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				238				0				0				0				0				0				0				238				238				0				0				0				0				0				0				238



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				238				0				0				0				0				0				0				238







				Late PM Peak Hour



				bet. 9 PM & 11 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total																																												Total from



				Total Person Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total																aggregate:



				Superdistrict 1				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				1,618				0				0				0				0				0				0				1,618				1,618				0				0				0				0				0				0				1,618																1,618



				Superdistrict 2				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				517				0				0				0				0				0				0				517				517				0				0				0				0				0				0				517																517



				Superdistrict 3				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				645				0				0				0				0				0				0				645				645				0				0				0				0				0				0				645																645



				Superdistrict 4				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				493				0				0				0				0				0				0				493				493				0				0				0				0				0				0				493																493



				East Bay				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				4,795				0				0				0				0				0				0				4,795				4,795				0				0				0				0				0				0				4,795																4,795



				North Bay				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				1,889				0				0				0				0				0				0				1,889				1,889				0				0				0				0				0				0				1,889																1,889



				South Bay				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				4,096				0				0				0				0				0				0				4,096				4,096				0				0				0				0				0				0				4,096																4,096



				Out of Region				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				583				0				0				0				0				0				0				583				583				0				0				0				0				0				0				583																583



				Total				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				14,636				0				0				0				0				0				0				14,636				14,636				0				0				0				0				0				0				14,636																14,636



				Total from aggregate:				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				14,636				0				0				0				0				0				0				14,636				14,636				0				0				0				0				0				0				14,636







				Late PM Peak Hour



				bet. 9 PM & 11 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total																																												Total from



				Vehicle-Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total																aggregate:



				Superdistrict 1				0																								0				0				399																								0				399				399				0				0				0				0				0				0				399																399



				Superdistrict 2				0																								0				0				144																								0				144				144				0				0				0				0				0				0				144																144



				Superdistrict 3				0																								0				0				163																								0				163				163				0				0				0				0				0				0				163																163



				Superdistrict 4				0																								0				0				132																								0				132				132				0				0				0				0				0				0				132																132



				East Bay				0																								0				0				987																								0				987				987				0				0				0				0				0				0				987																987



				North Bay				0																								0				0				702																								0				702				702				0				0				0				0				0				0				702																702



				South Bay				0																								0				0				1,420																								0				1,420				1,420				0				0				0				0				0				0				1,420																1,420



				Out of Region				0																								0				0				140																								0				140				140				0				0				0				0				0				0				140																140



				Total				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				4,086				0				0				0				0				0				0				4,086				4,086				0				0				0				0				0				0				4,086																4,086



				Total from aggregate:																																0%																																100%				4,086				0				0				0				0				0				0				4,086



																																				0%																																100%
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Mirant Sat Basket Late PM Sum



				Sports Arena at Mirant Power Plant Site



				PROJECT TRIP GENERATION								- SATURDAY DAILY AND LATE PM PEAK HOUR BETWEEN 7 AND 9 PM



				SUMMARY OF TRIPS WITH BASKETBALL GAME







								Land Use								Seawall Lot 337



								Arena								18,064				attendees



																925				employees



								Retail												gsf



								Quick Service Rest.												gsf



								Sit-down Restaurant												gsf



								Residential												units



								Hotel												rooms



								Office								35,600				gsf















				Person-trips				Daily Trips																																				Late PM Peak Hour Trips																																				Percent of Daily during Late PM Peak Hour



				by Mode				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total								Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total								Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total



				Auto				29,675																								0				29,675				78%				9,926																								0				9,926				79%				33.4%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				33.4%



				Transit				7,419																								0				7,419				20%				2,466																								0				2,466				20%				33.2%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				33.2%



				Taxi (Arena only)				723																												723				2%				253																												253				2%				35.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				35.0%



				Walk/Other				162																								0				162				0%				0																								0				0				0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%



				Total				37,978				0				0				0				0				0				0				37,978				100%				12,645				0				0				0				0				0				0				12,645				100%				33.3%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				33.3%



								100%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				100%								100%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				100%



				Vehicle Trips				11,797																								0				11,797								3,770																								0				3,770								32.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				0.0%				32.0%



								100%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				100%								100%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				100%



				Avg. veh. occupancy				2.58				0.00				0.00				0.00				0.00				0.00				0.00				2.58								2.70				0.00				0.00				0.00				0.00				0.00				0.00				2.70















				Saturday				Total Daily				Late PM Peak Hour Person-Trips																																Late PM Peak Hour Transit-Trips																																Late PM Peak Hour Vehicle-Trips																																				Avg.



				Distribution				Person-trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total								Veh. Occ.



				Superdistrict 1				4,161				1,403																								0				1,403				351																								0				351				389																								0				389				10%				2.39



				Superdistrict 2				1,439				435																								0				435				86																								0				86				129																								0				129				3%				2.32



				Superdistrict 3				1,944				525																								0				525				144																								0				144				141																								0				141				4%				2.45



				Superdistrict 4				1,342				419																								0				419				91																								0				91				121																								0				121				3%				2.46



				East Bay				12,187				4,173																								0				4,173				1,467																								0				1,467				1,002																								0				1,002				27%				2.70



				North Bay				4,800				1,644																								0				1,644				0																								0				0				609																								0				609				16%				2.70



				South Bay				10,613				3,541																								0				3,541				190																								0				190				1,241																								0				1,241				33%				2.70



				Out of Region				1,491				506																								0				506				136																								0				136				137																								0				137				4%				2.56



				Total				37,978				12,645				0				0				0				0				0				0				12,645				2,466				0				0				0				0				0				0				2,466				3,770				0				0				0				0				0				0				3,770				100%				2.63



				Total from aggregate:				37,978				12,645				0				0				0				0				0				0				12,645				2,466				0				0				0				0				0				0				2,466				3,770				0				0				0				0				0				0				3,770











				Assumptions for



				Late PM Peak Hour				Arena								Retail								Q.S. Rest.								Sit-down Rest.								Residential								Hotel								Office



				bet. 7 PM & 9 PM				Empl.				Attend.				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work



				Inbound				95%				100%				0%				50%				0%				50%				0%				50%				100%				33%				0%				50%				0%				50%



				Outbound				5%				0%				100%				50%				100%				50%				100%				50%				0%				67%				100%				50%				100%				50%















				Late PM Peak Hour				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total



				bet. 7 PM & 9 PM				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total



				Total Person Trips				12,645																								0				12,645				0																								0				0				12,645				0				0				0				0				0				0				12,645



								100%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				100%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				12,645				0				0				0				0				0				0				12,645



				Transit Trips				2,466																								0				2,466				0																								0				0				2,466				0				0				0				0				0				0				2,466



								100%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				100%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				2,466				0				0				0				0				0				0				2,466



				Vehicle Trips				3,770																								0				3,770				0																								0				0				3,770				0				0				0				0				0				0				3,770



								100%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				100%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				3,770				0				0				0				0				0				0				3,770







				Late PM Peak Hour



				bet. 7 PM & 9 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total



				Auto Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total



				Superdistrict 1				932																								0				932				0																								0				0				932				0				0				0				0				0				0				932



				Superdistrict 2				300																								0				300				0																								0				0				300				0				0				0				0				0				0				300



				Superdistrict 3				346																								0				346				0																								0				0				346				0				0				0				0				0				0				346



				Superdistrict 4				298																								0				298				0																								0				0				298				0				0				0				0				0				0				298



				East Bay				2,706																								0				2,706				0																								0				0				2,706				0				0				0				0				0				0				2,706



				North Bay				1,644																								0				1,644				0																								0				0				1,644				0				0				0				0				0				0				1,644



				South Bay				3,350																								0				3,350				0																								0				0				3,350				0				0				0				0				0				0				3,350



				Out of Region				350																								0				350				0																								0				0				350				0				0				0				0				0				0				350



				Total				9,926				0				0				0				0				0				0				9,926				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				9,926				0				0				0				0				0				0				9,926



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				9,926				0				0				0				0				0				0				9,926







				Late PM Peak Hour



				bet. 7 PM & 9 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total																																												Total from



				Transit Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total																aggregate:



				Superdistrict 1				351																								0				351				0																								0				0				351				0				0				0				0				0				0				351																351



				Superdistrict 2				86																								0				86				0																								0				0				86				0				0				0				0				0				0				86																86



				Superdistrict 3				144																								0				144				0																								0				0				144				0				0				0				0				0				0				144																144



				Superdistrict 4				91																								0				91				0																								0				0				91				0				0				0				0				0				0				91																91



				East Bay				1,467																								0				1,467				0																								0				0				1,467				0				0				0				0				0				0				1,467																1,467



				North Bay				0																								0				0				0																								0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0																0



				South Bay				190																								0				190				0																								0				0				190				0				0				0				0				0				0				190																190



				Out of Region				136																								0				136				0																								0				0				136				0				0				0				0				0				0				136																136



				Total				2,466				0				0				0				0				0				0				2,466				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				2,466				0				0				0				0				0				0				2,466																2,466



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				2,466				0				0				0				0				0				0				2,466







				Late PM Peak Hour



				bet. 7 PM & 9 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total



				Walk/Other Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total



				Superdistrict 1				119																								0				119				0																								0				0				119				0				0				0				0				0				0				119



				Superdistrict 2				49																								0				49				0																								0				0				49				0				0				0				0				0				0				49



				Superdistrict 3				36																								0				36				0																								0				0				36				0				0				0				0				0				0				36



				Superdistrict 4				30																								0				30				0																								0				0				30				0				0				0				0				0				0				30



				East Bay				0																								0				0				0																								0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



				North Bay				0																								0				0				0																								0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



				South Bay				0																								0				0				0																								0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



				Out of Region				19																								0				19				0																								0				0				19				0				0				0				0				0				0				19



				Total				253				0				0				0				0				0				0				253				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				253				0				0				0				0				0				0				253



				Total from aggregate:																																																																				253				0				0				0				0				0				0				253







				Late PM Peak Hour



				bet. 7 PM & 9 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total																																												Total from



				Total Person Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total																aggregate:



				Superdistrict 1				1,403				0				0				0				0				0				0				1,403				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				1,403				0				0				0				0				0				0				1,403																1,403



				Superdistrict 2				435				0				0				0				0				0				0				435				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				435				0				0				0				0				0				0				435																435



				Superdistrict 3				525				0				0				0				0				0				0				525				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				525				0				0				0				0				0				0				525																525



				Superdistrict 4				419				0				0				0				0				0				0				419				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				419				0				0				0				0				0				0				419																419



				East Bay				4,173				0				0				0				0				0				0				4,173				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				4,173				0				0				0				0				0				0				4,173																4,173



				North Bay				1,644				0				0				0				0				0				0				1,644				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				1,644				0				0				0				0				0				0				1,644																1,644



				South Bay				3,541				0				0				0				0				0				0				3,541				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				3,541				0				0				0				0				0				0				3,541																3,541



				Out of Region				506				0				0				0				0				0				0				506				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				506				0				0				0				0				0				0				506																506



				Total				12,645				0				0				0				0				0				0				12,645				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				12,645				0				0				0				0				0				0				12,645																12,645



				Total from aggregate:				12,645				0				0				0				0				0				0				12,645				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				12,645				0				0				0				0				0				0				12,645







				Late PM Peak Hour



				bet. 7 PM & 9 PM				Inbound																																Outbound																																Total																																												Total from



				Vehicle-Trips				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total				Arena				Retail				QS Rest.				Sd Rest.				Resid.				Hotel				Office				Total																aggregate:



				Superdistrict 1				389																								0				389				0																								0				0				389				0				0				0				0				0				0				389																389



				Superdistrict 2				129																								0				129				0																								0				0				129				0				0				0				0				0				0				129																129



				Superdistrict 3				141																								0				141				0																								0				0				141				0				0				0				0				0				0				141																141



				Superdistrict 4				121																								0				121				0																								0				0				121				0				0				0				0				0				0				121																121



				East Bay				1,002																								0				1,002				0																								0				0				1,002				0				0				0				0				0				0				1,002																1,002



				North Bay				609																								0				609				0																								0				0				609				0				0				0				0				0				0				609																609



				South Bay				1,241																								0				1,241				0																								0				0				1,241				0				0				0				0				0				0				1,241																1,241



				Out of Region				137																								0				137				0																								0				0				137				0				0				0				0				0				0				137																137



				Total				3,770				0				0				0				0				0				0				3,770				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				3,770				0				0				0				0				0				0				3,770																3,770



				Total from aggregate:																																100%																																0%				3,770				0				0				0				0				0				0				3,770



																																				100%																																0%
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Mirant Basketball work



				Sports Arena at Mirant Power Plant Site



				PROJECT TRIP GENERATION



				LAND USE: ARENA - BASKETBALL GAME (WORK TRIPS)



				Proposed Size:				18,064				attendees				plus 925				employees																Weekday								Weekday								Saturday



				DAILY:																				PEAK HOUR PERIOD:												4-6 PM Peak Hour								9-11 PM Peak Hour								7-9 PM Peak Hour



				Linked Trip Factor [a]:												0%								Overall peak hour trips as a % of daily trips:												21.5% [c]								38.5% [e]								33.3% [d]



				Overall Person-trip Generation Rate [b]:												2.10				trips/attendee				Overall peak hour person-trip rate (trips/attendee):												0.45								0.81								0.70



				Total Person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):												37,978				person-trips				Total peak hour person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):												8,151								14,636								12,645



				Percent of Work Trips [f]:												4.9%								Total peak hour person-trips (w/ linked trip factor):												8,151								14,636								12,645



				Work Person-trip Generation Rate [g]:												2.00				trips/employee				% Work trips arrive/depart during peak hour:												50% [h]								10% [h]								0% [h]



				Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor):												1,850				person-trips				Peak hour Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor):												925								185								0



																																Weekday																Saturday



				Origins				Distribution				Mode				Percent				Avg. Vehicle				All Day								4-6 PM Peak Hour								9-11 PM Peak Hour								7-9 PM Peak Hour



								[i]								[i]				Occupancy				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-



																				[i]				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips



				Superdistrict 1				8.3%				Auto				46.9%				1.30				72				55				36				28				7				6				0				0



												Transit				32.7%								50								25								5								0



												Walk				17.7%								27								14								3								0



												Other				2.7%								4								2								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								154				55				77				28				15				6				0				0



				Superdistrict 2				10.6%				Auto				64.6%				1.26				127				101				63				50				13				10				0				0



												Transit				26.4%								52								26								5								0



												Walk				6.9%								14								7								1								0



												Other				2.1%								4								2								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								196				101				98				50				20				10				0				0



				Superdistrict 3				23.9%				Auto				59.7%				1.25				264				211				132				106				26				21				0				0



												Transit				20.6%								91								46								9								0



												Walk				15.1%								67								33								7								0



												Other				4.6%								20								10								2								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								442				211				221				106				44				21				0				0



				Superdistrict 4				7.9%				Auto				75.7%				1.48				111				75				55				37				11				7				0				0



												Transit				21.5%								31								16								3								0



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0



												Other				2.8%								4								2								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								146				75				73				37				15				7				0				0



				East Bay				14.3%				Auto				68.8%				1.61				182				113				91				57				18				11				0				0



												Transit				29.7%								79								39								8								0



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0



												Other				1.5%								4								2								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								265				113				132				57				26				11				0				0



				North Bay				5.6%				Auto				86.9%				1.44				90				63				45				31				9				6				0				0



												Transit				10.5%								11								5								1								0



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0



												Other				2.6%								3								1								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								104				63				52				31				10				6				0				0



				South Bay				26.9%				Auto				88.5%				1.13				440				390				220				195				44				39				0				0



												Transit				8.8%								44								22								4								0



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0



												Other				2.7%								13								7								1								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								498				390				249				195				50				39				0				0



				Out of Region				2.5%				Auto				61.8%				1.56				29				18				14				9				3				2				0				0



												Transit				35.3%								16								8								2								0



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0



												Other				2.9%								1								1								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								46				18				23				9				5				2				0				0



				TOTAL				100.0%				Auto				71.0%				1.28				1,314				1,026				657				513				131				103				0				0



												Transit				20.2%								374								187								37								0



												Walk				5.8%								107								54								11								0



												Other				2.9%								54								27								5								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								1,850				1,026				925				513				185				103				0				0







				[a]  No linked-trip factor assumed for arena



				[b]  Calculated by the model by dividing the total number of person-trips by the expected event attendance.



				[c]  Calculated by the model assuming a 4 to 7 PM period; Atlantic Yards Arena Transportation Planning (2006) value for the 4 to 6 period is 5%, Madison Square Garden (2003) value is 9%, Arco Arena value is 0%, GSW value is 0%



				[d]  Calculated by the model; Madison Square Garden (2003) value is 55%, Arco Arena value is 55%, GSW value is 60%



				[e]  Calculated by the model; Atlantic Yards Arena Transportation Planning (2006) value is 43%, GSW value is 70%



				 [f]  Calculated by the model.



				[g]  Two daily person trips made by each employee.



				[h]  Event employees arrive to work between 4:30 and 5 pm, and depart between 11 and 11:30 pm.



				 [i]  SF Guidelines, Appendix E - Table E-5 Work Trips to SD3 (All)
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Mirant Basketball non work



				Sports Arena at Mirant Power Plant Site



				PROJECT TRIP GENERATION



				LAND USE: ARENA - BASKETBALL GAME (NON-WORK TRIPS)



				Proposed Size:				18,064				attendees				plus 925				employees																								Weekday								Weekday								Saturday																SF Giants 2012 (Adjusted)																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																								SF Giants 2012 (Adjusted)



				DAILY:																								PEAK HOUR PERIOD:																4-6 PM Peak Hour								9-11 PM Peak Hour								7-9 PM Peak Hour																Weekday Evening																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																								Weekend Evening



				Linked Trip Factor [a]:												0%												Overall peak hour trips as a % of daily trips:																21.5% [c]								38.5% [e]								33.3% [d]																Auto				71.0%																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																				Auto				78.5%



				Overall Person-trip Generation Rate [b]:												2.10				trips per attendee								Overall peak hour person-trip rate (trips/attendee):																0.45								0.81								0.70																Transit				27.0%				50% of Transit added to Auto																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																Transit				19.5%				50% of Transit added to Auto



				Total Person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):												37,978				person-trips								Total peak hour person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																8,151								14,636								12,645																Taxi				2.0%																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																				Taxi				2.0%



				Percent of Non-Work Trips [f]:												95.1%												Total peak hour person-trips (w/ linked trip factor):																8,151								14,636								12,645																Walk				0.0%				Walk and Other added to Auto																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																Walk				0.0%				Walk and Other added to Auto



				Non-Work Person-trip Generation Rate [g]:												2.00				trips per attendee								% Non-Work trips arrive/depart during peak hour:																20% [h]								40% [h]								35% [h]																Other				0.0%																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																				Other				0.0%



				Non-Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor):												36,128				person-trips								Peak hour Non-Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor):																7,226								14,451								12,645																				100.0%																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																								100.0%



																								Average				Weekday																								Saturday																																WEEKDAY EVENING																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																SATURDAY



				Origins Distribution												Weekday				Saturday				Vehicle				All Day								4-7 PM Peak Hour								9-11 PM Peak Hour								All Day								7-9 PM Peak Hour																Table E-15								50% of Transit added to Auto																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																50% of Transit added to Auto



				Weekday In				All Other				Mode				Percent				Percent				Occupancy				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-												Visiotr Trips to SD3								Other becomes Taxi																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																																Other becomes Taxi



				[i]				[i]								[j]				[j]				[k]				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips												All Other								Walk and Other added to Auto																								1																2																3																4																5																6																7																8																9																10																11																12																13																14																15																16																17																18																19																20								Walk and Other added to Auto																								1																2																3																4																5																6																7																8																9																10																11																12																13																14																15																16																17																18																19																20



				Superdistrict 1								Auto				60%				66%				2.70				2,793				1,034				638				236				959				355				2,663				986				932				345												Auto				78.9%				62.6%				6%				4%				10%				13%				9%				61%				9%				12%				9%				60%				9%				12%				9%				60%				9%				12%				9%				60%				9%				12%				9%				60%				9%				12%				9%				60%				9%				12%				9%				60%				9%				12%				9%				60%				9%				12%				9%				60%				9%				12%				9%				60%				9%				12%				9%				60%				9%				12%				9%				60%				9%				12%				9%				60%				9%				12%				9%				60%				9%				12%				9%				60%				9%				12%				9%				60%				9%				12%				9%				60%				9%				12%				9%				60%				9%				12%				9%				60%				9%				12%				9%				60%								69.2%				7%				5%				8%				10%				8%				67%				7%				9%				7%				67%				7%				9%				7%				66%				7%				9%				7%				66%				7%				9%				7%				66%				7%				9%				7%				66%				7%				9%				7%				66%				7%				9%				7%				66%				7%				9%				7%				66%				7%				9%				7%				66%				7%				9%				7%				66%				7%				9%				7%				66%				7%				9%				7%				66%				7%				9%				7%				66%				7%				9%				7%				66%				7%				9%				7%				66%				7%				9%				7%				66%				7%				9%				7%				66%				7%				9%				7%				66%				7%				9%				7%				66%



				14.8%				11.1%				Transit				34%				25%								1,574								359								540								1,003								351																Transit				9.6%				32.9%				7%				2%				5%				19%				5%				33%				5%				18%				5%				34%				5%				18%				5%				34%				5%				18%				5%				34%				5%				18%				5%				34%				5%				18%				5%				34%				5%				18%				5%				34%				5%				18%				5%				34%				5%				18%				5%				34%				5%				18%				5%				34%				5%				18%				5%				34%				5%				18%				5%				34%				5%				18%				5%				34%				5%				18%				5%				34%				5%				18%				5%				34%				5%				18%				5%				34%				5%				18%				5%				34%				5%				18%				5%				34%				5%				18%				5%				34%				5%				18%				5%				34%								23.8%				8%				2%				2%				15%				3%				25%				3%				14%				3%				25%				3%				14%				3%				25%				3%				14%				3%				25%				3%				14%				3%				25%				3%				14%				3%				25%				3%				14%				3%				25%				3%				14%				3%				25%				3%				14%				3%				25%				3%				14%				3%				25%				3%				14%				3%				25%				3%				14%				3%				25%				3%				14%				3%				25%				3%				14%				3%				25%				3%				14%				3%				25%				3%				14%				3%				25%				3%				14%				3%				25%				3%				14%				3%				25%				3%				14%				3%				25%				3%				14%				3%				25%



												Taxi				6%				9%				2.70				303				112				69				26				104				39				341				126				119				44												Taxi				11.5%				8.6%				9%				0%				0%				48%				1%				6%				1%				48%				1%				6%				1%				48%				1%				6%				1%				48%				1%				6%				1%				48%				1%				6%				1%				48%				1%				6%				1%				48%				1%				6%				1%				48%				1%				6%				1%				48%				1%				6%				1%				48%				1%				6%				1%				48%				1%				6%				1%				48%				1%				6%				1%				48%				1%				6%				1%				48%				1%				6%				1%				48%				1%				6%				1%				48%				1%				6%				1%				48%				1%				6%				1%				48%				1%				6%				1%				48%				1%				6%				1%				48%				1%				6%								8.6%				9%				0%				0%				47%				1%				8%				1%				47%				1%				8%				1%				47%				1%				9%				1%				47%				1%				9%				1%				47%				1%				9%				1%				47%				1%				9%				1%				47%				1%				9%				1%				47%				1%				9%				1%				47%				1%				9%				1%				47%				1%				9%				1%				47%				1%				9%				1%				47%				1%				9%				1%				47%				1%				9%				1%				47%				1%				9%				1%				47%				1%				9%				1%				47%				1%				9%				1%				47%				1%				9%				1%				47%				1%				9%				1%				47%				1%				9%				1%				47%				1%				9%



												Walk				0%				0%								0								0								0								0								0																Walk



												Other				0%				0%								0								0								0								0								0																Other



												TOTAL				100%				100%								4,670				1,147				1,066				262				1,603				394				4,007				1,113				1,403				389												TOTAL				100.0%				104.1%				6%				6%				15%				80%				15%				100%				15%				79%				15%				100%				15%				79%				15%				100%				15%				79%				15%				100%				15%				79%				15%				100%				15%				79%				15%				100%				15%				79%				15%				100%				15%				79%				15%				100%				15%				79%				15%				100%				15%				79%				15%				100%				15%				79%				15%				100%				15%				79%				15%				100%				15%				79%				15%				100%				15%				79%				15%				100%				15%				79%				15%				100%				15%				79%				15%				100%				15%				79%				15%				100%				15%				79%				15%				100%				15%				79%				15%				100%				15%				79%				15%				100%								101.6%				7%				7%				11%				72%				12%				100%				11%				71%				11%				100%				11%				71%				11%				100%				11%				71%				11%				100%				11%				71%				11%				100%				11%				71%				11%				100%				11%				71%				11%				100%				11%				71%				11%				100%				11%				71%				11%				100%				11%				71%				11%				100%				11%				71%				11%				100%				11%				71%				11%				100%				11%				71%				11%				100%				11%				71%				11%				100%				11%				71%				11%				100%				11%				71%				11%				100%				11%				71%				11%				100%				11%				71%				11%				100%				11%				71%				11%				100%				11%				71%				11%				100%



				Superdistrict 2								Auto				64%				69%				2.70				924				342				211				78				317				118				857				318				300				111												Auto				78.3%				62.1%				18%				13%				3%				4%				3%				65%				3%				4%				3%				64%				3%				4%				3%				64%				3%				4%				3%				64%				3%				4%				3%				64%				3%				4%				3%				64%				3%				4%				3%				64%				3%				4%				3%				64%				3%				4%				3%				64%				3%				4%				3%				64%				3%				4%				3%				64%				3%				4%				3%				64%				3%				4%				3%				64%				3%				4%				3%				64%				3%				4%				3%				64%				3%				4%				3%				64%				3%				4%				3%				64%				3%				4%				3%				64%				3%				4%				3%				64%				3%				4%				3%				64%								68.7%				21%				16%				3%				3%				3%				70%				2%				3%				2%				69%				2%				3%				2%				69%				2%				3%				2%				69%				2%				3%				2%				69%				2%				3%				2%				69%				2%				3%				2%				69%				2%				3%				2%				69%				2%				3%				2%				69%				2%				3%				2%				69%				2%				3%				2%				69%				2%				3%				2%				69%				2%				3%				2%				69%				2%				3%				2%				69%				2%				3%				2%				69%				2%				3%				2%				69%				2%				3%				2%				69%				2%				3%				2%				69%				2%				3%				2%				69%				2%				3%				2%				69%



				4.6%				3.4%				Transit				27%				20%								397								91								136								246								86																Transit				7.3%				24.9%				17%				5%				1%				5%				1%				27%				1%				5%				1%				27%				1%				5%				1%				27%				1%				5%				1%				27%				1%				5%				1%				27%				1%				5%				1%				27%				1%				5%				1%				27%				1%				5%				1%				27%				1%				5%				1%				27%				1%				5%				1%				27%				1%				5%				1%				27%				1%				5%				1%				27%				1%				5%				1%				27%				1%				5%				1%				27%				1%				5%				1%				27%				1%				5%				1%				27%				1%				5%				1%				27%				1%				5%				1%				27%				1%				5%				1%				27%				1%				5%				1%				27%								18.0%				19%				4%				1%				4%				1%				19%				1%				4%				1%				20%				1%				3%				1%				20%				1%				3%				1%				20%				1%				3%				1%				20%				1%				3%				1%				20%				1%				3%				1%				20%				1%				3%				1%				20%				1%				3%				1%				20%				1%				3%				1%				20%				1%				3%				1%				20%				1%				3%				1%				20%				1%				3%				1%				20%				1%				3%				1%				20%				1%				3%				1%				20%				1%				3%				1%				20%				1%				3%				1%				20%				1%				3%				1%				20%				1%				3%				1%				20%				1%				3%				1%				20%



												Taxi				9%				11%				2.70				128				47				29				11				44				16				140				52				49				18												Taxi				14.5%				10.8%				35%				1%				0%				20%				0%				9%				0%				20%				0%				9%				0%				20%				0%				9%				0%				20%				0%				9%				0%				20%				0%				9%				0%				20%				0%				9%				0%				20%				0%				9%				0%				20%				0%				9%				0%				20%				0%				9%				0%				20%				0%				9%				0%				20%				0%				9%				0%				20%				0%				9%				0%				20%				0%				9%				0%				20%				0%				9%				0%				20%				0%				9%				0%				20%				0%				9%				0%				20%				0%				9%				0%				20%				0%				9%				0%				20%				0%				9%				0%				20%				0%				9%								10.8%				36%				1%				0%				20%				0%				11%				0%				19%				0%				11%				0%				19%				0%				11%				0%				19%				0%				11%				0%				19%				0%				11%				0%				19%				0%				11%				0%				19%				0%				11%				0%				19%				0%				11%				0%				19%				0%				11%				0%				19%				0%				11%				0%				19%				0%				11%				0%				19%				0%				11%				0%				19%				0%				11%				0%				19%				0%				11%				0%				19%				0%				11%				0%				19%				0%				11%				0%				19%				0%				11%				0%				19%				0%				11%				0%				19%				0%				11%				0%				19%				0%				11%



												Walk				0%				0%								0								0								0								0								0																Walk



												Other				0%				0%								0								0								0								0								0																Other



												TOTAL				100%				100%								1,449				390				331				89				497				134				1,243				369				435				129												TOTAL				100.0%				97.8%				19%				18%				5%				29%				5%				100%				5%				29%				5%				100%				5%				29%				5%				100%				5%				29%				5%				100%				5%				29%				5%				100%				5%				29%				5%				100%				5%				29%				5%				100%				5%				29%				5%				100%				5%				29%				5%				100%				5%				29%				5%				100%				5%				29%				5%				100%				5%				29%				5%				100%				5%				29%				5%				100%				5%				29%				5%				100%				5%				29%				5%				100%				5%				29%				5%				100%				5%				29%				5%				100%				5%				29%				5%				100%				5%				29%				5%				100%				5%				29%				5%				100%								97.4%				22%				21%				3%				27%				4%				100%				3%				26%				3%				100%				3%				26%				3%				100%				3%				26%				3%				100%				3%				26%				3%				100%				3%				26%				3%				100%				3%				26%				3%				100%				3%				26%				3%				100%				3%				26%				3%				100%				3%				26%				3%				100%				3%				26%				3%				100%				3%				26%				3%				100%				3%				26%				3%				100%				3%				26%				3%				100%				3%				26%				3%				100%				3%				26%				3%				100%				3%				26%				3%				100%				3%				26%				3%				100%				3%				26%				3%				100%				3%				26%				3%				100%



				Superdistrict 3								Auto				58%				66%				2.70				1,022				379				234				86				351				130				988				366				346				128												Auto				79.9%				63.4%				15%				11%				4%				5%				3%				59%				3%				5%				3%				59%				3%				5%				3%				58%				3%				5%				3%				58%				3%				5%				3%				58%				3%				5%				3%				58%				3%				5%				3%				58%				3%				5%				3%				58%				3%				5%				3%				58%				3%				5%				3%				58%				3%				5%				3%				58%				3%				5%				3%				58%				3%				5%				3%				58%				3%				5%				3%				58%				3%				5%				3%				58%				3%				5%				3%				58%				3%				5%				3%				58%				3%				5%				3%				58%				3%				5%				3%				58%				3%				5%				3%				58%								70.1%				18%				14%				3%				4%				3%				67%				3%				4%				3%				66%				3%				3%				3%				66%				3%				3%				3%				66%				3%				3%				3%				66%				3%				3%				3%				66%				3%				3%				3%				66%				3%				3%				3%				66%				3%				3%				3%				66%				3%				3%				3%				66%				3%				3%				3%				66%				3%				3%				3%				66%				3%				3%				3%				66%				3%				3%				3%				66%				3%				3%				3%				66%				3%				3%				3%				66%				3%				3%				3%				66%				3%				3%				3%				66%				3%				3%				3%				66%				3%				3%				3%				66%



				5.5%				4.2%				Transit				36%				27%								637								146								219								412								144																Transit				10.8%				36.9%				21%				6%				2%				8%				2%				36%				2%				7%				2%				36%				2%				7%				2%				36%				2%				7%				2%				36%				2%				7%				2%				36%				2%				7%				2%				36%				2%				7%				2%				36%				2%				7%				2%				36%				2%				7%				2%				36%				2%				7%				2%				36%				2%				7%				2%				36%				2%				7%				2%				36%				2%				7%				2%				36%				2%				7%				2%				36%				2%				7%				2%				36%				2%				7%				2%				36%				2%				7%				2%				36%				2%				7%				2%				36%				2%				7%				2%				36%				2%				7%				2%				36%								26.6%				23%				5%				1%				6%				1%				27%				1%				6%				1%				27%				1%				6%				1%				27%				1%				6%				1%				27%				1%				6%				1%				27%				1%				6%				1%				27%				1%				6%				1%				27%				1%				6%				1%				27%				1%				6%				1%				27%				1%				6%				1%				27%				1%				6%				1%				27%				1%				6%				1%				27%				1%				6%				1%				27%				1%				6%				1%				27%				1%				6%				1%				27%				1%				6%				1%				27%				1%				6%				1%				27%				1%				6%				1%				27%				1%				6%				1%				27%				1%				6%				1%				27%



												Taxi				5%				7%				2.70				90				33				20				8				31				11				102				38				36				13												Taxi				9.4%				7.0%				19%				0%				0%				14%				0%				5%				0%				14%				0%				5%				0%				14%				0%				5%				0%				14%				0%				5%				0%				14%				0%				5%				0%				14%				0%				5%				0%				14%				0%				5%				0%				14%				0%				5%				0%				14%				0%				5%				0%				14%				0%				5%				0%				14%				0%				5%				0%				14%				0%				5%				0%				14%				0%				5%				0%				14%				0%				5%				0%				14%				0%				5%				0%				14%				0%				5%				0%				14%				0%				5%				0%				14%				0%				5%				0%				14%				0%				5%				0%				14%				0%				5%								7.0%				19%				0%				0%				14%				0%				6%				0%				14%				0%				7%				0%				14%				0%				7%				0%				14%				0%				7%				0%				14%				0%				7%				0%				14%				0%				7%				0%				14%				0%				7%				0%				14%				0%				7%				0%				14%				0%				7%				0%				14%				0%				7%				0%				14%				0%				7%				0%				14%				0%				7%				0%				14%				0%				7%				0%				14%				0%				7%				0%				14%				0%				7%				0%				14%				0%				7%				0%				14%				0%				7%				0%				14%				0%				7%				0%				14%				0%				7%				0%				14%				0%				7%



												Walk				0%				0%								0								0								0								0								0																Walk



												Other				0%				0%								0								0								0								0								0																Other



												TOTAL				100%				100%								1,750				412				400				94				601				141				1,501				404				525				141												TOTAL				100.0%				107.3%				16%				17%				6%				26%				6%				100%				6%				26%				6%				100%				6%				26%				6%				100%				6%				26%				6%				100%				6%				26%				6%				100%				6%				26%				6%				100%				6%				26%				6%				100%				6%				26%				6%				100%				6%				26%				6%				100%				6%				26%				6%				100%				6%				26%				6%				100%				6%				26%				6%				100%				6%				26%				6%				100%				6%				26%				6%				100%				6%				26%				6%				100%				6%				26%				6%				100%				6%				26%				6%				100%				6%				26%				6%				100%				6%				26%				6%				100%				6%				26%				6%				100%								103.7%				18%				19%				4%				24%				4%				100%				4%				24%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%				4%				23%				4%				100%



				Superdistrict 4								Auto				65%				71%				2.70				904				335				207				77				310				115				852				315				298				110												Auto				82.6%				65.5%				20%				14%				3%				4%				3%				66%				3%				4%				3%				65%				3%				4%				3%				65%				3%				4%				3%				65%				3%				4%				3%				65%				3%				4%				3%				65%				3%				4%				3%				65%				3%				4%				3%				65%				3%				4%				3%				65%				3%				4%				3%				65%				3%				4%				3%				65%				3%				4%				3%				65%				3%				4%				3%				65%				3%				4%				3%				65%				3%				4%				3%				65%				3%				4%				3%				65%				3%				4%				3%				65%				3%				4%				3%				65%				3%				4%				3%				65%				3%				4%				3%				65%								72.5%				23%				18%				3%				3%				2%				72%				2%				3%				2%				71%				2%				3%				2%				71%				2%				3%				2%				71%				2%				3%				2%				71%				2%				3%				2%				71%				2%				3%				2%				71%				2%				3%				2%				71%				2%				3%				2%				71%				2%				3%				2%				71%				2%				3%				2%				71%				2%				3%				2%				71%				2%				3%				2%				71%				2%				3%				2%				71%				2%				3%				2%				71%				2%				3%				2%				71%				2%				3%				2%				71%				2%				3%				2%				71%				2%				3%				2%				71%				2%				3%				2%				71%



				4.4%				3.3%				Transit				30%				22%								414								94								142								260								91																Transit				8.2%				27.9%				20%				5%				1%				5%				1%				29%				1%				5%				1%				30%				1%				5%				1%				30%				1%				5%				1%				30%				1%				5%				1%				30%				1%				5%				1%				30%				1%				5%				1%				30%				1%				5%				1%				30%				1%				5%				1%				30%				1%				5%				1%				30%				1%				5%				1%				30%				1%				5%				1%				30%				1%				5%				1%				30%				1%				5%				1%				30%				1%				5%				1%				30%				1%				5%				1%				30%				1%				5%				1%				30%				1%				5%				1%				30%				1%				5%				1%				30%				1%				5%				1%				30%								20.2%				22%				4%				1%				4%				1%				21%				1%				4%				1%				22%				1%				4%				1%				22%				1%				4%				1%				22%				1%				4%				1%				22%				1%				4%				1%				22%				1%				4%				1%				22%				1%				4%				1%				22%				1%				4%				1%				22%				1%				4%				1%				22%				1%				4%				1%				22%				1%				4%				1%				22%				1%				4%				1%				22%				1%				4%				1%				22%				1%				4%				1%				22%				1%				4%				1%				22%				1%				4%				1%				22%				1%				4%				1%				22%				1%				4%				1%				22%				1%				4%				1%				22%



												Taxi				5%				7%				2.70				76				28				17				6				26				10				84				31				30				11												Taxi				9.3%				6.9%				23%				0%				0%				12%				0%				5%				0%				12%				0%				5%				0%				12%				0%				5%				0%				12%				0%				5%				0%				12%				0%				5%				0%				12%				0%				5%				0%				12%				0%				5%				0%				12%				0%				5%				0%				12%				0%				5%				0%				12%				0%				5%				0%				12%				0%				5%				0%				12%				0%				5%				0%				12%				0%				5%				0%				12%				0%				5%				0%				12%				0%				5%				0%				12%				0%				5%				0%				12%				0%				5%				0%				12%				0%				5%				0%				12%				0%				5%				0%				12%				0%				5%								6.9%				24%				0%				0%				11%				0%				7%				0%				12%				0%				7%				0%				12%				0%				7%				0%				12%				0%				7%				0%				12%				0%				7%				0%				12%				0%				7%				0%				12%				0%				7%				0%				12%				0%				7%				0%				12%				0%				7%				0%				12%				0%				7%				0%				12%				0%				7%				0%				12%				0%				7%				0%				12%				0%				7%				0%				12%				0%				7%				0%				12%				0%				7%				0%				12%				0%				7%				0%				12%				0%				7%				0%				12%				0%				7%				0%				12%				0%				7%				0%				12%				0%				7%



												Walk				0%				0%								0								0								0								0								0																Walk



												Other				0%				0%								0								0								0								0								0																Other



												TOTAL				100%				100%								1,394				363				318				83				478				125				1,196				347				419				121												TOTAL				100.0%				100.4%				20%				20%				4%				21%				5%				100%				4%				21%				4%				100%				4%				21%				4%				100%				4%				21%				4%				100%				4%				21%				4%				100%				4%				21%				4%				100%				4%				21%				4%				100%				4%				21%				4%				100%				4%				21%				4%				100%				4%				21%				4%				100%				4%				21%				4%				100%				4%				21%				4%				100%				4%				21%				4%				100%				4%				21%				4%				100%				4%				21%				4%				100%				4%				21%				4%				100%				4%				21%				4%				100%				4%				21%				4%				100%				4%				21%				4%				100%				4%				21%				4%				100%								99.6%				23%				23%				3%				18%				3%				100%				3%				18%				3%				100%				3%				18%				3%				100%				3%				18%				3%				100%				3%				18%				3%				100%				3%				18%				3%				100%				3%				18%				3%				100%				3%				18%				3%				100%				3%				18%				3%				100%				3%				18%				3%				100%				3%				18%				3%				100%				3%				18%				3%				100%				3%				18%				3%				100%				3%				18%				3%				100%				3%				18%				3%				100%				3%				18%				3%				100%				3%				18%				3%				100%				3%				18%				3%				100%				3%				18%				3%				100%				3%				18%				3%				100%



				East Bay								Auto				55%				65%				2.70				6,397				2,369				1,242				460				2,634				975				7,731				2,863				2,706				1,002												Auto				85.1%				67.6%				3%				2%				19%				25%				18%				56%				17%				24%				17%				55%				17%				24%				17%				55%				17%				24%				17%				55%				17%				24%				17%				55%				17%				24%				17%				55%				17%				24%				17%				55%				17%				24%				17%				55%				17%				24%				17%				55%				17%				24%				17%				55%				17%				24%				17%				55%				17%				24%				17%				55%				17%				24%				17%				55%				17%				24%				17%				55%				17%				24%				17%				55%				17%				24%				17%				55%				17%				24%				17%				55%				17%				24%				17%				55%				17%				24%				17%				55%				17%				24%				17%				55%								74.7%				2%				2%				23%				28%				22%				66%				22%				27%				22%				65%				21%				27%				21%				65%				21%				27%				21%				65%				21%				27%				21%				65%				21%				27%				21%				65%				21%				27%				21%				65%				21%				27%				21%				65%				21%				27%				21%				65%				21%				27%				21%				65%				21%				27%				21%				65%				21%				27%				21%				65%				21%				27%				21%				65%				21%				27%				21%				65%				21%				27%				21%				65%				21%				27%				21%				65%				21%				27%				21%				65%				21%				27%				21%				65%				21%				27%				21%				65%				21%				27%				21%				65%



				31.1%				33.0%				Transit				45%				35%								5,187								1,007								2,135								4,192								1,467																Transit				14.9%				51.1%				5%				1%				13%				51%				14%				44%				14%				52%				14%				45%				14%				52%				14%				45%				14%				52%				14%				45%				14%				52%				14%				45%				14%				52%				14%				45%				14%				52%				14%				45%				14%				52%				14%				45%				14%				52%				14%				45%				14%				52%				14%				45%				14%				52%				14%				45%				14%				52%				14%				45%				14%				52%				14%				45%				14%				52%				14%				45%				14%				52%				14%				45%				14%				52%				14%				45%				14%				52%				14%				45%				14%				52%				14%				45%				14%				52%				14%				45%				14%				52%				14%				45%								36.9%				4%				1%				10%				59%				12%				34%				11%				60%				12%				35%				12%				60%				12%				35%				12%				59%				12%				35%				12%				59%				12%				35%				12%				59%				12%				35%				12%				59%				12%				35%				12%				59%				12%				35%				12%				59%				12%				35%				12%				59%				12%				35%				12%				59%				12%				35%				12%				59%				12%				35%				12%				59%				12%				35%				12%				59%				12%				35%				12%				59%				12%				35%				12%				59%				12%				35%				12%				59%				12%				35%				12%				59%				12%				35%				12%				59%				12%				35%				12%				59%				12%				35%



												Taxi				0%				0%				2.70				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0												Taxi				0.0%				0.0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%								0.0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%



												Walk				0%				0%								0								0								0								0								0																Walk



												Other				0%				0%								0								0								0								0								0																Other



												TOTAL				100%				100%								11,584				2,369				2,249				460				4,769				975				11,922				2,863				4,173				1,002												TOTAL				100.0%				118.6%				3%				3%				31%				76%				32%				100%				31%				76%				31%				100%				31%				76%				31%				100%				31%				76%				31%				100%				31%				76%				31%				100%				31%				76%				31%				100%				31%				76%				31%				100%				31%				76%				31%				100%				31%				76%				31%				100%				31%				76%				31%				100%				31%				76%				31%				100%				31%				76%				31%				100%				31%				76%				31%				100%				31%				76%				31%				100%				31%				76%				31%				100%				31%				76%				31%				100%				31%				76%				31%				100%				31%				76%				31%				100%				31%				76%				31%				100%				31%				76%				31%				100%								111.6%				2%				3%				33%				87%				34%				100%				33%				87%				33%				100%				33%				87%				33%				100%				33%				87%				33%				100%				33%				87%				33%				100%				33%				87%				33%				100%				33%				87%				33%				100%				33%				87%				33%				100%				33%				87%				33%				100%				33%				87%				33%				100%				33%				87%				33%				100%				33%				87%				33%				100%				33%				87%				33%				100%				33%				87%				33%				100%				33%				87%				33%				100%				33%				87%				33%				100%				33%				87%				33%				100%				33%				87%				33%				100%				33%				87%				33%				100%				33%				87%				33%				100%



				North Bay								Auto				100%				100%				2.70				3,963				1,468				646				239				1,879				696				4,697				1,739				1,644				609												Auto				100.0%				79.4%				12%				8%				9%				12%				9%				100%				9%				12%				9%				100%				9%				13%				9%				100%				9%				13%				9%				100%				9%				13%				9%				100%				9%				13%				9%				100%				9%				13%				9%				100%				9%				13%				9%				100%				9%				13%				9%				100%				9%				13%				9%				100%				9%				13%				9%				100%				9%				13%				9%				100%				9%				13%				9%				100%				9%				13%				9%				100%				9%				13%				9%				100%				9%				13%				9%				100%				9%				13%				9%				100%				9%				13%				9%				100%				9%				13%				9%				100%				9%				13%				9%				100%								87.8%				7%				6%				13%				16%				12%				100%				13%				16%				13%				100%				13%				17%				13%				100%				13%				17%				13%				100%				13%				17%				13%				100%				13%				17%				13%				100%				13%				17%				13%				100%				13%				17%				13%				100%				13%				17%				13%				100%				13%				17%				13%				100%				13%				17%				13%				100%				13%				17%				13%				100%				13%				17%				13%				100%				13%				17%				13%				100%				13%				17%				13%				100%				13%				17%				13%				100%				13%				17%				13%				100%				13%				17%				13%				100%				13%				17%				13%				100%				13%				17%				13%				100%



				8.9%				13.0%				Transit				0%				0%								0								0								0								0								0																Transit								0.0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%								0.0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%



												Taxi				0%				0%				2.70				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0												Taxi								0.0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%								0.0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%



												Walk				0%				0%								0								0								0								0								0																Walk



												Other				0%				0%								0								0								0								0								0																Other



												TOTAL				100%				100%								3,963				1,468				646				239				1,879				696				4,697				1,739				1,644				609												TOTAL				100.0%				79.4%				10%				8%				9%				12%				9%				100%				9%				12%				9%				100%				9%				13%				9%				100%				9%				13%				9%				100%				9%				13%				9%				100%				9%				13%				9%				100%				9%				13%				9%				100%				9%				13%				9%				100%				9%				13%				9%				100%				9%				13%				9%				100%				9%				13%				9%				100%				9%				13%				9%				100%				9%				13%				9%				100%				9%				13%				9%				100%				9%				13%				9%				100%				9%				13%				9%				100%				9%				13%				9%				100%				9%				13%				9%				100%				9%				13%				9%				100%				9%				13%				9%				100%								87.8%				6%				6%				13%				16%				12%				100%				13%				16%				13%				100%				13%				17%				13%				100%				13%				17%				13%				100%				13%				17%				13%				100%				13%				17%				13%				100%				13%				17%				13%				100%				13%				17%				13%				100%				13%				17%				13%				100%				13%				17%				13%				100%				13%				17%				13%				100%				13%				17%				13%				100%				13%				17%				13%				100%				13%				17%				13%				100%				13%				17%				13%				100%				13%				17%				13%				100%				13%				17%				13%				100%				13%				17%				13%				100%				13%				17%				13%				100%				13%				17%				13%				100%



				South Bay								Auto				92%				95%				2.70				9,102				3,371				1,776				658				3,730				1,381				9,572				3,545				3,350				1,241												Auto				98.2%				78.0%				4%				3%				25%				33%				24%				92%				25%				34%				24%				92%				25%				35%				25%				92%				25%				35%				25%				92%				25%				35%				25%				92%				25%				35%				25%				92%				25%				35%				25%				92%				25%				35%				25%				92%				25%				35%				25%				92%				25%				35%				25%				92%				25%				35%				25%				92%				25%				35%				25%				92%				25%				35%				25%				92%				25%				35%				25%				92%				25%				35%				25%				92%				25%				35%				25%				92%				25%				35%				25%				92%				25%				35%				25%				92%				25%				35%				25%				92%				25%				35%				25%				92%								86.2%				3%				3%				27%				32%				25%				95%				27%				34%				26%				95%				27%				34%				26%				95%				26%				34%				26%				95%				26%				34%				26%				95%				26%				34%				26%				95%				26%				34%				26%				95%				26%				34%				26%				95%				26%				34%				26%				95%				26%				34%				26%				95%				26%				34%				26%				95%				26%				34%				26%				95%				26%				34%				26%				95%				26%				34%				26%				95%				26%				34%				26%				95%				26%				34%				26%				95%				26%				34%				26%				95%				26%				34%				26%				95%				26%				34%				26%				95%				26%				34%				26%				95%



				26.7%				28.0%				Transit				8%				5%								773								151								317								543								190																Transit				1.8%				6.2%				1%				0%				2%				7%				2%				8%				2%				8%				2%				8%				2%				8%				2%				8%				2%				8%				2%				8%				2%				8%				2%				8%				2%				8%				2%				8%				2%				8%				2%				8%				2%				8%				2%				8%				2%				8%				2%				8%				2%				8%				2%				8%				2%				8%				2%				8%				2%				8%				2%				8%				2%				8%				2%				8%				2%				8%				2%				8%				2%				8%				2%				8%				2%				8%				2%				8%				2%				8%				2%				8%				2%				8%				2%				8%				2%				8%				2%				8%				2%				8%				2%				8%								4.5%				1%				0%				1%				7%				1%				5%				1%				8%				1%				5%				1%				8%				2%				5%				2%				8%				2%				5%				2%				8%				2%				5%				2%				8%				2%				5%				2%				8%				2%				5%				2%				8%				2%				5%				2%				8%				2%				5%				2%				8%				2%				5%				2%				8%				2%				5%				2%				8%				2%				5%				2%				8%				2%				5%				2%				8%				2%				5%				2%				8%				2%				5%				2%				8%				2%				5%				2%				8%				2%				5%				2%				8%				2%				5%				2%				8%				2%				5%				2%				8%				2%				5%



												Taxi				0%				0%				2.70				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0												Taxi								0.0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%								0.0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%



												Walk				0%				0%								0								0								0								0								0																Walk



												Other				0%				0%								0								0								0								0								0																Other



												TOTAL				100%				100%								9,874				3,371				1,927				658				4,046				1,381				10,116				3,545				3,541				1,241												TOTAL				100.0%				84.1%				3%				3%				27%				41%				26%				100%				27%				42%				27%				100%				27%				42%				27%				100%				27%				42%				27%				100%				27%				42%				27%				100%				27%				42%				27%				100%				27%				42%				27%				100%				27%				42%				27%				100%				27%				42%				27%				100%				27%				42%				27%				100%				27%				42%				27%				100%				27%				42%				27%				100%				27%				42%				27%				100%				27%				42%				27%				100%				27%				42%				27%				100%				27%				42%				27%				100%				27%				42%				27%				100%				27%				42%				27%				100%				27%				42%				27%				100%				27%				42%				27%				100%								90.6%				3%				3%				28%				40%				27%				100%				28%				41%				28%				100%				28%				41%				28%				100%				28%				41%				28%				100%				28%				41%				28%				100%				28%				41%				28%				100%				28%				41%				28%				100%				28%				41%				28%				100%				28%				41%				28%				100%				28%				41%				28%				100%				28%				41%				28%				100%				28%				41%				28%				100%				28%				41%				28%				100%				28%				41%				28%				100%				28%				41%				28%				100%				28%				41%				28%				100%				28%				41%				28%				100%				28%				41%				28%				100%				28%				41%				28%				100%				28%				41%				28%				100%



				Out of region								Auto				61%				69%				2.70				888				329				178				66				355				132				1,001				371				350				130												Auto				84.2%				66.8%				22%				16%				3%				4%				3%				62%				2%				3%				2%				62%				2%				3%				2%				61%				2%				3%				2%				61%				2%				3%				2%				61%				2%				3%				2%				61%				2%				3%				2%				61%				2%				3%				2%				61%				2%				3%				2%				61%				2%				3%				2%				61%				2%				3%				2%				61%				2%				3%				2%				61%				2%				3%				2%				61%				2%				3%				2%				61%				2%				3%				2%				61%				2%				3%				2%				61%				2%				3%				2%				61%				2%				3%				2%				61%				2%				3%				2%				61%				2%				3%				2%				61%								73.9%				19%				15%				3%				4%				3%				70%				3%				4%				3%				69%				3%				4%				3%				69%				3%				4%				3%				69%				3%				4%				3%				69%				3%				4%				3%				69%				3%				4%				3%				69%				3%				4%				3%				69%				3%				4%				3%				69%				3%				4%				3%				69%				3%				4%				3%				69%				3%				4%				3%				69%				3%				4%				3%				69%				3%				4%				3%				69%				3%				4%				3%				69%				3%				4%				3%				69%				3%				4%				3%				69%				3%				4%				3%				69%				3%				4%				3%				69%				3%				4%				3%				69%



				4.0%				4.0%				Transit				36%				27%								516								103								206								389								136																Transit				10.6%				36.2%				29%				8%				1%				5%				1%				35%				1%				5%				1%				36%				1%				5%				1%				36%				1%				5%				1%				36%				1%				5%				1%				36%				1%				5%				1%				36%				1%				5%				1%				36%				1%				5%				1%				36%				1%				5%				1%				36%				1%				5%				1%				36%				1%				5%				1%				36%				1%				5%				1%				36%				1%				5%				1%				36%				1%				5%				1%				36%				1%				5%				1%				36%				1%				5%				1%				36%				1%				5%				1%				36%				1%				5%				1%				36%				1%				5%				1%				36%				1%				5%				1%				36%								26.1%				24%				5%				1%				6%				1%				26%				1%				6%				1%				27%				1%				6%				1%				27%				1%				6%				1%				27%				1%				6%				1%				27%				1%				6%				1%				27%				1%				6%				1%				27%				1%				6%				1%				27%				1%				6%				1%				27%				1%				6%				1%				27%				1%				6%				1%				27%				1%				6%				1%				27%				1%				6%				1%				27%				1%				6%				1%				27%				1%				6%				1%				27%				1%				6%				1%				27%				1%				6%				1%				27%				1%				6%				1%				27%				1%				6%				1%				27%				1%				6%				1%				27%



												Taxi				3%				4%				2.70				42				15				8				3				17				6				55				21				19				7												Taxi				5.3%				3.9%				15%				0%				0%				6%				0%				3%				0%				6%				0%				3%				0%				6%				0%				3%				0%				6%				0%				3%				0%				6%				0%				3%				0%				6%				0%				3%				0%				6%				0%				3%				0%				6%				0%				3%				0%				6%				0%				3%				0%				6%				0%				3%				0%				6%				0%				3%				0%				6%				0%				3%				0%				6%				0%				3%				0%				6%				0%				3%				0%				6%				0%				3%				0%				6%				0%				3%				0%				6%				0%				3%				0%				6%				0%				3%				0%				6%				0%				3%				0%				6%				0%				3%								3.9%				11%				0%				0%				7%				0%				4%				0%				8%				0%				4%				0%				8%				0%				4%				0%				8%				0%				4%				0%				8%				0%				4%				0%				8%				0%				4%				0%				8%				0%				4%				0%				8%				0%				4%				0%				8%				0%				4%				0%				8%				0%				4%				0%				8%				0%				4%				0%				8%				0%				4%				0%				8%				0%				4%				0%				8%				0%				4%				0%				8%				0%				4%				0%				8%				0%				4%				0%				8%				0%				4%				0%				8%				0%				4%				0%				8%				0%				4%				0%				8%				0%				4%



												Walk				0%				0%								0								0								0								0								0																Walk



												Other				0%				0%								0								0								0								0								0																Other



												TOTAL				100%				100%								1,445				344				289				69				578				138				1,445				391				506				137												TOTAL				100.0%				106.9%				19%				24%				4%				15%				4%				100%				4%				15%				4%				100%				4%				15%				4%				100%				4%				15%				4%				100%				4%				15%				4%				100%				4%				15%				4%				100%				4%				15%				4%				100%				4%				15%				4%				100%				4%				15%				4%				100%				4%				15%				4%				100%				4%				15%				4%				100%				4%				15%				4%				100%				4%				15%				4%				100%				4%				15%				4%				100%				4%				15%				4%				100%				4%				15%				4%				100%				4%				15%				4%				100%				4%				15%				4%				100%				4%				15%				4%				100%				4%				15%				4%				100%								103.9%				19%				20%				4%				17%				4%				100%				4%				17%				4%				100%				4%				17%				4%				100%				4%				17%				4%				100%				4%				17%				4%				100%				4%				17%				4%				100%				4%				17%				4%				100%				4%				17%				4%				100%				4%				17%				4%				100%				4%				17%				4%				100%				4%				17%				4%				100%				4%				17%				4%				100%				4%				17%				4%				100%				4%				17%				4%				100%				4%				17%				4%				100%				4%				17%				4%				100%				4%				17%				4%				100%				4%				17%				4%				100%				4%				17%				4%				100%				4%				17%				4%				100%



				TOTAL								Auto				72%				79%				2.70				25,994				9,627				5,130				1,900				10,535				3,902				28,360				10,504				9,926				3,676												Auto				89.4%								100%				71%				75%				100%				71%				73%				72%				100%				71%				73%				71%				100%				71%				73%				71%				100%				71%				73%				71%				100%				71%				73%				71%				100%				71%				73%				71%				100%				71%				73%				71%				100%				71%				73%				71%				100%				71%				73%				71%				100%				71%				73%				71%				100%				71%				73%				71%				100%				71%				73%				71%				100%				71%				73%				71%				100%				71%				73%				71%				100%				71%				73%				71%				100%				71%				73%				71%				100%				71%				73%				71%				100%				71%				73%				71%				100%				71%				73%				71%				100%				71%				73%												100%				79%				83%				100%				79%				79%				79%				100%				79%				79%				79%				100%				79%				79%				79%				100%				79%				79%				79%				100%				79%				79%				79%				100%				79%				79%				79%				100%				79%				79%				79%				100%				79%				79%				79%				100%				79%				79%				79%				100%				79%				79%				79%				100%				79%				79%				79%				100%				79%				79%				79%				100%				79%				79%				79%				100%				79%				79%				79%				100%				79%				79%				79%				100%				79%				79%				79%				100%				79%				79%				79%				100%				79%				79%				79%				100%				79%				79%				79%				100%				79%				79%



				100.0%				100.0%				Transit				26%				20%								9,496								1,951								3,695								7,045								2,466																Transit				7.9%								100%				27%				25%				100%				27%				25%				27%				100%				27%				26%				27%				100%				27%				26%				27%				100%				27%				26%				27%				100%				27%				26%				27%				100%				27%				26%				27%				100%				27%				26%				27%				100%				27%				26%				27%				100%				27%				26%				27%				100%				27%				26%				27%				100%				27%				26%				27%				100%				27%				26%				27%				100%				27%				26%				27%				100%				27%				26%				27%				100%				27%				26%				27%				100%				27%				26%				27%				100%				27%				26%				27%				100%				27%				26%				27%				100%				27%				26%				27%				100%				27%				26%												100%				20%				17%				100%				20%				19%				19%				100%				20%				19%				19%				100%				20%				19%				19%				100%				20%				19%				19%				100%				20%				19%				19%				100%				20%				19%				19%				100%				20%				19%				19%				100%				20%				19%				19%				100%				20%				19%				19%				100%				20%				19%				19%				100%				20%				19%				19%				100%				20%				19%				19%				100%				20%				19%				19%				100%				20%				19%				19%				100%				20%				19%				19%				100%				20%				20%				20%				100%				20%				20%				20%				100%				20%				20%				20%				100%				20%				20%				20%				100%				20%				20%



												Taxi				2%				2%				2.70				638				236				145				54				221				82				723				268				253				94												Taxi				2.7%								100%				2%				1%				100%				2%				1%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%												100%				2%				1%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%				2%				100%				2%				2%



												Walk				0%				0%								0								0								0								0								0																Walk				0.0%								0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%												0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%



												Other				0%				0%								0								0								0								0								0																Other				0.0%								0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%												0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%				0%



												TOTAL				100%				100%								36,128				9,864				7,226				1,954				14,451				3,984				36,128				10,771				12,645				3,770												TOTAL				100.0%								97%				100%				100%				300%				100%				100%				100%				300%				100%				100%				100%				300%				100%				100%				100%				300%				100%				100%				100%				300%				100%				100%				100%				300%				100%				100%				100%				300%				100%				100%				100%				300%				100%				100%				100%				300%				100%				100%				100%				300%				100%				100%				100%				300%				100%				100%				100%				300%				100%				100%				100%				300%				100%				100%				100%				300%				100%				100%				100%				300%				100%				100%				100%				300%				100%				100%				100%				300%				100%				100%				100%				300%				100%				100%				100%				300%				100%				100%				100%				300%				100%				100%												100%				100%				100%				300%				100%				100%				100%				300%				100%				100%				100%				300%				100%				100%				100%				300%				100%				100%				100%				300%				100%				100%				100%				300%				100%				100%				100%				300%				100%				100%				100%				300%				100%				100%				100%				300%				100%				100%				100%				300%				100%				100%				100%				300%				100%				100%				100%				300%				100%				100%				100%				300%				100%				100%				100%				300%				100%				100%				100%				300%				100%				100%				100%				300%				100%				100%				100%				300%				100%				100%				100%				300%				100%				100%				100%				300%				100%				100%				100%				300%				100%				100%







				[a]  No linked-trip factor assumed for arena



				[b]  Calculated by the model by dividing the total number of person-trips by the expected event attendance.



				[c]  Calculated by the model assuming a 4 to 7 PM period; Atlantic Yards Arena Transportation Planning (2006) value for the 4 to 6 period is 5%, Madison Square Garden (2003) value is 9%, Arco Arena value is 0%, GSW value is 0%



				[d]  Calculated by the model; Madison Square Garden (2003) value is 55%, Arco Arena value is 55%, GSW value is 60%



				[e]  Calculated by the model; Atlantic Yards Arena Transportation Planning (2006) value is 43%, GSW value is 70%



				 [f]  Calculated by the model.



				[g]  Two daily person trips made by each attendee.



				[h]  Based on Atlantic Yards (2006) and GSW survey data (2013); for the 4-6 PM period, it assumes project demand up to 7 PM



				 [i]  Based on GS Warriors estimate for 2017-18 season; includes adjustments for live/work locations for weekday inbound trips based on GSW surveys (2013).



				 [j]  Based on SF Giants 2012 survey data and visitor trips to SD3 (All Other)



				[k]  Based on SF Giants 2007 survey data
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Mirant Office work



				Sports Arena at Mirant Power Plant Site



				PROJECT TRIP GENERATION



				LAND USE: OFFICE (WORK TRIPS)



				Proposed Size:				- 0				gsf







				DAILY:																																								Weekday																Saturday



				Linked Trip Factor [a]:												0%								PEAK HOUR PERIOD:																				4-6 PM Peak Hr								9-11 PM Peak Hr								4-6 PM Peak Hr								7-9 PM Pk Hr



				Weekday person-trip Generation Rate [b]:												18.1				trips/1000 gsf				Peak hour trips as a % of daily trips:																				8.5% [b]								0.4% [d]								11.0% [c]								0.0% [e]



				Total Weekday Person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																0				Total peak hour person-trip rate (trips/1,000 gsf):																				1.5								0.1								0.4								0.0



				Weekday Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor) [g]:												36%				0				Total peak hour person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																				0								0								0								0



				Saturday person-trip Generation Rate [c]:												4.0				trips/1000 gsf				Total peak hour person-trips (w/ linked trip factor):																				55								3								16								0



				Total Saturday Person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																0				Percent of Work Trips during peak hour:																				83% [g]								100% [f]								100% [h]								100% [f]



				Saturday Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor) [h]:												100%				0				Peak hour Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor):																				0								0								0								0



																				Average				Weekday																								Saturday



				Origins				Distribution				Mode				Percent				Vehicle				All Day								4-6 PM Peak Hr								9-11 PM Peak Hr								All Day								4-6 PM Peak Hr								7-9 PM Peak Hr



								[i]								[i]				Occup.				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-



																				[i]				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips



				Superdistrict 1				8.3%				Auto				46.9%				1.30				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



												Transit				32.7%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Walk				17.7%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				2.7%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



				Superdistrict 2				10.6%				Auto				64.6%				1.26				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



												Transit				26.4%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Walk				6.9%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				2.1%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



				Superdistrict 3				23.9%				Auto				59.7%				1.25				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



												Transit				20.6%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Walk				15.1%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				4.6%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



				Superdistrict 4				7.9%				Auto				75.7%				1.48				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



												Transit				21.5%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				2.8%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



				East Bay				14.3%				Auto				68.8%				1.61				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



												Transit				29.7%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				1.5%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



				North Bay				5.6%				Auto				86.9%				1.44				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



												Transit				10.5%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				2.6%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



				South Bay				26.9%				Auto				88.5%				1.13				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



												Transit				8.8%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				2.7%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



				Out of Region				2.5%				Auto				61.8%				1.56				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



												Transit				35.3%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				2.9%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



				TOTAL				100.0%				Auto				71.0%				1.28				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



												Transit				20.2%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Walk				5.8%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				2.9%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0







				[a]  No linked-trip factor assumed for office trips



				[b]  SF Guidelines, Appendix C - Table C-1 (General Office Rate)



				[c]  The Saturday daily and p.m. peak hour trip generation rates are based on the weekday to Saturday ratio for General Office Building [LU 710] from ITE Trip Generation, 9th Edition (2012)



				[d]  The weekday late p.m. percentage is based on Pushkarev and Zupan, Urban Space for Pedestrians (1978)



				[e]  The weekday late p.m. percentage is based on a combination of the weekday p.m. peak hour-to-late p.m. and weekday-to-Saturday ratios



				[f]  All weekday and Saturday late p.m. peak hour trips are assumed to be for work purposes



				[g]  SF Guidelines, Appendix C - Table C-2 (General Office)



				[h]  All Saturday daily and p.m. peak hour trips are assumed to be for work purposes



				 [i]  SF Guidelines, Appendix E - Table E-5 Work Trips to SD3 (All)
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Mirant Office non work



				Sports Arena at Mirant Power Plant Site



				PROJECT TRIP GENERATION



				LAND USE: OFFICE (NON-WORK TRIPS)



				Proposed Size:				- 0				gsf







				DAILY:																																								Weekday																Saturday



				Linked Trip Factor [a]:												0%								PEAK HOUR PERIOD:																				4-6 PM Peak Hr								9-11 PM Peak Hr								4-6 PM Peak Hr								7-9 PM Pk Hr



				Weekday person-trip Generation Rate [b]:												18.1				trips/1000 gsf				Peak hour trips as a % of daily trips:																				8.5% [b]								0.4% [d]								11.0% [c]								0.0% [e]



				Total Weekday Person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																0				Total peak hour person-trip rate (trips/1,000 gsf):																				1.5								0.1								0.4								0.0



				Wday Non-Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor) [g]:												64%				0				Total peak hour person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																				0								0								0								0



				Saturday person-trip Generation Rate [c]:												4.0				trips/1000 gsf				Total peak hour person-trips (w/ linked trip factor):																				55								3								16								0



				Total Saturday Person-trips (w/out linked trip factor):																0				Percent of Non-Work Trips during peak hour:																				17% [g]								0% [f]								0% [h]								0% [h]



				Sat. Non-Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor) [h]:												0%				0				Peak hour Non-Work Trips (w/ linked trip factor):																				0								0								0								0



																				Average				Weekday																								Saturday



				Origins				Distribution				Mode				Percent				Vehicle				All Day								4-6 PM Peak Hr								9-11 PM Peak Hr								All Day								4-6 PM Peak Hr								7-9 PM Peak Hr



								[i]								[i]				Occup.				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-				Person				Vehicle-



																				[i]				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips				Trips



				Superdistrict 1				13.0%				Auto				36.0%				2.03				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



												Transit				19.2%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Walk				33.3%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				11.5%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



				Superdistrict 2				14.0%				Auto				68.6%				1.97				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



												Transit				14.5%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Walk				2.4%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				14.5%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



				Superdistrict 3				44.0%				Auto				43.7%				2.43				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



												Transit				21.5%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Walk				25.4%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				9.4%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



				Superdistrict 4				7.0%				Auto				67.4%				2.51				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



												Transit				16.3%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Walk				7.0%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				9.3%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



				East Bay				9.0%				Auto				68.4%				2.59				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



												Transit				29.8%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Walk				1.8%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				0.0%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



				North Bay				1.0%				Auto				100.0%				2.11				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



												Transit				0.0%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				0.0%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



				South Bay				9.0%				Auto				94.6%				2.28				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



												Transit				3.6%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Walk				1.8%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				0.0%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



				Out of Region				3.0%				Auto				73.6%				1.68				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



												Transit				21.1%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Walk				0.0%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				5.3%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



				TOTAL				100.0%				Auto				56.1%				2.26				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



												Transit				18.8%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Walk				16.7%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												Other				8.5%								0								0								0								0								0								0



												TOTAL				100.0%								0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0







				[a]  No linked-trip factor assumed for office trips



				[b]  SF Guidelines, Appendix C - Table C-1 (General Office Rate)



				[c]  The Saturday daily and p.m. peak hour trip generation rates are based on the weekday to Saturday ratio for General Office Building [LU 710] from ITE Trip Generation, 9th Edition (2012)



				[d]  The weekday late p.m. percentage is based on Pushkarev and Zupan, Urban Space for Pedestrians (1978)



				[e]  The weekday late p.m. percentage is based on a combination of the weekday p.m. peak hour-to-late p.m. and weekday-to-Saturday ratios



				[f]  All weekday and Saturday late p.m. peak hour trips are assumed to be for work purposes



				[g]  SF Guidelines, Appendix C - Table C-2 (General Office)



				[h]  All Saturday daily and p.m. peak hour trips are assumed to be for work purposes



				 [i]  SF Guidelines, Appendix E - Table E-15 Visitor Trips to SD3 (All Other)
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Off-site Alts Parking Demand



				Off-Site Project Alternatives



				PARKING DEMAND CALCULATIONS																																																																								Table 10



																																																																												Proposed Off-site Project Alternatives Peak Parking Demand on a Basketball Game Day by Time Period



												SEAWALL LOT 337																																MIRANT POWER PLANT SITE																																				Weekday																								Saturday



								Basketball:				18,064				attendees and								925				employees												Basketball:				18,064				attendees and								925				employees																				Midday Period												Late Evening Period												Midday Period												Late Evening Period



								Office:				35,600				gsf																								Office:				0				gsf																												Land Use Type				(1 pm to 3 pm)												(7 to 9 pm)												(1 pm to 3 pm)												(7 to 9 pm)



																																																																																Short				Long				Total				Short				Long				Total				Short				Long				Total				Short				Long				Total



								WEEKDAY DEMAND																																WEEKDAY DEMAND																																				Seawall Lot 337



								Midday																Evening																Midday																Evening																				Basketball Game 				71				154				225				2,365				513				2,878				103				154				257				3,448				513				3,961



								(1 PM to 3 PM)																(7 PM to 9 PM)																(1 PM to 3 PM)																(7 PM to 9 PM)																				Office				9				72				81				0				7				7				0				14				14				0				0				0



																																																																												Total spaces				80				226				306				2,365				520				2,885				103				168				271				3,448				513				3,961



				ARENA (Basketball Game)																																																																								Mirant Power Plant Site



				Short-Term				4,731				daily visitor vehicle-trips												4,731				daily visitor vehicle-trips												9,627				daily visitor vehicle-trips												9,627				daily visitor vehicle-trips																Basketball Game 				144				154				298				4,814				513				5,327				158				154				312				5,252				513				5,765



								1				turn-over rate												1				turn-over rate												1				turn-over rate												1				turn-over rate																Office				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0



								3%



José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
ULI is 1%				of the peak demand [a]												100%				of the peak demand [b]												3%



José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
ULI is 1%				



José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
ULI is 1%																																				of the peak demand [a]												100%				of the peak demand [b]																Total spaces				144				154				298				4,814				513				5,327				158				154				312				5,252				513				5,765



								71				short-term spaces												2,365				short-term spaces												144				short-term spaces												4,814				short-term spaces



				Long-Term				925				daily employees												925				daily employees												925				daily employees												925				daily employees



								71%				employees who drive												71%				employees who drive												71%				employees who drive												71%				employees who drive



								1.28				vehicle occupancy												1.28				vehicle occupancy												1.28				vehicle occupancy												1.28				vehicle occupancy



								30%				of the peak demand [b]												100%				of the peak demand [b]												30%				of the peak demand [b]												100%				of the peak demand [b]



								154				long-term spaces												513				long-term spaces												154				long-term spaces												513				long-term spaces



				Subtotal				225				spaces												2,878				spaces												298				spaces												5,327				spaces



				OFFICE



				Short-Term				103				daily visitor vehicle-trips												103				daily visitor vehicle-trips												0				daily visitor vehicle-trips												0				daily visitor vehicle-trips



								5.5				turn-over rate												5.5				turn-over rate												5.5				turn-over rate												5.5				turn-over rate



								100%				of the peak demand [b]												5%				of the peak demand [b]												100%				of the peak demand [b]												5%				of the peak demand [b]



								9				short-term spaces												0				short-term spaces												0				short-term spaces												0				short-term spaces



				Long-Term				276				gsf per employee												276				gsf per employee												276				gsf per employee												276				gsf per employee



								129				daily employees												129				daily employees												0				daily employees												0				daily employees



								71%				employees who drive												71%				employees who drive												71%				employees who drive												71%				employees who drive



								1.28				vehicle occupancy												1.28				vehicle occupancy												1.54				vehicle occupancy												1.54				vehicle occupancy



								100%				of the peak demand [b]												10%				of the peak demand [b]												100%				of the peak demand [b]												10%				of the peak demand [b]



								72				long-term spaces												7				long-term spaces												0				long-term spaces												0				long-term spaces



				Subtotal				81				spaces												7				spaces												0				spaces												0				spaces







				TOTAL WEEKDAY PARKING DEMAND SUMMARY







				Short-Term				80				spaces												2,365				spaces												144				spaces												4,814				spaces



				Long-Term				226				spaces												520				spaces												154				spaces												513				spaces



				TOTAL				306				spaces												2,885				spaces												298				spaces												5,327				spaces







								SATURDAY DEMAND																																SATURDAY DEMAND



								Midday																Evening																Midday																Evening



								(1 PM to 3 PM)																(7 PM to 9 PM)																(1 PM to 3 PM)																(7 PM to 9 PM)







				ARENA (Basketball Game)



				Short-Term				6,897				daily visitor vehicle-trips												6,897				daily visitor vehicle-trips												10,504				daily visitor vehicle-trips												10,504				daily visitor vehicle-trips



								1				turn-over rate												1				turn-over rate												1				turn-over rate												1				turn-over rate



								3%				of the peak demand [a]												100%				of the peak demand [d]												3%				of the peak demand [a]												100%				of the peak demand [d]



								103				short-term spaces												3,448				short-term spaces												158				short-term spaces												5,252				short-term spaces



				Long-Term				925				daily employees												925				daily employees												925				daily employees												925				daily employees



								71%				employees who drive												71%				employees who drive												71%				employees who drive												71%				employees who drive



								1.28				vehicle occupancy												1.28				vehicle occupancy												1.28				vehicle occupancy												1.28				vehicle occupancy



								30%				of the peak demand [d]												100%				of the peak demand [d]												30%				of the peak demand [d]												100%				of the peak demand [d]



								154				long-term spaces												513				long-term spaces												154				long-term spaces												513				long-term spaces



				Subtotal				257				spaces												3,961				spaces												312				spaces												5,765				spaces







				OFFICE



				Short-Term				0				daily visitor vehicle-trips												0				daily visitor vehicle-trips												0				daily visitor vehicle-trips												0				daily visitor vehicle-trips



								5.5				turn-over rate												5.5				turn-over rate												5.5				turn-over rate												5.5				turn-over rate



								90%				of the peak demand [c]												0%				of the peak demand [c]												90%				of the peak demand [c]												0%				of the peak demand [c]



								0				short-term spaces												0				short-term spaces												0				short-term spaces												0				short-term spaces



				Long-Term				276				gsf per employee												276				gsf per employee												276				gsf per employee												276				gsf per employee



								29				daily employees [e]												29				daily employees [e]												0				daily employees [e]												0				daily employees [e]



								71%				employees who drive												71%				employees who drive												71%				employees who drive												71%				employees who drive



								1.28				vehicle occupancy												1.28				vehicle occupancy												1.54				vehicle occupancy												1.54				vehicle occupancy



								90%				of the peak demand [c]												0%				of the peak demand [c]												90%				of the peak demand [c]												0%				of the peak demand [c]



								14				long-term spaces												0				long-term spaces												0				long-term spaces												0				long-term spaces



				Subtotal				14				spaces												0				spaces												0				spaces												0				spaces







				TOTAL SATURDAY PARKING DEMAND SUMMARY







				Short-Term				103				spaces												3,448				spaces												158				spaces												5,252				spaces



				Long-Term				168				spaces												513				spaces												154				spaces												513				spaces



				TOTAL				271				spaces												3,961				spaces												312				spaces												5,765				spaces







				Notes



				[a] Derived from more conservative assumptions; Table 2-6 from ULI indicates 1% of the peak demand for short-term parking.



				[b] Table 2-5 Recommended Time-of-Day Factores for Weekdays (pp. 16 and 17), Shared Parking, Second Edition, Urban Land Institute, 2005.



				[c] Table 2-6 Recommended Time-of-Day Factores for Weekdays (pp. 18 and 19), Shared Parking, Second Edition, Urban Land Institute, 2005.



				[d] Weekday time-of-day factors from ULI Table 2-5 have been used since ULI weekend data presented in Table 2-6 includes a matinee event.



				[e] A Saturday-to-Weekday ratio based on ITE office trip generation rates has been applied to derive the number of office employees on a Saturday.







				Sources: SF Guidelines, ULI Shared Parking, Golden State Warriors
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Project Report Tables 1







								Table 5 																																												Table 8 



								Person Trip Generation Rates by Land Use and Time Period																																												Trip Generation by Mode, Land Use and Time Period



								Land Use Type				Weekday																				Saturday																								Weekday																																Saturday



												Daily				PM Peak Hour  of the 4 to 6 pm period								Late Evening Peak Hour of the 9 to 11 pm period								Daily								Late Evening Peak Hour of the 7 to 9 pm period																PM Peak Hour (4 to 6 pm)																Late Evening Peak Hour (9 to 11 pm)																Late Evening Peak Hour (7 to 9 pm)



												Rate				% of Daily				Rate				% of Daily				Rate				% of Weekday				Rate				% of Daily				Rate								Land Use Type				Auto				Transit				Other				Total				Auto				Transit				Other				Total				Auto				Transit				Other				Total



								Event Center (per attendee)																																												No Event



								Basketball Game				2.10				21.5%				0.45				38.5%				0.81				100%				2.10				33.3%				0.70								Event Center				8				11				1				21																				0				0				0				0



								Convention Event				3.19				10.9%				0.35				N.A.								N.A.								N.A.												Retail				102				52				129				284																				33				17				42				92



								Concert Event				2.11				N.A.								N.A.								100%				2.11				28.4%				0.60								Quick Service Restaurant				146				132				119				397																				312				284				254				850



								Retail (per 1,000 GSF)				150.00				9.0%				13.50				0.0%				0.00				117%				175.54				2.5%				4.38								Sit-down Restaurant				220				169				221				610																				471				363				474				1,308



								Restaurant (per 1,000 GSF)																																												Residential				53				101				108				262																				34				64				68				166



								Quick Service Restaurant				600.00				13.5%				81.00				12.2%				72.90				125%				747.32				23.2%				173.55								Hotel				60				66				33				159																				72				79				40				191



								Sit-down Restaurant				200.00				13.5%				27.00				12.2%				24.30				125%				249.11				23.2%				57.85								Office				21				26				8				55																				0				0				0				0



								Residential (per unit)																																												Total person-trips w/out event				610				558				619				1,787				N.A.																922				806				878				2,606



								Studio/ 1-bedroom units				7.50				17.3%				1.30				6.9%				0.52				98%				7.32				11.2%				0.82												34%				31%				35%				100%																				35%				31%				34%				100%



								Two or more bedroom units				10.00				17.3%				1.73				6.9%				0.69				98%				9.76				11.2%				1.09								With Event



								Weighted combination				8.61				17.3%				1.49				6.9%				0.60				98%				8.40				11.2%				0.94								Basketball Game 				2,744				4,380				1,026				8,151				5,077				7,861				1,699				14,636				6,449				4,931				1,264				12,645



								Hotel (per room)				7.00				10.0%				0.70				10.0%				0.70				100%				7.02				12.0%				0.84								Convention Event				353				223				2,538				3,113				N.A.																N.A.



								Office (per 1,000 GSF)				18.10				8.5%				1.54				0.4%				0.08				22%				4.04				0.0%				0.00								Concert Event				N.A.																N.A.																4,284				3,276				840				8,400



																																																				Retail				27				19				27				74				0				0				0				0				9				6				9				24



																																																				Quick Service Restaurant				146				132				119				397				131				119				107				357				312				284				254				850



								Table 6 																																												Sit-down Restaurant				59				53				48				160				53				48				43				144				126				114				102				342



								Person Trip Generation Rates by Land Use and Time Period																																												Residential				53				101				108				262				21				40				43				105				34				64				68				166



												Weekday												Saturday																												Hotel				60				66				33				159				60				66				33				159				72				79				40				191



								Land Use Type				Daily				PM Peak Hour of the 4 to 6 pm period				Late Evening Peak Hour of the 9 to 11 pm period				Daily				Late Evening Peak Hour of the 7 to 9 pm period																								Office				21				26				8				55				1				1				0				3				0				0				0				0



								No Event																																												Total person-trips with event



								Event Center				250				21				N.A.				250				0																								Basketball Game				3,110				4,778				1,369				9,257				5,342				8,135				1,925				15,403				7,001				5,478				1,738				14,217



								Retail				3,150				284				N.A.				3,687				92																												34%				52%				15%				100%				35%				53%				13%				100%				49%				39%				12%				100%



								Quick Service Restaurant				2,938				397				N.A.				3,659				850																								Convention Event				718				620				2,881				4,220				N.A.																N.A.



								Sit-down Restaurant				4,520				610				N.A.				5,630				1,308																												17%				49%				34%				100%



								Residential				1,515				262				N.A.				1,478				166																								Concert Event				N.A..																N.A.																4,836				3,823				1,314				9,972



								Hotel				1,589				159				N.A.				1,593				191																																																												48%				38%				13%				100%



								Office				644				55				N.A.				144				0



								Total person-trips w/out event				14,607				1,787				N.A.				16,441				2,606



								With Event																																												Table 9



								Basketball Game 				37,978				8,151				14,636				37,978				12,645																								Average Vehicle Occupancies and Vehicle Trips by Place of Origin and Time Period [a]



								Convention Event				28,688				3,113				N.A.				N.A.				N.A.																								Place of Trip Origin				Weekday																																Saturday



								Concert Event				N.A.				N.A.				N.A.				29,550				8,400																												PM Peak Hour																								Late Evening Peak Hour of the 9 to 11 pm period								Late Evening Peak Hour



								Retail				824				74				0				964				24																												of the 4 to 6 pm period																																of the 7 to 9 pm period



								Quick Service Restaurant				2,938				397				357				3,659				850																												No Event								Basketball Game								Convention Event								Basketball Game								No Event								Basketball Game								Concert



								Sit-down Restaurant				1,182				160				144				1,472				342																												Avg. Veh. Occp.				Veh. Trips				Avg. Veh. Occp.				Veh. Trips				Avg. Veh. Occp.				Veh. Trips				Avg. Veh. Occp.				Veh. Trips				Avg. Veh. Occp.				Veh. Trips				Avg. Veh. Occp.				Veh. Trips				Avg. Veh. Occp.				Veh. Trips



								Residential				1,515				262				105				1,478				166																								San Francisco



								Hotel 				1,589				159				159				1,593				191																								Superdistrict 1				1.5				39				1.8				119				10.9				77				2.0				135				1.8				43				2.2				217				2.1				154



								Office				644				55				3				144				0																								Superdistrict 2				1.7				37				1.7				95				4.4				38				2.1				80				1.8				60				2.2				114				2.1				89



								Total person-trips with event																																												Superdistrict 3				1.7				54				1.7				139				3.3				58				2.1				111				1.9				74				2.2				153				2.1				119



								Basketball Game				46,670				9,257				15,403				47,289				14,217																								Superdistrict 4				1.7				28				2.0				92				4.9				34				2.2				87				1.8				45				2.3				117				2.2				88



								Convention Event				37,380				4,220				N.A.				N.A.				N.A.																								East Bay				2.5				38				2.7				303				4.9				53				2.6				562				2.6				57				2.6				764				2.6				519



								Concert Event				N.A.				N.A.				N.A.				38,861				9,972																								North Bay				1.9				27				2.5				163				3.0				32				2.6				393				1.9				45				2.6				450				2.6				308



																																																				South Bay				1.7				55				2.3				402				3.5				91				2.6				666				1.8				72				2.6				828				2.5				568



																																																				Out of Region				3.1				36				2.6				67				5.5				42				2.7				105				3.1				51				2.7				131				2.7				96



																																																				Total Vehicles				1.9				314				2.3				1,380				5.3				426				2.5				2,140				2.1				448				2.5				2,774				2.5				1,941



																																																				Inbound								121								1,230								108								42								170								2,574								1,740



												18064				18064				18064				18064				18064																																39%								89%								25%								2%								38%								93%								90%



												9000				9000				ERROR:#VALUE!				ERROR:#VALUE!				ERROR:#VALUE!																								Outbound								193								150								318								2,098								278								200								200



												ERROR:#VALUE!				ERROR:#VALUE!				ERROR:#VALUE!				14000				14000																																61%								11%								75%								98%								62%								7%								10%















												176				176				176				176				176



												227				227				227				227				227



												35600				35600				35600				35600				ERROR:#DIV/0!



												1478.4







&"Arial Black,Regular"&12Adavant&"Arial Narrow,Bold"&11 Consulting




&F		Printed on &D








Project Report Tables 2



												Basketball



																Non-work								Convention								Concert								Retail								QS Rest.								Std Rest.								Resid.								Hotel								Office



								Distribution				Work				Weekday In				All Other				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work



								Superdistrict 1				12.8%				14.8%				11.1%				12.8%				55.0%				12.8%				11.1%				12.8%				19.0%				12.8%				22.0%				12.8%				22.0%				34.7%				34.7%				12.8%				22.0%				12.8%				22.0%



								Superdistrict 2				14.4%				4.6%				3.4%				14.4%				5.0%				14.4%				3.4%				14.4%				7.0%				14.4%				14.0%				14.4%				14.0%				3.5%				3.5%				14.4%				14.0%				14.4%				14.0%



								Superdistrict 3				17.0%				5.5%				4.2%				17.0%				5.0%				17.0%				4.2%				17.0%				8.0%				17.0%				13.0%				17.0%				13.0%				27.8%				27.8%				17.0%				13.0%				17.0%				13.0%



								Superdistrict 4				11.2%				4.4%				3.3%				11.2%				5.0%				11.2%				3.3%				11.2%				3.0%				11.2%				7.0%				11.2%				7.0%				3.5%				3.5%				11.2%				7.0%				11.2%				7.0%



								East Bay				22.4%				31.1%				33.0%				22.4%				7.5%				22.4%				33.0%				22.4%				11.0%				22.4%				11.0%				22.4%				11.0%				8.8%				8.8%				22.4%				11.0%				22.4%				11.0%



								North Bay				6.1%				8.9%				13.0%				6.1%				2.5%				6.1%				13.0%				6.1%				5.0%				6.1%				5.0%				6.1%				5.0%				0.8%				0.8%				6.1%				5.0%				6.1%				5.0%



								South Bay				14.3%				26.7%				28.0%				14.3%				10.0%				14.3%				28.0%				14.3%				8.0%				14.3%				7.0%				14.3%				7.0%				21.0%				21.0%				14.3%				7.0%				14.3%				7.0%



								Out of Region				1.8%				4.0%				4.0%				1.8%				10.0%				1.8%				4.0%				1.8%				39.0%				1.8%				21.0%				1.8%				21.0%				0.0%				0.0%				1.8%				21.0%				1.8%				21.0%



								Total				100.0%				100.0%				100.0%				100.0%				100.0%				100.0%				100.0%				100.0%				100.0%				100.0%				100.0%				100.0%				100.0%				100.0%				100.0%				100.0%				100.0%				100.0%				100.0%







												Basketball/Concert																												Restaurant/



																Non-work								Convention								Retail								Hotel/ Office								Resid.



								Distribution				Work				Weekday In				All Other				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				Work				Non-work				All



								Superdistrict 1				12.8%				14.8%				11.1%				12.8%				55.0%				12.8%				19.0%				12.8%				22.0%				34.7%



								Superdistrict 2				14.4%				4.6%				3.4%				14.4%				5.0%				14.4%				7.0%				14.4%				14.0%				3.5%



								Superdistrict 3				17.0%				5.5%				4.2%				17.0%				5.0%				17.0%				8.0%				17.0%				13.0%				27.8%



								Superdistrict 4				11.2%				4.4%				3.3%				11.2%				5.0%				11.2%				3.0%				11.2%				7.0%				3.5%



								East Bay				22.4%				31.1%				33.0%				22.4%				7.5%				22.4%				11.0%				22.4%				11.0%				8.8%



								North Bay				6.1%				8.9%				13.0%				6.1%				2.5%				6.1%				5.0%				6.1%				5.0%				0.8%



								South Bay				14.3%				26.7%				28.0%				14.3%				10.0%				14.3%				8.0%				14.3%				7.0%				21.0%



								Out of Region				1.8%				4.0%				4.0%				1.8%				10.0%				1.8%				39.0%				1.8%				21.0%				0.0%



								Total				100.0%				100.0%				100.0%				100.0%				100.0%				100.0%				100.0%				100.0%				100.0%				100.0%
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								Table 14																																																								Table 15



								Proposed Off-Site Project Alternatives Person Trip Generation																																																								Off-site Project Alternatives Average Vehicle Occupancies and Vehicle Trips



								on a Basketball Game Day by Mode, Land Use and Time Period [a]																																																								on a Basketball Game Day by Place of Origin and Time Period [a]



								Land Use Type				Weekday																																Saturday																				Place of Trip Origin				Weekday																Saturday



												PM Peak Hour																Late Evening Peak Hour																Late Evening Peak Hour																								PM Peak Hour								Late Evening Peak Hour								Late Evening Peak Hour



												of the 4 to 6 PM period																of the 9 to  11 PM period																of the 7 to 9 pm period																								of the 4 to 6 PM period								of the 9 to 11 PM period								of the 7 to 9 pm period



												Auto				Transit				Other [b]				Total				Auto				Transit				Other [b]				Total				Auto				Transit				Other [b]				Total												Avg. Veh. Occupancy				Vehicle Trips				Avg. Veh. Occupancy				Vehicle Trips				Avg. Veh. Occupancy				Vehicle Trips



								Seawall Lot 337																																																								Seawall Lot 337



								Basketball Game				3,055				4,111				985				8,151				5,554				7,532				1,551				14,636				6,517				4,984				1,144				12,645								San Francisco



								Office				38				11				6				55				2				1				0				3				0				0				0				0								Superdistrict 1				1.6				72				1.7				70				2.1				129



								Total person trips				3,093				4,122				991				8,205				5,555				7,533				1,551				14,639				6,517				4,984				1,144				12,645								Superdistrict 2				1.6				88				1.9				63				2.2				81



												38%				50%				12%				100%				38%				51%				11%				100%				52%				39%				9%				100%								Superdistrict 3				1.4				129				1.7				47				2.2				52



								Mirant Power Plant Site																																																								Superdistrict 4				1.8				66				2.1				48				2.4				68



								Basketball Game				5,787				2,138				225				8,151				10,666				3,733				238				14,636				9,926				2,466				253				12,645								East Bay				2.2				174				2.5				254				2.6				469



								Office				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0				0								North Bay				2.5				272				2.7				702				2.7				609



								Total person trips				5,787				2,138				225				8,151				10,666				3,733				238				14,636				9,926				2,466				253				12,645								South Bay				2.2				672				2.6				1,020				2.6				1,100



												71%				26%				3%				100%				73%				26%				2%				100%				79%				20%				2%				100%								Out of Region				1.6				10				1.8				2				2.6				0



																																																																Total all origins				2.1				1,482				2.5				2,206				2.6				2,508



																																																																Inbound								1,430								0								2,508



																																																																								96%								0%								100%



																																																																Outbound								52								2,206								0



																																																																								4%								100%								0%



																																																																Mirant Power Plant Site



																																																																San Francisco



																																																																Superdistrict 1				2.3				290				2.4				399				2.4				389



																																																																Superdistrict 2				2.0				139				2.3				144				2.3				129



																																																																Superdistrict 3				1.8				200				2.3				163				2.4				141



																																																																Superdistrict 4				2.2				120				2.4				132				2.5				121



																																																																East Bay				2.6				517				2.7				987				2.7				1,002



																																																																North Bay				2.6				270				2.7				702				2.7				609



																																																																South Bay				2.3				853				2.7				1,420				2.7				1,241



																																																																Out of Region				2.5				78				2.6				140				2.6				137



																																																																Total all origins				2.3				2,466				2.6				4,086				2.6				3,770



																																																																Inbound								2,441								0								3,770



																																																																								99%								0%								100%



																																																																Outbound								26								4,086								0



																																																																								1%								100%								0%
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Amy Matabuena (Soma); Maher, Christine (OCII)
Cc: Todd Motoyama (Soma)
Subject: RE: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel
Date: Wednesday, April 23, 2014 3:48:00 PM


Hello, Amy – I just left you a VM.  I apologize, but this week has become a little crazy with the
recently news on the Warriors project and I just found out I need to sit in on a meeting at 10-12
tomorrow. I would really like to be at our initial design review meeting, and was wondering if there
was any possibility to reschedule for tomorrow afternoon.  We are available from 2-5.  I really
apologized for the last minute change request. 
 
Please give me call if that time does not work with you so that we can identify an alternative time to
meeting.  We look forward to meeting with you and kicking off this fun project.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Amy Matabuena (Soma) [mailto:amymatabuena@somahotelsf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 16, 2014 4:08 PM
To: Maher, Christine (OCII)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Todd Motoyama (Soma)
Subject: RE: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel
 
Hi Christine,


We look forward to meeting you next Thursday, 4/24. 9:30 am in your office.  


Regards,
Amy Matabuena-Lev
SOMA Hotel LLC
433 California St.
7th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94104
tel: 415-982-1218, ext. 266
fax: 415-982-7781
email: amymatabuena@somahotelsf.com


From: Maher, Christine (OCII) [christine.maher@sfgov.org]
Sent: Monday, April 14, 2014 9:55 AM
To: Amy Matabuena (Soma)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Todd Motoyama (Soma)
Subject: RE: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel
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Hi Amy,
 
Does 9:30 on Thursday, 4/24 work for you?
 
Thanks,
Christine
 
Christine Maher
Development Specialist
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
Successor Agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
 
(415) 749-2481 phone
(415) 749-2526 fax
christine.maher@sfgov.org
 


From: Amy Matabuena (Soma) [mailto:amymatabuena@somahotelsf.com] 
Sent: Friday, April 11, 2014 11:35 AM
To: Maher, Christine (OCII)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Todd Motoyama (Soma)
Subject: RE: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel
 
Hi Christine,


Unfortunately, our architect is not available next Thursday at 9:30 am; are you available late afternoon
or Friday?  If not we can reschedule for Thursday, 4/24.  


Regards,
Amy Matabuena-Lev
SOMA Hotel LLC
433 California St.
7th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94104
tel: 415-982-1218, ext. 266
fax: 415-982-7781
email: amymatabuena@somahotelsf.com


From: Maher, Christine (OCII) [christine.maher@sfgov.org]
Sent: Thursday, April 10, 2014 1:28 PM
To: Amy Matabuena (Soma)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Todd Motoyama (Soma)
Subject: RE: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel


Hi Amy,
 
Sorry for the delayed response; Catherine and I were both wrapped up in another project.
 
We generally hold Thursday mornings open for Mission Bay design meetings, so were wondering if
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next Thursday at 9:30 might work for you and your team?
 
Thanks,
Christine
 
Christine Maher
Development Specialist
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
Successor Agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
 
(415) 749-2481 phone
(415) 749-2526 fax
christine.maher@sfgov.org
 


From: Amy Matabuena (Soma) [mailto:amymatabuena@somahotelsf.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 08, 2014 10:40 AM
To: Maher, Christine (OCII) (RED)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) (RED); Todd Motoyama (Soma)
Subject: RE: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel
 
Christine,


We have our Architect on board and would like to meet with your project team; are you available either
this Thursday, 4/10, or Friday, 4/11?  


Regards,
Amy Matabuena-Lev
SOMA Hotel LLC
433 California St.
7th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94104
tel: 415-982-1218, ext. 266
fax: 415-982-7781
email: amymatabuena@somahotelsf.com


From: Maher, Christine (OCII) (RED) [christine.maher@sfgov.org]
Sent: Tuesday, April 01, 2014 1:27 PM
To: Amy Matabuena (Soma)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) (RED); Todd Motoyama (Soma)
Subject: RE: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel


Thank you, Amy.  We look forward to meeting with your team once your architect is formally on
board.
 
Christine Maher
Development Specialist
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
Successor Agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
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One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
 
(415) 749-2481 phone
(415) 749-2526 fax
christine.maher@sfgov.org
 


From: Amy Matabuena (Soma) [mailto:amymatabuena@somahotelsf.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 01, 2014 10:33 AM
To: Maher, Christine (OCII) (RED)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) (RED); Rice, Don (OCII) (RED); Torres, Rosa (OCII) (RED); Todd Motoyama
(Soma)
Subject: RE: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel
 
Christine,


Attached is the signed reimbursement letter, per Todd Motoyama of SOMA Hotel LLC.  The original will
be mailed to you today.  If you have any further questions or comments, please contact me at your
earliest convenience. 


Regards,
Amy Matabuena-Lev
SOMA Hotel LLC
433 California St.
7th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94104
tel: 415-982-1218, ext. 266
fax: 415-982-7781
email: amymatabuena@somahotelsf.com


From: Maher, Christine [christine.maher@sfgov.org]
Sent: Friday, March 21, 2014 3:04 PM
To: Todd Motoyama (Soma)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine; Amy Matabuena (Soma); Rice, Don (RED); Torres, Rosa
Subject: RE: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel


Todd,
 
Attached please find a letter related to reimbursement of any Successor Agency costs
incurred in connection with Block 1 in Mission Bay South.  An original of the letter is also
being sent to you in the mail.  At your earliest convenience, please sign and return the
original.
 
Thanks much,
 
Christine Maher
Development Specialist
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
Successor Agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
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San Francisco, CA 94103
 
(415) 749-2481 phone
(415) 749-2526 fax
christine.maher@sfgov.org
 


From: Amy Matabuena (Soma) [mailto:amymatabuena@somahotelsf.com] 
Sent: Friday, February 28, 2014 12:52 PM
To: Maher, Christine
Cc: Todd Motoyama (Soma); Reilly, Catherine
Subject: RE: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel
 
Hi Christine,


 
It is nice to meet you. We are in the final rounds of contract negotiations with our Architect;
as soon as we have an agreement in place, we would be more than happy to meet with you
and discuss the project.  I'll contact you once we have an executed Architect agreement to set
up a time when we are all available.  


The primary contact on the project is Todd Motoyama, our Director of Capital Projects.
Please send him all administrative items, but please cc me as well.  We will of course pay
city costs; is there an agreement or a similar document that we need to sign?  


If you have any further questions, please contact either Todd, 415-398-3333, or me at your
earliest convenience.
 
 


Regards,
Amy Matabuena-Lev


SOMA Hotel LLC


Stanford Hotels Corporation


433 California St.


7th Floor


San Francisco, CA 94104


tel: 415-982-1218, ext. 266


fax: 415-982-7781


email: amymatabuena@somahotelsf.com
 


From: Maher, Christine [christine.maher@sfgov.org]
Sent: Monday, February 24, 2014 3:39 PM
To: Amy Matabuena (Soma)
Cc: Todd Motoyama (Soma); Reilly, Catherine
Subject: FW: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel
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Hi Amy,
 
My name is Christine Maher, and I have been working over the last year on the Block 1 hotel project
with Catherine Reilly and George Bridges.  George mentioned that he met with you earlier this
month to talk about the hiring of consultants.  I’m not sure if you have actually hired an architect
yet, but if you have, we would like you to come in with your design team to meet with us and talk
through your approach for the project before you get too far along with the design.  If you are
amenable to meeting, perhaps you could send us some times that work for your team next week.
 
Also, can you let me know who our primary contact on this project will be?  There are some
administrative items, such as a billing contract to cover our time spent on the project, that we need
to take care of.
 
Thanks much,
Christine
 
Christine Maher
Development Specialist
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
Successor Agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
 
(415) 749-2481 phone
(415) 749-2526 fax
christine.maher@sfgov.org
 


From: Bridges, George 
Sent: Tuesday, February 11, 2014 9:50 AM
To: Maher, Christine; Reilly, Catherine
Subject: Fwd: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel
 
SOMA Hotel contacts :
 
Todd and Amy
 


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Amy Matabuena (Soma)" <amymatabuena@somahotelsf.com>
Date: February 5, 2014 at 4:40:03 PM PST
To: "Bridges, George" <george.bridges@sfgov.org>
Cc: "Todd Motoyama (Soma)" <toddmotoyama@somahotelsf.com>, "Reilly,
Catherine" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
Subject: RE: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel
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George,


 


Our Architect is confirmed for this Monday, 2/10, 3:00 pm at One South Van


Ness, 5th floor.  Thank you for the information; we will review prior to our


meeting.


 


 


Regards,


Amy Matabuena-Lev


SOMA Hotel LLC


Stanford Hotels Corporation


433 California St.


7th Floor


San Francisco, CA 94104


tel: 415-982-1218, ext. 266


fax: 415-982-7781


email: amatabuena@somahotelllc.com


amatabuena@stanfordhotels.com
 


From: Bridges, George [george.bridges@sfgov.org]
Sent: Wednesday, February 05, 2014 10:44 AM
To: Amy Matabuena (Soma)
Cc: Todd Motoyama (Soma); Reilly, Catherine
Subject: RE: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel


Amy
 
I have a room reserved for our meeting on Monday at 3pm.
 
For your review, I have attached the Small Business Enterprise Agreement as well as a
couple RFQs released for OCII projects.
 
Please let me know if you have any questions.
 
George


From: Amy Matabuena (Soma) [mailto:amymatabuena@somahotelsf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, February 05, 2014 9:55 AM
To: Bridges, George
Cc: Todd Motoyama (Soma)
Subject: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel
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Mr. Bridges,


My name is Amy Matabuena-Lev and work at SOMA Hotel L.L.C, Owner's of the


SOMA Hotel located on 3rd and Channel St. in Mission Bay.  Our project team,


including our Architect, would like to meet with you and discuss the project.  


Please contact me at your earliest convenience to discuss, and to coordinate an


agreeable to time to meet. 


Regards,


Amy Matabuena-Lev


SOMA Hotel LLC


Stanford Hotels Corporation


433 California St.


7th Floor


San Francisco, CA 94104


tel: 415-982-1218, ext. 266


fax: 415-982-7781


email: amatabuena@somahotelllc.com
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From: Alice Rogers
To: Oshima, Diane
Cc: Katy Liddell; Corinne Woods; Wise, Viktoriya; Kern, Chris
Subject: Re: GSW project EIR/SB743, meeting
Date: Friday, January 17, 2014 4:42:05 PM


Thanks, Diane, for your quick and willing reply.


I think Katy's working today, so may be late in chiming in, but expect she, too, would be interested in
meeting on this.


If it's possible to find a convenient time for you, Corinne, Katy, and Viktoriya or Chris, that would be
great. I know Katy is tied up un Tuesdays for the coming 4 weeks. If you/Corinne feel this is meat for a
Land Use Committee meeting, or an agenda item for the CAC at large, I defer to either of those
preferences.


Choose the course you feel is most appropriate, and let us know. My own schedule is fairly flexible, so
will do my best to sync with yours.


Regards,
Alice


On Jan 17, 2014, at 1:17 PM, Oshima, Diane wrote:


> Alice
> Thanks for your message.  I am happy to get together with you, Katy and Corinne to discuss further. 
But, it should include Viktoriya or Chris Kern, who are part of Planning Dept team managing the EIR. 
There are some clarifications from your take from the SPUR meeting, and I think it best for you to be
able to hear from them directly. 
>
> I'm guessing you'd like to get together on this before the 2/3 CAC meeting, right?
>
> Diane
>
> Diane Oshima
> Assistant Deputy Director, Waterfront Planning
> Port of San Francisco
> Pier 1, San Francisco, CA  94111
> Diane.Oshima@sfport.com
> 415/274-0553
>
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Alice rogers [mailto:arcomnsf@pacbell.net]
> Sent: Friday, January 17, 2014 10:06 AM
> To: Oshima, Diane
> Cc: Katy Liddell; Corinne Woods
> Subject: GSW project EIR/SB743
>
> Hi Diane,
>
> Wondering if you can help with information, or can refer me to the proper person in Planning on this
query.....
>
> It appears that SB743 likely exempts the GSW project from aesthetic and parking review (as well as
level of service) in the EIR. However, yesterday at a SPUR presentation on the legislation, Viktoriya
Wise, Senior SFEnvironmental Review Officer) said (unless I mis-heard) that the City will still keep these
aspects (aesthetics and parking, at least) in the EIR for large projects, and/or those with significant view
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corridors.
>
> I'd like to confirm whether aesthetics, parking, LOS will/will not be reviewed in the in-progress EIR.
>
> Thanks in advance for your direction,
> Alice








From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Cc: Oerth, Sally (OCII)
Subject: Prop M and Planning
Date: Tuesday, May 20, 2014 12:42:00 PM


Tiffany – I have a due diligence request for Blocks 26/27 and they would like to get more information
on the Prop M allocation and the ARE “bucket”.  I usually work with Dan Sider/Corey Teague on
these questions, but wanted to make sure you are ok with me bringing them in for this, or if you
want to talk to John Rahaim first before I engage his staff.  It will most likely cross over to an extent
on the total amount that SF has of Prop M and what they sold to UCSF/Warriors.  I will need to
respond asap on the due diligence request, so please let  me know what I can do to help.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 



mailto:tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org

mailto:sally.oerth@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/






From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Amy Matabuena (Soma); Maher, Christine (OCII)
Cc: Todd Motoyama (Soma)
Subject: RE: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel
Date: Wednesday, April 23, 2014 4:31:00 PM


Thank you so much.  Looking forward to seeing you at 2PM tomorrow.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Amy Matabuena (Soma) [mailto:amymatabuena@somahotelsf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 23, 2014 4:27 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Maher, Christine (OCII)
Cc: Todd Motoyama (Soma)
Subject: RE: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel
 
Hi Catherine,


No problem, I understand you and your team must be very busy.  We look forward
to meeting you tomorrow, 4/24, at 2:00 pm. 


Regards,
Amy Matabuena-Lev
SOMA Hotel LLC
433 California St.
7th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94104
tel: 415-982-1218, ext. 266
fax: 415-982-7781
email: amymatabuena@somahotelsf.com


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [catherine.reilly@sfgov.org]
Sent: Wednesday, April 23, 2014 3:48 PM
To: Amy Matabuena (Soma); Maher, Christine (OCII)
Cc: Todd Motoyama (Soma)
Subject: RE: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel


Hello, Amy – I just left you a VM.  I apologize, but this week has become a little crazy with the
recently news on the Warriors project and I just found out I need to sit in on a meeting at 10-12
tomorrow. I would really like to be at our initial design review meeting, and was wondering if there
was any possibility to reschedule for tomorrow afternoon.  We are available from 2-5.  I really
apologized for the last minute change request. 
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Please give me call if that time does not work with you so that we can identify an alternative time to
meeting.  We look forward to meeting with you and kicking off this fun project.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Amy Matabuena (Soma) [mailto:amymatabuena@somahotelsf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 16, 2014 4:08 PM
To: Maher, Christine (OCII)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Todd Motoyama (Soma)
Subject: RE: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel
 
Hi Christine,


We look forward to meeting you next Thursday, 4/24. 9:30 am in your office.  


Regards,
Amy Matabuena-Lev
SOMA Hotel LLC
433 California St.
7th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94104
tel: 415-982-1218, ext. 266
fax: 415-982-7781
email: amymatabuena@somahotelsf.com


From: Maher, Christine (OCII) [christine.maher@sfgov.org]
Sent: Monday, April 14, 2014 9:55 AM
To: Amy Matabuena (Soma)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Todd Motoyama (Soma)
Subject: RE: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel


Hi Amy,
 
Does 9:30 on Thursday, 4/24 work for you?
 
Thanks,
Christine
 
Christine Maher
Development Specialist
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
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Successor Agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
 
(415) 749-2481 phone
(415) 749-2526 fax
christine.maher@sfgov.org
 


From: Amy Matabuena (Soma) [mailto:amymatabuena@somahotelsf.com] 
Sent: Friday, April 11, 2014 11:35 AM
To: Maher, Christine (OCII)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Todd Motoyama (Soma)
Subject: RE: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel
 
Hi Christine,


Unfortunately, our architect is not available next Thursday at 9:30 am; are you available late afternoon
or Friday?  If not we can reschedule for Thursday, 4/24.  


Regards,
Amy Matabuena-Lev
SOMA Hotel LLC
433 California St.
7th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94104
tel: 415-982-1218, ext. 266
fax: 415-982-7781
email: amymatabuena@somahotelsf.com


From: Maher, Christine (OCII) [christine.maher@sfgov.org]
Sent: Thursday, April 10, 2014 1:28 PM
To: Amy Matabuena (Soma)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Todd Motoyama (Soma)
Subject: RE: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel


Hi Amy,
 
Sorry for the delayed response; Catherine and I were both wrapped up in another project.
 
We generally hold Thursday mornings open for Mission Bay design meetings, so were wondering if
next Thursday at 9:30 might work for you and your team?
 
Thanks,
Christine
 
Christine Maher
Development Specialist
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
Successor Agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
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San Francisco, CA 94103
 
(415) 749-2481 phone
(415) 749-2526 fax
christine.maher@sfgov.org
 


From: Amy Matabuena (Soma) [mailto:amymatabuena@somahotelsf.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 08, 2014 10:40 AM
To: Maher, Christine (OCII) (RED)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) (RED); Todd Motoyama (Soma)
Subject: RE: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel
 
Christine,


We have our Architect on board and would like to meet with your project team; are you available either
this Thursday, 4/10, or Friday, 4/11?  


Regards,
Amy Matabuena-Lev
SOMA Hotel LLC
433 California St.
7th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94104
tel: 415-982-1218, ext. 266
fax: 415-982-7781
email: amymatabuena@somahotelsf.com


From: Maher, Christine (OCII) (RED) [christine.maher@sfgov.org]
Sent: Tuesday, April 01, 2014 1:27 PM
To: Amy Matabuena (Soma)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) (RED); Todd Motoyama (Soma)
Subject: RE: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel


Thank you, Amy.  We look forward to meeting with your team once your architect is formally on
board.
 
Christine Maher
Development Specialist
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
Successor Agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
 
(415) 749-2481 phone
(415) 749-2526 fax
christine.maher@sfgov.org
 


From: Amy Matabuena (Soma) [mailto:amymatabuena@somahotelsf.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 01, 2014 10:33 AM
To: Maher, Christine (OCII) (RED)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) (RED); Rice, Don (OCII) (RED); Torres, Rosa (OCII) (RED); Todd Motoyama
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(Soma)
Subject: RE: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel
 
Christine,


Attached is the signed reimbursement letter, per Todd Motoyama of SOMA Hotel LLC.  The original will
be mailed to you today.  If you have any further questions or comments, please contact me at your
earliest convenience. 


Regards,
Amy Matabuena-Lev
SOMA Hotel LLC
433 California St.
7th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94104
tel: 415-982-1218, ext. 266
fax: 415-982-7781
email: amymatabuena@somahotelsf.com


From: Maher, Christine [christine.maher@sfgov.org]
Sent: Friday, March 21, 2014 3:04 PM
To: Todd Motoyama (Soma)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine; Amy Matabuena (Soma); Rice, Don (RED); Torres, Rosa
Subject: RE: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel


Todd,
 
Attached please find a letter related to reimbursement of any Successor Agency costs
incurred in connection with Block 1 in Mission Bay South.  An original of the letter is also
being sent to you in the mail.  At your earliest convenience, please sign and return the
original.
 
Thanks much,
 
Christine Maher
Development Specialist
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
Successor Agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
 
(415) 749-2481 phone
(415) 749-2526 fax
christine.maher@sfgov.org
 


From: Amy Matabuena (Soma) [mailto:amymatabuena@somahotelsf.com] 
Sent: Friday, February 28, 2014 12:52 PM
To: Maher, Christine
Cc: Todd Motoyama (Soma); Reilly, Catherine
Subject: RE: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel
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Hi Christine,


 
It is nice to meet you. We are in the final rounds of contract negotiations with our Architect;
as soon as we have an agreement in place, we would be more than happy to meet with you
and discuss the project.  I'll contact you once we have an executed Architect agreement to set
up a time when we are all available.  


The primary contact on the project is Todd Motoyama, our Director of Capital Projects.
Please send him all administrative items, but please cc me as well.  We will of course pay
city costs; is there an agreement or a similar document that we need to sign?  


If you have any further questions, please contact either Todd, 415-398-3333, or me at your
earliest convenience.
 
 


Regards,
Amy Matabuena-Lev


SOMA Hotel LLC


Stanford Hotels Corporation


433 California St.


7th Floor


San Francisco, CA 94104


tel: 415-982-1218, ext. 266


fax: 415-982-7781


email: amymatabuena@somahotelsf.com
 


From: Maher, Christine [christine.maher@sfgov.org]
Sent: Monday, February 24, 2014 3:39 PM
To: Amy Matabuena (Soma)
Cc: Todd Motoyama (Soma); Reilly, Catherine
Subject: FW: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel


Hi Amy,
 
My name is Christine Maher, and I have been working over the last year on the Block 1 hotel project
with Catherine Reilly and George Bridges.  George mentioned that he met with you earlier this
month to talk about the hiring of consultants.  I’m not sure if you have actually hired an architect
yet, but if you have, we would like you to come in with your design team to meet with us and talk
through your approach for the project before you get too far along with the design.  If you are
amenable to meeting, perhaps you could send us some times that work for your team next week.
 
Also, can you let me know who our primary contact on this project will be?  There are some
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administrative items, such as a billing contract to cover our time spent on the project, that we need
to take care of.
 
Thanks much,
Christine
 
Christine Maher
Development Specialist
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
Successor Agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
 
(415) 749-2481 phone
(415) 749-2526 fax
christine.maher@sfgov.org
 


From: Bridges, George 
Sent: Tuesday, February 11, 2014 9:50 AM
To: Maher, Christine; Reilly, Catherine
Subject: Fwd: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel
 
SOMA Hotel contacts :
 
Todd and Amy
 


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Amy Matabuena (Soma)" <amymatabuena@somahotelsf.com>
Date: February 5, 2014 at 4:40:03 PM PST
To: "Bridges, George" <george.bridges@sfgov.org>
Cc: "Todd Motoyama (Soma)" <toddmotoyama@somahotelsf.com>, "Reilly,
Catherine" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
Subject: RE: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel


George,


 


Our Architect is confirmed for this Monday, 2/10, 3:00 pm at One South Van


Ness, 5th floor.  Thank you for the information; we will review prior to our


meeting.
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Regards,


Amy Matabuena-Lev


SOMA Hotel LLC


Stanford Hotels Corporation


433 California St.


7th Floor


San Francisco, CA 94104


tel: 415-982-1218, ext. 266


fax: 415-982-7781


email: amatabuena@somahotelllc.com


amatabuena@stanfordhotels.com
 


From: Bridges, George [george.bridges@sfgov.org]
Sent: Wednesday, February 05, 2014 10:44 AM
To: Amy Matabuena (Soma)
Cc: Todd Motoyama (Soma); Reilly, Catherine
Subject: RE: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel


Amy
 
I have a room reserved for our meeting on Monday at 3pm.
 
For your review, I have attached the Small Business Enterprise Agreement as well as a
couple RFQs released for OCII projects.
 
Please let me know if you have any questions.
 
George


From: Amy Matabuena (Soma) [mailto:amymatabuena@somahotelsf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, February 05, 2014 9:55 AM
To: Bridges, George
Cc: Todd Motoyama (Soma)
Subject: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel
 
Mr. Bridges,


My name is Amy Matabuena-Lev and work at SOMA Hotel L.L.C, Owner's of the


SOMA Hotel located on 3rd and Channel St. in Mission Bay.  Our project team,


including our Architect, would like to meet with you and discuss the project.  


Please contact me at your earliest convenience to discuss, and to coordinate an
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agreeable to time to meet. 


Regards,


Amy Matabuena-Lev


SOMA Hotel LLC


Stanford Hotels Corporation


433 California St.


7th Floor


San Francisco, CA 94104


tel: 415-982-1218, ext. 266


fax: 415-982-7781


email: amatabuena@somahotelllc.com
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From: Katy Liddell
To: Oshima, Diane
Cc: Alice Rogers; Corinne Woods; Wise, Viktoriya; Kern, Chris
Subject: Re: GSW project EIR/SB743, meeting
Date: Friday, January 17, 2014 7:54:37 PM


I can do Tuesday after 2 pm.  This is a great idea.  I look forward to it.


Katy


Sent from my iPad


> On Jan 17, 2014, at 5:57 PM, "Oshima, Diane" <diane.oshima@sfport.com> wrote:
>
> Alice
>
> Why don't we get together with Chris/Viktoriya first.  I'll check on either of their availability next week
other than Tuesday.  After you talk, we'll be in better position to figure out when it can be scheduled
for CAC.
>
> Have a great weekend!
> Diane
>
> Diane Oshima
> Assistant Deputy Director, Waterfront Planning
> Port of San Francisco
> Pier 1, San Francisco, CA  94111
> Diane.Oshima@sfport.com
> 415/274-0553
>
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Alice Rogers [mailto:arcomnsf@pacbell.net]
> Sent: Friday, January 17, 2014 4:42 PM
> To: Oshima, Diane
> Cc: Katy Liddell; Corinne Woods; Wise, Viktoriya; Kern, Chris
> Subject: Re: GSW project EIR/SB743, meeting
>
> Thanks, Diane, for your quick and willing reply.
>
> I think Katy's working today, so may be late in chiming in, but expect she, too, would be interested in
meeting on this.
>
> If it's possible to find a convenient time for you, Corinne, Katy, and Viktoriya or Chris, that would be
great. I know Katy is tied up un Tuesdays for the coming 4 weeks. If you/Corinne feel this is meat for a
Land Use Committee meeting, or an agenda item for the CAC at large, I defer to either of those
preferences.
>
> Choose the course you feel is most appropriate, and let us know. My own schedule is fairly flexible,
so will do my best to sync with yours.
>
> Regards,
> Alice
>
>> On Jan 17, 2014, at 1:17 PM, Oshima, Diane wrote:
>>
>> Alice
>> Thanks for your message.  I am happy to get together with you, Katy and Corinne to discuss
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further.  But, it should include Viktoriya or Chris Kern, who are part of Planning Dept team managing
the EIR.  There are some clarifications from your take from the SPUR meeting, and I think it best for
you to be able to hear from them directly. 
>>
>> I'm guessing you'd like to get together on this before the 2/3 CAC meeting, right?
>>
>> Diane
>>
>> Diane Oshima
>> Assistant Deputy Director, Waterfront Planning Port of San Francisco
>> Pier 1, San Francisco, CA  94111 Diane.Oshima@sfport.com
>> 415/274-0553
>>
>>
>> -----Original Message-----
>> From: Alice rogers [mailto:arcomnsf@pacbell.net]
>> Sent: Friday, January 17, 2014 10:06 AM
>> To: Oshima, Diane
>> Cc: Katy Liddell; Corinne Woods
>> Subject: GSW project EIR/SB743
>>
>> Hi Diane,
>>
>> Wondering if you can help with information, or can refer me to the proper person in Planning on
this query.....
>>
>> It appears that SB743 likely exempts the GSW project from aesthetic and parking review (as well as
level of service) in the EIR. However, yesterday at a SPUR presentation on the legislation, Viktoriya
Wise, Senior SFEnvironmental Review Officer) said (unless I mis-heard) that the City will still keep these
aspects (aesthetics and parking, at least) in the EIR for large projects, and/or those with significant view
corridors.
>>
>> I'd like to confirm whether aesthetics, parking, LOS will/will not be reviewed in the in-progress EIR.
>>
>> Thanks in advance for your direction,
>> Alice
>
>
>
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From: Paul Mitchell
To: Kern, Chris; Bollinger, Brett; Navarrete, Joy; Wise, Viktoriya
Cc: Joyce; Chuck Bennett
Subject: Proposed Wind Test Locations for GSW Project
Date: Friday, January 24, 2014 2:02:24 PM
Attachments: GSW Proposed Wind Test Locations.pdf


Chris, Brett, Joy, and Viktoriya:
 


·         Proposed Wind Test Point Locations.  Attached is a working figure that shows ESA’s
proposed wind test locations to be analyzed in the GSW EIR.  Please note we have identified
a total of 45 proposed wind test locations points (5 more than that proposed in our existing
scope of work) to best blanket the sites and vicinity.


Chuck has grouped and color-coded the individual wind test points as follows (please note
the specific numbering and color coding convention used by Chuck below and in the
attached figure is not important for your review, but rather, is a scheme that helps to
inform the wind modelers.):


Test Points #s Location Color Code
1-7 The Embarcadero (west side) Green
8 End of Beale Street Green
9-12 Bryant Street Green
21-26 The Embarcadero (east side) Green
27-28 Piers 30-32 Retail Green
41-49 Piers 30-2 Bay Promenade/Great


Lawn
Green


31-39 Piers 30-32 Public Entries/Plazas Pink
13-14; 61 Private Terraces (SWL 330 Podium


Roof Terrace; and GSW Practice
Facility Terrace)


Blue


51-54 Piers 30-32 Event Center Public
Spiral Ramp


Yellow


Total Test Points:  45   
 
Please review the attached figure and confirm the proposed number and location of the
wind test points are acceptable to the City.  If so, ESA will submit an amended work scope to
the sponsor to cover the five additional proposed wind test points to be analyzed.
 


·         Recommended Additional Wind Modeling of Piers 30-32 Without Pier 28 in Place.  As you
know, the EIR is addressing a number of off-site public benefit improvements would be
implemented along the Bay shoreline, which may include the removal of Pier 28 shed and
pier.  The removal of the pier/shed will have the effect of increasing wind speeds at Piers
30-32 from certain directions (particularly from northerly winds) compared to leaving the
Pier 28 shed/pier in place.  Consequently, ESA recommends conducting focused additional
wind analysis that assesses the effect of removing Pier 28 at up to 20 wind test locations on
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GOLDEN STATE WARRIORS



CEQA SUBMITT
11/18/2013



PIER 30-32 - SEAWALL LOT 330 SITE PLAN



CEQA NEEDS REFERENCE: AC, I, AJ, DX
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and near Piers 30-32 (#47-49, 31-34, 37-39, 53, 54, 61, 21 and 22) for up to two wind
directions for two scenarios.  Please confirm if the City would like for ESA to conduct the
additional wind analysis described above; and if so, ESA will submit an amended work scope
to the sponsor to cover this focused additional wind analysis.


Thanks for your consideration of this email, and don’t hesitate to contact me with any questions.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
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From: Amy Matabuena
To: Maher, Christine (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Todd Motoyama (Soma); Amy Matabuena (Soma)
Subject: RE: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel
Date: Thursday, April 24, 2014 7:49:35 AM


Catherine, 


Is it possible to meet at 1:30 instead of 2:00 pm? Our Architect has another meeting in the
afternoon and that is the latest he can meet. 


Regards,
Amy Matabuena-Lev


Sent from my Android phone using TouchDown (www.nitrodesk.com)


-----Original Message----- 
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [catherine.reilly@sfgov.org]
Received: Wednesday, 23 Apr 2014, 4:31PM
To: Amy Matabuena (Soma) [amymatabuena@somahotelsf.com]; Maher, Christine (OCII)
[christine.maher@sfgov.org]
CC: Todd Motoyama (Soma) [toddmotoyama@somahotelsf.com]
Subject: RE: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel 


Thank you so much.  Looking forward to seeing you at 2PM tomorrow.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
From: Amy Matabuena (Soma) [mailto:amymatabuena@somahotelsf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 23, 2014 4:27 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Maher, Christine (OCII)
Cc: Todd Motoyama (Soma)
Subject: RE: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel
 
Hi Catherine,


No problem, I understand you and your team must be very busy.  We look forward
to meeting you tomorrow, 4/24, at 2:00 pm. 


Regards,
Amy Matabuena-Lev
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SOMA Hotel LLC
433 California St.
7th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94104
tel: 415-982-1218, ext. 266
fax: 415-982-7781
email: amymatabuena@somahotelsf.com


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [catherine.reilly@sfgov.org]
Sent: Wednesday, April 23, 2014 3:48 PM
To: Amy Matabuena (Soma); Maher, Christine (OCII)
Cc: Todd Motoyama (Soma)
Subject: RE: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel


Hello, Amy – I just left you a VM.  I apologize, but this week has become a little crazy with the
recently news on the Warriors project and I just found out I need to sit in on a meeting at 10-12
tomorrow. I would really like to be at our initial design review meeting, and was wondering if there
was any possibility to reschedule for tomorrow afternoon.  We are available from 2-5.  I really
apologized for the last minute change request. 
 
Please give me call if that time does not work with you so that we can identify an alternative time to
meeting.  We look forward to meeting with you and kicking off this fun project.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
From: Amy Matabuena (Soma) [mailto:amymatabuena@somahotelsf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 16, 2014 4:08 PM
To: Maher, Christine (OCII)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Todd Motoyama (Soma)
Subject: RE: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel
 
Hi Christine,


We look forward to meeting you next Thursday, 4/24. 9:30 am in your office.  


Regards,
Amy Matabuena-Lev
SOMA Hotel LLC
433 California St.
7th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94104
tel: 415-982-1218, ext. 266
fax: 415-982-7781
email: amymatabuena@somahotelsf.com
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From: Maher, Christine (OCII) [christine.maher@sfgov.org]
Sent: Monday, April 14, 2014 9:55 AM
To: Amy Matabuena (Soma)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Todd Motoyama (Soma)
Subject: RE: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel


Hi Amy,
 
Does 9:30 on Thursday, 4/24 work for you?
 
Thanks,
Christine
 
Christine Maher
Development Specialist
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
Successor Agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
 
(415) 749-2481 phone
(415) 749-2526 fax
christine.maher@sfgov.org
 
From: Amy Matabuena (Soma) [mailto:amymatabuena@somahotelsf.com] 
Sent: Friday, April 11, 2014 11:35 AM
To: Maher, Christine (OCII)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Todd Motoyama (Soma)
Subject: RE: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel
 
Hi Christine,


Unfortunately, our architect is not available next Thursday at 9:30 am; are you available late afternoon
or Friday?  If not we can reschedule for Thursday, 4/24.  


Regards,
Amy Matabuena-Lev
SOMA Hotel LLC
433 California St.
7th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94104
tel: 415-982-1218, ext. 266
fax: 415-982-7781
email: amymatabuena@somahotelsf.com


From: Maher, Christine (OCII) [christine.maher@sfgov.org]
Sent: Thursday, April 10, 2014 1:28 PM
To: Amy Matabuena (Soma)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Todd Motoyama (Soma)
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Subject: RE: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel


Hi Amy,
 
Sorry for the delayed response; Catherine and I were both wrapped up in another project.
 
We generally hold Thursday mornings open for Mission Bay design meetings, so were wondering if
next Thursday at 9:30 might work for you and your team?
 
Thanks,
Christine
 
Christine Maher
Development Specialist
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
Successor Agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
 
(415) 749-2481 phone
(415) 749-2526 fax
christine.maher@sfgov.org
 
From: Amy Matabuena (Soma) [mailto:amymatabuena@somahotelsf.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 08, 2014 10:40 AM
To: Maher, Christine (OCII) (RED)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) (RED); Todd Motoyama (Soma)
Subject: RE: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel
 
Christine,


We have our Architect on board and would like to meet with your project team; are you available either
this Thursday, 4/10, or Friday, 4/11?  


Regards,
Amy Matabuena-Lev
SOMA Hotel LLC
433 California St.
7th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94104
tel: 415-982-1218, ext. 266
fax: 415-982-7781
email: amymatabuena@somahotelsf.com


From: Maher, Christine (OCII) (RED) [christine.maher@sfgov.org]
Sent: Tuesday, April 01, 2014 1:27 PM
To: Amy Matabuena (Soma)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) (RED); Todd Motoyama (Soma)
Subject: RE: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel


Thank you, Amy.  We look forward to meeting with your team once your architect is formally on
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board.
 
Christine Maher
Development Specialist
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
Successor Agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
 
(415) 749-2481 phone
(415) 749-2526 fax
christine.maher@sfgov.org
 
From: Amy Matabuena (Soma) [mailto:amymatabuena@somahotelsf.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 01, 2014 10:33 AM
To: Maher, Christine (OCII) (RED)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) (RED); Rice, Don (OCII) (RED); Torres, Rosa (OCII) (RED); Todd Motoyama
(Soma)
Subject: RE: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel
 
Christine,


Attached is the signed reimbursement letter, per Todd Motoyama of SOMA Hotel LLC.  The original will
be mailed to you today.  If you have any further questions or comments, please contact me at your
earliest convenience. 


Regards,
Amy Matabuena-Lev
SOMA Hotel LLC
433 California St.
7th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94104
tel: 415-982-1218, ext. 266
fax: 415-982-7781
email: amymatabuena@somahotelsf.com


From: Maher, Christine [christine.maher@sfgov.org]
Sent: Friday, March 21, 2014 3:04 PM
To: Todd Motoyama (Soma)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine; Amy Matabuena (Soma); Rice, Don (RED); Torres, Rosa
Subject: RE: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel


Todd,
 
Attached please find a letter related to reimbursement of any Successor Agency costs
incurred in connection with Block 1 in Mission Bay South.  An original of the letter is also
being sent to you in the mail.  At your earliest convenience, please sign and return the
original.
 
Thanks much,
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Christine Maher
Development Specialist
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
Successor Agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
 
(415) 749-2481 phone
(415) 749-2526 fax
christine.maher@sfgov.org
 
From: Amy Matabuena (Soma) [mailto:amymatabuena@somahotelsf.com] 
Sent: Friday, February 28, 2014 12:52 PM
To: Maher, Christine
Cc: Todd Motoyama (Soma); Reilly, Catherine
Subject: RE: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel
 
Hi Christine,


 
It is nice to meet you. We are in the final rounds of contract negotiations with our Architect;
as soon as we have an agreement in place, we would be more than happy to meet with you
and discuss the project.  I'll contact you once we have an executed Architect agreement to set
up a time when we are all available.  


The primary contact on the project is Todd Motoyama, our Director of Capital Projects.
Please send him all administrative items, but please cc me as well.  We will of course pay
city costs; is there an agreement or a similar document that we need to sign?  


If you have any further questions, please contact either Todd, 415-398-3333, or me at your
earliest convenience.
 
 


Regards,
Amy Matabuena-Lev


SOMA Hotel LLC


Stanford Hotels Corporation


433 California St.


7th Floor


San Francisco, CA 94104


tel: 415-982-1218, ext. 266


fax: 415-982-7781


email: amymatabuena@somahotelsf.com
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From: Maher, Christine [christine.maher@sfgov.org]
Sent: Monday, February 24, 2014 3:39 PM
To: Amy Matabuena (Soma)
Cc: Todd Motoyama (Soma); Reilly, Catherine
Subject: FW: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel


Hi Amy,
 
My name is Christine Maher, and I have been working over the last year on the Block 1 hotel project
with Catherine Reilly and George Bridges.  George mentioned that he met with you earlier this
month to talk about the hiring of consultants.  I’m not sure if you have actually hired an architect
yet, but if you have, we would like you to come in with your design team to meet with us and talk
through your approach for the project before you get too far along with the design.  If you are
amenable to meeting, perhaps you could send us some times that work for your team next week.
 
Also, can you let me know who our primary contact on this project will be?  There are some
administrative items, such as a billing contract to cover our time spent on the project, that we need
to take care of.
 
Thanks much,
Christine
 
Christine Maher
Development Specialist
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
Successor Agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
 
(415) 749-2481 phone
(415) 749-2526 fax
christine.maher@sfgov.org
 
From: Bridges, George 
Sent: Tuesday, February 11, 2014 9:50 AM
To: Maher, Christine; Reilly, Catherine
Subject: Fwd: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel
 
SOMA Hotel contacts :
 
Todd and Amy
 


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Amy Matabuena (Soma)" <amymatabuena@somahotelsf.com>
Date: February 5, 2014 at 4:40:03 PM PST
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To: "Bridges, George" <george.bridges@sfgov.org>
Cc: "Todd Motoyama (Soma)" <toddmotoyama@somahotelsf.com>, "Reilly,
Catherine" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
Subject: RE: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel


George,
 
Our Architect is confirmed for this Monday, 2/10, 3:00 pm at One South Van


Ness, 5th floor.  Thank you for the information; we will review prior to our


meeting.
 
 
Regards,


Amy Matabuena-Lev


SOMA Hotel LLC


Stanford Hotels Corporation


433 California St.


7th Floor


San Francisco, CA 94104


tel: 415-982-1218, ext. 266


fax: 415-982-7781


email: amatabuena@somahotelllc.com


amatabuena@stanfordhotels.com
 


From: Bridges, George [george.bridges@sfgov.org]
Sent: Wednesday, February 05, 2014 10:44 AM
To: Amy Matabuena (Soma)
Cc: Todd Motoyama (Soma); Reilly, Catherine
Subject: RE: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel


Amy
 
I have a room reserved for our meeting on Monday at 3pm.
 
For your review, I have attached the Small Business Enterprise Agreement as well as a
couple RFQs released for OCII projects.
 
Please let me know if you have any questions.
 
George


From: Amy Matabuena (Soma) [mailto:amymatabuena@somahotelsf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, February 05, 2014 9:55 AM
To: Bridges, George
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Cc: Todd Motoyama (Soma)
Subject: SOMA Hotel - 3rd and Channel
 
Mr. Bridges,


My name is Amy Matabuena-Lev and work at SOMA Hotel L.L.C, Owner's of the


SOMA Hotel located on 3rd and Channel St. in Mission Bay.  Our project team,


including our Architect, would like to meet with you and discuss the project.  


Please contact me at your earliest convenience to discuss, and to coordinate an


agreeable to time to meet. 


Regards,


Amy Matabuena-Lev


SOMA Hotel LLC


Stanford Hotels Corporation


433 California St.


7th Floor


San Francisco, CA 94104


tel: 415-982-1218, ext. 266


fax: 415-982-7781


email: amatabuena@somahotelllc.com
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From: Corinne Woods
To: Oshima, Diane; arcomnsf@pacbell.net
Cc: kliddell2001@yahoo.com; Wise, Viktoriya; Kern, Chris
Subject: Re: GSW project EIR/SB743
Date: Friday, January 17, 2014 2:42:36 PM


I'd be very interested in hearing from Planning on this - I read SB743 and don't really understand if or
how it would apply to the Arena EIR (or any of the other major pending port projects, for that matter).


Thanks,


Corinne


-----Original Message-----
From: Oshima, Diane <diane.oshima@sfport.com>
To: Alice rogers <arcomnsf@pacbell.net>
Cc: Katy Liddell <kliddell2001@yahoo.com>; Corinne Woods <Corinnewoods@cs.com>; Wise,
Viktoriya <viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org>; Kern, Chris <chris.kern@sfgov.org>
Sent: Fri, Jan 17, 2014 1:18 pm
Subject: RE: GSW project EIR/SB743


Alice
Thanks for your message.  I am happy to get together with you, Katy and Corinne 
to discuss further.  But, it should include Viktoriya or Chris Kern, who are 
part of Planning Dept team managing the EIR.  There are some clarifications from 
your take from the SPUR meeting, and I think it best for you to be able to hear 
from them directly.  


I'm guessing you'd like to get together on this before the 2/3 CAC meeting, 
right?


Diane


Diane Oshima
Assistant Deputy Director, Waterfront Planning
Port of San Francisco
Pier 1, San Francisco, CA  94111
Diane.Oshima@sfport.com
415/274-0553


-----Original Message-----
From: Alice rogers [mailto:arcomnsf@pacbell.net] 
Sent: Friday, January 17, 2014 10:06 AM
To: Oshima, Diane
Cc: Katy Liddell; Corinne Woods
Subject: GSW project EIR/SB743


Hi Diane,


Wondering if you can help with information, or can refer me to the proper person 
in Planning on this query.....


It appears that SB743 likely exempts the GSW project from aesthetic and parking 
review (as well as level of service) in the EIR. However, yesterday at a SPUR 
presentation on the legislation, Viktoriya Wise, Senior SFEnvironmental Review 
Officer) said (unless I mis-heard) that the City will still keep these aspects 
(aesthetics and parking, at least) in the EIR for large projects, and/or those 
with significant view corridors.


I'd like to confirm whether aesthetics, parking, LOS will/will not be reviewed 
in the in-progress EIR.


Thanks in advance for your direction,
Alice


Sent from my iPad, idiosyncratic spellings and all
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From: Miller, Erin
To: Wise, Viktoriya; Watty, Elizabeth; Grabarkiewctz, Christopher
Subject: RE: Pedestrian/Streetscape Proposals
Date: Wednesday, January 15, 2014 11:42:06 AM
Attachments: 1401015_ConsldtCommnts-UD-Streetscape_mta.docx


STAT_12 12 13_em.pdf
warriors ped improvements_12 12 13_em.pdf


Elizabeth,
 
I declined this meeting bc I’ll be on vacation.  Can you re-send it to me, and/or invite the following
from MTA?
 
Peter.Albert@sfmta.com
Seleta.Reynolds@sfmta.com
Mike.Sallaberry@sfmta.com
Darby.Watson@sfmta.com
Patrick.Golier@sfmta.com
Ricardo.Olea@sfmta.com
Julie.Kirschbaum@sfmta.com
Chris.Garbarkiewctz@sfmta.com
 
Thanks,
 
Erin Miller
Project Manager, Waterfront Transportation Assessment
 
Join the Waterfront Transportation Assessment Mailing List
 
Sustainable Streets-Strategic Planning & Policy
Urban Planning Initiatives
 
 


 SFMTA | Municipal Transportation Agency
1 South Van Ness Ave, 7th Floor-7067 -  SF, CA 94103
Office:   415 701 5490
Mobile: 415 971 7429
 


From: Wise, Viktoriya [mailto:viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Saturday, January 04, 2014 9:51 AM
To: Miller, Erin
Cc: Watty, Elizabeth; Bollinger, Brett; Albert, Peter; Oshima, Diane; Perry, Nicholas; Kern, Chris
Subject: GSW: Pedestrian/Streetscape Proposals
 
Erin-
Like we discussed on Thursday, the meeting with the GSW team for next week was cancelled to
allow more opportunity for MTA to review the Pedestrian/Streetscape proposals the Planning
Department in recommending.  We have set a follow-up meeting with the GSW team for January


st
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Consolidated Comments 	


SFMTA 													    	        Draft Due – January 15, 2014


Warriors Streetscape & Ped Improvements Feedback


			No.


			Name


			Page or Figure #


			Comment/Proposed Revision


			Status / Action





			1


			Ricardo Olea


			1a


			We should make sure that the driveway is properly designed so that vehicles can enter the driveway inbound lane without jumping the curb or going into the opposing traffic lane.  We’ve had some poorly designed driveways recently that are too narrow at the street opening. 22 feet is fine but only at the point a vehicle has already straighten out.  At Embarcadero it will have to be wider. That applies to the driveway bulbout design as well (1B).  Question: will there be anything along the Embarcadero to tell motorists or cross pedestrians that there is a driveway here?  Or will it be the same Embarcadero promenade design we have now that is not differentiated?  We may want to think about whether it will help traffic control to have some distinction in paving materials at least.


			





			2


			Ricardo Olea


			1c


			Expecting that vehicles exiting the garage will go to the left turn pocket is very risky from a traffic standpoint.  We discussed before that the left turn pocket will likely have to be closed during or post events because it won’t function properly  and will add complexity to the Embarcadero manual PCO control. If vehicles exiting the garage are tempted with access to Bryant they will just back up into the garage and create northbound gridlock and safety issues as they shoot across to a left turn pocket with limited capacity.  So how is any of this going to work?  It may be better to force vehicles to stay on the right lane and merge after Bryant.  That would not require a KEEP CLEAR on the left lane, but rather a series of cones from the driveway exit to Bryant, closing off the right lane.  One more reason not to have parking or loading during events north of the driveway (as shown).


			





			3


			Ricardo Olea


			1d


			The idea to close the northbound right turn lane before games – why is that necessary?  Why can’t vehicles go straight from the right lane if they don’t want to go into the garage?  Closing the right lane here traps bicyclists on the bike lane, creates a merge upstream, and also traps any vehicle doing unloading south of the driveway.  Closing the northbound right lane so that vehicles exiting the garage exit directly into the right most lane makes some sense since it removes the need to wait for gaps in northbound traffic.  However, doing this blocks off the bicycle lane access, so a PCO would have to make sure that bikes can go through (just as they have to make sure that vehicles yield to cross pedestrians). By the way, having loading zones here right in front of the event is potentially a double parking, logistics, and congestion issue.  Enforcement should be consulted about our experiences with the America’s Cup Concerts on Embarcadero/Lombard. The text mentions that you don’t need attendants with the lane closure.  We will need many PCO’s to make sure vehicles and pedestrians mix well.


			





			4


			Ricardo Olea


			1f


			The NB Embarcadero Bryant pocket should not be shortened because I don’t think the Warriors exit should be using it (see comment on 1C).


			





			5


			Ricardo Olea


			2c


			I’m still not sure punching Beale to Embarcadero is needed for Warriors arena per se, or whether it will work from a circulation and intersection design standpoint.  If Warriors Arena doesn’t use Bryant left turn (comment 1C), then it is mainly a bypass route for other traffic, but it could potentially attract new bypass traffic to Beale.


			





			6


			Ricardo Olea


			3a


			Can the ideas be sketched on actual dimensioned drawings?  I can’t tell what are the assumed width of any of these lanes, they only work if there is enough room. If attached the STR’s I have for Beale and Main.  On-street parking lane should be sacrificed if needed, but present or future passenger or commercial loading needs along Bryant should be identified if there is going to be no place for them to happen on-street.


			





			7


			Ricardo Olea


			3b


			The bulb proposal at Main/Bryant removes a SB right turn only and SB left turn lane combo on Main.  Do we want to be removing circulation lane options here assuming future congestion on EB Bryant?  Also the dimensions of the bulbs seem to not be based on any truck or Fire Department turning template needs.  Any bulbs have to accommodate truck and bus turns in a reasonable manner.  Who’s doing the engineering for these?


			





			8


			Ricardo Olea


			3c


			There may be field limitation on how wide crosswalks can be based on street poles.   Probably 20 feet is the practical maximum.  Is the project recommending to redo all the utility poles at Main/Bryant?  All crosswalks are being painted continental if upgraded.


			





			9


			Ricardo Olea


			4


			I defer to Livable Streets on any proposed bicycle lanes but at first glance it is not clear to me where some of these bicycle lanes are connecting to.  The northbound Main (Bryant to Harrison) bicycle lane requires removing a left turn lane that exists right now on Main at Harrison that becomes very congested during the PM peak, or removing on-street residential parking.  Perhaps these proposals have to be reconciled with the Rincon Hill or Transbay Master Plans, so that there is some logic to the overall proposed bicycle lanes.


			





			10


			Ricardo Olea


			5a


			Ok with removing SB left turn on Embarcadero, benefits outweigh negatives.





			





			11


			Ricardo Olea


			5b


			Widening crosswalk into the track area is very expensive and complicated.  Is the plan to widen the crosswalk into the intersection once the bulbs are built?  Diagram not clear, implies the crosswalk is being widened out of the intersection, thereby triggering a major intersection redesign.


			





			12


			Erin Miller





			Beale Street at Bryant


			Need to coordinate with MTA Traffic Engineering evaluations for traffic management at this intersection.  Erin and Paul Chasson have met to discuss informally.  





			MTA to produce striping diagram, with review by Erin Miller for Urban Design consistency w Rincon Hill Plan





			13


			Erin Miller


			1d


			must not conflict with bicycle and pedestrian access, particularly if curb lane bicycle facilities exist.


			





			14


			Erin Miller


			1d


			Who confirms that configuration is “simple, would not require traffic control” etc?


			





			15


			Erin Miller


			1e


			Any curb lane bicycle facilities will be prioritized and protected from vehicular conflicts at driveway.


			





			16


			Erin Miller


			1f


			safety for vehicles?  or safety for pedestrians and bicycles and efficiency for vehicles?


			





			17


			Erin Miller


			1f


			Planting of additional trees must be coordinated with MTA Transit Operations and Livable Streets.


			





			18


			Erin Miller


			2c


			This must be coordinated with MTA Traffic Engineering.


			





			19


			Erin Miller


			4


			Coordinate with MTA Livable Streets


			





			20


			Erin Miller


			5


			Coordinate with MTA Transit Operations and Traffic Engineering


			





			21


			Erin Miller


			6


			Confirm title and guideline language with MTA Livable Streets (don't think we're calling it a cycletrack)


			





			22


			Patrick Golier


			General Bicycle Comments


			1. The right turn lane into the parking garage cannot be to the left of the bike lane- even during events (not legal according to the Highway Design Manual)


1. Make sure that the curb extensions accommodate the bike lanes


1. Where is the bicycle parking for the Arena located and how to cyclists navigate from a bicycle lane to the parking?


1. On-street loading- especially taxi and other drop-off pick-up areas should include a protective barrier between that function and the bike lane (rolled curb and/or flexible channelizers)


1. Provide a bike box at SB Beale and Bryant to facilitate left turning cyclists


1. Provide a bike box at EB Bryant and Embarcadero to facilitate left-turning cyclists


1. Main Street bike lane should extend to Folsom


1. Beale Street bike lane should extend to Harrison


			





			


			Patrick Go


			SWL 330


			1. Will Beale Street still be closed to vehicles at Embarcadero?  If so, it seems that there may be too many conflicts between vehicles/peds/bikes on Bryant Street – every vehicle will have to use Bryant to get to the only entrance to SWL300 on Beale Street.  Plus peds and bikes seem to be encouraged on Bryant based on the comments on improving conditions for those modes there.  Why not keep Beale Street generally free of vehicles and enhance the ped and bike realm there?  Perhaps there could be a mid-block crossing added at Beale/Embarcadero for bikes/peds.  If Beale Street will carry the burden of the entry/exit point to the off-street parking for SWL 300, then some additional safety considerations, particularly for cyclists, may need to be added on Bryant.


			





			


			Patrick Go


			Embarcadero Median


			1. Please do not widen the width of the median – we will likely be recommending that we narrow the median in order to find room for the protected bikeway.  Removal of the SB left turn bay at Bryant is fine – but please do not widen the Muni ROW/median anywhere along the Embarcadero!!


			





			


			Patrick Go


			Embarcadero Cycletrack


			1. We should refer to the project as the “Protected Bikeway”
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STREETSCAPE ADVISORY TEAM MEETING NOTES 



GSW Mixed-Use Development Project – Pier 30; SWL 330 



 



Planner:  Elizabeth Watty 



 



Date:  December 12, 2013 



 



Attendees: Elizabeth Watty, Alexis Smith, Nick Perry, Greg Riessen, Maia Small 



  



The Project includes the construction of a multi-purpose event center, public open space, 



maritime uses, a parking facility and visitor-serving retail and restaurant uses on the 



approximately 13-acre Piers 30-32. The Project also includes a mixed-use development on an 



approximate 2.3 acre area of Seawall Lot 330, located directly across The Embarcadero from 



Piers 30-32. Seawall Lot 330 would be developed with a variety of mixed uses, including 



residential, hotel, and retail uses. Collectively, the Piers 30-32 improvements together with the 



mixed-use development on Seawall Lot 330 comprise the proposed project. 



 



The team suggests that GSW implement several pedestrian, bicycle, transit and traffic 



improvements within the project vicinity, as described below and illustrated on the attached 



drawing.  It should be noted that none of these improvements would require any reconfiguration 



of roadway geometries; in other words, traffic operations would not be affected, and therefore no 



modifications would be necessary to the GSW traffic study.  These improvements would also 



enable the retention of the majority of on-street parking; only a handful of on-street spaces would 



have to be removed.  



 



1. Pier 30 Driveway:  
a. The curb cut and garage opening for Pier 30-32 should be reduced to a maximum 



width of 22’-0”, with one lane inbound and one lane outbound.  Within the garage 



structure, the driveway/aisle can be wider than 22’, but the width of the driveway as it 



crosses the Embarcadero promenade should be no wider than 22’.   



b. Bulb outs, each ~ 30’ long, should be added adjacent to either side of the Pier’s curb 



cut.  These would maximize visibility at the driveway, improving safety. 



c. There should be a KEEP CLEAR stencil on the roadway in front of the driveway.   



This would enable outbound driveway traffic to access the northbound-left turn 



pocket for Bryant/Embarcadero without being blocked by queued vehicles. 



d. During arena events, the northbound Embarcadero curb lane should be coned off to 



become a right-turn-only lane into the arena (as is shown on attached drawing).  In 



the shadow of this single inbound lane would be the single outbound driveway lane.  



This configuration is simple, would not require traffic attendants to stand in the 



roadway, and would enable northbound traffic on the Embarcadero to proceed at all 



times.  



e. During non-event times, no cones would be required, and the driveway would 



function like a typical driveway.  Both northbound Embarcadero lanes would function 



as through lanes during non-event times. 



f. To maximize safety for vehicles exiting the driveway and entering the northbound-



left turn pocket to Bryant/Embarcadero, the length of the turn pocket should be 



shortened by ~60 feet so that the turn pocket begins exactly at the driveway.  This 
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must not conflict with bicycle and pedestrian access, particularly if curb lane bicycle facilities exist.
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Any curb lane bicycle facilities will be prioritized and protected from vehicular conflicts at driveway.
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safety for vehicles?  or safety for pedestrians and bicycles and efficiency for vehicles?
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way, outbound driveway vehicles would only have to merge through one traffic lane 



(during events, or two lanes during non-event), not two traffic lanes (or three lanes 



during non-event times).  One palm tree should be planted in the expanded median to 



match the existing tree pattern. 



 



2. SWL 330:  



a. The Streetscape Advisory Team has concerns about the number and size of the curb 



cuts on the SWL 330 site, as well as the Porte Cochere, as these substantially detract 



from the pedestrian realm.  



b. To serve SWL 330, there should be only one consolidated curb cut on Beale Street.  



There should be no curb cut on Bryant Street. 



c. Consider opportunities to improve the existing plaza at the south end of the SWL 330 



Site, at Beale Street and The Embarcadero. 



 



3. Pedestrian Improvements:  
a. Along the south sidewalk of Bryant Street, from Main Street (just west of the 



eastbound stop bar) to the Embarcadero, take advantage of the painted center median 



and excessive lane widths in order to widen the sidewalk to as wide as possible (at 



least to 15’), as this will be a major pedestrian route. The widened sidewalk would 



connect with the point where the proposed paseo meets Main Street, enabling shorter 



pedestrian crossings for pedestrians traveling to and from Main Street.  (May require 



removal of one parking space, immediately west of Main St intersection.) 



b. To shorten pedestrian crossing distances and enhance pedestrian safety, install bulb-



outs at the following locations: 



 Northwest corner of Embarcadero/Bryant, bulbing into the westbound curb 



lane of Bryant St (no parking removal required) 



 Southwest corner of Embarcadero/Bryant, bulbing into the southbound 



Embarcadero parking lane and connecting with widened Bryant St south 



sidewalk.  (1-2 parking spaces removed) 



 Northeast corner of Main/Bryant, bulbing into the northbound Main St 



parking lane (no parking removal required due to existing fire hydrant) 



 Northwest corner of Main/Bryant, bulbing into both the southbound Main St 



parking lane (no parking removal required due to existing pump station 



driveway) and the westbound Bryant St parking lane (1-2 parking spaces 



removed) 



 Northeast corner of Beale/Bryant, bulbing into both the westbound Bryant St 



parking lane (remove only one space due to existing fire hydrant) and the 



northbound Beale St parking lane (no parking removal required due to 



existing fire hydrant) 



 Southeast corner of Beale/Bryant, bulbing into the eastbound Bryant St 



parking lane (1-2 parking spaces removed) 



c. Widen all crosswalks at Embarcadero/Bryant, Main/Bryant and Beale/Bryant, as 



shown on graphic.  Install Continental-style crosswalks, which is Better Streets Plan 



standard. 
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Planting of additional trees must be coordinated with MTA Transit Operations and Livable Streets.
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This must be coordinated with MTA Traffic Engineering.











4. Bicycle Improvements:  
a. Install an eastbound bike lane on Bryant between Beale Street and the Embarcadero.  



This would connect the existing bike lane on Beale Street with the Embarcadero and 



would be a major inbound bike route for the arena.  This lane would take advantage 



of overly-wide traffic lanes, and not require the removal of parking or reconfiguration 



of traffic lanes. 



b. Install a westbound bike lane on Bryant Street between the Embarcadero and Main 



Street.  Combined with (c) below, this would connect the Embarcadero with Main 



Street and would be a major outbound bike route for the arena.  This would take 



advantage of overly-wide traffic lanes, and not require the removal of on-street 



parking or a reduction in travel lanes. 



c. Install a northbound bike lane on Main between Bryant and Harrison streets. This 



would take advantage of overly-wide traffic lanes, and not require the removal of on-



street parking or a reduction in travel lanes. 



 



 



5. Embarcadero Median:  
a. Remove the 300’ southbound left/U-turn pocket on The Embarcadero as it 



approaches Bryant Street, and increase the width of the median. This improvement 



will improve the signal operations (especially for transit) and will shorten pedestrian 



crossings at what would be a high-volume crosswalk during events at Pier 30.  Three 



palm trees should be planted in this median to match the existing tree pattern. 



b. At Embarcadero/Bryant, upgrade the hatched painted medians into upgraded/widened 



crosswalks, coordinated with 3(c) above (both the north and south sides of the 



median). 



 



6. Embarcadero Cycletrack 
a. Please dimension the sidewalk width along the Embarcadero, between the curb line 



and the arena building wall.   The sidewalk width needs to be sufficient so as to not 



preclude the planned Embarcadero Cycletrak options currently under study by 



SFMTA. 
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Coordinate with MTA Livable Streets
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Coordinate with MTA Transit Operations and Traffic Engineering
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Confirm title and guideline language with MTA Livable Streets (don't think we're calling it a cycletrack)
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Need to coordinate with MTA Traffic Engineering evaluations for traffic management at this intersection.  Erin and Paul have met to discuss informally.  


















22 , Wed @ 3:30 at the Planning Department.  Please pass along the invitation to members of the
MTA that need to attend (I think you will be on vacation, right?) (Liz:  could you please forward the
electronic invitation to Erin and Diane Oshima). 
 
The purpose of the meeting is to provide collective ‘on-the-same-page’ City feedback to the project
sponsor.  To that end, we agreed to discuss the Pedestrian/Streetscape proposals in advance of this
meeting on Wed. 1/15 at noon at the Planning Department (invitation already sent).  At that
meeting, we will also be discussing our collective City feedback on the TMP.  Nick, please feel free to
attend this meeting and pass along to anyone in Citywide that you think should participate. 
 
Thank you!








From: Hussain, Lila
To: Reilly, Catherine
Subject: RE: Salesforce site for an Arena?
Date: Wednesday, March 05, 2014 8:56:16 AM


I can talk after my HPS staff meeting at 9:30am.
 
Ciao,
 
Lila
 


From: Reilly, Catherine
Sent: Wednesday, March 5, 2014 8:49 AM
To: Bohee, Tiffany
Cc: Hussain, Lila
Subject: FW: Salesforce site for an Arena?
 
Tiffany – if you have a few minutes this week, could we talk about this rumor so that we are all on
the same page on what needs to be done under the Redevelopment Plan? 


Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
From: corinnewoods@cs.com [mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 04, 2014 7:38 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine; Hussain, Lila
Subject: Salesforce site for an Arena?
 
Might want to look up the zoning for Blocks 29-32.  Speculation is rampant:


http://www.sfgate.com/warriors/article/Warriors-arena-supporters-may-shoot-for-alternate-
5289188.php#photo-5974766



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=134B9B74E2F044C9A45B25ABC6094359-LILA HUSSAIN

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

http://www.sfgate.com/warriors/article/Warriors-arena-supporters-may-shoot-for-alternate-5289188.php#photo-5974766

http://www.sfgate.com/warriors/article/Warriors-arena-supporters-may-shoot-for-alternate-5289188.php#photo-5974766






From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
To: Wise, Viktoriya; Bollinger, Brett
Cc: Jose I. Farran (jifarran@adavantconsulting.com)
Subject: Re: GSW: TMP comments
Date: Monday, January 13, 2014 6:54:42 PM
Attachments: SF Warriors Arena TMP Draft_NOV 13-paa vwise version 2.docx


Hi there
Attached is our review of the TMP.  


Luba C. Wyznyckyj, AICP
LCW Consulting
3990 20th Street
San Francisco, CA 94114
(t) 415-252-7255
(c) 415-385-7031


On Jan 12, 2014, at 7:04 PM, Wise, Viktoriya wrote:


Hi –
I finally had a chance to finish my comments on the TMP.  Attached is the version of
the document that MTA commented on plus my comments, plus Luba’s feedback to
date (email to me on 1/3).  To the extent possible, please add any additional comments
to this version (due 1/13 but we can give till noon on 1/14 if necessary).  Brett, not sure
if you had comments to add.  If yes, please add them to this version.  Also, please save
this on the I drive. 
 
Thank you! 
<SF Warriors Arena TMP Draft_NOV 13-paa vwise.docx>
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[bookmark: _Toc372617990]EXECUTIVE SUMMARY	Comment by VWise: General comments:  
 The TMP needs to address loading at the Pavilion, not just passenger but freight.  Loading operations for the Piers and SWL 330 have to be discussed.  Consider adding a chapter titled “Driveway and Loading Operations Plan.”  
Vehicular access to SWL 330 and other land uses that use The Embarcadero between Townsend and Bryant post events needs to be described. We had to include this for Candlestick and AC34.
Concerts should probably be included in the TMP as they are different from conventions, and will be the most common event.  Because we will not be conducting a quantitative analysis of concerts in the EIR, we will need to rely on and refer heavily to the TMP for our discussion of how pedestrian and vehicular traffic would be managed. 
We would like to see more discussion of how the garage driveway and pedestrians and bicyclists on The Embarcadero would be managed. The discussion is very light - just that PCOs will likely have to manage the situation. Or we can include the mitigation measure that we had for the cruise terminal (and I think the Exploratorium).  
 Please provide information about travel demand management during non-event conditions.   How would the driveway across The Embarcadero be managed, for example?  	Comment by Luba Wyznyckyj: Need to include a section on protocol for emergency vehicle access pre-event and post-event.


The Transportation Management Plan (TMP) is a management and operating plan designed to provide multi-modal access to a range of events at the new Golden State Warriors Pavilion in San Francisco as well as activities at the mixed-use development on Seawall Lot 330 located directly across The Embarcadero from the new Pavilion. The purpose of the plan is to reduce vehicular impacts to the South Beach/China Basin Waterfront and in adjacent neighborhoods while providing access to the Pavilion and adjacent retail uses, with a focus on promoting and facilitating use of the extensive, nearby public transit services and pedestrian and bicycle infrastructure. 


The TMP is a working document that will remains continuously informed by the on-going “Waterfront Transportation Assessment” (WTA) led by the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency (SFMTA), and will be expanded and refined by the Warriors, the City of San Francisco, and other agencies responsible for carrying out the plan. An active monitoring process will occur during the first year of operation to make any necessary adjustments.  It is also anticipated that subsequent refinements will be made to respond to changing event types and schedules, new transportation access and parking opportunities, and planned transportation improvements that are implemented in the Pavilion vicinity.


[bookmark: _GoBack]The TMP provides a summary of planned major transportation projects, the Pavilion project description, event scenarios that are addressed in this document, existing transportation facilities, travel characteristics of  Pavilion attendees, transportation control recommendations, and communication strategies. The travel characteristic assumptions for the new Pavilion are based on the analysis prepared for the project environmental impact report.


The scenarios addressed in this plan are as follows.


· Typical Day (Non-Event Day)


· Small Event – a weekday convention with 6,000 attendees	Comment by Luba Wyznyckyj: I agree that per Viktoriya’s comment below, that the convention plan should be for the attendance that we are analyzing in the EIR – 9,000 attendees.


· Concert – a weeknight event with 9,000 attendees	Comment by Albert, Peter: I recommend adding this since the concert-goers will likely be more one-time, transit-based and (due to age, other characteristics) of possible greater “management” concern to area residents.   	Comment by VWise: I agree.  The only other thing I would consider is doing the analysis on the same level of attendees as the EIR.  
We are doing 9,000 for weekday convention.  We are not analyzing concerts but for the Travel Demand calculations, we are assuming 14K.  Just FYI.  


· Peak Event (pre-game) – Warriors game with 18,000 attendees


· Peak Event (post-game) – Warriors game with 18,000 attendees


· Peak Event coinciding with AT&T Event


Transportation control strategies that are identified in the Plan include provision of an on-site Transportation Management Center (TMC) in the Pavilion, designation of a Parking Control Officer (PCO) supervisor who will staff the TMC and manage game day controls, the location of PCO’s who will direct vehicular and pedestrian traffic under various event scenarios, a post-game street closure on Tthe Embarcadero for the peak event, designation of a temporary taxi stand for a convention event, and designation of peak event drop-off and pick-up locations. 	Comment by Luba Wyznyckyj: The official name of the street is The Embarcadero


The transportation control strategies also address transit boarding at the nearby Brannan MuniUNI station, pedestrian control at the Pavilion garage driveway on the Embarcadero, support for taxi loading and a temporary pick-up location for the vehicular valet stand during the peak event.	Comment by Luba Wyznyckyj: Its Muni, not MUNI
Sorry. 



Communication strategies that are identified in the Plan include promotion, outreach and wayfinding strategies designed to inform event attendees of the various transportation options that are available and provide directions on how to access them.  This includes a description of transportation information that will be provided by the Warriors and event promoters with event ticket purchases. The wayfinding strategies include a series of temporary signs that will be placed to facilitate pedestrian, bicycle, and vehicle circulation and access.





Warriors Pavilion Transportation Management Plan


November 2013
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[bookmark: _Toc358019627][bookmark: _Toc372617991]INTRODUCTION


This introduction describes the purpose, goals, and objectives of the Transportation Management Plan (TMP) for the Golden States Warriors Pavilion project (“Pavilion”). It gives a project overview within the San Francisco context, including ongoing and upcoming projects that will change the transportation system in the area and may prompt adjustments to the TMP in the coming years. It then lists organizations and agencies with a stake in the project with their respective roles and responsibilities, and discusses the overall TMP implementation strategy, including coordination between stakeholders. Finally, it outlines the information contained in the remainder of the TMP. 


[bookmark: _Toc372617992][bookmark: _Toc358019628]TMP Purpose, Goal and Objectives 


The purpose of the TMP is to outline strategies to optimize access to and from the Pavilion within the constraints inherent to a large public event. Its main goal is to minimize negative impacts to the surrounding neighborhood. In particular, it seeks to minimize conflicts between vehicles, pedestrians, bicycles, and transit.


The objectives of the TMP are:


To maximize traffic safety for all road users at key locations around the Pavilion site and broader neighborhood during event ingress and egress; 


To facilitate and promote use of non-automobile transportation by people attending and supporting Pavilion events; and


To ensure efficient exit of vehicles from the Pavilion garage located mid-block on The Embarcadero between Bryant Street and Brannan Street.


The TMP is a living document and may will be amended from time to time as travel patterns change as a result of development and changes to the roadway infrastructure and operations, upon the City’s prior approval. The Golden State Warriors is committed to complying with the TMP.


[bookmark: _Toc372617993][bookmark: _Toc358019630]Key Stakeholders 


Key stakeholders in the TMP and their respective roles and responsibilities are listed in Table 11.





			[bookmark: _Ref370224854][bookmark: _Toc372618256]
Table 11: Key Stakeholders, Roles, and Responsibilities 





			Key Stakeholders


			Roles and Responsibilities





			Golden State Warriors (GSW)


			The GSW is the project sponsor and is responsible for compliance with the TMP.





			San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency (SFMTA)


			The SFMTA has jurisdiction over the City’s public right-of-way (ROW) and manages all surface transportation infrastructure and systems in the City, including roads, sidewalks, bicycle lanes, parking, transit, and traffic control1. This includes San Francisco’s bus and light rail service under the Muni brand, which will provide access to the Pavilion. Recommendations related to physical changes to the ROW have to be reviewed and approved by the SFMTA.





			Caltrans


			Caltrans is California’s Department of Transportation and has jurisdiction over the freeways that provide regional vehicle access to the proposed Pavilion site.





			Port of San Francisco (Port)


			The Port of San Francisco (Port) has jurisdiction over San Francisco’s waterfront, including The Embarcadero and a few city blocks inland from the water’s edge1. The Port also oversees operation of the ferry terminals at the near-by Ferry Building as well as general water taxi and transit access facilities.  Revenues from parking meters on those street segments belong to the Port, and street uses on those segments, such as designated passenger pick-up and drop-off locations, have to be coordinated and approved by the Port.





			San Francisco Bay Conservation and Development Commission (BCDC)


			The BCDC is the federally-designated state coastal management agency for the San Francisco Bay segment of the California coastal zone. This designation empowers the Commission to use the authority of the federal Coastal Zone Management Act to ensure that federal projects and activities are consistent with the policies of the Bay Plan and state law2. 





			San Francisco County Transportation Authority (SFCTA)


			The SFCTA serves as the Congestion Management Agency (CMA) for San Francisco County.





			San Francisco Planning Department


			The Planning Department is responsible for reviewing project applications, including the assessment of environmental impacts on the City and its residents, as well as complying and enforcing the Planning and Zoning Code and implementing the General Plans.





			San Francisco Department of Public Works (DPW)


			DPW is responsible for street maintenance and implementation of streetscape projects in San Francisco, including curb ramp installations and upgrades. Recommendations for physical changes to the ROW would be implemented by DPW under direction of SFMTA.





			San Francisco Police Department (SFPD)


			SFPD is responsible for emergency response, oversight/override of traffic control plans, incident management, and coordination with SFFD and the California Highway Patrol as needed.





			San Francisco Fire Department (SFFD)


			SFFD provides fire suppression and emergency medical services to the residents, visitors, and workers within San Francisco.





			Caltrain


			Caltrain is a California commuter rail line connecting San Francisco to the Peninsula and Santa Clara Valley to the South. Its terminal station in the north is at 4th and King Streets, approximately 1 mile south of the project site.





			Bay Area Rapid Transit (BART)	Comment by VWise: Please consider including the ferry providers as well (GGT, WETA).  


			BART is a rapid transit system that serves the San Francisco Bay Area. It operates five routes with 44 stations in four counties. Downtown San Francisco is roughly the geographic center of the BART system, and its Embarcadero station is less than one mile from the project site.





			San Francisco Bicycle Coalition (SFBC)	Comment by VWise: This is the only non-governmental organization included in the list.  If we include them, should we include others as well?  Like the CAC, for instance.  


			The SFBC is San Francisco’s bicycle advocacy group and provides free, volunteer bicycle valet parking services at several events around the City, including Giants games at AT&T Park. The SFBC also has an interest in bicyclist circulation and safety, particularly along designated bicycle routes.





			Notes:


1. Although the Port has jurisdiction over certain street segments in San Francisco, SFMTA still manages all aspects of surface transportation on those streets under agreement with the Port.


2. Source: http://www.bcdc.ca.gov/history.shtml.


Source: Fehr & Peers, 2013.











[bookmark: _Toc372617994][bookmark: _Toc358019629]Project Context 


The proposed Pavilion site consists of Piers 30-32 along the waterfront in the South Beach neighborhood of San Francisco and is well-served by local and regional transit (Muni, BART, ferries, regional buses and Caltrain) as well as bicycle and pedestrian facilities, a robust roadway network, and freeway access. The project location is illustrated on Figure 11. The project site plan is illustrated on Figure 11.  


Over the past several years, many projects in the area have affected the transportation system, including the opening of the Giants baseball stadium in 2000, the construction of several residential towers, and the opening of the T-third light rail line connecting San Francisco’s Financial District to Sunnydale, which started operation in 2007. Several additional, significant transportation investments at or near the site are projected to begin operation within the next 5-10 years, including SFMTA’s Central Subway, the electrification of Caltrain and expansion and upgrades to the ferry terminals.  These types of capacity and service enhancements are included in the WTA and provide essential context for planning safe, efficient transportation access to the Pavilion, adjacent retail uses and Seawall Lot 330.          


The projects listed in the following sections, which are either ongoing or upcoming, will also impact the transportation system in the area and may warrant changes to the TMP. Note that although there are no projects specifically intended for pedestrians, many projects include pedestrian improvements or have implications for pedestrian circulation and safety.





[bookmark: _Ref370226860][bookmark: _Toc372618244]Figure 11: Project Location
	Comment by Albert, Peter: The inset map on this page is key to illustrating the transit-rich setting, so it should also show  “Ferry Building,” “Future Transbay Terminal” and Muni Metro platforms at Folsom and Brannan. 


[bookmark: _Toc372618245]Figure 12: Site Plan	Comment by Albert, Peter: Considering importance of Transit, I recommend extending map a bit south to show Brannan Street Muni station.





[bookmark: _Toc372617995]Transit Projects


SFMTA


Several major near-term and long-term SFMTA Muni projects are proposed that directly improve service frequency, capacity, travel time, cost-effectiveness and reliability in the vicinity of the project site.


SFMTA Transit Effectiveness Project (TEP) – This is an ongoing SFMTA program that aims to improve Muni service and reliability. The project includes both general improvements throughout the system and measures for specific transit lines. Implementation is ongoing and scheduled for completion in 2016. The following changes are scheduled to take place in the project area:


· Increased service frequency and transit travel priority treatments to key Muni bus and streetcar corridors within ½ mile of the project site, including the F Market, 14 Mission, 1 California, 5 Fulton, 38 Geary, 21 Hayes and 31 Balboa.,      


· Introduction of the E Embarcadero streetcar line, connecting Fisherman’s Wharf with the Fourth and King Caltrain station (nearest stop: Brannan Station).


· Realignment of the 10 Townsend to serve the Mission Bay neighborhood (nearest stop: Second Street and Bryant Street).


· Introduction of the 11 Downtown Connector, providing service to Van Ness Avenue and Bay Street via North Beach and Van Ness Muni Station via Folsom/Harrison (nearest stop: Second Street and Harrison Street), and related discontinuation of the 12 Folsom bus route (with same nearest stop).


· Frequency and Capacity enhancements for Muni Metro, including the two lines that run closest to the site (the N Judah and T Third but affecting all five Muni Metro lines which serve the Embarcadero Station 2/3 from the project site,


· Select “pilot” trials on lines within ½ mile of the project site that speed up corridor travel time and may become standard service plan features, such as the 5 Fulton “Limited”Discontinuation of the 12 Folsom bus route (nearest stop: Second Street and Harrison Street).


SFMTA Central Subway – SFMTA Muni proposes to operate a light rail subway at high frequency between Chinatown, Union Square, Yerban Buena Gardens and the Caltrain depot at 4th and King Streets (about 3/4 mile from the project site) beginning in 2019.  The T Third would be divered north of the Channel to serve this subway, and would no longer operate along the waterfront.  Construction of this project is well underway.


SFMTA Bus Rapid Transit – SFMTA proposes to build and operate two Muni “rapid bus” corridors with terminals within ¾ mile from the project site:  the Van Ness corridor (with one of two lines terminating at 4th & King Streets) and the Geary Corridor.  These service and infrastructure enhancements are expected to be in operation by 2020, bringing faster, higher-capacity transit between the site and Northwest San Francisco.  


Transbay Transit Center – The new Transbay Transit Center, currently under construction and scheduled for completion in 2017, will be a major hub serving 11 transit providers. It will be located between Beale, First, Mission and Howard Streets, approximately ½-mile from the project site. During construction, AC Transit, Muni, and SamTrans (among others) are utilizing the Temporary Transbay Terminal facilities located between Howard, Folsom, Main, and Beale Streets, approximately 1/3-mile from the project site. All bus operations will move to the Transit Center after construction is complete. The relocation of bus operations will include the reinstatement of this facility as a major Muni terminal and hub close to the project site and will not substantially affect the pedestrian paths of Pavilion attendees who utilize these bus services since the terminals are in close proximity. 


The Transit Center will also eventually become the northern terminus for Caltrain service, which will bring this service approximately ½-mile closer to the Pavilion as compared to the current northern terminus, one mile away at Fourth and King Streets. This change will affect pedestrian patterns of Pavilion attendees who utilize Caltrain service. The Caltrain Downtown Extension (DTX) is a planned project that has not been fully funded or environmentally cleared. 


Transbay Center District Plan – This Public Realm Plan component of the Transbay Center District Plan implements the changes to the circulation network to accommodate the projected levels of density and activity generated by the Transbay Transit Center. Changes relevant to the Pavilion site:


· Removal of vehicular travel lanes on Fremont Street, Beale Street, Main Street, and southbound Spear Street north of Folsom Street.


· On Folsom Street, adding a vehicular travel lane in the westbound direction from Fremont Street to The Embarcadero and removing a lane in the eastbound direction between The Embarcadero and Third Street.


· Sidewalk widening on both sides of the street on Folsom Street (between The Embarcadero and Third Street) and north of Folsom Street on Fremont Street and Beale Street.


· Sidewalk widening on the west side of Main Street and Spear Street.


· Pedestrian bulbouts at intersections along Folsom Street (from Spear Street to First Street), and along Spear Street and Main Street (north of Folsom Street).


These network changes will have impacts onaffect the vehicular and pedestrian flows near the proposed Pavilion site.


Ferry Building Landings and Terminals – the Port of San Francisco operates the ferry terminals at the Ferry Building ½ mile from the project site, in cooperation with the Water Emergency Transportation Authority (WETA) and Golden Gate Transit.  Frequent, daily ferry service is provided between this site and seven cities in Alameda, Solano, San Mateo and Marin Counties.  The Ferry Building is also a major Muni bus and streetcar terminal hub, serving numerous cross-town and downtown lines..


[bookmark: _Toc372617996]Bicycle Projects


The 2009 Bike Plan includes several improvements to the bicycle network throughout the City. Of the improvements approved for implementation in the near-term, the following projects will affect bicycle circulation in the vicinity of the site: 


The installation of a Class II[footnoteRef:1] bicycle lane on Fremont Street (one-way northbound) between Harrison Street and Howard Street. [1:  Class II facilities are striped lanes on roadways designated for use by bicycles.] 



The conversion of the Class III[footnoteRef:2] bicycle facility on Howard between The Embarcadero and Fremont Street into a Class II bicycle lane. [2:  Class III facilities are designated roadways where bicycles and vehicles share travel lanes.] 



The conversion of the Class III bicycle facility on 2nd Street to Class II bicycle lanes.


Expansion and extension of the Folsom Street Class II bicycle lanes. 


SFMTA is also considering the addition of a two-way Class I (physically separated from automobile traffic) cycle track along The Embarcadero (Inset 1-1). Although this project is not currently included in the Bike Plan, grant funding has recently been awarded to SFMTA to design the cycle track.





			Inset 1-1 – Cycle Track Illustration





			[image: C:\Users\bgrandy\Desktop\SF Arena\Draft TMP v2 (Nov 13)\Embarcadero Cycle Track.png]





			Source: SPUR, Buildling the EmBIKEadero Waterfront Bike Path








Bicycle Sharing – the Bay Area Air Quality Management District and the SFMTA’ debuted the Bay Area Bicycle Sharing program in 2013 with 35 bicycle stations and 350 bicycles in and around Downtown San Francisco, including directly across the Embarcadero from the project site.  SFMTA has plans to expand this network and intensity distribution within this core to reach at least 500 bikes within the next year.  


As these projects are implemented, modifications to the control strategies outlined in the TMP may be warranted.





[bookmark: _Toc372617997]Regional Traffic Projects


Proposal to remove the northern section of Interstate 280 – This proposal is currently being explored by the City and would remove the I-280 terminus on- and off-ramps from their current location adjacent to the Caltrain Station at Fourth and King Streets. This removal may have various benefits, including uniting the neighborhoods currently split by the freeway, opening up land for development, reducing the complexity of the downtown rail extension, and reducing vehicle-pedestrian conflicts at the crossing outside the Caltrain Station. If this project moves forward, it will affect access to the Pavilion.	Comment by Luba Wyznyckyj: Could we please add a little more that a substantial amount of additional discussion and analysis is required before the details of such an effort are developed to a level at which that project’s effects on the transportation system could be understood. That it will undergo its own environmental review. 



[bookmark: _Toc372617998][bookmark: _Toc358019631]Implementation Strategy 


[bookmark: _Toc372617999]Coordination with Agencies and Transit Providers


Traffic controls proposed in the TMP will require coordination with several of the agencies described in section 1.2. Table 12 summarizes the necessary coordination between the Warriors and public agencies and transit providers during Pavilion events.


			[bookmark: _Ref370224905][bookmark: _Toc372618257]
Table 12: Control and Service Coordination Summary





			Control or Service


			Agency


			Coordination





			Post-game special train service to South Bay


			Caltrain


			Real-time communication between Transportation Management Control (TMC) and Caltrain during games so that train can be put into service at 4th/King station at appropriate time.





			Changeable message sign on I-280


			Caltrans, SFMTA


			Location, installation, and operation of changeable message signs alerting drivers on northbound I-280 of closures on The Embarcadero.





			Use of existing SFgo video cameras for observation of traffic conditions on streets pre-, during, and post-event


			SFMTA


			Permission from SFMTA to see live streams from video cameras from the TMC room at the Pavilion.





			Traffic management by Parking Control Officers (PCOs) on the streets pre-, during, and post-event 


			SFMTA


			Real-time communication between TMC and PCOs on the street. 





			Post-game special northbound light rail service 


			SFMTA (Muni)


			Real-time communication between TMC and SFMTA (Muni) during games so that additional light rail trains can be put into service at 4th/King station at appropriate time.





			Valet bicycle parking during events	Comment by VWise: Is valet bicycle parking available only during events?  Is the SFBC really going to provide valet parking for up to 200+ events at the site?  


			SFBC


			The provision of free valet bicycle parking at the Pavilion must be coordinated with the SFBC.





			Curb Cuts and Curb ramp upgrades	Comment by VWise: This does not strike me as a control strategy.  It is just a positive attribute of the project.  I recommend deleting. 


			DPW


			Installation of curb cuts, curb ramps at street intersections where they are missing, and curb ramp upgrades must be coordinated with DPW’s Ramp Upgrade Program.





			Enhanced post-game BART service on event days


			BART


			Coordination of game schedules so that BART augment service by providing additional train cars post-game. 





			On-street parking special event pricing


			SFMTA (SFpark), Port


			Provide event schedule to SFpark’s group within SFMTA and the Port for implementation of special event pricing at on-street parking meters during events.	Comment by VWise: We will need to define a boundary of where this applies at some point.  I recommend suggesting a boundary in this document and adding an explanation that the boundary is flexible and will be responsive to changing parking conditions/needs.  





			Source: Fehr & Peers 2013.











[bookmark: _Toc372618000][bookmark: _Toc358019632]Document Organization 


Chapter 2 summarizes the Pavilion project and outlines the event scenarios. Chapter 3 describes the existing transportation system in the project vicinity, including the street network, transit, bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure, and regional traffic access. Chapter 4 describes the travel demand management program that will be implemented to increase the level of access to the project by transit, bicycling and walking. Chapter 5 describes the anticipated characteristics of Pavilion attendees, including the key assumptions on which the TMP recommendations are based. Chapter 6 describes the proposed controls and is organized by event scenario, ranging from the simplest event (i.e. a typical day) to most complex event (Pavilion event concurrent with event in AT&T Park), and is organized so that the controls listed in each section add to the controls listed in each of the previous sections. Finally, Chapter 7 discusses communication strategies designed to complement the controls listed in Chapter 6, and includes wayfinding and outreach. Chapter 8 describes how the TMP will be monitored and refined over time. 	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: What about a typical day (no events)?  This is one of the scenarios listed in the summary of this document.  Will there be any transportation management during non-event days?  


[bookmark: _Toc372618001]PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND EVENT SCENARIOS


[bookmark: _Toc372618002]Project Description 	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Now that the EIR project description is almost final, please make sure what is presented in this document is consistent with what is in the EIR.  It would also be advisable to use the same terminology.  


[bookmark: _Toc372618003]General


The proposed site is comprised of Piers 30-32, located along The Embarcadero at Bryant Street; and Seawall Lot 330, across the Embarcadero from Piers 30-32, at the corner of Bryant Street. The current program for the Pavilion site includes the following:	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: The description for this portion of the project is not included in this section except for one small sentence towards the end.  


Seating capacity: 18,064.


90,000 square feet of retail in multiple buildings along the Embarcadero sidewalk.


Red’s Java House, currently located at the northwest corner of the site, will be relocated to the southwest corner of Piers 30-32 and have outdoor seating.


18,470 square foot fire house with capacity for three boats along the north side of the pier.


7.6 acres of open space.	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Consider adding another bullet point or two to acknowledge that the project also includes ancillary offices, GSW practice facility, water and ferry docks.  


The public realm zones and uses for the pavilion are shown below in Inset 2-1. There will be two entries to the Pavilion, one at the North Entry Plaza at the northwest corner and one at the South Plaza at the southwest corner of Pier 30-32.   The North Entry Plaza is an accessible entry from Embarcadero that provides access to the retail uses and the Pavilion. Pedestrians will be able to gain access to retail uses and the upper plaza/terraces via a series of ramps or stairs. The South Plaza is an accessible entry that provides access to upper venues via the Grand Stair that will have both accessible ramps and stairs. The South Plaza will include a large event space and the relocated Red’s Java House.


			Inset 2-1 – Pavilion Public Realm Zones and Uses	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: This graphic is hard to read.  Suggest making it larger or full page.  





			[image: C:\Users\bgrandy\Desktop\SF Arena\Draft TMP v2 (Nov 13)\Site Plan Public Realm Uses.png]





			Source: Golden State Warriors











The Pier 30-32 improvements maximize public access and open space. The primary outdoor public spaces on the Pier include:


The North Entry Plaza located on the northwest side of the Pier adjacent to the Embarcadero


The South Plaza located on the southwest side of the Pier adjacent to the Embarcadero;


The Bay Promenade, a Pier walk wrapping the North, East and South East edge of the pier;


The Grand Stairs, connecting the South Plaza to the Event Plaza;


The Event Plaza located at Main Concourse Level;


The Upper View Terrace; and


The View Terrace, located on the North side overlooking the Bay.


 Seawall Lot 330 will have a 227 room hotel, 176 residential units, and 30,000 square feet of retail space.	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: At a minimum please add information about parking and loading.  


[bookmark: _Toc372618004]Maritime Uses


The Bay Promenade will be a working waterfront that will include maritime uses such as fireboats, a water taxi landing, a possible ferry landing, and a cruise ship berth on the north and east sides of Piers 30-32. 


A deep water berth along the east edge of the pier. This existing berth is currently used as overflow for the cruise ship terminal at Pier 35 and occasionally for ceremonial ships (i.e. during Fleet Week), and its use would not change. 


A ferry landing (capacity for 1 boat at a time) on the  north side of the pier;


Fireboat landings (capacity for 32 boats at once) on the north side of the pier, for boats relocated from Pier 22½; and


A water taxi landing on the north side of the pier.


[bookmark: _Toc372618005]Vehicle Parking


The current Pavilion program includes a 500-space parking garage broken down as described below:


150 spaces reserved for players, coaches, and the Fire Department;


350 spaces available to the public on non-event days and dedicated for premium ticket holders during an NBA game.


The number of on-site parking spaces may be reduced as the final plans for the Pavilion are developed. This reduction would be part of a distributed parking strategy that would involve a reduced level of on-site parking and additional parking at one or more of three alternative sites.


Site 1: 63 surface or 85 valet parking spaces at Seawall Lot 328, located on the Embarcadero just north of Spear Street (under the bridge), with access on Spear Street.


Site 2: 232 parking spaces at the Caltrans Corp Yard at 434 Main Street (at Bryant Street) with access on Beale Street, Main Street, and Bryant Street.


Site 3: 224 underground parking spaces at the Seawall Lot 330 site (in addition to the original provision) across from the Pavilion, with access on Beale Street.


Site 4: A combination of two or more options as described above.


For diagrams illustrating these locations, please see Appendix B. 


Attendees who purchase reserved parking will receive instructions for entering and exiting the Pavilion garage (or other location) with their ticket confirmation. The parking operation on event days will consist of attendants checking entering vehicles for valid parking access to a space in the garage or lot.	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Could you please elaborate how this will work?  If not properly managed, this could be very inefficient.  Where would this occur (on the Embarcadero, inside the garage?)


Under the current scenario (500-space garage at Pavilion site), on non-event days and on event days with evening events, the garage will be available for public parking to support the retail. Garage operation will consist of attended valet parking. The valet parking drop-off and pick-up location will be on northbound The Embarcadero, north of the garage driveway, where the majority of the retail is located. This placement will require coordination with SFMTA and the Port so that a white curb (passenger loading) can be painted and the curb can be reserved for this purpose. Although valet parking for retail and restaurant users will be available on most event days, vehicles may be parked offsite for some events.	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Please consider providing more information about what happens when all 500 spaces are full.  


In addition to the distributed parking strategy for the 500 spaces described above, the Pavilion program also includes coordination and facilitation with incentives to utilize the over 10,000 parking spaces in garages within a ¾ mile from the project site that are currently underutilized or closed to the public after 6:30 pm on weekdays and on weekends.  More details about this parking strategy are included in Chapter 4: Travel Demand Management.      


.


[bookmark: _Toc372618006]Bicycle Parking


The site will include space for up to 100 bicycles for employees. In addition, it will include a valet bicycle parking facility accessible from the sidewalk at the center of the site, with space for up to 300 bicycles. The valet parking facility will be attended from two hours before tipoff to approximately one hour after the final buzzer.	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Please check for consistency with the EIR PD.  
Will the valet parking be provided during the other 100++ events?  


In addition to the valet bicycle parking program, the Pavilion program will include support for expanding the capacity and number of stations dedicated to the Bay Area Bicycle Sharing program.


[bookmark: _Toc372618007]Event Scenarios 


The primary event scenarios anticipated for the Pavilion are as follows:


Typical Day (Non-Event Day). 


Small Event – convention with 6,000 attendees.


Concert – a weeknight event with 9,000 attendees


Pavilion Peak Event (pre-game) – Warriors game with 18,000 attendees.


Peak Event (post-game) – Warriors game with 18,000 attendees


Peak Event coinciding with AT&T Event (with 41,500 attendees)


The event scenarios and time periods analyzed in the TMP are designed to provide a range of typical scenarios. Transportation control measures for events not specifically described (i.e. concerts) will be derived based on reviewing the plans for events with comparable attendance levels included in the TMP and making adjustments, as needed.	Comment by Luba Wyznyckyj: Concerts need to be added as an event specifically drescribed.


[bookmark: _Toc372618008]Typical Day (Non-Event Day)


The retail, restaurant, and public open space uses located adjacent to the Pavilion will be open 365 days a year.


[bookmark: _Toc372618009]Small Event


Small events (3,000 to 9,000 attendees) may consist of conventions, theater events, small concerts, family shows, non-NBA sporting events, and other types of events to be decided. For the purpose of the TMP, a small event is defined as a convention with an attendance of 6,000 people.


Concert


PLEASE ADD DESCRIPTION – something like “Concerts will range from 7500-9000, happen at night, draw a different type of user than the typical attendee of a Small or Peak Event and who will likely be younger, more transit-dependent, and a less-regular Pavilion user..,    	Comment by Albert, Peter: Need text here


[bookmark: _Toc372618010]Peak Event


Peak events are defined in this TMP as events where more than half the seating capacity of the Pavilion will be occupied; i.e. events with more than 9,000 attendees. These include all GSW pre-season, regular season, and post-season games as well as some larger concerts. The peak event analyzed in detail in the TMP is a sold out basketball game that fills the Pavilion to capacity (18,000 attendees).	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Fyi:  EIR considers 18,064 and some events could be 18,500.  


The NBA regular season consists of 41 home games. 


The majority of games take place in the evening (7:30 pm tipoff). In the 2012-2013 season, there was one daytime game (1:00 pm tipoff) during the regular season and it took place on a holiday (Martin Luther King Day, 01/21/13). Since most concerts typically take place in the evening, most of the egress from the Pavilion will occur at night, during off-peak traffic conditions. At least some games and concerts, however, will have ingress activity during the weekday evening commute period.


[bookmark: _Toc372618011]Peak Event Concurrent with Event at AT&T Park


The traffic controls section of the TMP proposes increasing levels of traffic controls ranging from the smallest event requiring the least control (i.e. typical day scenario) to the most complex event requiring the most controls (i.e. an Pavilion event coinciding with an AT&T Park event). 


[bookmark: _Toc372618012]Typical Annual Event Distribution 


It is anticipated that the Pavilion will have a total of approximately 200-220 events each year, distributed as follows:


43-59 GSW home games (2 pre-season + 41 regular season + a maximum possible of 16 home playoff games), all taking place from 7:30 pm to 10:30 pm.


45 concerts/theater events, mostly on Friday and Saturday nights from 7:30-10:30 pm, concentrated during late Fall, Winter, and Early Spring. 


55 family shows. Tours typically perform 10 shows in the building over 5 days (Wed-Sun) as described in Table X-X.


Approximately 60 other sporting events and conventions distributed throughout the year as the building schedule permits.


Table 21 summarizes the annual event distribution. 






			[bookmark: _Ref370224949][bookmark: _Toc372618258]
Table 21: Typical Annual PAVILION Event Distribution 





			Event Description 


			Quantity


			Event Type1


			Event Time


			Daytime or Evening





			Warriors Events


			43-59	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: 60?  Because that is the absolute maximum.  3+41+16.  


			


			


			





				Pre-season


			2-3


			Peak Event


			7:30 pm – 10:30 pm


			Evening





				Season


			41


			Peak Event


			7:30 pm – 10:30 pm


			Evening





				Post-season


			0-16


			Peak Event


			7:30 pm – 10:30 pm	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: EIR end times in Table 3-10 say the event ends at 9:40.  


			Evening





			Non-Warriors Events


			161


			


			


			





				Concerts


			45


			Peak Event


			Fri-Sat 7:30 pm – 10:30 pm


			Evening





				Family Shows


			55


			Small Event


			


			





			


			15


			Small Event


			Wed-Fri 7:30 pm-9:00 pm


			Evening





			


			5


			Small Event


			Fri 10:30 am-12:00 pm


			Daytime	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: EIR says there are Friday night shows.  





			


			20


			Small Event


			Sat-Sun 11:00 am-1:00 pm


Sat-Sun 3:00 pm-4:30 pm


			Daytime





			


			10


			Small Event


			Sat-Sun 7:00 pm-8:30 pm


			Evening





			


			5	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: The 5 rows above are a subset of the 55 but the way the table is set up, this is not ready apparent.  Please consider modifying table design.  Also, may want to add total number of events.  


			Small Event


			TBD


			TBD





				Other Sporting Events


			30


			TBD


			TBD


			TBD





				Other Events	Comment by VWise: This is called Conventions/Corporate events in the EIR.  I would suggest making all the information consistent with the EIR project description (in this case especially because the TMP references convention events throughout the document).  


			31


			TBD


			TBD


			TBD





			Notes:


1. Of the peak events, it is anticipated that fewer than 10 will overlap with events at AT&T Park.


Source: Golden State Warriors.














[bookmark: _Toc372618013]EXISTING CONDITIONS


Chapter 3 describes existing transportation systems serving the Pavilion site, including the street network, freeways, transit hubs and bicycle facilities.  Select commitments to make near-term significant changes in conditions are certain and fully-funded are noted.  


[bookmark: _Toc372618014]Street Network 


Since the Pavilion site is on the waterfront, the street network serving it extends to the north, west, and south only. 


[bookmark: _Toc372618015]Local Access


Local access to the site is provided by a square grid of streets running northwest-southeast and northeast-southwest; however, for simplification, this document uses the following convention:


Northwest = North


Southeast = South


Northeast = East


Southwest = West


This section describes the streets that are most relevant for access to the immediate vicinity of the site and discusses their relevance for particular modes as appropriate. 


The Embarcadero, where the site is located, is a two-way north-south roadway that runs along San Francisco’s waterfront between King and Taylor Streets. In general, The Embarcadero has two or three travel lanes in each direction. The San Francisco General Plan identifies it as a Major Arterial in the Congestion Management Plan (CMP) Network, a Metropolitan Transportation System (MTS) Street, a Transit Preferential Street (Transit Important Street), and a Neighborhood Commercial Pedestrian Street. Muni lines N Judah and T Third operate along the median between Howard and King Streets, although the T Third is proposed to divert to the Central Subway along 4th Street when that project opens in 2019.. Bicycle Route 5 runs along The Embarcadero (Class II between King and North Point Streets, and Class I between North Point and Taylor Streets). The sidewalk along the water side of The Embarcadero, which is designated a portion of the Bay Trail, is approximately 30 feet wide and serves as a mostly uninterrupted multi-use path for pedestrians and bicyclists.


Approximately ½-mile south of the site, The Embarcadero transitions to King Street, a four-lane east-west roadway that connects to the terminus of I-280. Muni lines N Judah and T Third operate in the median along King Street between The Embarcadero and Fourth Street. AT&T Park, home of the San Francisco Giants, is located on King Street between Second and Third Streets. Caltrain has its terminus station on Fourth Street between King and Townsend Streets. Although King Street is not directly adjacent to the Pavilion project site, it plays a major role in providing access to and from the site. 


Townsend Street runs east-west between The Embarcadero and Division Street/Eighth Street. There are between one and two travel lanes in each direction with a two-way left turn lane in some places. Between The Embarcadero and Second Street, bicycles share the lane with vehicle traffic. There are Class II bike lanes along the length of Townsend Street to the west of Second Street, and Caltrain has its terminus station on Fourth Street between King and Townsend Streets. 


Bryant Street originates at The Embarcadero across from the Pavilion site at Piers 30-32 and extends to Precita Avenue in Peralta Heights. Between The Embarcadero and Second Street, Bryant Street operates two-way in the east-west direction with two to three lanes; however, the presence of the elevated freeway limits accessibility to and from Bryant Street between Beale and Second Streets. Vehicles traveling west on Bryant Street past Beale Street may be forced onto the I-80 East freeway on-ramp just after First Street if they do not turn off of Bryant Street at one of the local street intersections to the South. 


The following three streets run north-south from Market Street towards the site: Spear Street (easternmost), Main Street, and Beale Street (westernmost). Together with The Embarcadero, they are the primary roadways providing pedestrian and bicycle access to the site from the financial district and transit hubs to the north, including the Embarcadero BART Station and the temporary and future (permanent) Transbay Terminals.


Main Street is a north-south roadway that runs between Market and Bryant Streets. It generally operates one-way northbound with four travel lanes, except between Bryant and Folsom Streets where it operates two-way with one lane in the northbound direction and two lanes in the southbound direction. Multiple Muni and regional bus routes operate on Main Street between Market Street and the Temporary Transbay Terminal at Howard Street.


Beale Street is a north-south roadway that runs between Market Street and a cul-de-sac adjacent to The Embarcadero, immediately south of SWL 330. Between Market and Folsom Streets, Beale Street operates in the southbound direction with three or four travel lanes. South of Folsom Street, Beale Street operates with one lane in each direction and has a Class II bicycle lane in the southbound direction to Bryant Street. 


Spear Street is a north-south roadway that runs between Market Street and a cul-de-sac adjacent to The Embarcadero. It operates in the southbound direction only with three travel lanes.	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Consider moving up after Bryant so you list streets east to west.  


Vehicular access to the proposed Pavilion site via Beale and Spear Streets is limited because of their one-way operation and the fact that both terminate in cul-de-sacs (i.e. they are separated from The Embarcadero by wide sections of sidewalk). This minimizes vehicular traffic on these two streets, and makes them good environments for walking and bicycling towards the Pavilion from the Embarcadero BART station on Market Street between Main and Spear Streets. While pedestrians can walk uninterrupted from both streets onto The Embarcadero, in the current configuration of the cul-de-sacs bicyclists have to dismount and lift their bicycles onto the sidewalk, and then lower them onto the bicycle lanes on The Embarcadero.	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: This is not quite true for Beale Street because it provides access to Bryant and certainly will provide access to SWL 330 development.  	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: On Beale they will make a left onto Bryant towards the Pavilion before they ever travel to the end of Beale, especially since there is no crosswalk at the end of Beale.  


Fourth Street is a principal north-south arterial between Market Street and Channel Street. It operates in the southbound direction with four travel lanes. At King Street, where the Caltrain Station and a Muni platform are located, it has two dedicated right-turn lanes for vehicular access to I-280.


Brannan Street is an east-west roadway that runs between The Embarcadero and Tenth Street. It generally operates two-way with two travel lanes in each direction. The light rail platform for Muni’s N Judah and T Third lines closest to the proposed site is located in the center island of The Embarcadero at Brannan Street. 


Essex Street runs in the north-south direction for one block between Folsom Street and Harrison Street. It has two general travel lanes and two transit only lanes in the southbound direction. At Harrison Street, Essex Street connects to the I-80 eastbound on-ramp. Muni route 108 Treasure Island and AC Transit Transbay lines run on Essex Street.


Harrison Street runs in the east-west direction between The Embarcadero and Thirteenth/Division Streets, operating one-way westbound between Third and Tenth Streets. In the downtown area, Harrison Street is a primary route to the I-80 freeway, with on-ramps at the intersections of First Street and Essex Street, and to U.S. 101 southbound, with an on-ramp at Fourth Street. Northbound left turns are prohibited from The Embarcadero onto Harrison Street.	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Above why talk about 4th Street but not mention any of the other north/south streets.  For example 2nd Street.  


[bookmark: _Toc372618016]Transit Network 


[image: Description: N:\temp\Libi\Icons\Transit-01.png]This section discusses transit provision to the proposed Pavilion site with a focus on the most active transit hubs, including BART and Caltrain stations, Muni light rail platforms, the Ferry Building and the temporary Transbay Terminal. This section is organized in order of proximity to the site, starting with the transit hub that is furthest away (Caltrain Station) and ending with the one that is closest (Muni light rail platforms) (Figure 31).


[bookmark: _Toc372618017]Caltrain (Regional)


Caltrain provides passenger rail service on the Peninsula between San Francisco and Downtown San Jose with several stops in San Mateo and Santa Clara Counties. Limited service is available south of San Jose. Within San Francisco, Caltrain terminates at a station located on Fourth Street between King and Townsend Streets, approximately one mile southwest of the proposed Pavilion site. The Fourth/King station is served by local, limited, and “Baby Bullet” trains. 


Caltrain service headways in the non-peak direction during the PM peak, which will serve Pavilion events, are variable depending on the specific service provided by the train (bullet or limited); however, there are typically 6 or 7 arrivals in one hour. With the service improvements from electrification of the system by 2019, Caltrain is considering increasing train serving frequencies that this enhancement makes possible. On weekends, headways are once per hour, so that most Pavilion attendees will likely arrive in a single train. Finally, Caltrain currently provides special post-game train service following Giants games. 


[bookmark: _Toc372618018]Bay Area Rapid Transit (BART, Regional)


BART provides regional commuter rail service in the Bay Area. San Francisco’s Financial District is centrally located within the system, which provides service to the East Bay (Pittsburg/Bay Point, Richmond, Dublin/Pleasanton and Fremont) and to San Mateo County (San Francisco International Airport and Millbrae) with operating hours between 4 AM and midnight. In the Financial District, BART operates underground below Market Street. The BART station closest to the proposed project site is Embarcadero Station, located on Market Street with exits near Main Street and Spear Street.  During the weekday PM peak period, when event-goers are expected to arrive at Embarcadero Station, headways are generally 5 to 15 minutes for each line. Off-peak headways are generally 20 minutes for each line. BART trains range from 3 to 10 cars depending on time of day and demand. BART will extend its service to Warm Springs in 2015 and to San Jose in 2018, and via eBART to east Contra Costa County in 2016.  BART is also proposing early phases of its “BART Metro” project (that increases Transbay Tube/SF frequency) and to introduce higher-capacity train cars within the next 5-10 years.   The BART system map is illustrated below.


[bookmark: _Ref370392465][bookmark: _Ref370392461][bookmark: _Toc372618246]Figure 31: Existing Transit Facilities
	Comment by Albert, Peter: Good map – please consider calling out “Embarcadero BART/Muni Metro Station,” “Brannan Street Muni Metro Station” “Folsom Street Muni Metro Station” and “4th & King Caltrain Terminal” on map as you do Ferry Building, Future Transbay Terminal, etc.?	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: The project site includes the Watermark building.  Please take that out of the blue colored project site.  This is a global comment for all figures.  	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Please consider showing some of the bus lines that could serve the site (e.g., 14).  
Please consider adding street names for some of the main east/west streets.  
Please consider adding the T-third platform/station on Fourth Street between King and Berry streets.  


			[bookmark: _Toc372618259]Bart System Map	Comment by Albert, Peter: Use map showing eBART, Warm Springs and SJ extensions.  This clarifies how many new population centers will become within rapid transit access to the site.





			[image: N:\Projects\2013 Projects\SF13-0682_SF Warriors Arena TMP\Data Collection\Maps\system-map.gif]





			Source: www.bart.gov








[bookmark: _Toc372618019]Ferry Building


 WETA, Blue & Gold and Golden Gate operate regular ferry service between the San Francisco Ferry Building (1/2 mile from the project site) and Vallejo, Larkspur, Sausalito, Tiburon, Oakland, Alameda and South San Francisco.  Golden Gate and WETA also provide event-level service to AT&T Park 2/3 mile from the project site. The Ferry Building is also a terminal / hub for Muni and Amtrak/Amtrak Capital Corridor service,  


San Francisco Muni (Local)


Muni operates bus, cable cars, streetcars, and light rail lines within San Francisco. The primary lines that most-directly serveing the proposed Pavilion site are the KT Ingleside-Third Street and the N Judah-Metro light rail lines, which operate in a dedicated right-of-way in the center of The Embarcadero, but the majority of all Muni bus, streetcar and metro lines terminate or stop within 1 mile of the project site. 


KT Ingleside-Third Street – The T Third Street light rail route connects Visitacion Valley to Market Street BART/Muni Stations in Downtown San Francisco via the Bayview, Dogpatch, AT&T Park, and South Beach. In Downtown, the line continues as the K Ingleside and connects to Balboa Park BART Station via the Castro, West Portal and St Francis Wood. It operates weekdays and weekends from approximately 4 AM to 1 AM. This line will be diverted to the Central Subway in 2019, and its 4th/Brannan station is within 2/3 mile of the project site.  


N Judah-Metro – The N Metro light rail route connects Ocean Beach to Market Street BART/Muni Stations in Downtown San Francisco via Outer and Inner Sunset, the University of California San Francisco Parnassus Campus and the Cole Valley, the California Pacific Medical Center, and the Lower Haight. From Downtown, the N connects to the San Francisco Caltrain station at Fourth and King Streets via Market Street, the Embarcadero, South Beach, and the AT&T Ballpark. On weekdays it operates from approximately 4:30 AM to 2 AM. On weekends, it operates from approximately 6:30 AM to 1:30 AM. 


Although there is no Muni light rail platform at Bryant Street, both lines stop at raised platforms located along The Embarcadero at the following locations:


Just south of Brannan Street (1/8-mile south of the site) 


Just north of Harrison Street (1/4-mile north of the site)


Just west of 4th and King Streets, adjacent to the Caltrain station	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Is there no stop @ Second Street too?  


In addition, all other Muni light rail lines and several east-west Muni bus lines overlap the KT and N lines at the Downtown stations, including the Embarcadero BART/Muni Station and other Market Street Muni bus/rail hubs that range from ½ to ¾ mile away. Event-goers coming from other parts of San Francisco can transfer to either line or walk to the Pavilion from Market Street. Within five years, Muni expects to operate several enhanced service routes benefitting from the TEP, which could include the 14 Mission, 22 Fillmore, N Judah, T Third, and E Embarcadero.  Two new Muni Bus Rapid Transit corridors (Van Ness and Geary) will have at least one of the programmed lines terminate within ¾ mile of the project site within the next 5-8 years.  Lastly, many major Muni some bus lines have terminus stations at the Temporary Transbay Terminal, Caltrain Terminal and Ferry Building (see below).


[bookmark: _Toc372618020]Temporary Transbay Terminal


The Temporary Transbay Terminal provides temporary bus terminal facilities during construction of the new multi-modal Transbay Transit Center, which is scheduled for completion at a site one block closer to the project site in 2017. The Temporary Terminal is located in the area bounded by Main, Folsom, Beale and Howard Streets, approximately ½-mile north of the project site. It currently serves AC Transit, WestCAT Lynx, Muni, Golden Gate Transit, and SamTrans passengers. 


[bookmark: _Toc372618021]Parking 


[insert data from EIR team]


[bookmark: _Toc372618022]Pedestrian Facilities 


All streets in the vicinity of the project site have continuous sidewalks. All major intersections are signalized and have pedestrian countdown signals; however, many intersections have pedestrian recall buttons. 


The Bay Trail is a planned 500-mile recreational shoreline corridor that, when complete, will encircle San Francisco and San Pablo Bays with a continuous network of bicycling and hiking trails. In the project vicinity, the Bay Trail coincides with The Embarcadero sidewalk, which is designated as a multi-use trail shared by pedestrians and bicycles. As a major mostly uninterrupted pedestrian facility, this path will carry a significant proportion of pedestrian flow to and from the Pavilion and between the Pavilion and major regional transit hubs and bikeshare stations.





[bookmark: _Toc372618023]Bicycle Facilities 


[bookmark: _Toc270004431]Bicyclists may use all roadways in the city, not just designated bicycle routes; however, the City of San Francisco has an extensive bicycle network. The three classes of bicycle facilities[image: Description: N:\temp\Libi\Icons\Cyclist-01.png] are described below.








			[image: Description: http://sfcitizen.com/blog/wp-content/uploads/2010/06/IMG_0575-copy.jpg]


			Class I (Multi-use paths) are paved trails separated from roadways. The City of San Francisco has Class I facilities in large parks (e.g., Golden Gate Park or the Panhandle) and in areas where bicycling on the street would be challenging (e.g., US 101/Cesar Chavez Interchange). 


Class I facilities are generally shared with pedestrians and may be adjacent to an existing roadway, or may be entirely independent of existing vehicular facilities. 





			[image: PotreroBikeLane_sfbike-org]


			Class II (Bicycle Lanes) are striped lanes on roadways designated for use by bicycles through striping, pavement legends, and signs.





			[image: MissionSharrow_sf-streetsblog-org]


			Class III (Bicycle Routes) are designated roadways for shared bicycle/vehicle use indicated by signs only; may or may not include additional pavement width for cyclists. The majority of San Francisco’s bicycle facilities are Class III facilities. In San Francisco, Class III Bicycle Routes are routinely striped with the shared-lane arrow, or “sharrow,” reminding drivers and cyclists to share the roadway.








Current on-street bicycle facilities in the vicinity of the project are shown in Figure 32 and described below. The majority of the study area is flat, with limited changes in grade, facilitating bicycling within and through the area; however, bicycling between the areas north and south of I-80 is inhibited by the interstate between Beale and Second Streets. In addition, while there is an established network of bicycle routes in the study area, dedicated bicycle lanes are not provided on all routes. Lastly, during peak commute periods, bicyclists share the road with high volumes of traffic on some routes.


The Bay Trail, described above, connects the Financial District, Embarcadero BART Station, Routes #30 and #50 to the north to AT&T Park and bicycle routes #11 and #36 to the south.


Route #5 runs along the Embarcadero and King Street between Mission Street and 2nd Street as a Class II bike lane and continues for an additional block to Third Street as a Class III bicycle facility. This route connects the Financial District, Embarcadero BART Station, Routes #30 and #50 to the north to AT&T Park and bicycle routes #11 and #36 to the south. 


Route #11 runs along Second Street between King Street and Mission Street as a Class III bicycle facility. It connects to AT&T Park and Routes #5 and #36 to the south, and to the Montgomery BART station and Routes #30 and #50 to the north. 


Route #30 runs along Howard Street (one-way westbound) and Folsom Street (one-way eastbound) mostly as a Class II bike lane between The Embarcadero and Eleventh Street. The section of Route #30 on Howard Street between The Embarcadero and Fremont Street is a Class III bicycle facility. The westbound section of Route #30 on Folsom Street continues past Eleventh Street onto Fourteenth Street. This route connects Routes #5 and # 11 to the east with Routes #19, #23, #25, and #36 to the west.


Route #36 runs along Townsend Street between The Embarcadero and Fourth Street as a Class II bike lane. It connects AT&T Park, the waterfront, and Routes #5 and #11 to the east with the Caltrain Station at Fourth and King Streets and Routes #19, #23, and #123 to the west.


Beale Street also has a two-block section of southbound Class II bicycle lane between Folsom Street and the I-80 underpass and Bryant Street.


There is currently a Bay Area Bike Share (BABS) pod with space for 15 bicycles on the sidewalk at the corner of Embarcadero and Bryant, and six others within ½ mile from the project site. Bikeshare bikes do not have a means to be securely locked except for when they are docked. If guests pick up bikeshare bikes at transit stations such as BART and ride to the Pavilion, it’s possible that the pod will run out of docks. 	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Which corner (NW, SW?)


SFMTA has yet not created a specific plan for episodic demand for bikeshare bikes at sports games and other events. During Nationals games in Washington DC, bike pots are attended so that overflow bikes can be parked in an impromptu bike corral.  The attendant then manages the bikes and docks so that people can still use the station, which could otherwise be overwhelmed[footnoteRef:3].  [3:  Email from Heath Maddox, SFMTA, 5/17/13.] 



[bookmark: _Ref370227146][bookmark: _Toc372618247]Figure 32: Existing Bicycle Facilities 	Comment by Albert, Peter: Include Bikeshare stations within 1/2 mile http://bayareabikeshare.com/stations






[bookmark: _Toc372618024]Regional Traffic 


Interstate 80 (I-80): I-80 provides the primary regional access by car to the project area. It connects to United States Highway 101 (U.S. 101) to the south, providing access to the Peninsula/South Bay; and to the East Bay and other major freeways (I-580 and I-880) via the San Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge. Within San Francisco, I-80 generally has eight lanes (four lanes in each direction). On- and off-ramps serving the site are located as follows:


Off-ramps: 


Westbound: Freemont Street at Folsom Street and at Harrison Street; Harrison Street at Fifth Street.


Eastbound: Bryant Street at Fourth Street


On-ramps:


Westbound: Fourth Street at Harrison Street


Eastbound: Bryant Street between First and Second Streets; First Street at Harrison Street; Essex Street at Harrison Street; Bryant Street at Fifth Street.


In the project vicinity, I-80 consists of a two-level bridge deck with piers at The Embarcadero/Spear Street, Main Street, and Beale Street, where the bridge transitions to an elevated freeway. While surface streets continue uninterrupted under the bridge deck, street level circulation is interrupted by the elevated freeway section between Beale and 2nd Streets.


Interstate 280 (I-280): I-280 is generally a six-lane freeway that provides regional access to San Francisco from the South Bay and Peninsula. There is a freeway interchange between I-280 and U.S. 101 approximately 5 miles south of the site, so that I-280 can be accessed via I-80 to U.S. 101. I-280 has a terminus (both on- and off-ramps) at Fourth and King Streets, adjacent to the Caltrain Station (see below), which has implications for pedestrian circulation at that intersection.	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: When referencing other parts of the document, consider adding a page number to facilitate readability.  
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[bookmark: _Toc372618025]TRAVEL DEMAND MANAGEMENT


The purpose of the strategies described in this chapter is to increase the level of access to the project by transit, bicycling and walking while discouraging the use of automobiles, particularly solo drivers. The strategies identified in this chapter will be reviewed and refined both during the initial year of operation and as new transportation facilities are developed in the project vicinity. They benefit users attending Pavilion events as well as future residents and visors to Seawall Lot 330  


[bookmark: _Toc372618026]EMPLOYEE AUTOMOBILE REDUCTION STRATEGIES


Measures that will be implemented to reduce the effects of employee vehicular traffic include:


1. Appoint a Pavilion Transportation Coordinator (PTC) – manage the transportation needs of employees, provide information and education materials, implement and administer various TDM elements, coordinate with nearby employers, promote use of rideshare, encourage use of public transportation and bicycle use, and conduct periodic surveys to determine travel mode and other relevant information. This coordinator could also be a resource for employees at the adjacent retail uses and at development at Seawall Lot 330, or that function could be handled separately.





2. Provide a subsidy or value incentive for employees who take transit to work, such as a transit fare subsidy.     





3. Support Ridesharing Program – participate in free-to-employees ride-matching program through www.511.org.





4. Emergency Ride Home Program – participate in ERH program through the City of San Francisco (www.sferh.org). 





5. If offering employee parking subsidy on-site or in nearby off-site lots, offer a parking “cash out” program to those employees who do not drive to work under California HSC Section 43845.


[bookmark: _Toc372618027]VISITOR AUTOMOBILE REDUCTION STRATEGIES	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: I think GSW may need to come up with some more robust strategies than just the basics listed here.  The transit incentives referenced below is a good start but needs to be developed a lot more (e.g., transit ticket included in the price of event ticket [not just basketball, any event]), etc.  How about a shuttle from Caltrain (see comment below)?  Also, why don’t you talk about how your relatively minimal parking supply should help facilitate a higher non-vehicle mode split.  This is probably your only opportunity to highlight how relatively few parking spaces you are providing.  

…Ah, I see Peter has added some info about the transit subsidy below.  


Measures that will be implemented to reduce the effects of visitor vehicular traffic include:


1. As much as feasible, plan start and end times for events that minimize overlap with commute peak traffic.





2. Develop transit incentives to offset the costs of transit fares that recognize the variety of transit services within close proximity to the project site, and the users’ needs for flexibility in choosing among these services.   	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: I suggest that in the next few months the sponsor develop some specifics about this.  What will this program look like?  This is one of the most effective ways to shift mode so it would be great to see some innovative suggestions here (e.g., price of Muni included in the purchase of a ticket; X percent off concessions if you show your transit ticket, etc.).  





3. Include transit and bicycle information in literature and advertisements when appropriate for the event type.	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Please consider providing a shuttle from the Caltrain Station to the Pavilion.  This is probably not necessary at the beginning of the game but at 9:40 – 10 pm folks are not going to want to walk all the way back to the Caltrain station.  	Comment by Luba Wyznyckyj: Agreed. If so, need to have a route, frequency for different size events, capacity, and how would operate if GSW and AT&T ballpark events end at the same time.


[bookmark: _Toc372618028]parking demand REDUCTION STRATEGIES	Comment by Albert, Peter: How is garage managed for non-Peak events?  It might be harder to manage all 500 spaces if they are constantly attracting traffic.   


Measures that will be implemented to reduce parking demand include:


1. Establish a market base fee structure for parking in the Pavilion garage to discourage driving


2. Establish a non-Peak Event parking pricing structure to further discourage driving and reduce conflicts at the Pavilion driveway


3. Promote and ensure a “satellite” parking strategy, in partnership with public and private garage operators, integrated with ticket purchase and / or other advance notice opportunities, designed to 1) intercept cars at a 1/3 - 3/4 mile periphery of the Pavilion and 2) utilize the large quantity of unused garage parking spaces in existing structures.	Comment by Albert, Peter: I think GSW are already interested in this, open to wording that demonstrates a commitment to advance and refine this strategy


4. Use ticketholder/pass-holder lists to develop a geographic parking allocation strategy that encourages use of the spaces made available through the garage partnerships that are closest to the origins of the travelers, thereby reducing intensity of event-generated automobile traffic in the immediate vicinity of the project site.  





5. Encourage carpooling and vanpooling by designating/reserving some Pavilion garage parking spaces for employees who use those modes





6. Provide ample advance real-time notice, supported by technology, to indicate when the garage is full to discourage traffic congestion in vicinity and conflicts with other modes at driveway  	Comment by Luba Wyznyckyj: What about providing this information for other parking garages? 

Don’t need it for GSW events where premium ticketholders will be guaranteed a spot, but will need it for all other events.





7. Provide on-site carsharing in a convenient location (with incentives) for residents of the Seawall Lot 330 project.	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Also may want to consider subsidizing carshare membership.  






[bookmark: _Toc372618029]public transit STRATEGIES


Measures that will be implemented to increase the use of public transit include:


1. Provide a ticket-holder transit subsidy for Peak events that reflects and accommodates the need for choice access and fare off-sets to facilitate all major nearby transit services. 


2. Provide a transit fare subsidy for employees of the Pavilion, its retail uses and the Seawall Lot 330 project


3. Provide a per-household transit fare subsidy for residents of the project at Seawall Lot 330.  .


4. Sell transit passes on site to employees (transportation coordinator) and visitors (at ticket booths after events).





5. Participate in pre-tax commuter benefitsCommuter Check Programs, a federal program that allows employees to reduce their commuting costs by up to 40% using tax-free dollars to pay for their commuting expenses.





6. Provide a transit map, showing routes to the Pavilion, on the Pavilion web site


7. Locate high-profile, publicly-viewable “real-time” transit monitors in public gathering areas on the project site. .


[bookmark: _Toc372618030]BICYCLE STRATEGIES


Measures that will be implemented to increase the use of bicycles include:


1. Provide an on-site indoor bicycle valet facility.


2. Provide on-site secure or staffed parking for visitors, employees, patrons





3. Provide outdoor bicycle storage/racks.





4. Provide temporary outdoor bike valet parking areas for peak daytime events that experience bicycle storage demands that exceed the 300 space indoor valet facility.





5. Provide expanded bicycle sharing station capacity within 1/ mile of the Pavilion.


6. Provide financial incentives to join bicycle sharing for full-time employees 





7. Provide a bicycle map, showing routes to the Pavilion, on the Pavilion web site.





8. Provide a minimum of one shower and locker facility on-site for employee use.	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Please consider more showers and lockers.  There are going to be a lot of employees on-site on non-event days.  One shower probably won’t suffice.  





9. Participate in public events that encourage bicycling such as the annual “Bike to Work” day


COMMUNICATIONS AND MARKETING


 Promote transit, walking, and/or bicycling as the primary mode of access to the Pavilion for all events, using event promotion materials, ticketing, websites, and other primary points of interface.


TARGETS


Establish mode split targets and design the TDM program to incentivize target-complying travel behavior and monitor/evaluate effectiveness of TDM measures in meeting target,  	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: I could not agree more with this edit.  However, in addition to this statement, please consider actually developing these targets and specifying the monitoring program in the TMP.  

I am simply suggesting this from experience with CPMC when as a result of BOS hearings we had to come up with targets and monitoring language.  To the extent possible, let’s get ahead now rather than scrambling at the Board.  


Design a mechanism to allow program, measures and target revision based on current technologies, trends and network conditions.     


[bookmark: _Toc372618031]TRAVEL CHARACTERISTICS OF PAVILION GUESTS


This chapter describes the travel characteristics of current Oakland Pavilion attendees and the assumptions for the new Pavilion based on the analysis prepared for by the EIR Team, focusing on travel patterns typical of game days. For typical sequences of events on game and concert days, please see Appendix BA.


[bookmark: _Toc372618032][bookmark: _Toc358019659]NBA EVENT Attendance Levels 


The NBA regular Season consists of 82 games total with half of them played at the home Arena. Home games over the year would typically consist of the following:


2-3 pre-season games;


41 regular season home games;


0-16 post-season home games (should the Warriors reach the playoffs, the minimum number of home games is 2 and the maximum is 16) 


The monthly distribution of home games tends to be evenly spread at about 7 games/month over 6 months (November-April), with a typical month having 1-3 games on Fridays, 1-3 games on Saturdays, 0-1 game on Sundays, and 2-6 games on Mondays through Thursdays. 


The capacity of the existing Oakland Arena is 19,596. Average attendance levels at home games over the last 10 years are summarized in Table 51. 


			[bookmark: _Ref370225100][bookmark: _Toc372618260]
Table 51: WARRIORS HISTORIC Game Attendance Levels by Year 





			Season


			Average Attendance


			Occupancy





			2012-13


			19,374


			99%





			2011-12


			18,858


			96%





			2010-11


			18,693


			95%





			2009-10


			18,027


			92%





			2008-09


			18,942


			97%





			2007-08


			19,631


			100%





			2006-07


			18,104


			92%





			2005-06


			18,273


			93%





			2004-05


			16,350


			83%





			2003-04


			16,235


			83%





			Source: Golden State Warriors.


			








Based on the information above, games have, on average, almost filled the Arena to capacity. As a result, the discussion and controls in the following sections are based on 18,064 attendees.


[bookmark: _Toc372618033][bookmark: _Toc358019660]Patron Arrivals 	Comment by VWise: This subchapter is a bit hard to follow because it starts out talking about Small and Peak events and then focuses on presenting the information for the Peak events only while on occasion interspersing that information with Small event info like the convention discussion at the top of page 40.  
I would suggest reorganizing this somewhat to specifically discuss each type of event.   


[bookmark: _Toc372618034]Trip Origins and Arrival Distribution


Table 52 summarizes the known origins of attendees who currently attend games at the Oakland Arena and estimated origins of future attendees. As shown, it is anticipated that at the proposed new Pavilion site, the breakdown of trip origins will shift considerably. It is anticipated that fewer attendees will come from the East Bay (33% vs. 53%) and that more attendees will come from San Francisco, the South Bay, and the North Bay.  


			[bookmark: _Ref370225155][bookmark: _Toc372618261]
Table 52: PRE-GAME ORIGINS OF NBA EVENT ATTENDEES 


			





			Origin


			Origins for Current Oakland Arena Location1


			Forecast Origins for San Francisco Location2	Comment by VWise: This note is missing from the table.  Please cite the source of information.  





			San Francisco


			16%


			22%





			  Super District 1


			N/A


			11.1%





			  Super District 2


			N/A


			3.4%





			  Super District 3


			N/A


			4.2%





			  Super District 4


			N/A


			3.3%





			North Bay


			7%


			13%





			East Bay


			53%


			33%





			South Bay


			24%


			28%





			Out of Region


			N/A


			4%





			Notes:


1. Source: Golden State Warriors. 








For a 7:30 PM game tipoff time, attendees currently arrive as shown in the distribution in Table 53. 


			[bookmark: _Ref370225200][bookmark: _Toc372618262]
Table 53: PRE-_GAME NBA EVENT Arrival DISTRIBUTION





			Arrival Time


			Percent of Attendees


			Corresponding No. of Atendees1





			5:30-6:29


			12%


			2,160





			6:30-6:59


			20%


			3,600





			7:00-7:29


			34%


			6,120





			7:30-7:59


			27%


			4,860





			8:00 and after


			7%


			1,260





			Notes:


1. Based on peak event (18,000 attendees).


Source: Golden State Warriors.








The project sponsor estimates that the arrival pattern for other events will be similar to the arrival pattern observed for game-goers. Assuming the pattern is similar for the proposed Pavilion site, it can be expected that patron arrivals at the Pavilion will begin approximately 2 hours prior to event start, peak during the ½ hour prior to event start, and continue after the event is under way. Furthermore, nearly two thirds of arrivals are expected to occur during the hour starting ½-hour prior to event start.	Comment by VWise: I don’t’ think this assumption makes sense for other events.  I could see coming to a basketball/baseball/football game within the first 30 minutes of its start but are we really saying that 7 percent of attendees are going to be late by up to 30 minutes to a family show or to a concert?  What about conventions?  Do we expect the same kind of distribution?  	Comment by VWise: How are you getting two thirds?


[bookmark: _Toc372618035]Mode Split


It is anticipated that the arrivals mode split of Pavilion attendees will be as summarized in Table 54. 	Comment by VWise: The following two tables are different than what is presented in the PDF version of the document.  The PDF tables are better as they provide more comprehensive information.  Not sure what happened.  


			[bookmark: _Ref370225261][bookmark: _Toc372618263]
Table 54: Mode Split by Scenario and Time Period 





			Event Type





			Attendance


			Time Period


			Mode Share1





			


			


			


			Auto


			Transit


			Walk


			Bike


			Taxi


			Other


			Total





			Small Event2	Comment by Albert, Peter: I’d expect “Concert” as an added event would have higher transit mode split, lower drive-along split.


			6,000


			Weekday PM Peak Hr


			10.7%


			6.1%


			32.8%


			1.0%


			48.8%


			0.6%


			100.0%





			NBA Game


			18,000


			Sat. Eve. Pre-Game Hr


			44.0%


			46.0%


			2.7%


			1.7%


			2.3%


			3.3%


			100.0%





			Notes:


1. Source: Adavant Consulting, 2013.


2. Assumes the same mode share and trip rates as the convention event in the EIR.








Based on the scenarios and mode share described above, Table 55 describes the number of people arriving at the Pavilion and area garages during the busiest hour. 


			[bookmark: _Ref370225297][bookmark: _Toc372618264]
Table 55: Person Trips, Vehicle Trips, and Walking Trips Arriving at the PAVILION 1





			Event Type





			Attendance


			Time Period


			Trips2,3





			


			


			


			Person


			Vehicle


			Walking





			Small Event	Comment by Albert, Peter: See above


			6,000


			Weekday PM Peak Hr


			2,029


			355


			1,072





			NBA Game


			18,000


			Sat. Eve. Pre-Game Hr


			12,600


			2,147


			11,493





			Source and Assumptions:


1. Source: Adavant Consulting, 2013.


2. Auto occupancy: 2.7.


3. 350 vehicle trips (available spaces in Pavilion garage) go to the garage and the corresponding person trips are not included in the walking trips.








[bookmark: _Toc372618036]Pedestrian Arrivals


The Pavilion garage will serve approximately 350 vehicles for Warriors’ game attendees that pre-purchase parking passes with their premium ticket package. Most attendees will take transit or drive and park at nearby garages and lots, and then walk to the Pavilion. Transit and auto trips to games make up 90% of all trips. The bicycle mode share is expected to be small during NBA games that are almost exclusively played at night during the winter and early spring months, Regardless of their primary mode of travel, most guests will walk the final leg of their trip. Figure 4-1 illustrates the projected routes that pedestrians will take as they walk from nearby transit stops/stations. Table 56 shows the directionality of all walking trips with an off-site origin, including those attendees walking from nearby transit stops/stations and off-site parking facilities, during the one hour immediately prior to an NBA game. 	Comment by VWise: I don’t see Figure 4-1 in this document.  





			[bookmark: _Ref370225367][bookmark: _Toc372618265]
Table 56: Pedestrian Traffic FOR NBA Game (Pre-Game HOUR) 1





			Direction


			In


			Out


			Total


			Percent





			From North:





			  Embarcadero


			7,413


			243


			7,656


			65%





			  Main Street to Bryant Street


			937


			16


			953


			8%





			From South:





			  Embarcadero


			2,222


			27


			2,249


			19%





			  Brannan Street Muni Station


			698


			68


			766


			7%





			From West:





			  Brannan Street


			99


			2


			101


			1%





			Totals


			11,725


			100%





			Notes:


1. Sources: Fehr & Peers, Adavant, 2013.








As illustrated in the table above, the majority of pedestrian traffic is expected to come from north of the site along The Embarcadero, with its direct links to Market Street and major transit hubs. In addition, most attendees arriving from the South are expected to take Muni to the Brannan Street Station for a portion of their trip, so that the vast majority of pedestrians coming from the South will walk along the Embarcadero to the Pavilion, but most will walk a short distance (from Brannan to the Pavilion). Figure 51 illustrates the paths pedestrians will take. 	Comment by Luba Wyznyckyj: Just those on the T Third? 


Arrivals from Caltrain


Approximately 300 attendees will arrive and walk from the Caltrain Station at Fourth and King during the peak pre-game hour.  On weekends, train headways are typically once/hour; thus, most attendees using Caltrain will arrive in a single train. On weekdays, 6-7 trains arrive between 6:00 and 7:00 pm. Although attendees will arrive in smaller batches over several trains, baseline conditions will be heavier because of the weekday PM peak. 


The intersection at 4th and King will see the most pedestrian activity from Caltrain riders due to the presence of the Muni platform and because King Street turns into The Embarcadero, which provides a better walking experience than Townsend Street. Since southbound 4th Street has two dedicated right-turn lanes onto westbound King/I-280 with permitted right-turn-on-red, the western pedestrian crosswalk at this location will be prone to pedestrian-vehicle conflicts. The location of the Muni station in the middle of the crossing will exacerbate the potential for conflicts when Muni trains are present. Traffic controls will be required at this location following each train arrival roughly between 6:00 and 7:00 pm on game days.	Comment by Luba Wyznyckyj: These statements in the Travel Characteristic a bit confusing, since mixing in some of the management strategies.


Although the intersection of Fourth and Townsend Streets may also see some increase in pedestrian activity, this intersection is smaller, less complex, and will have lower traffic volumes. The intersection should be monitored to determine if traffic control is necessary.


Arrivals from Brannan Muni Platforms


Approximately 700 transit trips will arrive at the Brannan Street Muni platform during the peak pre-game hour. Pre-game arrivals at the platform will create high volumes of pedestrians crossing northbound Embarcadero to access the Pavilion. Traffic controls will be required at this location roughly between 6:30 and 7:30 pm to manage pedestrian flows at the crosswalk.	Comment by Luba Wyznyckyj: See above.  In this Chapter, not really describing what these traffic controls are. Or maybe add reference to section later that describes the controls.  


[bookmark: _Ref370227306][bookmark: _Toc372618248]Figure 51: Pedestrian Paths of Travel from Transit	Comment by Albert, Peter: Add arrow to Ferry Building, show dotted arrow to future Transbay Terminal  



Arrivals from Main Street at Bryant Street


Trip generation and distribution estimates suggest that approximately 800 walking trips will come from the Bryant and Main Street intersection during the peak pre-game hour (many from Downtown, BART and the Transbay Terminal), resulting in a high volume of pedestrian crossings at intersection of Bryant Street and The Embarcadero. Traffic controls will be required at this location roughly between 6:30 and 7:30 pm to minimize pedestrian-vehicle conflicts at the crosswalks.


[bookmark: _Toc372618037]Bicycle Arrivals


Valet bicycle parking will be provided at the center of the site, north of the garage driveway. A minimum of 300 indoor valet bicycle parking spaces will be provided.  Up to 600 additional bicycles will be accommodated for games through a combination of permanent independently accessible outdoor bike racks and temporary staffed outdoor bike valet facilities. An additional (100? 200? Give number) of bicyclist will use the bicycle sharing system stations near the project site. Bicyclists using the Embarcadero multi-use path will have easy access to the bicycle valet coming from either the south or the north direction; however, as pedestrian volume around the Pavilion increases, bicycle riding will become difficult, and more bicyclists will likely choose to use the bike lanes instead.	Comment by Luba Wyznyckyj: I disagree that we can estimate the number of bicyclists that will use the bicycle sharing system. Just state the number of bicycles that would be available.


Based on the mode splits for different events, the most bicycle traffic is expected during Saturday game days, when 1.7% of attendees are projected to ride bicycles, resulting in nearly 310 bicycle trips, of which approximately 215 will arrive in the hour preceding game start. If most bicyclists choose to use the bicycle valet, then the bicycle valet will be filled to capacity during most games.


Bicyclists traveling northbound in The Embarcadero bicycle lane will be able to pull to the right, walk the bicycle up the curb, and walk a short distance to the indoor valet parking. Bicyclists traveling southbound in The Embarcadero bicycle lane will need to cross to the east side of the street at the Bryant Street crosswalk to access the bicycle valet. 


Bicyclists travelling south from the Financial District may take Beale Street or Spear Street, both of which dead-end at Embarcadero. These streets end in a cul-de-sac with sidewalk access to The Embarcadero. Bicyclists taking these routes will need to bring their bicycles up onto the sidewalk and use the pedestrian crosswalks at either Bryant or Brannan to reach the Pavilion.


[bookmark: _Toc372618038]Vehicle Arrivals at Pavilion


The Pavilion parking garage will have approximately 350 spaces available for pre-purchase by a limited number of designated ticketholders. Based on the arrival pattern of Pavilion attendees, 245 vehicles will arrive at the garage in the hour preceding game tipoff, which will coincide with the arrival of nearly 12,000 people by other modes, mostly on foot. 	Comment by Luba Wyznyckyj: Will designated ticketholders self park and retrieve their vehicles within the garage?


Since the garage driveway will be located mid-block, all vehicle arrivals will come from the south along The Embarcadero, and all vehicles entering the garage will make a right turn across the Embarcadero sidewalk into the garage. This location will likely require controls to minimize conflicts between pedestrians and bicycles on the sidewalk/multi-use path and the vehicles entering the garage.	Comment by Luba Wyznyckyj: Isn’t this a “will require” controls.


On event days, the retail, quick-service restaurant, and sit-down restaurant are expected to generate demand for approximately 44 short-term parking spaces. Although valet parking will be available at all times, off-site parking may need to be used by the valet attendants during peak events. 


[bookmark: _Toc372618039]Taxis and Charter Buses


An evening NBA game is not forecast to attract a significant number of large charter buses[footnoteRef:4]. It is estimated that approximately 252 person-trips will be made by taxi, resulting in 93 vehicle trips[footnoteRef:5].  [4:  Golden State Warriors.]  [5:  Source: Adavant Consulting.] 



While conventions are expected to draw a much smaller number of visitors, nearly half of all trips are forecast to be taken by shuttle bus or taxi (48.8%). A total of 189 shuttles and taxis are forecast to arrive during the p.m. peak hour to pick up a total of approximately 1,485 convention attendees. This will require the use of designated drop-off/pick-up areas as shown on Figures 5-1 and 5.2. 	Comment by Luba Wyznyckyj: Please describe the designated drop-off and pick-up area. Length, is it for taxis only, or also available for other patrons.

Figure reference not correct



A taxi stand location will be designated for both peak and small events, and will include enforcement to avoid non-taxi vehicle conflicts and basic amenities for waiting drivers. To minimize conflicts between taxis pulling in and out of the curb and bicycles on the Embarcadero bicycle lanes, the points of entry and exit to the taxi stand should be defined.


[bookmark: _Toc372618040][bookmark: _Toc358019661]Patron Departures 


[bookmark: _Toc372618041]Trip Destinations and Departure Distribution


Table 57 summarizes the known destinations of attendees who currently attend games at the Oakland Pavilion and estimated destinations of future attendees. As shown, it is anticipated that at the proposed new Pavilion site, the breakdown of trip destinations will shift considerably. It is anticipated that fewer attendees will return to the East Bay (33% vs. 53%) and that more attendees will return to San Francisco, the South Bay, and the North Bay. 


			[bookmark: _Ref370225431][bookmark: _Toc372618266]
Table 57: POST-GAME DESTINATIONS OF NBA EVENT ATTENDEESGuests


			





			Origin


			Destinations for Current Oakland Pavilion Location1


			Forecast Destinations for San Francisco Location2





			San Francisco


			16%


			19%





			  Super District 1


			N/A


			9%





			  Super District 2


			N/A


			3%





			  Super District 3


			N/A


			4%





			  Super District 4


			N/A


			3%





			North Bay


			7%


			14%





			East Bay


			53%


			33%





			South Bay


			24%


			29%





			Out of Region


			N/A


			4%





			Notes:


1. Source: Golden State Warriors. 


2. Source: EIR Team estimates.








The existing pattern of departures at the Oakland Pavilion varies depending on game circumstances. In general, 30-40% of fans depart prior to the final buzzer while 60-70% stay through the end of the game. Periodically, there are post-game events that may encourage attendees to stay longer. When this is the case, departure times are more spread out. Overall, departures generally occur over a shorter period of time than the 2-1/2 hour window of pre-game arrivals.


For the purpose of analyzing departures, the busiest post-game hour is the hour following game end, when 80% of attendees will depart.  This time period will require the highest level of traffic control given the concentration of pedestrian activity exiting the Pavilion. 


[bookmark: _Toc372618042]Mode Split


It is anticipated that the departures mode split of Pavilion attendees will be as summarized in Table 58.	Comment by VWise: What about Small events/concerts?  How come this Table is somewhat different from arrivals table (5-4)?  That table has Shuttle Bus/Taxi.  Is no one that arrived by that mode leaving by that mode?  

You need to say what “other” means in the notes.  Global edits.    


			[bookmark: _Ref370225547][bookmark: _Toc372618267]
Table 58: Mode Split for Departing PavilionGuestsNBA EVENT ATTENDEES





			Event Type





			Attendance


			Time Period


			Mode Share1





			


			


			


			Auto


			Transit


			Walk


			Bike


			Taxi


			Other


			Total





			NBA Game


			18,000


			Weekday Eve. Post-Game Hr


			44.0%


			46.0%


			6.4%


			1.0%


			2.0%


			0.6%


			100.0%





			Notes:


1. Source: Adavant Consulting, 2013.








Based on the mode split described above, Table 59 describes the number of people leaving the Pavilion and area garages during the busiest hour.	Comment by VWise: How come this table is different from Table 5-5?  





			[bookmark: _Ref370225570][bookmark: _Toc372618268]
Table 59: PERSON TRIPS, VEHICLE TRIPS, AND WALKING TRIPS DEPARTING THE PAVILION1





			Event Type





			Attendance


			Time Period


			Trips2,3





			


			


			


			Person


			Vehicle


			Walking





			NBA Game


			18,000


			Weekday Eve. Post-Game Hr


			14,500


			2,479


			13,555





			Source and Assumptions:


1. Source: Adavant Consulting, 2013.


2. Auto occupancy: 2.7.


3. 350 vehicle trips depart from to the garage and the corresponding person trips are subtracted from walking trips.








[bookmark: _Toc372618043]Pedestrian Departures


Similar to pre-game conditions, pedestrians leaving the Pavilion are expected to walk primarily along the Embarcadero after the game, as illustrated in Table 510. The volume of pedestrians leaving the Pavilion post-game will be higher in the hour following a game than the volume arriving in the hour pre-game; however, following the first hour, the volume of pedestrians will drop significantly.











			[bookmark: _Ref370225613][bookmark: _Toc372618269]
Table 510: Direction of Pedestrian Traffic Post-Game 





			Direction


			In


			Out


			Total


			Percent





			To North:





			  Embarcadero


			0


			8,691


			8,691


			67%





			  Bryant Street to Main Street 


			0


			1,103


			1,103


			8%





			To South:





			  Embarcadero


			0


			2,623


			2,623


			19%





			  Brannan Street Muni Station


			0


			828


			828


			7%





			To West:





			  Brannan Street


			0


			116


			116


			1%





			Totals


			13,361


			100%





			Notes:


1. Source: Fehr & Peers, Adavant Consulting, 2013.








Departures towards Caltrain


Approximately 300 attendees will take Caltrain from the Station at Fourth and King Streets following game’s end.  Since games end late at night, it is likely that all 300 attendees will board the same train, which may be provided by Caltrain specifically on event nights. Traffic controls will be required at the intersection of Fourth and King Streets following game’s end to manage pedestrian flows.


Departures towards Brannan Muni Platform


Although most pedestrians will be traveling north when they exit the Pavilion, the Muni station to the south at Brannan Street is the closest station to the Pavilion. Over 800 event attendees are forecast to walk south on The Embarcadero and board Muni at the Brannan Street platform, which will generate a high volume of pedestrian crossings at the Brannan Street/Embarcadero intersection. The Brannan MuniUNI platform may become crowded as pedestrians accumulate while waiting for the next train, so that some people may have to stand close to the platform edge or have to queue up at the crosswalk while they wait to walk up onto the platform. Traffic controls will be implemented at this location as well as on the platform itself.


Departures towards Main Street at Bryant Street


Approximately 1,100 event attendees will walk via Main Street towards the downtown area and BART post-game, which will result in a high volume of pedestrian crossings at intersection of Bryant Street and The Embarcadero. This will coincide with vehicle exits from the Pavilion garage (see below). Traffic controls will be required at the intersection of Bryant Street and The Embarcadero to minimize pedestrian-vehicle conflicts at the crosswalks during the hour following game’s end.


Departures towards Downtown along the Embarcadero


Most other pedestrians would remain along the Embarcadero, to reach transit hubs, garages or final destinations to the north, and would be expected to choose remaining on the Bay side to avoid cross traffic.   


[bookmark: _Toc372618044]Bicycle Departures


For those cyclists using the indoor bicycle valet, departures will be metered by the process of retrieving bicycles. It is forecast that 310 bicycles will depart over approximately 30 minutes with three staff retrieving a bike every 15-20 seconds. Since the multi-use path along the Embarcadero will be congested with pedestrians, most bicyclists are expected to walk their bicycle to the roadway and then use the bicycle lanes along the Embarcadero.


[bookmark: _Toc372618045]Vehicle Departures from Pavilion Garage


Based on the departure pattern of Pavilion attendees, approximately 280 vehicles will exit the garage in the hour following game’s end, which will coincide with the departure of over 13,000 people by other modes, mostly on foot. Since the garage driveway will be located mid-block, all vehicle departures will start with a right-turn onto northbound Embarcadero. Based on the estimated trip distribution, vehicles exiting the Pavilion garage will wish to make movements at Bryant Street as described in Table 511. Figure 52 illustrates the paths vehicles will take. 	Comment by VWise: This is just for regional trips.  What about local trips?  They are described below but not shown.  


			[bookmark: _Ref370225669][bookmark: _Toc372618270]
Table 511: Vehicle Movements from Northbound Embarcadero After Exiting Pavilion Garage 





			Destination


			Total


			Movement Percentage


			Movement Number





			


			


			U-Turn


			Left onto Bryant Street


			Through on Northbound Embarcadero


			U-Turn


			Left onto Bryant Street


			Through on Northbound Embarcadero





			SF SD1


			16


			0%


			5%


			95%


			0


			1


			15





			SF SD2


			8


			0%


			0%


			100%


			0


			0


			8





			SF SD3


			10


			20%


			70%


			10%


			2


			7


			1





			SF SD4


			9


			0%


			90%


			10%


			0


			8


			1





			East Bay


			82


			0%


			100%


			0%


			0


			82


			0





			North Bay


			52


			0%


			0%


			100%


			0


			0


			52





			South Bay1


			91


			100%


			0%


			0%


			91


			0


			0





			Out of Region2


			13


			40%


			23%


			36%


			5


			3


			5





			Totals


			281


			


			


			


			98


			101


			82





			Notes:


1. Whether people wish to take US 101 or I-280, the best route is to take I-280 to US 101, so the assumption is that 100% of vehicles bound for the South Bay will make a U-Turn.


2. Assumes out of region vehicles are distributed based on the same proportion as regional trips.


Source: Fehr & Peers, 2013.








The left-turn pocket on northbound Embarcadero is approximately 300 feet long, which should accommodate all of the U-turning and left-turning vehicles described above assuming they leave the garage in a uniform distribution.


On event days, the retail, quick-service restaurant, and sit-down restaurant land uses are expected to generate demand for approximately 44 short-term parking spaces. Although valet parking will be available at all times, off-site parking may need to be used by the valet attendants during peak events.


[bookmark: _Ref370227405][bookmark: _Toc372618249]Figure 52: Vehicle Routes Departing the Pavilion





[bookmark: _Toc372618046]Taxis and Charter Buses


During games, it is estimated that approximately 288 person-trips will be made by taxi, resulting in 107 vehicle trips[footnoteRef:6]. On convention days, several hundred taxi trips will occur as attendees travel between the Pavilion and nearby hotels and the Moscone Convention Center. Unlike game patron departures for an NBA event, which are heavily concentrated in the first hour following the end of a game, convention attendee departures will be more spread out.   [6:  Source: Adavant Consulting.] 



A taxi stand location will be designated for both peak and small events and will include enforcement to avoid non-taxi vehicle conflicts and basic amenities for waiting drivers. To minimize conflicts between taxis pulling in and out of the curb and bicycles on the Embarcadero bicycle lanes, the points of entry and exit to the taxi stand will be defined.	Comment by Luba Wyznyckyj: Where is this taxi stand.  What length?  How many vehicles does it accommodate? Will it be a permanent taxi stand or just for certain events?


[bookmark: _Toc372618047]CONTROLS BY EVENT SCENARIO


This chapter describes controls to be implemented around the Pavilion given the range of scenarios previously described, starting with a typical, non-event day; and ending with a day when a Pavilion event coincides with an event at AT&T Park. The primary goals of these controls include ensuring safety through reduction of conflicts between modes, the management of all modes of traffic to ensure orderly access and egress reflecting transportation mode priority, and the reduction of nuisance and inconvenience to surrounding residents.  The level of controls needed increases with the intensity of the scenario; thus, as events get larger, all controls listed for the smaller events are required, and additional controls are added. Controls are numbered for ease of reference. Controls to be implemented prior to events are labeled “A” for “arrivals” whereas controls to be implemented post events are labeled “D” for “departures”.


The Pavilion Transportation Coordinator (PTC) will communicate regularly with the SFMTA Special Events Team (SET) to provide information on events and identify those events that require traffic control.  A summary of the traffic control strategies identified in this chapter for the various event scenarios is provided in described in Table 511.	Comment by VWise: Shouldn’t we have controls for ‘medium’ size events like concerts?  





			[bookmark: _Toc372618271]
Table 61: summary of traffic control strategies by event type 





			








TRAFFIC CONTROL STRATEGY


			SMALL EVENT	Comment by Albert, Peter: Add column for concerts? Ow do we factor for problems that are more uniquely branded as “Concert goer” problems – going into quality of life issues more than a block from the site? 


			PEAK EVENT


			DUAL EVENT





			


			


Convention


(Weekday Daytime)


			


NBA Game


(Pre-game)


			


NBA Game


(Post-game)


			NBA Game plus


AT&T Event


(Post-event)





			Coordinate with SFMTA Special Events Team


			√


			√


			√


			√





			Dedicated Taxi Stand


			√


			√


			√


			√





			Dedicated Shuttle Bus Stop


			√


			√


			√


			√





			PCO Supervisor at Pavilion Control Room


			


			√


			√


			√





			PCO (Traffic Control Officers) – Pavilion Garage


			


			√


			√


			√





			PCO’s – Brannan Street MUNI Station


			


			√


			√


			√





			PCO’s – Caltrain Station (Fourth & King)


			


			√


			√


			√





			PCO’s – Embarcadero/Bryant Intersection


			


			√


			√


			√





			PCO’s – Main/Bryant Intersection


			


			


			√


			√





			PCO’s – Main/Harrison Intersection


			


			


			√


			√





			Temporary Street Closure: Embarcadero from Townsend Street to Bryant Street


			


			


			√


			√





			MUNI Ticket Sales at Pavilion Box Office	Comment by VWise: Why wouldn’t this be the case for all events?  


			


			


			√


			√





			Coordinate with Giants Special Events Staff


			


			


			


			√





			Source: Fehr & Peers, 2013.












[bookmark: _Toc372618048]Traffic Control Recommendations for Non-Event Day Scenario


The number of trips generated by the Pavilion retail and restaurants on a typical non-event day does not warrant special traffic controls. The Pavilion garage will be staffed on a typical day to monitor access for delivery vehicles.  A valet parking stand on The Embarcadero will control traffic into the garage by valet drivers only, who will have experience with the flows of pedestrian and bicycle traffic at the garage access.	Comment by Luba Wyznyckyj: Need details on the curb use adjacent to the site. Details regarding location and length of taxi zone, passenger zone, valet drop-off, valet pick-up. And how many vehicles each zone accommodates. 
Need a permanent condition figure as well.

How does paying for parking work?  Will the valet be free?




[bookmark: _Toc372618049]Controls for Small Event Scenario 


For the purposes of this TMP, a small event scenario is a 6,000 person convention. The number of trips generated by a small event does not warrant special traffic controls.  The Pavilion garage access and valet parking stand will be staffed as described above for a typical day. Figures 6-1 and 6-2 show the location of taxi and shuttle/charter bus drop-off/pick-up locations for small events. These areas will be permanently designated curb space.	Comment by Luba Wyznyckyj: I’m missing where this is described.	Comment by VWise: I am a little bit confused about the valet parking situation.  The text seems to be saying that valets will drive your car into the Pavilion garage (or possibly to a satellite parking location).  However, the figure shows valet drop-off north of the Pavilion garage entrance, which implies the valets will have to circulate back south on the Embarcadero to park the cars in the garage.  Is this right?  It doesn’t quite make sense.  	Comment by Luba Wyznyckyj: Including the taxi stand on southbound The Embarcadero?  


[bookmark: _Toc372618050]Pre- and Post-Event controls


Taxi Stand	Comment by Luba Wyznyckyj: How does the parking garage operate?

If garage open to all conventioneers or concert-goers, then will need to have signage that indicates when the garage is full.  Also are these spaces planned to be valet parked? Or self-park?




Small events are expected to generate a large number of taxi trips; thus, parking will be prohibited along a portion of southbound Embarcadero between Bryant Street and Brannan Street for a taxi stand (Figure 6-1). Entries and exits from the taxi stand will be controlled using temporary safe-hit posts to minimize conflicts between taxis pulling in and out of the curb and bicycles in the southbound bicycle lane of The Embarcadero (Inset 6-1).  	Comment by Luba Wyznyckyj: Temporary or permanent?


			Inset 6-1 – Example of Controlled Entry into Taxi Stand





			[image: C:\Users\mparreiras\Desktop\20130705 Embarcadero pics\20130705 Embarcadero pics Townsend King Exploratorium 069.JPG]





			Source: Fehr & Peers 2013








[bookmark: _Toc372618250]Figure 61: Small Event: Pre-Event Curb Management	Comment by Luba Wyznyckyj:  What does add inner line of bike lane mean?  Striping>

Please provide direction (east or west) where bicycle lane is proposed to be widened.  What happens with the other lanes?  Maybe provide cross-section?

Please provide dimensions of the length of all the zones on this, and all subsequent figures.

Is there a location where a driver can drop off passengers and then go park in some further away parking facility?  



[bookmark: _Toc372618251]Figure 62: Small Event: Post-Event Curb Management






[bookmark: _Toc372618051]Controls for Peak Event Scenario


See Section 2.2 for a description of the peak event scenario. Controls described in this section are to be implemented in addition to controls described in previous sections.


[bookmark: _Toc372618052]General


PCO Supervisor


A PCO Supervisor will be stationed in the Transportation Management Control room starting at least two hours prior to the event’s start time and until pedestrian, bicycle, and vehicle volumes on-street have returned to typical non-event conditions following event’s end. The PCO Supervisor will deploy PCOs and assign transportation control tasks pre-game; monitor traffic conditions before, during, and after the event; and deploy PCOs and assign transportation control tasks post-game. 	Comment by Luba Wyznyckyj: Please explain who is in here, what the purpose of this, and where this is located. Is it just for the PCO Supervisor?

Also suggest that “operate and maintain a call center to manage and respond to transportation issues on event/game days”

Are they still called PCO’s?  For AC34 we called them traffic control officers.



The PCO Supervisor will have radio contact will all PCOs on the street and phone contact with relevant city agencies and departments (Muni, SFMTA Signal Shop, SFPD, SFFD), transit operators (Muni, BART, Caltrans) and Pavilion staff (security, valet attendants, etc). He/she will also have authority and discretion in how he/she deploys the PCOs, and may adjust the controls described below as conditions warrant.


[bookmark: _Toc372618053]Pre-Event Controls


Pre-event controls are detailed here and pre-event curb and lane configurations are illustrated on Figure 6-3.


Premium Ticket Holder Drop-Off on Northbound Embarcadero	Comment by Albert, Peter: Disabled as well?


Pavilion premium ticket holders may be dropped off on the east side of The Embarcadero just south of the Pavilion garage entrance as shown on Figure 6-3. This curbside area will be managed by staff who will be checking credentials for entry into the parking garage. Arriving premium ticket holders will be reminded that the pick-up location following event’s end will be located to the north on The Embarcadero, just north of Bryant Street, as shown on Figure 6-4.	Comment by Luba Wyznyckyj: I thought that premium ticket holders self park within the garage and drive out of the garage on their own after a game.


Fourth and King Streets


PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of Fourth and King Streets between 6:00 pm and 7:00 pm to manage vehicle flows in all directions and pedestrian flows from the Caltrain Station across King Street and Fourth Street following each train arrival (Figure 6-5). PCOs deployed to this location will be trained on the operation of the traffic signal controller box so that they can implement an all-red phase for vehicles and allow a pedestrian scramble in all crossing directions if conditions warrant. PCOs can also advise bicyclists exiting the Caltrain Station to ride on Townsend Street instead of King Street if they are headed east.


Brannan Muni Station


PCOs will be stationed at the base of the Muni platform at the intersection of Brannan Street and The Embarcadero to manage pedestrian flows from platform to sidewalk and minimize conflicts with vehicles and light rail cars.


[bookmark: _Ref370228207][bookmark: _Toc372618252]Figure 63: Peak Event: Pre-Event Curb Management	Comment by Albert, Peter: Show how disabled et taxi/paratransit drop-off on bay side so they don’t have to cross street.





Pavilion Garage Driveway


PCOs will be stationed at the Pavilion garage driveway to facilitate vehicle entries into the garage and minimize conflicts with pedestrians and bicycles on the Embarcadero multi-use path. They will work in conjunction with Pavilion staff that will be checking attendees’ tickets for valid access to the garage on game day. Drivers who enter the right-turn pocket but do not have valid parking access will be directed back onto northbound Embarcadero.	Comment by Luba Wyznyckyj: Sounds like self-park to me.


If a decision is made to locate the Pavilion parking in one or more of the possible locations described in Section 2.1.3, then this control might not be needed. Since all the alternative parking locations accommodate much fewer vehicles and none of them is along The Embarcadero, where most of the pedestrian and bicycle traffic are expected, no alternative controls are needed.


Intersection of Bryant Street at The Embarcadero


PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of Bryant Street at The Embarcadero to facilitate pedestrian crossings and minimize conflicts with vehicles.	Comment by Luba Wyznyckyj: Need some indication of when the traffic control officers will be deployed to this intersection.


[bookmark: _Toc372618054]Post-Event Controls


Many of the post-event controls are similar to the pre-event controls but are repeated here for ease of understanding when reviewing all post-event controls together, and are post-event curb and lane configurations illustrated on Figure 6-4. 


Northbound Embarcadero Temporary Street Closure


At the direction of the PCO Supervisor, PCOs will close northbound Embarcadero to through traffic between Townsend Street and Bryant Street when attendees start exiting the Pavilion (which may occur before game’s end). The temporary street closure is designed to facilitate the following:


Pedestrian crossings to the Muni platform at Brannan Street and associated fare inspections.


Vehicle exits from the Pavilion garage.


Pedestrian crossings at the Embarcadero and Bryant Street intersection.


The PCO Supervisor will monitor traffic, pedestrian, and bicycle volumes on the street and will direct PCOs to re-open northbound Embarcadero when conditions return to normal and special controls are no longer needed.


Premium Ticket Holder Pick-Up on Southbound Embarcadero	Comment by Albert, Peter: Disabled as well?


The Premium Ticket Holder pick-up location will be different than the pre-event drop-off location because northbound Embarcadero will be closed to through traffic following game’s end.	Comment by Luba Wyznyckyj: Confusing. I thought that premium ticket holders just drive out of garage onto empty street and then make U-turn or drive on north.

December version has that this location is north of Bryant.  How many cars would be accommodated at one time. How many valets would be needed to get the 500 vehicles out of the garage and brought to the location. All these vehicles will be forced to continue north on The Embarcadero?




Parking will be prohibited on southbound Embarcadero near Brannan Street so that a temporary VIP pick-up location can be designated. 	Comment by Luba Wyznyckyj: Figure shows this as a taxi zone.


[bookmark: _Ref370228229][bookmark: _Toc372618253]Figure 64: Peak Event: Post-Game Curb Management	Comment by Albert, Peter: Show how disabled get paratransit/cab access without needing to cross street 	Comment by Luba Wyznyckyj: Not sure why temporary lane closure and instead a bicycle lane on The Embarcadero south of Bryant Street. Will vehicles be stacked in this location?	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: The proposal is to close the Embarcadero and have two double right turns.  Please demonstrate why this would be more successful than keeping the Embarcadero open and allowing a single right turn out.  Consider using Vissim or other software to talk about how long it would take to empty the garage under various exit alternatives.  





Temporary Relocation of Valet Stand


On game days, the garage will not be available for valet parking for visitors to the retail and restaurants, so that valet parking attendants will need to park vehicles elsewhere. Since northbound Embarcadero will be temporarily closed following game’s end, attendants will not be able to drive vehicles back to the standard valet stand/vehicle drop-off location.	Comment by Luba Wyznyckyj: This is confusing.  If the garage needs to be cleared of cars before a game so that premium ticket holders can park, there would not be any need for this after an event.

Wouldn’t vehicles left in the garage need to be “towed” by valets to another off-site location, rather than just parked within a travel lane on The Embarcadero.



At the direction of Pavilion security and in collaboration with the PCO Supervisor, valet attendants will use cones to set up a temporary valet vehicle pick-up location on northbound Embarcadero just north of the Bryant Street intersection. Since no parking lane exists at this location, the temporary vehicle pick-up location will be in the bicycle lane and a portion of the easternmost northbound through lane. Valet attendants will also use cones to create a temporary bicycle lane outboard of the temporary vehicle pick-up location. Also see Control D-8 below.	Comment by Luba Wyznyckyj: What is the length of this?  	Comment by VWise: In the traffic lane?  


4th and King Streets


PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of Fourth and King Streets following game’s end to manage vehicle flows in all directions and pedestrian flows to the Caltrain Station across King Street and Fourth Street. Pre-event PCO controls are illustrated on Figure 6-5 and post-event PCO controls are illustrated on Figure 6-6. PCOs deployed to this location will be trained on the operation of the traffic signal controller box so that they can implement an all-red phase for vehicles and allow a pedestrian scramble in all crossing directions if conditions warrant. 


Brannan Muni Station


Northbound Embarcadero will be closed to traffic at this location (see Control D-3).


A portable Muni ticket sales station will be set up on the water side Embarcadero sidewalk across from the Brannan Street Muni platform so that attendees can purchase tickets before boarding the platform.	Comment by VWise: MTA:  do you think we should have a permanent one?  If not here then on the project site?  


PCOs will place temporary barriers in place to allow for fare inspection and to separate the pedestrian path of travel from the light-rail right-of-way. PCOs will also place temporary barriers along the edges of the Muni platform to keep attendees away from the edges and prevent falls or jumping into the tracks.	Comment by VWise: MTA:  You guys are okay with this?  


Fare inspectors and PCOs will be stationed at the base of the Muni platform so that fares can be checked before attendees walk up to the platform to board a train, and so that the flow of pedestrians onto the platform can be controlled to avoid overcrowding. Attendees without valid fares will be directed to the temporary Muni ticket sales station at the sidewalk.


Once the flow of pedestrians to the Muni platform has returned to normal, PCOs will remove the barriers. 	Comment by Luba Wyznyckyj: What’s normal in SF?


Pavilion Garage Driveway


Northbound Embarcadero will be closed to traffic at this location for approximately 30-45 minutes after a game (see Figure 6-6). The valet stand will be temporarily relocated to the northbound Embarcadero easternmost through lane just north of Bryant Street. Wayfinding will be provided inside the garage so that drivers can position themselves in the appropriate exit lane depending on their desired destination (vehicles bound for the South and East Bays on the left and vehicles bound for the North Bay on the right). 	Comment by Luba Wyznyckyj: Who is being valet-parked?	Comment by VWise: Wait, I thought all the cars will be drive by valets?  Is this just for the 150 staff (basketball players, etc.) people?  


[bookmark: _Ref370229047][bookmark: _Toc372618254]Figure 65: Peak Event: Pre-Event Controls	Comment by Albert, Peter: We should have separate meeting to review this with SFMTA Special Events	Comment by VWise: As part of that meeting, can we talk about integration with the proposed streetscape elements?  


[bookmark: _Ref370229061][bookmark: _Toc372618255]Figure 66: Peak Event: Post-Event Controls 	Comment by Albert, Peter: We should have separate meeting to review this with SFMTA Special Events






At the direction of the PCO Supervisor, PCOs will use cones to close the easternmost northbound Embarcadero lane and northbound bicycle lane and create a temporary bicycle lane so that all northbound vehicles will use a single northbound lane and bicyclists will be protected. This will allow for the temporary relocation of the valet stand (see Control D-5 above).


PCOs will be stationed at the Pavilion garage driveway to minimize conflicts between exiting vehicles and pedestrians and bicycles on the Embarcadero multi-use path; to facilitate vehicle exits from the garage; and to direct northbound through traffic to the center northbound through lane.


If a decision is made to locate the Pavilion parking in one or more of the possible locations described in Section 2.1.3, then this control might not be needed. Since all the alternative parking locations accommodate much fewer vehicles and none of them is along The Embarcadero, where most of the pedestrian and bicycle traffic are expected, no alternative controls are needed.


Intersection of Bryant Street at The Embarcadero


PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of Bryant Street at The Embarcadero to facilitate pedestrian crossings and minimize conflicts with vehicles.


Intersection of Bryant Street at Main Street


PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of Bryant Street at Main Street to direct vehicular traffic.


Intersection of Main Street at Harrison Street


PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of Main Street at Harrison Street to direct vehicular traffic.


Muni Ticket Sales at Pavilion


Pavilion ticket booths will sell tickets to exiting attendees who wish to take Muni.


[bookmark: _Toc372618055]Controls for Peak Event Coinciding with AT&T Park Event Scenario 


See Section 2.2 for a description of the peak event coinciding with AT&T Park event scenario.


[bookmark: _Toc372618056]General


On days where Pavilion events coincide with AT&T Park events, pedestrian, bicycle, and vehicle volumes along The Embarcadero will be greater. Controls implemented as part of the Pavilion TMP will not change, but should be coordinated with controls implemented as part of the AT&T Park TMP so that:	Comment by Luba Wyznyckyj: Will the light rail still stop at the Brannan station if the end time coincide?


Efforts are not duplicated; and 


Controls are complementary rather than contradictory. 


For example, the AT&T Park TMP includes PCO control at the intersection of Fourth and King Streets, so if events’ start or end times coincide, no additional PCOs will be necessary at that location. In addition, the street closure that is typically implemented on eastbound King Street between Third and Second Streets following Giants games will facilitate the street closure along northbound Embarcadero between Brannan and Bryant Streets (Figure 6-6) by diverting traffic away from The Embarcadero before the closure at Brannan.











[bookmark: _Toc372618057]COMMUNICATION


[bookmark: _Toc372618058]Outreach 


Outreach can educate guests and minimize confusion and risk of conflicts by providing advance information on the best way to arrive or depart the Pavilion depending on mode choice; and by alerting attendees to the location and purpose of temporary controls and measures. The following is an outreach strategy to accompany Pavilion events.


Ticket purchase confirmation will include the following information:


For attendees who do not purchase parking at the Pavilion, a statement explaining that parking will not be available, and detailed information about all options for getting to the Pavilion, including:	Comment by Luba Wyznyckyj: How can an attendee purchase parking at the Pavilion. You mean pre-purchase parking 


List of transit options available, including links to schedules, fare information, and forms of payment (i.e. Clipper card brochure).


Reminder that Muni fares will be checked on the street, prior to walking up the Muni platform; and that Muni tickets must be purchased ahead of time.


Recommended walking paths to the Pavilion from transit hubs and other origins.


Information on bicycle routes (i.e. link to San Francisco’s Bicycle and Walking Map) and bicycle valet.


Directions to general pick-up/drop-off location at cul-de-sac on Spear Street.


Alternative parking options near the Pavilion.


For attendees who do purchase parking in the garage with their ticket:


Directions to the Pavilion from different origins and instructions describing how to access the Pavilion garage.


Information on controls that will be in place following game’s end and how to successfully exit the Pavilion garage towards desired destinations.


[bookmark: _Toc372618059]Wayfinding 


Wayfinding can reduce the risk of conflicts for all modes by directing people away from potential conflict points. The following is a wayfinding strategy to accompany Pavilion events.


[bookmark: _Toc372618060]Technology and Apps


· Include platfroms that give users multiple, real-time advisories to facilitate convenient transportation choices that include taxi, transit, bike sharing, walking


· Provide extensive use of real-time transit info in public assembly areas that reflect the range of transit services in the area     


Pre-Event Wayfinding


Build upon base of permanent, intuitive wayfinding network that highlights local transit hubs and major destinations, and includes estimates walking times along the most comfortable pedestrian corridors   


Temporary signage at southwest and northwest corners of the site directing walk-up attendees to Pavilion entrances along routes that minimize pedestrian crossings of the Pavilion garage driveway.


Temporary signage asking bicyclists to dismount when they reach the sidewalk and directing bicyclists to the indoor bicycle valet parking. Signage should be placed at the following locations:


Southbound Embarcadero just before Bryant Street.


Northbound Embarcadero just before the entry to the garage right-turn pocket.


[bookmark: _Toc372618061]Post-Event Wayfinding


Temporary signage at Pavilion exits that directs pedestrians leaving the site away from the Pavilion garage driveway and towards key destinations such as BART/Temporary Transbay Terminal (north), Caltrain (south), and Muni Brannan Street stop (south).


Temporary signage outside bicycle valet parking directing bicyclists to use the Embarcadero bicycle lanes.


Temporary signage on Bryant Street at Beale Street directing non-Bay Bridge traffic to turn right.


Temporary signage for northbound vehicle traffic on The Embarcadero, south of Townsend Street, providing detour routes for non-event traffic to bypass the temporary street closure.











[bookmark: _Toc372618062]FUTURE WATERFRONT TRANSPORTATION STRATEGIES


The City of San Francisco is currently conducting a comprehensive assessment of transportation strategies for the Waterfront.  This chapter describes those transportation strategies that would provide enhancements in the project vicinity. The following list of projects was developed by SFMTA staff for the Piers 30-32 CAC Transportation Subcommittee. Chapter 9 provides a description of the process through which the TMP would be monitored and refined on a regular basis to respond to new transportation programs and strategies as they are implemented.


[bookmark: _Toc372618063]future muni light rail strategies


The following projects or programs would enhance MUNI light rail service along The Embarcadero and King Street.


1. MUNI Metro Extension (MMX) Optimization: addition of third track in the existing median between platforms at Folsom Street and Fourth and King Streets. This would allow trains to be stored or pass other vehicles during high demand periods. 


2. E-Embarcadero Historic Streetcar Southern Terminal Loop: construction of terminal tracks and loop around or near the terminal at Fourth and King Streets.  This would improve service and reliability on the E line and the N/T, and would allow an extension into Mission Bay.


3. T-Third Travel Time Improvements: implementation of modified transit operations along Third Street T-Third Light Rail route from Sunnydale to Fourth Street and King Street.  These improvements would be designed to improve travel time and reliability on the T-Third.


4. New Light Rail Vehicles: acquisition of new light rail vehicles to support service demands from new developments.


[bookmark: _Toc372618064]future muni BUS strategies


The following projects or programs would enhance MUNI bus service.


1. Advance 22-Filmore Interim Extension to Mission Bay: extension of the 22-Filmore on Sixteenth Street, connecting Mission Bay with the Sixteenth-Mission BART station. 


2. Special Event Route Modifications and Service Augments: this program would be implemented as needed for special events.


3. Transit Preferential Streets for MUNI Buses along Waterfront: provision of transit-only lanes by removing a parking lane for the 14-Mission, 27-Folsom, and 22-Filmore as identified in the TEP.  These improvements would improve travel time and reliability on these bus routes.


4.  Bus “Bridge” Service: expansion or increase of MUNI service to meet capacity demands prior to the Central Subway (2019).


5. Expanded Peak Period Service to Waterfront: increased peak period service on routes such as the 82X, the 81X-Caltrain Express, and the 82-Levi Plaza Express.


6. South of Market Neighborhood Transit: new local east-west transit service for the neighborhood east of Second Street where current service terminates.


[bookmark: _Toc372618065]future bicycle strategies


The following projects would enhance existing bicycle facilities in the Waterfront area.


1. Embarcadero Dedicated Bicycle Facility: construction of a two-way separated bikeway (cycle track) along The Embarcadero. 


2. Expanded Bike Sharing as part of project approvals: provision of new bike sharing stations in new development projects.


3. Bike Facility on Lefty O’Doul (Third Street) Bridge: provision of bike facility on bridge to connect north and south bike route across Mission Creek.


4. Required Bike Valet Parking: dedicated valet bike parking for special events.


5. Expand Bicycle Sharing within Waterfront Area: addition of pods at key locations in the Waterfront Transportation Assessment area.


[bookmark: _Toc372618066]future pedestrian strategies


The following projects would enhance existing pedestrian facilities in the Waterfront area.


1. Pedestrian Safety Projects: implementation of pedestrian improvements including crossing treatments designed to increase walking and reduce the severity and frequency of pedestrian crashes.


2. Fourth & King Improvements: pedestrian crossing improvements at this intersection adjacent to the Caltrain station.


3. Modal Access Coordination and Safety: revise developer garage and driveway design to favor pedestrian circulation.


[bookmark: _Toc372618067]future vehicle Circulation strategies


The following projects would enhance existing vehicle and transit circulation in the Waterfront area.


1. Beale Street Road Diet (restriping): provision of second southbound lane on Beale Street between Folsom Street and Bryant Street, by converting on-street parking to parallel configuration.


2. Beale Street Extension to Embarcadero: extension of Beale Street to connect with The Embarcadero with right-in, right-out movements.


3. Freeway Ramp to City Street Transition Traffic Calming: installation of signs, pavement striping, and other traffic calming measures designed to reduce travel speeds for vehicle traffic exiting freeway ramps.


[bookmark: _Toc372618068]future signal, signage, & wayfinding strategies


The following projects would enhance existing vehicle and transit circulation in the Waterfront area.


1. Traffic Signal System Modifications: improvements to the traffic signal system designed to create safer and more functional traffic patterns, and to prioritize pedestrians and cyclists. 


2. Wayfinding Program: installation of multi-modal wayfinding including transit, bicycle, and pedestrian information.


[bookmark: _Toc372618069]future loading & emergency service strategies


The following strategies would address curbside management and the provision of emergency services.


1. Embarcadero Multi-Use Lanes and Loading Bays: implementation of multi-use lanes and loading bays as provided for the America’s Cup. 


[bookmark: _Toc372618070]future parking strategies


The following programs would provide a range of parking management strategies.


1. Satellite Parking Strategy: program to encourage off-site parking beyond the Piers and neighborhood to minimize traffic caused by drivers searching for parking. 


2. Event-Specific Reserved Parking: program to provide reserved parking for waterfront events coordinated by project sponsors and offered as part of ticket purchase.


3. Parking Management; program to coordinate use of private parking facilities for special events.


4. Project Sponsor Satellite Parking: designation of satellite parking by new development projects. 


5. Neighborhood Parking Program: program to coordinate review of current Residential Permit Parking (RPP) with community/neighborhoods.


[bookmark: _Toc372618071]future taxi, accessible service, & pedicab strategies


The following projects would enhance service to the Waterfront area by taxis and pedicabs.


1. Taxi Share Program: program on high capacity transit routes that would allow customers to share their commute with others at reduced costs. 


2. Taxi Stand Management Program: program to staff taxi stands to facilitate customer access to taxis in an organized manner at key busy locations and/or during major events.


3. Multi-Modal Taxi Coordination: program to provide improved coordination and planning for taxi services around major destinations at key busy locations and/or during major events.  


4. Exclusive Curbside Access: specific dedication of protected, exclusive taxi and paratransit curbside access at the Ferry Building and near Second Street and Townsend (for events at AT&T Park) and at all new Waterfront facilities such as the Warriors Arena.  


5. Port-side Curbside Access Location: specific dedication of pick-up and drop-off locations along the bayside of the Embarcadero that reconcile with the planned bicycle facility. 


6. Taxi Quick Charge Stations: construction of quick-charge stations in new development areas for the growing fleet of electric taxi vehicles.   


7. Taxi Driver Rest Areas: construction of restrooms, possibly in coordination with the above quick charge stations, to improve service delivery.  


8. Pedicab Stands: specific dedication of curbside pedicab stands to load/unload passengers, designed so that they don’t block the bike lane, and located around major destinations at key busy locations and/or during major events.


[bookmark: _Toc372618072]future travel demand management (TDM) strategies


The following programs would reduce vehicular travel demand on the Waterfront transportation system.


1. Transit Pass Fare Embedded in Event Ticket: program to include transit pass fare in special event tickets. 


2. Monthly Transit Subsidy: program to provide monthly transit pass subsidies for employees, residents, and hotel visitors.


3. Satellite Regional Parking Promotion: encouraging the use of parking facilities outside the waterfront area through an ongoing information and marketing effort.


4. Embedded Parking Assignment: program to include reserved parking in satellite garages or lots for special events.


5. TDM Communications: program to coordinate event, local and regional transportation information.


6. Multi-modal Wayfinding: citywide wayfinding program to provide information for pedestrians and bicyclists.


7. Car Share Membership: program to provide free membership to City Car Share for residents and employees.


8. Hotel Provision of Transit Passes: program for hotels to provide MUNI passports or pre-loaded Clipper cards with reservations.


9. Transit Contribution for Special Event Attendees: incentivize travel to events by transit by including transit pass with event tickets.


10. Daycare Center: program to provide on-site day care center with priority to residents and employees who use transit.


11. Large Retail (grocery stores, etc.): program to encourage grocery stores to provide delivery services to reduce the need for driving personal vehicles.


12. Commitment to Mode Share Goals: ongoing monitoring and evaluation of commitment to limit drive-alone trips.


[bookmark: _Toc372618073]future event specific transportation planning strategy


The following program would enhance coordination of transportation planning strategies for special events.


1. Special Event Planning: coordination of transportation management strategies by SFMTA’s Special Events Team (SET). 


[bookmark: _Toc372618074]future BART strategies


The following projects would enhance regional rail service by BART.


1. Embarcadero & Montgomery Capacity Implementation Strategy: near-term capacity improvements to the Embarcadero and Montgomery BART stations. 


2. Metro Core and Metro Commute Service Expansion: capacity expansion to Embarcadero BART station.


3. BART Station Platform/Access Capacity: long-term capacity improvements for Embarcadero and Montgomery station platforms.


4. Embarcadero Station Vertical Circulation Expansion: provision of direction connections between BART and Muni Metro platforms.


5. New Train Control System: new network-wide train control system designed to allow for increased frequency of BART service.


[bookmark: _Toc372618075]future caltrain strategies


The following projects would enhance regional rail service by Caltrain.


1. Caltrain Electrification: full electrification of Caltrain system and expansion of peak and off-peak service levels. 


[bookmark: _Toc372618076]future ferry SERVICE strategies


The following projects would enhance ferry service.


1. Pier 30-32 Water Transit Landing: provision of facilities to accommodate water transport during events.


2. Golden Gate Ferry Service Expansion: modest increase in peak Larkspur ferry service and in the afternoon Sausalito ferry service.


3. WETA Expansion: near-term WETA service corridor expansions (Treasure Island, Richmond, Berkeley) and service headway improvemetns  


[bookmark: _Toc372618077]future regional bus SERVICE strategies


The following projects would enhance Golden Gate Transit (GGT) and AC Transit bus service.


1. Golden Gate Transit and MUNI Service Interlining: route and fare coordination between GGT and MUNI bus service in the northeast quadrant and on Van Ness Avenue to provide greater access to transit through integrated routing and pricing.


2. AC Transit Service Expansion: increased Transbay bus service to provide a viable late night transportation alternative.





[bookmark: _Toc372618078]monitoring and refinement


The Golden State Warriors will monitor and refine the TMP in conjunction with the City of San Francisco.


[bookmark: _Toc372618079]PURPOSE 


The monitoring and refinement of the TMP will be conducted to accomplish the following objectives.


1. Refine traffic control strategies to improve the overall safety and efficiency of pre-event arrival and post-event departure transportation activities.


2. Ensure that a high proportion of project employees and visitors, particularly during peak events and events that have high levels of activity during morning or evening commute periods, are traveling to and from the site via transit, bicycle, or walk modes.


3. Minimize traffic and parking impacts to adjacent neighborhoods.


4. Refine TMP strategies to respond to construction activities adjacent to the site.


5. Refine TMP strategies to respond to new transportation projects or programs as they are completed.


6. Refine TMP strategies to incorporate new travel options as they become available.


[bookmark: _Toc372618080]Monitoring methods


The following methods will be employed to monitor TMP strategies.


1. Quarterly Coordination Meetings – the on-site Transportation Coordinator and key Warriors’ staff will meet quarterly with the City’s designated Special Event Team (SET) to evaluate the TMP strategies during the first year of operation.


2. Inaugural Event Monitoring – a designated team of Warrior and City staff will monitor pre-game and post-game transportation conditions at the first Warriors’ game and concert held at the Pavilion.


3. Curb Pick-Up and Drop-Off Operations – the on-site Transportation Coordinator will regularly monitor curb operations during the first year of operation. 


4. Warrior Attendee Surveys – travel surveys of at least 600 attendees will be conducted during five weekday evening games during the initial season at the Pavilion.  The surveys will identify such data as pre-game origin and post-game destination, arrival and departure times, arrival and departure modes, transit provider, parking location, number of vehicle occupants (auto mode), etc.


5. Warrior Employee Surveys – annual travel surveys of permanent employees will be conducted to identify the same travel information for Warrior attendees as well as to determine their awareness of alternative modes and travel demand management programs that are available to them.


6. Parking Strategies – data will be collected on the effectiveness of on-site and off-site remote parking strategies.


[bookmark: _Toc372618081]  Monitoring DOCUMENTATION


The results of the monitoring process will be documented as follows.


1. TMP Travel Survey Memo – a memorandum will be prepared within three months of the inaugural event that documents the results of the travel surveys as well as ongoing visual event monitoring. 


2. TMP Monitoring Report – a report will be developed at the end of the first year of operation of the Pavilion that addresses how effectively the TMP is meeting the monitoring objectives described above.
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Typical Warriors Game Sequence (7:30 pm tip off)








			Day Prior


			





			2 to 4 pm


			If the game is nationally televised (5-7 games per year), 1-2 TV trucks for the national broadcaster(s) will typically arrive the day before the game.  Trucks are parked in the loading dock and technicians will begin to setup for game broadcast.  





			


			





			Game Day


			





			7 am to noon


			Game day food service deliveries at loading dock (scheduled around TV broadcast and team arrival and departures). Average Time of delivery is scheduled to avoid peak commute hours and other factors that may influence efficiency and impact. Average individual deliveries required per Warriors game is six.  Most if not all are scheduled to occur the day prior.








			


			





			9 am 


			Food service prep team arrives.  Typically 25 to 35 game day personnel plus approximately 30 baseline staff.  Staff will arrive on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			


			Home and visiting team TV trucks (2 trucks) arrive and deploy in the loading dock.  If trucks are in market and the dock is available, they may arrive the day before the event.  Typical call is morning on game day.  The trucks can arrive as late as early afternoon.  





			


			





			10 am


			TV broadcasting crew arrives one hour following TV truck arrival and begins to prepare for the game broadcast.  Typically 40 personnel total. The crew arrives via the loading dock.





			


			





			


			Pre-game shoot around.  Visiting teams will in some cases use an off-site venue for shootaround.  Specific times vary. The window is typically 10 am to 1 pm.  Typically 25 personnel per team.  Visiting team arrives in two buses.  Home team arrives individually.  After pre-game shoot around, visiting players and coaches and home team players will typically leave the building. The visiting team arrives and departs via the loading dock. The home team will either use the loading dock or segregated parking in the Pavilion garage.  





			


			





			1 pm


			Building pre-cleaning crew arrives.  This practice varies from building to building and is more common for outdoor venues.  Personnel vary based on event type and general building practice.  Likely 15 to 20 total.  In some cases, there is no pre-clean. In others, the pre-clean happens early in the morning on game day.  The crew will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			5 to 5:30 pm 


			Teams return for the game.  The visiting team will arrive in two buses via the loading dock. The home team will either use the loading dock or segregated parking in the Pavilion garage.





			


			





			5 to 6 pm


			Game day building staff arrives.  Includes guest service and food service personnel. Typically 500 to 600 total.  Staff will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			5:30 to 6 pm


			Police, building security, and guest services personnel deploy to manage guest ingress approximately 30 minutes prior to doors.





			


			





			6 to 6:30 pm


			Doors open 60 to 90 minutes prior to tip off.  Guests begin to arrive.  We anticipate that approximately 80% of guests will access the building via the entrance at the main plaza.  Arrival distribution varies slightly based on day of week and market dynamics.  80% to 90% of guests are in the building by tip off.  Final guests typically enter by the end of the first quarter.





			


			





			7:30


			Tip off.





			


			





			9:30 pm


			Police, building security, and guest services personnel deploy to manage guest egress approximately 30 minutes prior to anticipated game end.





			


			





			10 pm


			Game ends.  Broadcast technicians immediately begin load-out.





			


			





			


			Cleaning crew arrives and immediately begins post-show clean.  Typically 25 to 50 personnel.  The crew will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			


			Change over crew arrives and immediately begins change over.  Typically 20 personnel.  The crew will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			11 to 11:30 pm


			Venue clear of guests and all event staff.





			


			





			Day After Game





			





			11:30 pm to 12 am


			TV trucks leave the venue.





			


			





			2 to 3 am 


			Post-game clean complete, cleaning crew leaves the building.





			


			





			4 am


			Change over complete.  Crew leaves the building.















Typical Concert Sequence (7:30 pm Show Time)








			Event Day


			





			4 to 8 am


			Show trucks (which carry all show components including the stage, sound equipment and controls, video equipment and controls, props) arrive in market. They will typically stage somewhere off site but close to the venue.  The number of trucks varies based on the size and complexity of the show. An A list show will usually require approximately 20 trucks Once trucks have been unloaded, they are driven off site and will not return until the show is complete and the load-out process begins. 





			


			





			6 to 8 am


			The production team (15 to 30 personnel for A list shows) arrives at the venue as does the local stagehand crew.  Initial production trucks access the loading dock and show load-in commences.  The production team will arrive in tour buses and access the building via the loading dock. The stagehand crew will arrive on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.  The show trucks enter and exit the venue as the show components are unloaded.  Load-in typically occurs over approximately four to six hours.  





			


			





			7 am to noon


			Event day food service deliveries at loading dock (scheduled around other event related arrivals and departures). Average individual deliveries required are six.  Most if not all are scheduled to occur the day prior.








			


			





			9 am 


			Food service prep team arrives.  Typically 25 to 35 event day personnel plus approximately 30 baseline staff.  Staff will arrive on foot and be encouraged to use public transit. 





			


			





			1 pm


			Building pre-cleaning crew arrives.  This practice varies from building to building and is more common for outdoor venues.  Personnel vary based on event type and general building practice.  Likely 15 to 20 total.  In some cases, there is no pre-clean. In others, the pre-clean happens early in the morning on event day.  The crew will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			2 to 4 pm 


			Performer(s) arrive(s) for sound check.  Sound check typically lasts 30 to 60 minutes.  The performer(s) will arrive in tour buses via the loading dock. 





			


			





			5 to 6 pm


			Event day building staff arrives.  Includes guest service and food service personnel. Typically 500 to 600 total and varies based on show type and expected attendance.  Staff will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			5:30 to 6 pm


			Police, building security, and guest services personnel deploy to manage guest ingress approximately 30 minutes prior to doors.





			


			





			6 to 6:30 pm


			Doors open 60 to 90 minutes prior to show time.  Guests begin to arrive.  We anticipate that approximately 80% of guests will access the building via the main entrance for Pavilion shows, and 80% will access the building via the main theatre entrance for theatre shows.  Arrival distribution varies slightly based on day of week and market dynamics.  90%+ of guests are in the building by show time.  Final guests typically enter within another 30 minutes following show time.





			


			





			7:30 pm


			Show time.





			


			





			10 pm


			Police, building security, and guest services personnel deploy to manage guest egress approximately 30 minutes prior to anticipated show end.





			


			





			10:30 pm


			Show ends.  Production team immediately begins load-out. 





			


			





			


			Cleaning crew arrives and immediately begins post-show clean.  Typically 25 to 50 personnel.  The crew will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			


			Change over crew arrives.  Typically 20 personnel.  The crew will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			11:30 to 12 am


			Venue clear of guests and all event staff.





			


			





			Day After Event





			





			1 to 3 am


			Show trucks leave the venue.





			


			





			2 to 3 am 


			Post show clean complete, cleaning crew leaves the building.





			


			





			4 am


			Change over complete.  Crew leaves the building.

















[bookmark: _Toc370229314]Appendix B:
Alternative Parking Locations	Comment by Albert, Peter: Make a note that this references alternatives to the 500-space garage.  The satellite parking concept for the other 2-5000 cars should include a more comprehensive inventory of potential / likely partnership parking garage opportunities within ¾ mile
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From: Uchida, Kansai
To: Wise, Viktoriya
Subject: RE: !!
Date: Friday, January 17, 2014 2:37:55 PM
Attachments: Warriors Arena - Transportation Study Diagram v4.pdf


Sure, here it is.


-----Original Message-----
From: Wise, Viktoriya
Sent: Friday, January 17, 2014 2:32 PM
To: Uchida, Kansai
Subject: !!


Can you quick PDF the warriors graphic and email to me.
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Area-Wide Efforts



Project-Specific Efforts



Waterfront Transportation Assessment (WTA)



Phase I
      Purpose
 - Assessment of planned projects



 - Focus on northeast waterfront



      Outcomes
 - List of existing and desired   
       goals and strategies



Phase II
      Purpose
 - Corridor modeling, identification of needs



 - Screen and refine Phase I goals and strategies



      Outcomes
 - Short list of most effective strategies



 - Cost sharing strategies



City Transportation 
Demand Management



Transportation Management Plan (TMP) Environmental Impact Report (EIR)



Development Agreement



- Evaluation of auto traffic, pedestrian circulation, bicycle  
      circulation, loading, construction traffic, and parking at a  
      level of detail sufficient to identify environmental impacts  
      under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)



- Estimation of project-related travel demand



- Mitigation Measures



- Improvement Measures



- Detailed transportation plans tailored to the design and  
      function of the project (site circulation, loading, pick- 
      up/drop-off, garage access, etc)



- Includes input and direction from SFMTA and other city  
      agencies



- Incorporates transportation demand management measures



- Identifies agreed-upon community improvements to be 
implemented as part of the project



- Includes a transportation component



City Special
Events Team
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Phase I
      Purpose
 - Assessment of planned projects



 - Focus on northeast waterfront



      Outcomes
 - List of existing and desired   
       goals and strategies



Phase II
      Purpose
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      Outcomes
 - Short list of most effective strategies



 - Cost sharing strategies
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Demand Management



Transportation Management Plan (TMP) Environmental Impact Report (EIR)



Development Agreement



- Evaluation of auto traffic, pedestrian circulation, bicycle  
      circulation, loading, construction traffic, and parking at a  
      level of detail sufficient to identify environmental impacts  
      under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)



- Estimation of project-related travel demand



- Mitigation Measures



- Improvement Measures



- Detailed transportation plans tailored to the design and  
      function of the project (site circulation, loading, pick- 
      up/drop-off, garage access, etc)



- Includes input and direction from SFMTA and other city  
      agencies



- Incorporates transportation demand management measures



- Identifies agreed-upon community improvements to be 
implemented as part of the project



- Includes a transportation component



City Special
Events Team



Overview of Transportation Studies for Waterfront Projects



Draft - For Internal Review Only













From: Kern, Chris (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
Date: Friday, May 30, 2014 12:02:04 PM


Will do.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Friday, May 30, 2014 11:59 AM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
 
Chris – since we are coming down to the wire, could you start asking your side if they can make the
times on Monday and to hold them.  I can make all those times and will check with any additional
staff on my side.  Then once we hear from Jennifer, we can tie it down.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Friday, May 30, 2014 10:54 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
 
FYI: I left a message for Clarke this morning asking him to have GSW reps and Craig hold those
Monday timeslots.
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Friday, May 30, 2014 10:52 AM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Jones, Natasha (OCII); Green, Andrea (CPC)



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=DE60665E3EBB43CF95F7AEC0F6E03AA8-CHRIS KERN
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Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
 
Could you all please hold those times while we wait for confirmation from Jennifer (and then we
need to ask the larger group for confirmation on their times).
 
Once we finish this one, I will have to ask your kind help again for finding slots for another 2 hour


meeting for the week of June 9th and June 16th to meet with the project sponsor.  Thanks
 
Thanks all for the help!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Wong, Phillip (MYR) 
Sent: Friday, May 30, 2014 10:29 AM
To: Jones, Natasha (OCII); Green, Andrea (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
 
Hi Natasha,


Thanks for the follow up.  Waiting to confirm that Jennifer can attend Monday.
 
Best,
 
Phillip C. Wong
--
Project Assistant |OEWD
Office: 415-554-6512
Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
 


From: Jones, Natasha (OCII) 
Sent: Friday, May 30, 2014 10:28 AM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Green, Andrea (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
 
Hi Andrea and Phillip,
 



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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Just following up on Monday, June 2 (9-12 or 3:30-5) for this meeting.
 
Thx a lot.
___________________________________________
NATASHA A. JONES
Interim Board Secretary
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
City and County of San Francisco
One South Van Ness, 5th Floor
San Francisco, California 94103
P 415.749.2458
F 415-749-2585
E natasha.jones@sfgov.org
 
From: Jones, Natasha (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 3:49 PM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Green, Andrea (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
 
Tiffany has a Commission  meeting 1-5 on Tuesday unfortunately.
How about Monday, June 2 (9-12 or 3:30-5)
 
___________________________________________
NATASHA A. JONES
Interim Board Secretary
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
City and County of San Francisco
One South Van Ness, 5th Floor
San Francisco, California 94103
P 415.749.2458
F 415-749-2585
E natasha.jones@sfgov.org
 
From: Wong, Phillip (MYR) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 3:45 PM
To: Green, Andrea (CPC); Jones, Natasha (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
 
Hi all,
 
Jennifer is available Tuesday, 6/3, 1pm – 4pm.
 
Best,
 
Phillip C. Wong
--
Project Assistant |OEWD
Office: 415-554-6512
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Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
 


From: Green, Andrea (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 3:44 PM
To: Jones, Natasha (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
 


Hey there,
 
John is also out of the office beginning the afternoon of June 4 through June 6.
 
Andrea
 
From: Jones, Natasha (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 3:39 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Green, Andrea (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Re: Help with Meeting Times
 
Hi all,
 
Tiffany is out of office June 5 and 6.
 
Thank you.
 
 
 


On May 29, 2014, at 3:35 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Andrea/Phillip/Natasha – Could you please find some times that work for Tiffany,
Jennifer, and John to meet next week (before Friday, but preferably later in the week)
for 1.5-2 hours for an internal meeting on the design review process for the Warriors
project?  We can host here at OCII and there will be some additional attendees, but
we’ll get them on board once we have some times that work for the important people.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/



mailto:phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/





 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1,
2014.
 








From: Liz Brisson
To: Wise, Viktoriya
Cc: Oshima, Diane; Bollinger, Brett; Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin; Elizabeth Sall (elizabeth.sall@sfcta.org); Michelle


Magee (mmagee@harderco.com); Uchida, Kansai
Subject: Re: GSW: Transportation - status update on various items
Date: Sunday, January 12, 2014 8:47:29 PM
Attachments: image004.png


image001.png
image003.png
image005.png
image002.png
Phase2TechnicalAssessmentSchedule-PlusWarriors.xlsx


Thanks Viktoriya. Very helpful summary. I will review your one-pager this week. I
have re-attached the draft Phase 2 detailed schedule (Warriors schedule on
additional tab). Note i havent updated this since our 4meeting work plan sesssion so
the green boxes showing warriors CAC/other outreach probably need to be updated.
i can do that later this week as well.


On Sun, Jan 12, 2014 at 11:19 PM, Wise, Viktoriya <viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Hi City Transportation Team-


(I am sending this to everyone that attended our 1/2/14 meeting and a few other
folks that were absent as a result of vacations or have a contribution to make to
the below-described work.  Needless to say, if you find the below summary useful,
feel free to forward to others in your agency as you see fit.)


 


There are quite a few moving transportation-related efforts going on for the GSW
project so I wanted to provide a summary of them and a list of various upcoming
meetings so that we’re all on the same page given that the CAC meeting is but a
short 2.5 weeks away. 


 


A.      DELIVERABLES


1.       Transportation 2014 CAC Four Meeting Summary:  Michelle sent out
(see email on 1/8) a summary of the first four CAC meeting contents and asked us
to review and provide feedback.  I have reviewed this document and am providing
my edits, which incorporate information from subsequent emails on this subject
matter (e.g., Liz’s explanation of TA’s work; standardizing use of terms [not Phase
2 modeling but rather WTA Phase 2 analysis]; etc.).  This document is quite good
at getting City family on the same page and provides a good summary of what we
need to cover and some of the messaging we need to do at the first 2 CAC
meetings.  However, in addition to this document, I think we need to have a
summary of the next 4 meetings at a higher level (to share with Ken, for example,
or at the DWG, or with Deep and Dan, and so on).  To that end, I’ve summarized
the contents of this document into a one page summary that can be shared with
others.  This summary is provided at the end of the attached document for your
consideration.  If you think this is not necessary, we can delete it.  Please take a
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Waterfront Phase 2)


			Waterfront Transportation Assesssment Phase 2 Technical Analysis


			Work Schedule


						31-Dec-13


																								YEAR 2014


			Task Name						December															January												February												March																								April												May																								June																											July


									2			9			16			23			30			6			13			20			27			3			10			17			24			3			10						17						24			31						7			14			21			28			5						12						19						26						2						9						16						23			30						7						14			21			28


			1. Evaluation Framework 


			a			Draft v1 Evaluation Framework from consultants and mtg with LB and EM to discuss


			b			Draft v2 Evaluation Framework from consultants and mtg with LB and EM to discuss


			c			City Agencies Review Evaluation Framework


			d			Framework is Finalized																											X


			2. Corridor Analysis


			a			Road capacity analysis methodology 


			b			Transit capacity existing conditions analysis methodology


			d			Existing Condition, 2020/2040 Without Waterfront Development Analysis (including Transit Capacity Existing Conditions Analysis- Arup/Tony Bruzzone interviews SFMTA operations staff


			e			2020/2040 With Waterfront Development Analysis *requires Adavant Trip Generation Memo for Warriors EIR to be finalized 1/21


			f			Draft Results and City Agency Review


			g			Final Results


			3. Strategy Screening and Additions


			a			N/N Screen Strategies


			b			SFMTA (Julie, Jeff, Grahm) create transit service plan using 2g results)


			c			Arup Begins to Work up Additional Concepts


			d			N/N Convenes Charrette with TA, MTA, Regional Transit Ops, Caltrans


			e			Arup Documents Strategies in Enough Detail to Evaluate


			f			City Agencies Review Strategies to Be Evaluated 


			g			Strategies for Evaluation are Finalized																																																									X


			4. Strategy Evaluation


			a			Evaluation Methodology


			b			City Agency Review Methodology


			c			N/N Executes Evaluation


			d			Draft Results and City Agency Review


			e			Final Evaluation Results-Subset of Strategies for Refining and Cost Estimating


			5. Refined Strategies and Cost Estimates


			a			Refined Strategies Concept Drawings


			b			Cost Estimates


			c			City Agencyes Review Strategies and Cost Estimates


			d			Strategies and Cost Estimates Finalized																																																																														X


			6. Fair Share Cost Framework


			a			Model Analysis


			b			Draft Results and City Review


			c			Final Results


			7. Final Report


			a			Draft Report


			b			Final Report





									X			=			Check In With Warriors CAC and Other Outreach as Determined by SFMTA























Warriors EIR


			Transportation Analysis for the Event Center and Mixed Use Development at Piers 30/32 and Seawall Lot 330 EIR 																																																																																																																																																												Adavant Consulting


			Work Schedule																																																																																																																																																												LCW Consulting


			November 19, 2013


									YEAR 2013																											YEAR 2014


			Task Name						November												December															January												February												March																								April												May																								June																											July


									4			11			18			25			2			9			16			23			30			6			13			20			27			3			10			17			24			3			10						17						24			31						7			14			21			28			5						12						19						26						2						9						16						23			30						7						14			21			28


			Finalize Transportation Scope of Work						Completed (Variant 3?)


			Existing Conditions


						Prepares Setting Section for project site and off-site locations (6 periods)


						EP Reviews Transportation Setting


						Finalize Setting Section for project site and off-site locations (6 periods)


			Augment Transportation Data Collection						Completed (Variant 3?)


			Travel Demand Estimation


						Perform Travel Demand Analysis and submit 1st Draft of Travel Demand Memorandum			Completed


						EP Reviews 1st Draft of Travel Demand Analysis			Completed


						Perform Travel Demand Analysis on revised project plus two off-site alternatives and submit 2nd Draft Tech Memorandum to EP


						EP Reviews 2nd Draft of Travel Demand Analysis


						Incorporate revisions to 2nd Draft Travel Demand Memorandum and submit final version


						EP Approves Travel Demand Analysis and Documentation


			Project Sponsor provides Draft Transportation Management Plan after preliminary review by EP and MTA


			Transportation Impact Analysis for Project/Alternatives/Variants


						Existing + Project/Variant 2 (12  9 periods/scenarios)


						Existing + Variant 1 (All residential uses at SWL 330) (3 periods)


						Existing + Variant 3 (Distributed Event Center Parking) (9 periods)


						Existing + Alternative B (Reduced Intensity) (1 period)


						Existing + Alternative C (SWL 337) (6 periods/scenarios)


						Existing + Alternative D (Potrero Power Plant) (6 periods/scenarios)


			Cumulative Transportation Impact Analysis


						No Project (2 periods)


						With Project at Piers 30-32 / SWL 330 (4  3 periods/scenarios)


						With Arena at Potrero Power Plant (2 periods/scenarios)


						With Arena at SWL 337 (2 periods/scenarios)


			Development of Mitigation Measures


						Transportation Team Meeting # 1 - Discuss Preliminary Impacts and Mitigations																																																						X


						Transportation Team Meeting # 2 - Discuss Preliminary Impacts and Mitigations																																																																		X


						Transportation Team Meeting # 3 - Discuss Preliminary Impacts and Mitigations																																																																																							X


			Submit Transportation Data for AQ / Noise Analysis


						Project and Variants


						Alternatives


			Preparation of ADEIR-1C


						Prepare ADEIR-1C Section for Project and Variants; submit to ESA


						ESA prepares ADEIR-1C Transportation


						City/Sponsor Review of ADEIR-1C


						Work Session to discuss comments on ADEIR-1C


			Preparation of ADEIR-1D


						Prepare ADEIR-1D Section for Alternatives; submit to ESA


						ESA prepares ADEIR-1D Transportation


						City/Sponsor Review of ADEIR-1D


						Work Session to discuss comments on ADEIR-1D


			Prepare Transportation Supporting Information





						Adavant Consulting/LCW Consulting


						City staff


						ESA


						Project sponsor












look and provide any final comments to Michelle in the next few days as we
should probably finalize this by Friday morning. 


2.       Transportation Overview Handout:  Diane put together a draft
summarizing the various transportation-related efforts that the City is engaged in
(WTA Phase 1, WTA Phase 2 analysis, City’s TDMP, Project Sponsor’s TMP, and
EIR),  This was circulated to the group for comment a few weeks ago and we
agreed that MTA would finalize the document and also try to come up with a
graphic to represent the various efforts visually.  Due to competing priorities,
additional time was needed to complete this and Planning has taken on this task
for the time being.  We expect to have a draft to this group by 1/15.  (Brett and
Kansai:  please check in with me on Monday about the status of this work). 


3.       GSW Transportation Management Plan:  Peter provided a version of this
document that contained his comments.  Planning has reviewed this version of the
document and a combined set of comments are attached.  The EIR consultants are
also reviewing this draft and will provide their comments by the end of tomorrow. 
Diane, I believe you wanted to take a look at this document and possibly provide
some additional feedback if MTA/Planning missed anything.  Erin, if appropriate,
please consider sharing this with Carli so that she can take a look at Planning’s
comments before Wednesday and let us know if there is anything in there she
does not agree with (i.e., some of the TDM suggestions).  We should be providing
a consolidated non-conflicting set of comments to the project sponsor.  To that
end, if there are additional comments from the Port/OEWD, could someone at MTA
volunteer to consolidate them please.  Comments are due no later than COB on
1/14 so that we can discuss them on 1/15, if necessary. 


4.       Proposed Streetscape Improvements:  Planning has asked the project
sponsor to incorporate a number of Streetscape Improvements into their project
(we have previously circulated these but if you would like, we can resend these). 
MTA is currently reviewing/vetting these proposals internally.  We will be
discussing them this Wednesday at noon and subsequently providing comments to
the sponsor.    


5.       Travel Demand Memo:  The Travel Demand Memo was submitted to the
City on 1/23 by Adavant and LCW.  Planning and MTA (Peter) have completed
their review of this document and sent a consolidated set of comments back to the
consultant last week.  We expected to get comments from Jerry Robbins on this
document but have yet to hear from him.  Erin, could you please follow up on the
status of his review.   Liz, as I mentioned to you last week, this memo needed
some revisions and therefore, was not ready to be used by the TA for your work. 
We are still aiming to have it finalized by 1/21 and will keep everyone posted on
progress. 


B.       MEETINGS (CITY FAMILY; CITY FAMILY + SPONSOR; PUBLIC)


1.       Travel Demand Memo meeting - Tuesday, 1/14 from 2- 4 pm @
Planning:  the purpose of the meeting is to go over City comments on the Travel
Demand memo and for City staff to ask questions about the methodology.  This
meeting is being attended by Planning and EIR consultants only but if anyone else
is interested in attending (MTA, Port, OEWD, please feel free to join us). 


2.       Standing City Transportation Team meeting – Wednesday, 1/15 from
noon – 1 pm @ Planning:  the purpose of this meeting is for all of us to go







over the GSW TMP and the Proposed Streetscape Improvements so that the City
can provide the sponsor with a consolidate set of comments and direction on
each.  At this meeting, we are also likely to go over the Transportation Overview
Handout.  We only have one hour so please be on time. 


3.       GSW Transportation Management Plan meeting – Friday, 1/17 from
10 to 11:30 am @ MTA (Civic Center Conference Room):  the purpose of
this meeting is for the project sponsor to meet with MTA’s Special Events folks to
discuss very specific portions of the TMP and get feedback on transportation
management during events (e.g., closure of the Embarcadero, etc.). 


4.       Standing Transportation Work Update with OEWD meeting – Friday,
1/17 from 2 – 3 pm @ City Hall (room 448):  this is the bi-weekly check-in
meeting with Ken where we can discuss all of the above.  Per Ken’s email on
12/16 to a subset of this group, this is a list of things he wanted to cover. 


                    


 - Detailed schedule for the "phase 2" effort, showing biweekly meeting dates (e)
[Liz, I swear you emailed this out (as a separate worksheet in Adavant’s schedule) but I can’t
seem to find this in my email.]


 - draft talking points on transportation (ken/adam)


 - Project status update (peter/e)


 - traffic enforcement pilot plan (gillian)


 - muni service pilot plan (peter)


 


5.       City Transportation Team meeting – Wednesday, 1/22 from noon – 1
pm @ Planning:  agenda TBD.


6.       Streetscape Improvements meeting – Wednesday, 1/22 from 2-3 pm
@ Planning:  the purpose of this meeting is to discuss with the sponsor whether
they will be incorporating any of the suggested improvements into their project
and to allow them an opportunity to ask questions and seek clarification.  If any of
you feel that you would like to attend this meeting, please advise and we will
forward you the invitation.


7.       City Transportation Team meeting – Wednesday, 1/29 from noon – 1
pm @ Planning:  agenda TBD.


8.       GSW CAC Transportation Subcommittee meeting – I don’t have the
details but I think it’s at the Port at 6 pm?:  please see above for agenda. 


9.       Standing Transportation Work Update with OEWD meeting – Friday,
1/30 from 12:30 – 1 pm @ City Hall (room 448):  TBD


 


I think that’s about it.  Please let me know if I missed something or if you have a
different understanding of our work program for the month of January. 







 


Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning


 


Planning Department¦City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049 ¦Fax: 415-558-6409


Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org


Web: www.sfplanning.org


            


 


 


 


-- 
Liz Brisson
Senior Transportation Planner
San Francisco County Transportation Authority
1455 Market Street, 22nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
415-522-4838
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From: Albert, Peter
To: "Michelle Magee"; Liz Brisson
Cc: Van de Water, Adam; Oshima, Diane; Wise, Viktoriya; Miller, Erin; Bollinger, Brett
Subject: RE: Action Items from today
Date: Friday, January 03, 2014 7:23:07 PM


Thanks – you should know we’re vetting the three pilots with SFMTA this and next week.  We
already reviewed them with Alicia
 


·         Reviewing parking pilot with parking team today, may need more time for further vetting
and support from OEWD/Giants


·         Ricardo, Chris to help with Soma/Rincon PCOs
·         Erin, can you help get focus, feedback on pilot from Operations on “Ballgame” Muni Metro


2-car T/3-car Shuttle-to-Caltrain pilot concept?
 


(Possible 4th pilots?)
·          Ricardo willing to look at striping extra southbound lane on Beale a soon as we’re ready to


go forward as one City family – ie, City Planning on board
·         Seleta may have some more concrete ideas on a bike pilot.


 
Peter Albert
Manager, SFMTA Urban Planning Initiatives
SF Municipal Transportation Agency
1 South Van Ness Ave, Seventh Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
(: 415.701.4328
: 415.701.4735
*: peter.albert@sfmta.com
 


From: Michelle Magee [mailto:mmagee@harderco.com] 
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 3:55 PM
To: Liz Brisson
Cc: Van de Water, Adam; Oshima, Diane; Wise, Viktoriya; Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter; Bollinger, Brett
Subject: Action Items from today
 
Hi all:
 
I did not include all the other meetings mentioned, however the group agreed to add 12-
1pm to the Standing CEQUA meeting on Wednesday’s
 
Action Items: 


1.      Summarize and produce one overview document Jan 8th – Erin
2.      Circulate Notes from Jan 2nd – Liz – DONE
3.      Summarize the 4 meeting process for Transportation Co-Chairs by Jan 8th –


Michelle
4.      Set Transportation co-chairs meeting for Jan 15 – Michelle
5.      Present Pilot and CAC meeting plan at the Ken Rich’s Standing Transportation


Meeting with Mayor on Jan 17th at 2pm –Victoria, Peter, Adam
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From: Liz Brisson [mailto:liz.brisson@sfcta.org] 
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 1:36 PM
To: Michelle Magee
Cc: Van de Water, Adam; Oshima, Diane; Wise, Viktoriya; Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter; Bollinger, Brett
Subject: Re: CONFIRMING: Piers 30-32 Transportation meeting/call per Diane
 
Hi All, 
 
To support our discussion today, I have prepared two things that are attached:
1) Schedule of Assessment Phase 2 Technical Work (built in same spreadsheet as SF
Planning's Warriors EIR schedule on separate tab)
2) Revised write-up from Brett. I started doing this in track changes but my changes were so
wholesale that i just created a new version. Ultimately, i think we could use a simplified and
graphical version of this for the public, which could perhaps build on the slide set ive been
using to share the phase 2 scope (slides from recent DWG meeting attached) 
 
I will bring hard copies to the meeting at SFMTA, but wanted to share electronic versions for
those who are calling in.
 
Thanks, Liz
 


On Thu, Jan 2, 2014 at 12:37 PM, Michelle Magee <mmagee@harderco.com> wrote:
Hi Erin:  
We need the conference line number to call in at 2pm.  
Thanks
 


From: Van de Water, Adam [mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 12:33 PM
To: Oshima, Diane
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya; Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter; liz.brisson@sfcta.org; elizabeth.sall@sfcta.org; Bollinger,
Brett; Michelle Magee; Elizabeth Sall


Subject: Re: CONFIRMING: Piers 30-32 Transportation meeting/call per Diane
 
Either call my cell: 510.220.0156 or let me know the best number to call in.  Talk soon.
 Happy new year everyone!


Adam Van de Water
Project Manager
Office of Economic and Workforce Development 
City and County of San Francisco
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102
415.554.6625
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On Jan 2, 2014, at 10:56 AM, "Oshima, Diane" <diane.oshima@sfport.com> wrote:


I actually will try and attend the meeting at MTA.  Also, thanks to
Brett for circulating the draft explanation describing WTA vs. the
other transportation acronyms.  I layered in further revisions in
the attached.  See you later today.  Thanks!
 
Diane
 
Diane Oshima
Assistant Deputy Director, Waterfront Planning
Port of San Francisco
Pier 1, San Francisco, CA  94111
Diane.Oshima@sfport.com
415/274-0553
 
From: Van de Water, Adam 
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 9:52 AM
To: Wise, Viktoriya
Cc: Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter; liz.brisson@sfcta.org; elizabeth.sall@sfcta.org; Bollinger,
Brett; Oshima, Diane; Michelle Magee; Elizabeth Sall
Subject: Re: CONFIRMING: Piers 30-32 Transportation meeting/call per Diane
 
I will join but am enjoying working from home.  Is there a call-in number?


Adam Van de Water
Project Manager
Office of Economic and Workforce Development 
City and County of San Francisco
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102
415.554.6625
 


On Jan 2, 2014, at 9:36 AM, "Wise, Viktoriya" <viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Thanks.  I got a babysitter and came in today so I will see you at
this meeting.
 
Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning
 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049│Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org
<image001.png>  
<image002.png>   <image003.png>   <image004.png>   <image005.png>
 
From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
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Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 9:35 AM
To: Albert, Peter; Wise, Viktoriya; Van de Water, Adam;
'liz.brisson@sfcta.org'; 'elizabeth.sall@sfcta.org'; Bollinger, Brett; Oshima,
Diane; 'Michelle Magee'
Cc: 'Elizabeth Sall'
Subject: RE: CONFIRMING: Piers 30-32 Transportation meeting/call per
Diane
 
Brett,
 
Sorry, I see on an older email that you’re unavailable. 
 
Viktoriya, 
Would you suggest that we (me and Peter, Diane, Liz, and maybe Adam)
get together and take a first stab at this discussion and then come next
Wednesday to flesh it out?  I hate to drag you in if you have child care
limitations.
 
 
 
Erin Miller
Project Manager, Waterfront Transportation Assessment
 
Join the Waterfront Transportation Assessment Mailing List
 
Sustainable Streets-Strategic Planning & Policy
Urban Planning Initiatives
 
 
<image006.jpg> SFMTA | Municipal Transportation Agency


1 South Van Ness Ave, 7th Floor-7067 -  SF, CA 94103
Office:   415 701 5490
Mobile: 415 971 7429
 
 
-----Original Appointment-----
From: Miller, Erin 
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 9:31 AM
To: Albert, Peter; Wise, Viktoriya; Van de Water, Adam;
'liz.brisson@sfcta.org'; 'elizabeth.sall@sfcta.org'; Bollinger, Brett; Oshima,
Diane; 'Michelle Magee'
Cc: 'Elizabeth Sall'
Subject: CONFIRMING: Piers 30-32 Transportation meeting/call per Diane
When: Thursday, January 02, 2014 2:00 PM-3:00 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific
Time (US & Canada).
Where: Civic Center Conference Room (1SVN 3074)
 
 
 
All,
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Would you still like to take this time today for the meeting we
discussed pre-Christmas?  This meeting was the child of our
discussion about how the transportation issues and analysis
relate between WTA, Warriors EIR, Warriors TMP that need
coordination and clear communication.  To jog your memories,
I’ve copied one of Diane’s emails below that is key behind the
topic at hand.
 
We discussed coordinating this meeting with next week’s
standing meeting at Planning on Jan 8.  We proposed this time
because we want to have Peter there, and he is leaving for 2
weeks on Monday.  I have 5 confirmed including myself, with
Viktoriya as a tentative.  Brett, would you be able to make it, as
it’s important to have EP there.
 
Let me know if you can//want to attend. 
 
Thank you – and Happy New Year!
 
 
 
 
With many different transportation efforts in play, I
believe it’s important for city staff (as well as GSW) to
have clear and consistent talking points about what
each part is and, if applicable, its relationship to the EIR
transportation impact and mitigation analysis.  I’m
concerned that the CAC and public does not have this
yet, which makes the community discussions more
challenging.  In part, that’s because the type of analysis
MTA/CTA is doing is the most proactive and
sophisticated in decades.  We should also invest that
same kind of thought to develop a clearer way of
communicating how each piece fits into the full picture.
 
To get the ball rolling, here’s a start at describing each;
it would be interesting to see if we all have a shared
understanding.
 
WTA – Comprehensive assessment of existing and
planned local/regional transportation projects to yield
recommendations about funding priorities and timing
adjustments (as possible) to optimize transportation
improvements to serve existing population and planned
new development, plus additional possible measures
and operational adjustments to further improve the
transportation benefits, or fill in gaps.  Provides an early
look at measures that could be identified and analyzed







as mitigation measures for further analysis in
development project EIRs.  In this way, WTA prepares
public for some content in the EIR.
 
SFCTA corridor modeling – This work does what an EIR
is not designed to do (which I believe we need to make
more explicit): evaluates the functionality of  coordinated
transportation improvements on a corridor-basis.  This
modeling tests some of the same WTA strategies that
may be considered in the EIR but as part of an
integrated package designed to improve transportation
flow along a given corridor, rather than as possible
individual EIR mitigation measures tied to a given
development project. The SFCTA modeling also differs
from the EIR by having flexibility for setting the
timeframe for studying the corridor; model can look at
nearer-term scenarios rather than the EIR standard of
2040 to meet CEQA cumulative impact analysis
requirements.  If this is an accurate description, then we
should be clearer that the SFCTA modeling is an
interactive transportation planning tool/capability that
is separate and discrete from the CEQA transportation
analysis process. The City needs to have this capability
in order to support proactive transportation planning
that aligns with smart financing decisions of the
SFCTA.  However, we should be clear that while CEQA
 EIRs and SFCTA corridor studies each may involve use
of a quantified transportation model, the analyses are
not interchangeable or reviewed in combination; each
has its separate informational purpose.
 
MTA Transportation Demand Management Planning
(TDMP) – Provides information and direction to building
owners and developers to promote smart transportation
programs and services (which can help inform developer
TMPs), and works in concert with MTA departments,
including SET, to manage MTA transportation programs
to promote efficient transportation that priorities
alternative modes and Transit First policy. This is an
ongoing operational function of the city that is not a
part of the CEQA process although many of the
strategies employed may be similar to mitigation
measures applied to individual projects analyzed in
CEQA reviews.
 
Project Sponsor Transportation Management Plans
(TMP) – Transportation programs produced by project
sponsors (GSW) that are tailored to the detailed design







and function of the project program, to commit to
physical accommodations and site design, transit and
operational programs.  Project sponsor may start with a
proposed TMP from the project outset, which is built
into the CEQA analysis, and be subject to further
revisions and additions of mitigation measures that flow
from the conclusions of the CEQA analysis.   In the case
of GSW, their opening TMP proposal may include some
WTA strategies.
 
 


<WTA-EIR-TMP_AMV comments, DOrevs.docx>


 
--
Liz Brisson
Senior Transportation Planner
San Francisco County Transportation Authority
1455 Market Street, 22nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
415-522-4838
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
Date: Friday, May 30, 2014 11:59:00 AM


Chris – since we are coming down to the wire, could you start asking your side if they can make the
times on Monday and to hold them.  I can make all those times and will check with any additional
staff on my side.  Then once we hear from Jennifer, we can tie it down.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Friday, May 30, 2014 10:54 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
 
FYI: I left a message for Clarke this morning asking him to have GSW reps and Craig hold those
Monday timeslots.
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Friday, May 30, 2014 10:52 AM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Jones, Natasha (OCII); Green, Andrea (CPC)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
 
Could you all please hold those times while we wait for confirmation from Jennifer (and then we
need to ask the larger group for confirmation on their times).
 
Once we finish this one, I will have to ask your kind help again for finding slots for another 2 hour
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meeting for the week of June 9th and June 16th to meet with the project sponsor.  Thanks
 
Thanks all for the help!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Wong, Phillip (MYR) 
Sent: Friday, May 30, 2014 10:29 AM
To: Jones, Natasha (OCII); Green, Andrea (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
 
Hi Natasha,


Thanks for the follow up.  Waiting to confirm that Jennifer can attend Monday.
 
Best,
 
Phillip C. Wong
--
Project Assistant |OEWD
Office: 415-554-6512
Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
 


From: Jones, Natasha (OCII) 
Sent: Friday, May 30, 2014 10:28 AM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Green, Andrea (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
 
Hi Andrea and Phillip,
 
Just following up on Monday, June 2 (9-12 or 3:30-5) for this meeting.
 
Thx a lot.
___________________________________________
NATASHA A. JONES
Interim Board Secretary
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
City and County of San Francisco



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org





One South Van Ness, 5th Floor
San Francisco, California 94103
P 415.749.2458
F 415-749-2585
E natasha.jones@sfgov.org
 
From: Jones, Natasha (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 3:49 PM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Green, Andrea (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
 
Tiffany has a Commission  meeting 1-5 on Tuesday unfortunately.
How about Monday, June 2 (9-12 or 3:30-5)
 
___________________________________________
NATASHA A. JONES
Interim Board Secretary
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
City and County of San Francisco
One South Van Ness, 5th Floor
San Francisco, California 94103
P 415.749.2458
F 415-749-2585
E natasha.jones@sfgov.org
 
From: Wong, Phillip (MYR) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 3:45 PM
To: Green, Andrea (CPC); Jones, Natasha (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
 
Hi all,
 
Jennifer is available Tuesday, 6/3, 1pm – 4pm.
 
Best,
 
Phillip C. Wong
--
Project Assistant |OEWD
Office: 415-554-6512
Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
 


From: Green, Andrea (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 3:44 PM
To: Jones, Natasha (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
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Hey there,
 
John is also out of the office beginning the afternoon of June 4 through June 6.
 
Andrea
 
From: Jones, Natasha (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 3:39 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Green, Andrea (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Re: Help with Meeting Times
 
Hi all,
 
Tiffany is out of office June 5 and 6.
 
Thank you.
 
 
 


On May 29, 2014, at 3:35 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Andrea/Phillip/Natasha – Could you please find some times that work for Tiffany,
Jennifer, and John to meet next week (before Friday, but preferably later in the week)
for 1.5-2 hours for an internal meeting on the design review process for the Warriors
project?  We can host here at OCII and there will be some additional attendees, but
we’ll get them on board once we have some times that work for the important people.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1,
2014.
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From: Liz Brisson
To: Miller, Erin
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya; Oshima, Diane; Bollinger, Brett; Albert, Peter; Elizabeth Sall (elizabeth.sall@sfcta.org); Michelle


Magee (mmagee@harderco.com); Uchida, Kansai
Subject: Re: GSW: Transportation - status update on various items
Date: Tuesday, January 14, 2014 10:44:36 AM
Attachments: Transportation_2014_ Four Meeting Summary vwise (1)-LB.docx


Here are my comments on the 4 meeting summary and the summary of the 4
meeting summary (which i agree is needed). I started to call out what materials we
think we will want to distribute in advance of each meeting which i think will help in
the efficiency of the meeting. Inevitably, for the Phase 2 related items on each
agenda, i wont be able to cover everything we've done related so would prefer to
have things that the members can review in advance and then can target my preso
on just the highlights. Cheers, Liz


On Mon, Jan 13, 2014 at 12:17 PM, Miller, Erin <Erin.Miller@sfmta.com> wrote:
You noted Gillian's enforcement pilot in B4. I wanted to highlight the discussion of
pilots, including this one in general. Peter left us with 4 concepts for pilots that
I've been working internally and with Gillian on to coordinate, refine and confirm
as feasible.  As "Pilots" is a key agenda item on the  February meeting of the 4
meeting summary Michelle developed, I think it's important that we do the work
on our end to confirm the pilots and clarify our communications of them. 


I plan to continue to discuss them with key MTA staff at our upcoming meeting
with Alicia Wednesday, and I recommend we expand the discussion to all pilots at
Kens meeting. 


Thank you,


Erin Miller
SFMTA Urban Planning Initiatives


415.701.5490 o
415.971.7429 m


On Jan 12, 2014, at 8:20 PM, "Wise, Viktoriya" <viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hi City Transportation Team-


(I am sending this to everyone that attended our 1/2/14 meeting and a
few other folks that were absent as a result of vacations or have a
contribution to make to the below-described work.  Needless to say, if
you find the below summary useful, feel free to forward to others in
your agency as you see fit.)


 


There are quite a few moving transportation-related efforts going on
for the GSW project so I wanted to provide a summary of them and a
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[bookmark: _GoBack]2014 CAC Transportation Subcommittee 	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: This is a wonderful summary of our next steps with a good explanation/rationale for why we’re doing certain things/meetings and reminders to ourselves as to what points we should be covering when presenting to the CAC.  However, I would suggest producing a simplified version of this document that we can distribute to the public and share with other City family members (Ken, DWG, etc.).  They don’t need the kind of detail that we have here.  Essentially, this would look like an Agenda for the next four meetings.  It’s up to you guys…just a suggestion.  
At the end of this document, I have put together what this would look like (see page 4).  


Workplan:  Sequenced Four Meeting Content (January – April)


Draft 01.02.14





On January 2nd City staff from multiple departments (SFCTA, SFMTA, Planning, OEWD, Port) met to develop a consistent message for the multiple transportation efforts currently underway.  This resulted in the development of a Transportation Overview handout that summarizes the various efforts currently underway with respect to Waterfront transportation planning.  Specifically, tThe overview document definesing the multiple transportation planning efforts and their relationships to each other. the EIR transportation impact and mitigation analysis is underway.  Additionally, City staff also developed The group defined a deliberate and organized sequence of CAC Transportation subcommittee meetings to discuss these various efforts and their results over the course of the next six months.  move the Phase 2 analysis forward prior to the EIR.  A detailed high level description of the content for the first four meetings of 2014 is defined below.  





Meeting #1 (January 29th, 2014): Review the overall City Waterfront Transportation efforts and present the WTA Phase 2 component of it in more detail.  (Presenters:  X, Liz Brisson)Define Transportation Communication Strategy.  


1. 


2. Review the transportation overview summary document describing:  - WTA, SFCTA WTA Phase 2 analysisCorridor Modeling, City’s TDMP, Project Sponsor’s TMP, and EIR content. 


· Clarify process, timeline, and how the work of the committee fits into each document.  	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: We did not explicitly discuss this as a group.  Is someone coming up with this?  


· Rationale:  Address confusion created for the public by the many pieces related to ongoing transportation work.  Bring the GSW back to reporting to the City Team so strategies are not rolled out prior to careful vetting (i.e. curb management closing the Embarcadero at Land Use in Dec.).  Facilitate City putting forward a disciplined and consistent message to CAC and public.  


Supporting Material: Transportation Overview Handout including visual that shows how all efforts relate to one another





· Address time frame concerns 


· Explain timeline for analysis. Focus on 2017 and 2020 context in subcommittee work, includes what can occur between 2017 and 2020.  City Team will present programs and enhancements that could be rolled out soon.  Talking about 2040 only raises anxiety and feeds into concern that analysis is out of sync with Arena coming on line.  


· Solicit input on new corridor analysis. 


· Explain that corridors like BMS and 2nd street are currently being addressed by other studies. Highlight when that information will be available to the CAC for updates.  


· Clarify the criteria for selecting corridors for Phase 2 analysis – i.e. spines that are most relevant to the GSW project.  


3. Review is somewhat more detail the WTA Phase 2 analysis that the TA is leading technical work on behalf of SFTMA.


4. 


· During Phase 2 of the Assessment, the SFCTA will support SFMTA in undertaking Solutions Analysis using the goals and inventory of strategies developed during Phase 1


· The Solutions Analysis unfolds in 4 steps: 


a. Corridor Analysis: Using our travel forecasting tool, we look at travel patterns to and from the Waterfront... how many people travel to and from the Waterfront area today, and how many will do so in a future with and without Warriors/Pier70/Mission Rock? how many will occur by driving, transit, walking, and cycling? where are they going to and coming from? Knowing travel patterns allows us to understand what the problems will be on specific travel corridors. Some corridors are already operating near or beyond capacity today, some experience very slow speeds, some lack safe and complete cycling facilities, and some have unsafe pedestrian crossings. The outcome of this step is a list of problems identified for each corridor.	Comment by Liz Brisson: This can speak to some of the bullets I deleted above regarding why we’re looking at some corridors and not others and what timeframes we look at. Regarding timeframes, the analysis for phase 2 is still scoped to focus on 2020 and 2040 and 2040 continues to be important b/c much of Pier 70 and Mission Rock happens later. I am working on a presentation that explains what years we are looking at and why and the presentation will be responsive to the very rational concerna bout years 2017 to 2020.


b. Strategy Screening: Once we have more information on the specific problems expected on each travel corridor, we will look at the inventory of strategies and identify which might be relevant to solving this problem. The outcome of this step is a smaller set of strategies matched to the problems identified in each corridor. 


c. Strategy Evaluation: With a smaller set of strategies to focus on we will undertake a more rigorous analysis to understand their effectiveness. E.g. How much faster will a transit line get if we do X strategy? how many more people can get on a transit line if we have one more light-rail car? Once we know which strategies will be most effective, we will also draw up conceptual plans for strategies that involve capital improvements as well as estimate their capital and operating costs. The outcome of this step is a subset of the strategies that do the best job addressing the problems and more description of how they would work and what their cost would be. 


d. Strategy Cost-Sharing: Once we have identified a set of high-performing strategies, we use our travel forecasting tool to understand how much these strategies benefit underlying deficiencies that exist today or in the future without waterfront development, vs. how much they will serve new trips to/from waterfront development. This will inform a cost-sharing framework that can inform subsequent discussion about the Development Agreements. The outcome of this step is a %-age breakdown of costs among the city and each major development. 


Supporting Material: WTA Fact Sheet (circulated in advance?), PowerPoint Presentation (day of meeting?)





Meeting #2 (February): Present and take feedback on Pilots and present a summary of the GSW Travel Demand and Background Trip-Making to/from Waterfront – Phase 2 Modeling.


1. Give an update on the status of the various transportation efforts.  	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: This should be a standing item at all CAC meetings.  


· Explain Phase 2 Modeling 	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: I thought we agreed to do this in Meeting #1.


2. Solicit input from CAC on launching pilot transportation projects 


a. Pilots expected to be launched March-April


b. Potential pilots include:  Joint use parking pilot (with the Giants); 3-car trains all the way to Caltrain during Giants games (in combination with a 2-car T); stationing of PCOs/PD during rush hour to unblock the box.  Others include:  working on Beale Street; reconfiguring lane striping on BB on-ramp approaches; set control of traffic lights to flush traffic.  


c. Question for CAC:  Where do CAC members see need for PCOs to be stationed to “unblock the box and manage circulation?”


Supporting Material: Short memo outlining proposed pilots circulated in advance?





3. Summary of key findings of the GSW Travel Demand Memo and Background Trip-Making: (Today, 2020, 2040 To/From/Within Waterfront Without New Developments).  


a. One-page handout for meeting will include number of trips by modality, event type, description on population levels, and time of day/day of week travel demand.  (summary of key TMD findings)


b. 


c. Background Trip-Making: (Today, 2020, 2040 To/From/Within Waterfront Without New Developments).  


Supporting Material: 1-page handouts for both of the above (circulated in advance?)


Present the “compelling story”:  waterfront has existing infrastructure;  minimal Warrior game overlap with the Giants 	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Agreed but not sure at what point in this meeting or other meetings we should discuss

LB: If I remember the conversation correctly ,this was Adam’s guidance about needing to shape the way the background trip-making info is presented… I don’t think its own item, but more of a framing concern as we put together the two different handouts.  





Meeting #3 (March): WTA Preliminary review of the corridor analysisPhase 2 corridor analysis results and proposed sshort list of strategies for further evaluation.  


Present preliminary analysis on pilot projects discussed in Meeting #2	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: We will not be ready to do this.  Please strike.  We will at best just be starting to implement the pilots.  





1. Corridor analysis  (transit & auto) is part of an integrated package designed to improve transportation flow along a given corridor.  Different purpose than the EIR.  (see overview memo)and Strategy Screening results (this is what is now described under Meeting 1 2a and 2b).	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Liz:  can you please provide a little more info as to what you will be talking about/presenting.  





Supporting Material: Memo (circulated in advance?), PowerPoint Presentation (day of meeting?)





2. Review transportation strategies for evaluation that emerge from the pilots	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Again, I don’t think we’ll be ready to do that in March but I defer to MTA since they will be the ones implementing the pilots.  
Maybe, we will be able to talk about the results of PCOs protecting the square by this time if we roll that out quickly but that’s probably it.  

LB: Agree with Viktoriya








Meeting #4 (Late April): Review the GSW TMP and results from WTA Phase 2 Analysis.Modeling Interim Results 


1. Review the Project sponsor/GSW Transportation Management Plan (TMP).  The TMP should respond to feedback from SFCTA presented during Meeting #3.  


Supporting Material: ?? Exec summary or short memo of TMP??





2. Review results of the corridor strategy evaluation  (this is what is now described under Meeting 1 2c)


(preliminary results will be discussed in Meeting #3)





Supporting Material: Memo (circulated in advance?), PowerPoint Presentation (day of meeting?)






2014 GSW CAC TRANSPORTATION SUBCOMMITTEE MEETING AGENDAS	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Summary of the above for public consumption.    





City staff from multiple departments (SFCTA, SFMTA, Planning, OEWD, and Port) have been working together on the Waterfront transportation planning issues for a number of months.  As part of that work, the City family has developed a summary of the multiple transportation efforts currently underway.  This summary is presented in a Transportation Overview handout included in this document.  Specifically, the overview defines the multiple transportation planning efforts and their relationships to each other.  Additionally, City staff has also developed an organized sequence of CAC Transportation subcommittee meetings to discuss these various efforts and their results over the course of the next six months.  A high level description of the content for the first four meetings of 2014 is described below.  





Meeting #1 (January 29th, 2014): Review the overall City Waterfront Transportation efforts and present the WTA Phase 2 component in more detail.  (Presenters:  X, Liz Brisson)	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Let’s identify who will be doing the presenting. 





Meeting #2 (February): Present and take feedback on pilots and present a summary of the GSW Travel Demand and Background Trip-Making to/from Waterfront today and in future without new development.





Meeting #3 (March): Preliminary rReview of the WTA Phase 2 analysis Corridor Analysis results (what deficiencies we need strategies to solve e.g. transit capacity on Embarcadero, safer/upgraded cycling facility between X and Y) and Strategy Screening results and (short list of strategies for further evaluation).  





Meeting #4 (Late April): Review the GSW TMP and results from WTA Phase 2 Strategy Evaluation analysis. (which strategies were most effective) 
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list of various upcoming meetings so that we’re all on the same page
given that the CAC meeting is but a short 2.5 weeks away. 


 


A.      DELIVERABLES


1.       Transportation 2014 CAC Four Meeting Summary:  Michelle
sent out (see email on 1/8) a summary of the first four CAC meeting
contents and asked us to review and provide feedback.  I have
reviewed this document and am providing my edits, which incorporate
information from subsequent emails on this subject matter (e.g., Liz’s
explanation of TA’s work; standardizing use of terms [not Phase 2
modeling but rather WTA Phase 2 analysis]; etc.).  This document is
quite good at getting City family on the same page and provides a
good summary of what we need to cover and some of the messaging
we need to do at the first 2 CAC meetings.  However, in addition to
this document, I think we need to have a summary of the next 4
meetings at a higher level (to share with Ken, for example, or at the
DWG, or with Deep and Dan, and so on).  To that end, I’ve
summarized the contents of this document into a one page summary
that can be shared with others.  This summary is provided at the end
of the attached document for your consideration.  If you think this is
not necessary, we can delete it.  Please take a look and provide any
final comments to Michelle in the next few days as we should probably
finalize this by Friday morning. 


2.       Transportation Overview Handout:  Diane put together a draft
summarizing the various transportation-related efforts that the City is
engaged in (WTA Phase 1, WTA Phase 2 analysis, City’s TDMP, Project
Sponsor’s TMP, and EIR),  This was circulated to the group for
comment a few weeks ago and we agreed that MTA would finalize the
document and also try to come up with a graphic to represent the
various efforts visually.  Due to competing priorities, additional time
was needed to complete this and Planning has taken on this task for
the time being.  We expect to have a draft to this group by 1/15. 
(Brett and Kansai:  please check in with me on Monday about the
status of this work). 


3.       GSW Transportation Management Plan:  Peter provided a
version of this document that contained his comments.  Planning has
reviewed this version of the document and a combined set of
comments are attached.  The EIR consultants are also reviewing this
draft and will provide their comments by the end of tomorrow.  Diane,
I believe you wanted to take a look at this document and possibly
provide some additional feedback if MTA/Planning missed anything. 
Erin, if appropriate, please consider sharing this with Carli so that she
can take a look at Planning’s comments before Wednesday and let us
know if there is anything in there she does not agree with (i.e., some of
the TDM suggestions).  We should be providing a consolidated non-
conflicting set of comments to the project sponsor.  To that end, if
there are additional comments from the Port/OEWD, could someone at
MTA volunteer to consolidate them please.  Comments are due no later







than COB on 1/14 so that we can discuss them on 1/15, if necessary. 


4.       Proposed Streetscape Improvements:  Planning has asked the
project sponsor to incorporate a number of Streetscape Improvements
into their project (we have previously circulated these but if you would
like, we can resend these).  MTA is currently reviewing/vetting these
proposals internally.  We will be discussing them this Wednesday at
noon and subsequently providing comments to the sponsor.    


5.       Travel Demand Memo:  The Travel Demand Memo was
submitted to the City on 1/23 by Adavant and LCW.  Planning and MTA
(Peter) have completed their review of this document and sent a
consolidated set of comments back to the consultant last week.  We
expected to get comments from Jerry Robbins on this document but
have yet to hear from him.  Erin, could you please follow up on the
status of his review.   Liz, as I mentioned to you last week, this memo
needed some revisions and therefore, was not ready to be used by the
TA for your work.  We are still aiming to have it finalized by 1/21 and
will keep everyone posted on progress. 


B.       MEETINGS (CITY FAMILY; CITY FAMILY + SPONSOR; PUBLIC)


1.       Travel Demand Memo meeting - Tuesday, 1/14 from 2- 4
pm @ Planning:  the purpose of the meeting is to go over City
comments on the Travel Demand memo and for City staff to ask
questions about the methodology.  This meeting is being attended by
Planning and EIR consultants only but if anyone else is interested in
attending (MTA, Port, OEWD, please feel free to join us). 


2.       Standing City Transportation Team meeting – Wednesday,
1/15 from noon – 1 pm @ Planning:  the purpose of this meeting
is for all of us to go over the GSW TMP and the Proposed Streetscape
Improvements so that the City can provide the sponsor with a
consolidate set of comments and direction on each.  At this meeting,
we are also likely to go over the Transportation Overview Handout.  We
only have one hour so please be on time. 


3.       GSW Transportation Management Plan meeting – Friday,
1/17 from 10 to 11:30 am @ MTA (Civic Center Conference
Room):  the purpose of this meeting is for the project sponsor to meet
with MTA’s Special Events folks to discuss very specific portions of the
TMP and get feedback on transportation management during events
(e.g., closure of the Embarcadero, etc.). 


4.       Standing Transportation Work Update with OEWD meeting
– Friday, 1/17 from 2 – 3 pm @ City Hall (room 448):  this is
the bi-weekly check-in meeting with Ken where we can discuss all of
the above.  Per Ken’s email on 12/16 to a subset of this group, this is a
list of things he wanted to cover. 


                    


 - Detailed schedule for the "phase 2" effort, showing biweekly meeting
dates (e) [Liz, I swear you emailed this out (as a separate worksheet in







Adavant’s schedule) but I can’t seem to find this in my email.]


 - draft talking points on transportation (ken/adam)


 - Project status update (peter/e)


 - traffic enforcement pilot plan (gillian)


 - muni service pilot plan (peter)


 


5.       City Transportation Team meeting – Wednesday, 1/22 from
noon – 1 pm @ Planning:  agenda TBD.


6.       Streetscape Improvements meeting – Wednesday, 1/22
from 2-3 pm @ Planning:  the purpose of this meeting is to discuss
with the sponsor whether they will be incorporating any of the
suggested improvements into their project and to allow them an
opportunity to ask questions and seek clarification.  If any of you feel
that you would like to attend this meeting, please advise and we will
forward you the invitation.


7.       City Transportation Team meeting – Wednesday, 1/29 from
noon – 1 pm @ Planning:  agenda TBD.


8.       GSW CAC Transportation Subcommittee meeting – I don’t
have the details but I think it’s at the Port at 6 pm?:  please see
above for agenda. 


9.       Standing Transportation Work Update with OEWD meeting
– Friday, 1/30 from 12:30 – 1 pm @ City Hall (room 448):  TBD


 


I think that’s about it.  Please let me know if I missed something or if
you have a different understanding of our work program for the month
of January. 


 


Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning


 


Planning Department¦City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049 ¦Fax: 415-558-6409


Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org


Web: www.sfplanning.org
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-- 
Liz Brisson
Senior Transportation Planner
San Francisco County Transportation Authority
1455 Market Street, 22nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
415-522-4838
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
Date: Friday, May 30, 2014 11:59:00 AM


Chris – since we are coming down to the wire, could you start asking your side if they can make the
times on Monday and to hold them.  I can make all those times and will check with any additional
staff on my side.  Then once we hear from Jennifer, we can tie it down.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Friday, May 30, 2014 10:54 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
 
FYI: I left a message for Clarke this morning asking him to have GSW reps and Craig hold those
Monday timeslots.
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Friday, May 30, 2014 10:52 AM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Jones, Natasha (OCII); Green, Andrea (CPC)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
 
Could you all please hold those times while we wait for confirmation from Jennifer (and then we
need to ask the larger group for confirmation on their times).
 
Once we finish this one, I will have to ask your kind help again for finding slots for another 2 hour



mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org
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meeting for the week of June 9th and June 16th to meet with the project sponsor.  Thanks
 
Thanks all for the help!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Wong, Phillip (MYR) 
Sent: Friday, May 30, 2014 10:29 AM
To: Jones, Natasha (OCII); Green, Andrea (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
 
Hi Natasha,


Thanks for the follow up.  Waiting to confirm that Jennifer can attend Monday.
 
Best,
 
Phillip C. Wong
--
Project Assistant |OEWD
Office: 415-554-6512
Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
 


From: Jones, Natasha (OCII) 
Sent: Friday, May 30, 2014 10:28 AM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Green, Andrea (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
 
Hi Andrea and Phillip,
 
Just following up on Monday, June 2 (9-12 or 3:30-5) for this meeting.
 
Thx a lot.
___________________________________________
NATASHA A. JONES
Interim Board Secretary
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
City and County of San Francisco
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One South Van Ness, 5th Floor
San Francisco, California 94103
P 415.749.2458
F 415-749-2585
E natasha.jones@sfgov.org
 
From: Jones, Natasha (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 3:49 PM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Green, Andrea (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
 
Tiffany has a Commission  meeting 1-5 on Tuesday unfortunately.
How about Monday, June 2 (9-12 or 3:30-5)
 
___________________________________________
NATASHA A. JONES
Interim Board Secretary
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
City and County of San Francisco
One South Van Ness, 5th Floor
San Francisco, California 94103
P 415.749.2458
F 415-749-2585
E natasha.jones@sfgov.org
 
From: Wong, Phillip (MYR) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 3:45 PM
To: Green, Andrea (CPC); Jones, Natasha (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
 
Hi all,
 
Jennifer is available Tuesday, 6/3, 1pm – 4pm.
 
Best,
 
Phillip C. Wong
--
Project Assistant |OEWD
Office: 415-554-6512
Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
 


From: Green, Andrea (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 3:44 PM
To: Jones, Natasha (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
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Hey there,
 
John is also out of the office beginning the afternoon of June 4 through June 6.
 
Andrea
 
From: Jones, Natasha (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 3:39 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Green, Andrea (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Re: Help with Meeting Times
 
Hi all,
 
Tiffany is out of office June 5 and 6.
 
Thank you.
 
 
 


On May 29, 2014, at 3:35 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Andrea/Phillip/Natasha – Could you please find some times that work for Tiffany,
Jennifer, and John to meet next week (before Friday, but preferably later in the week)
for 1.5-2 hours for an internal meeting on the design review process for the Warriors
project?  We can host here at OCII and there will be some additional attendees, but
we’ll get them on board once we have some times that work for the important people.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1,
2014.
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From: Uchida, Kansai
To: Wise, Viktoriya; Bollinger, Brett
Subject: RE: Arrival-departure sf giants
Date: Monday, February 10, 2014 4:36:07 PM
Attachments: image001.png
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image004.png
image005.png


I think it sounds defensible to use 14% as the actual value for 4-6PM traffic for Giants games, since
we have data that almost directly corresponds to that time period, especially if the data is based on
actual observed arrival patterns at Giants games.  It avoids unnecessarily overstating the demand.
 
-Kansai
 


From: Wise, Viktoriya 
Sent: Monday, February 10, 2014 2:07 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett; Uchida, Kansai
Subject: FW: Arrival-departure sf giants
 
What do you guys think?
 
Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning
 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049│Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org


            
 
From: José I. Farrán [mailto:jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com] 
Sent: Saturday, February 08, 2014 2:12 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya; Luba C. Wyznyckyj 
Subject: Arrival-departure sf giants
 
As I am finalizing the SF Giants demand to give to Liz Brisson, I came up with a question that I wanted
to run by you.  Based on data from the Ballpark EIR and SF Giants surveys I have arrived at the
following:
 


-        2% of people arrive more than 2 hours before the game
-       12% arrive between 1 and 2 hours before the game
-        82% arrive within 1 hour of the start of the game
-       4% arrive after the start of the game


 
Given that the evening weekday games start around 7:15, this means that, at most, 14% of the fans
would arrive during the 4-6 period.  (FYI this compares to between 0% and 5% for a basketball game).
 
For the basketball game we decided at the last meeting to use 32% as a conservative value for
arrivals, although this percentage occurs between 6 and 7.  This is also the value that Liz Brisson will
be using in her model.
 
The question is, I do not believe we should also use a bumped up 6-7 value for arrivals at a Giants
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game (it would be 82%), but rather the actual value of 14% (it is technically 12% but I suggest we
combine the 4-5 and 5-6 hours and use 14%).
 
What do you think?
 
_______________________________________________________
José I. Farrán, P.E.
  Adavant
         Consulting
200 Francisco St.,  2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133
office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com
www.AdavantConsulting.com
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From: Liz Brisson
To: Wise, Viktoriya
Cc: David Noyola (dnoyola@stradasf.com); Albert, Peter; Van de Water, Adam; Oshima, Diane; Bollinger, Brett;


Uchida, Kansai; Miller, Erin
Subject: Re: GSW: summary of transportation efforts
Date: Thursday, January 23, 2014 12:05:06 PM


Viktoriya, this looks great, thank you! Here are a few comments:


1. Note for the word doc you have the version of the background transportation
efforts that i last "touched" but i think we decided this version is for purposes
of our team having shared understanding of different pieces, but is more
detailed that what we want to share publicly. I think we do need some version
of short text narrative to accompany this that probably can be extracted from
this document plus the concurrently edited version that others on the team
edited. 


2. For the WTA Box I suggest:
Separate from/above Phase 1 or Phase 2 i suggest starting with
"Purpose: Analysis of existing and future transportation needs along the
Waterfront to inform transportation strategies that can support existing
needs as well as needs created by proposed new developments
(Warriors, Mission Rock, Pier 70)
Then delete the purpose for Phase 1 and Phase 2 but keep the outcomes
Phase 2 Outcomes, 


Short list of of most effective strategies based on technical analysis
and community input
More detailed information about strategies, cost estimates
Cost-sharing framework


3. I think there should be an arrow from Phase 1 outcomes to the TMP
4. Maybe there should be an arrow froM PHase 2 outcomes to TMP?
5. I suggest a parenthetical after project-specific efforts that notes the 3 gold


boxes happen for each of the 3 developments


On Wed, Jan 22, 2014 at 4:51 PM, Wise, Viktoriya <viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Hi-


Per our discussion earlier today, here is a DRAFT summary of all the different
transportation efforts.  If we want to show this at the 1/29 meeting, we will need
to finalize these documents by a week from today.  The word document has
already been vetted by many of you several times (I still need to review the CEQA
section) but you are seeing the graphic for the first time.  The graphic needs some
work so please print it out and mark it up with your changes.  Please submit
changes no later than COB, Monday 1/27. 


 


Thanks. 
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-- 
Liz Brisson
Senior Transportation Planner
San Francisco County Transportation Authority
1455 Market Street, 22nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
415-522-4838


www.sfcta.org
www.facebook.com/sfcta
www.twitter.com/sanfranciscota
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From: Kern, Chris (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
Date: Friday, May 30, 2014 10:54:28 AM


FYI: I left a message for Clarke this morning asking him to have GSW reps and Craig hold those
Monday timeslots.
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Friday, May 30, 2014 10:52 AM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Jones, Natasha (OCII); Green, Andrea (CPC)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
 
Could you all please hold those times while we wait for confirmation from Jennifer (and then we
need to ask the larger group for confirmation on their times).
 
Once we finish this one, I will have to ask your kind help again for finding slots for another 2 hour


meeting for the week of June 9th and June 16th to meet with the project sponsor.  Thanks
 
Thanks all for the help!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Wong, Phillip (MYR) 
Sent: Friday, May 30, 2014 10:29 AM
To: Jones, Natasha (OCII); Green, Andrea (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
 
Hi Natasha,
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Thanks for the follow up.  Waiting to confirm that Jennifer can attend Monday.
 
Best,
 
Phillip C. Wong
--
Project Assistant |OEWD
Office: 415-554-6512
Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
 


From: Jones, Natasha (OCII) 
Sent: Friday, May 30, 2014 10:28 AM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Green, Andrea (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
 
Hi Andrea and Phillip,
 
Just following up on Monday, June 2 (9-12 or 3:30-5) for this meeting.
 
Thx a lot.
___________________________________________
NATASHA A. JONES
Interim Board Secretary
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
City and County of San Francisco
One South Van Ness, 5th Floor
San Francisco, California 94103
P 415.749.2458
F 415-749-2585
E natasha.jones@sfgov.org
 
From: Jones, Natasha (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 3:49 PM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Green, Andrea (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
 
Tiffany has a Commission  meeting 1-5 on Tuesday unfortunately.
How about Monday, June 2 (9-12 or 3:30-5)
 
___________________________________________
NATASHA A. JONES
Interim Board Secretary
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
City and County of San Francisco
One South Van Ness, 5th Floor
San Francisco, California 94103
P 415.749.2458
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F 415-749-2585
E natasha.jones@sfgov.org
 
From: Wong, Phillip (MYR) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 3:45 PM
To: Green, Andrea (CPC); Jones, Natasha (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
 
Hi all,
 
Jennifer is available Tuesday, 6/3, 1pm – 4pm.
 
Best,
 
Phillip C. Wong
--
Project Assistant |OEWD
Office: 415-554-6512
Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
 


From: Green, Andrea (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 3:44 PM
To: Jones, Natasha (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
 


Hey there,
 
John is also out of the office beginning the afternoon of June 4 through June 6.
 
Andrea
 
From: Jones, Natasha (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 3:39 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Green, Andrea (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Re: Help with Meeting Times
 
Hi all,
 
Tiffany is out of office June 5 and 6.
 
Thank you.
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On May 29, 2014, at 3:35 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Andrea/Phillip/Natasha – Could you please find some times that work for Tiffany,
Jennifer, and John to meet next week (before Friday, but preferably later in the week)
for 1.5-2 hours for an internal meeting on the design review process for the Warriors
project?  We can host here at OCII and there will be some additional attendees, but
we’ll get them on board once we have some times that work for the important people.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1,
2014.
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From: Bollinger, Brett
To: Wise, Viktoriya; Uchida, Kansai
Subject: RE: Arrival-departure sf giants
Date: Monday, February 10, 2014 4:35:54 PM
Attachments: image001.png
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I agree that we should not bump up 6-7 value for SF Giants and use the 14% for arrivals between 4-
6. I makes sense based on the surveys and Giants EIR to use a percentage that is closer to reality
during the PM Peak hour.
 


From: Wise, Viktoriya 
Sent: Monday, February 10, 2014 2:07 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett; Uchida, Kansai
Subject: FW: Arrival-departure sf giants
 
What do you guys think?
 
Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning
 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049│Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org


            
 
From: José I. Farrán [mailto:jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com] 
Sent: Saturday, February 08, 2014 2:12 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya; Luba C. Wyznyckyj 
Subject: Arrival-departure sf giants
 
As I am finalizing the SF Giants demand to give to Liz Brisson, I came up with a question that I wanted
to run by you.  Based on data from the Ballpark EIR and SF Giants surveys I have arrived at the
following:
 


-        2% of people arrive more than 2 hours before the game
-       12% arrive between 1 and 2 hours before the game
-        82% arrive within 1 hour of the start of the game
-       4% arrive after the start of the game


 
Given that the evening weekday games start around 7:15, this means that, at most, 14% of the fans
would arrive during the 4-6 period.  (FYI this compares to between 0% and 5% for a basketball game).
 
For the basketball game we decided at the last meeting to use 32% as a conservative value for
arrivals, although this percentage occurs between 6 and 7.  This is also the value that Liz Brisson will
be using in her model.
 
The question is, I do not believe we should also use a bumped up 6-7 value for arrivals at a Giants
game (it would be 82%), but rather the actual value of 14% (it is technically 12% but I suggest we
combine the 4-5 and 5-6 hours and use 14%).
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What do you think?
 
_______________________________________________________
José I. Farrán, P.E.
  Adavant
         Consulting
200 Francisco St.,  2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133
office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com
www.AdavantConsulting.com
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From: Liz Brisson
To: Wise, Viktoriya
Subject: Re: GSW: summary of transportation efforts
Date: Monday, January 27, 2014 9:36:01 AM
Attachments: image004.png
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here's SFCTA logo. thanks!


On Mon, Jan 27, 2014 at 9:31 AM, Wise, Viktoriya <viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Hi-


Thanks for your feedback Diane.  I have incorporated your changes along with a
few minor ones from me and am in the process of ‘cleaning-up’ the document so
that it can be web ready before 1/29.  The most recent clean version is attached
(also, I have to apologize because in my haste to email this out last Wednesday I
did not send the most recent version of the document but in any case, I think
what we have now is good). 
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Three things need to be done by COB today:


1.      Send hand-written comments on the flowchart (thanks Diane and Liz, I already
have yours). 


2.      Send track-change comments on the attached – if you have any last minute
minor edits.


3.      Email me your agency logos/headers so we can add them to the documents
(OEWD, Port, SFCTA, MTA).


 


Finally, I do not typically attend CAC meetings (general EP policy, not because I
am not interested or don’t want to go). However, I am happy to attend the
meeting this Wednesday if you guys think it would be helpful.  Please let me know
if you would like me to attend so I can plan accordingly.   


 


Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning


 


Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049│Fax: 415-558-6409


Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org


Web: www.sfplanning.org


               


 


From: Oshima, Diane 
Sent: Thursday, January 23, 2014 7:24 PM
To: Liz Brisson; Wise, Viktoriya
Cc: David Noyola (dnoyola@stradasf.com); Albert, Peter; Van de Water, Adam; Bollinger, Brett;
Uchida, Kansai; Miller, Erin
Subject: RE: GSW: summary of transportation efforts


 


Hi Viktoriya


Thanks again to you and all for considering these revisions.  As indicated
earlier, my revisions are focused to bring the document back to provide
more of a summary of the different transportation analyses and their
relationships.  I revised to make it generic, in the hopes it may be helpful
for audiences following other development projects.  I think the flowchart is
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excellent, and thus revised the narrative to follow a more parallel structure
of the area-wide vs. project-specific efforts. 


 


Thanks,


Diane


 


Diane Oshima


Assistant Deputy Director, Waterfront Planning


Port of San Francisco


Pier 1, San Francisco, CA  94111


Diane.Oshima@sfport.com


415/274-0553


 


From: Liz Brisson [mailto:liz.brisson@sfcta.org] 
Sent: Thursday, January 23, 2014 11:58 AM
To: Wise, Viktoriya
Cc: David Noyola (dnoyola@stradasf.com); Albert, Peter; Van de Water, Adam; Oshima, Diane;
Bollinger, Brett; Uchida, Kansai; Miller, Erin
Subject: Re: GSW: summary of transportation efforts


 


Viktoriya, this looks great, thank you! Here are a few comments:


1. Note for the word doc you have the version of the background transportation
efforts that i last "touched" but i think we decided this version is for
purposes of our team having shared understanding of different pieces, but is
more detailed that what we want to share publicly. I think we do need some
version of short text narrative to accompany this that probably can be
extracted from this document plus the concurrently edited version that others
on the team edited. 


2. For the WTA Box I suggest:


Separate from/above Phase 1 or Phase 2 i suggest starting with
"Purpose: Analysis of existing and future transportation needs along the
Waterfront to inform transportation strategies that can support existing
needs as well as needs created by proposed new developments
(Warriors, Mission Rock, Pier 70)
Then delete the purpose for Phase 1 and Phase 2 but keep the
outcomes
Phase 2 Outcomes, 
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Short list of of most effective strategies based on technical
analysis and community input
More detailed information about strategies, cost estimates
Cost-sharing framework


3. I think there should be an arrow from Phase 1 outcomes to the TMP
4. Maybe there should be an arrow froM PHase 2 outcomes to TMP?
5. I suggest a parenthetical after project-specific efforts that notes the 3 gold


boxes happen for each of the 3 developments


 


On Wed, Jan 22, 2014 at 4:51 PM, Wise, Viktoriya <viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Hi-


Per our discussion earlier today, here is a DRAFT summary of all the different
transportation efforts.  If we want to show this at the 1/29 meeting, we will need
to finalize these documents by a week from today.  The word document has
already been vetted by many of you several times (I still need to review the CEQA
section) but you are seeing the graphic for the first time.  The graphic needs some
work so please print it out and mark it up with your changes.  Please submit
changes no later than COB, Monday 1/27. 


 


Thanks. 


 


--


Liz Brisson
Senior Transportation Planner
San Francisco County Transportation Authority


1455 Market Street, 22nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
415-522-4838


www.sfcta.org
www.facebook.com/sfcta
www.twitter.com/sanfranciscota


-- 
Liz Brisson
Senior Transportation Planner
San Francisco County Transportation Authority
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1455 Market Street, 22nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
415-522-4838
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From: José I. Farrán
To: Wise, Viktoriya; Uchida, Kansai; Bollinger, Brett
Cc: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: RE: Arrival-departure sf giants
Date: Monday, February 10, 2014 5:25:47 PM
Attachments: image001.png
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OK, will do, and will send the data to Liz Brisson.
 
To clarify, the arrival % are a combination of data taken from the Ballpark EIR and average arrival
times from surveys conducted by the Giants in 2007.
 
_______________________________________________________
José I. Farrán, P.E.
  Adavant
         Consulting
200 Francisco St.,  2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133
office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com
www.AdavantConsulting.com
 
 
From: Wise, Viktoriya [mailto:viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, February 10, 2014 5:19 PM
To: Uchida, Kansai; Bollinger, Brett
Cc: Jose I. Farran (jifarran@adavantconsulting.com); lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: RE: Arrival-departure sf giants
 
I also agree.
 
Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning
 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049│Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org


               
 
From: Uchida, Kansai 
Sent: Monday, February 10, 2014 4:36 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya; Bollinger, Brett
Subject: RE: Arrival-departure sf giants
 
I think it sounds defensible to use 14% as the actual value for 4-6PM traffic for Giants games, since
we have data that almost directly corresponds to that time period, especially if the data is based on
actual observed arrival patterns at Giants games.  It avoids unnecessarily overstating the demand.
 
-Kansai
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From: Wise, Viktoriya 
Sent: Monday, February 10, 2014 2:07 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett; Uchida, Kansai
Subject: FW: Arrival-departure sf giants
 
What do you guys think?
 
Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning
 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049│Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org


               
 
From: José I. Farrán [mailto:jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com] 
Sent: Saturday, February 08, 2014 2:12 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya; Luba C. Wyznyckyj 
Subject: Arrival-departure sf giants
 
As I am finalizing the SF Giants demand to give to Liz Brisson, I came up with a question that I wanted
to run by you.  Based on data from the Ballpark EIR and SF Giants surveys I have arrived at the
following:
 


-        2% of people arrive more than 2 hours before the game
-        12% arrive between 1 and 2 hours before the game
-        82% arrive within 1 hour of the start of the game
-        4% arrive after the start of the game


 
Given that the evening weekday games start around 7:15, this means that, at most, 14% of the fans
would arrive during the 4-6 period.  (FYI this compares to between 0% and 5% for a basketball game).
 
For the basketball game we decided at the last meeting to use 32% as a conservative value for
arrivals, although this percentage occurs between 6 and 7.  This is also the value that Liz Brisson will
be using in her model.
 
The question is, I do not believe we should also use a bumped up 6-7 value for arrivals at a Giants
game (it would be 82%), but rather the actual value of 14% (it is technically 12% but I suggest we
combine the 4-5 and 5-6 hours and use 14%).
 
What do you think?
 
_______________________________________________________
José I. Farrán, P.E.
  Adavant
         Consulting
200 Francisco St.,  2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133
office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com
www.AdavantConsulting.com
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Jones, Natasha (OCII); Green, Andrea (CPC)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
Date: Friday, May 30, 2014 10:52:00 AM


Could you all please hold those times while we wait for confirmation from Jennifer (and then we
need to ask the larger group for confirmation on their times).
 
Once we finish this one, I will have to ask your kind help again for finding slots for another 2 hour


meeting for the week of June 9th and June 16th to meet with the project sponsor.  Thanks
 
Thanks all for the help!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Wong, Phillip (MYR) 
Sent: Friday, May 30, 2014 10:29 AM
To: Jones, Natasha (OCII); Green, Andrea (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
 
Hi Natasha,


Thanks for the follow up.  Waiting to confirm that Jennifer can attend Monday.
 
Best,
 
Phillip C. Wong
--
Project Assistant |OEWD
Office: 415-554-6512
Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
 


From: Jones, Natasha (OCII) 
Sent: Friday, May 30, 2014 10:28 AM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Green, Andrea (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
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Hi Andrea and Phillip,
 
Just following up on Monday, June 2 (9-12 or 3:30-5) for this meeting.
 
Thx a lot.
___________________________________________
NATASHA A. JONES
Interim Board Secretary
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
City and County of San Francisco
One South Van Ness, 5th Floor
San Francisco, California 94103
P 415.749.2458
F 415-749-2585
E natasha.jones@sfgov.org
 
From: Jones, Natasha (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 3:49 PM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Green, Andrea (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
 
Tiffany has a Commission  meeting 1-5 on Tuesday unfortunately.
How about Monday, June 2 (9-12 or 3:30-5)
 
___________________________________________
NATASHA A. JONES
Interim Board Secretary
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
City and County of San Francisco
One South Van Ness, 5th Floor
San Francisco, California 94103
P 415.749.2458
F 415-749-2585
E natasha.jones@sfgov.org
 
From: Wong, Phillip (MYR) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 3:45 PM
To: Green, Andrea (CPC); Jones, Natasha (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
 
Hi all,
 
Jennifer is available Tuesday, 6/3, 1pm – 4pm.
 
Best,
 
Phillip C. Wong
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--
Project Assistant |OEWD
Office: 415-554-6512
Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
 


From: Green, Andrea (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 3:44 PM
To: Jones, Natasha (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
 


Hey there,
 
John is also out of the office beginning the afternoon of June 4 through June 6.
 
Andrea
 
From: Jones, Natasha (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 3:39 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Green, Andrea (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Re: Help with Meeting Times
 
Hi all,
 
Tiffany is out of office June 5 and 6.
 
Thank you.
 
 
 


On May 29, 2014, at 3:35 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Andrea/Phillip/Natasha – Could you please find some times that work for Tiffany,
Jennifer, and John to meet next week (before Friday, but preferably later in the week)
for 1.5-2 hours for an internal meeting on the design review process for the Warriors
project?  We can host here at OCII and there will be some additional attendees, but
we’ll get them on board once we have some times that work for the important people.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
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San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1,
2014.
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From: Bridges, George (OCII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: MB Team Meeting 4th Tuesday of the Month
Date: Tuesday, April 22, 2014 8:33:57 AM


Question.  Is UCSF moving forward in light of the Warriors ?


I think all else is well.


On Apr 22, 2014, at 8:32 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Sounds good – anyone we need to be worried about (other than Block 11), or all
behaving?  Good luck with FH.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Bridges, George (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, April 22, 2014 8:32 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: MB Team Meeting 4th Tuesday of the Month
 
Catherine
 
Unfortunately, I have a pre-bid for Family House followed by a  non-compliance
meeting with West Bay for Block 11.  I will catch up with you later today.  I am out
Thursday and returning Tuesday.
 
George


On Apr 22, 2014, at 8:11 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Just a reminder that we have the MB team meeting today at 9.30 at room
5084.  We will need to run through things quickly, so please be on time.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
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Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San
Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
To: Rich, Ken (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Liz Brisson; Elizabeth Sall; Bollinger, Brett (CPC);


Benson, Brad (PRT); Oshima, Diane (PRT); Gillett, Gillian (MYR); Clarke Miller; David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com); David Noyola


Subject: RE: Bi-weekly Transp Mtg Agenda 3/7/14
Date: Friday, March 21, 2014 11:55:04 AM
Attachments: 2014-3-21 Bi-Weekly Transp Agenda.docx


2014-3-7 Draft Transportation Plan Outline.docx


All:


Please see attached agenda for our 2:00 including recirculation of the Transportation Plan outline for
discussion.


Best,


Adam Van de Water
Office of Economic and Workforce Development
City Hall Room 448
San Francisco, CA 94102
(415) 554-6625


-----Original Message-----
From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Sent: Friday, March 07, 2014 4:26 PM
To: Rich, Ken (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Liz Brisson; Elizabeth Sall; Bollinger,
Brett (CPC); Benson, Brad (PRT); Oshima, Diane (PRT); Gillett, Gillian (MYR); Clarke Miller; David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); 'David Noyola'
Subject: RE: Bi-weekly Transp Mtg Agenda 3/7/14


Thanks all.  As discussed this afternoon we would like to produce one document that summarizes the
various efforts underway (TMP, TDM, DEIR, WTA, SFCTA) and communicates to the public how we
expect people will get to and from the arena and how we will collectively manage the various
transportation modes through the neighborhood. 


Attached is a draft copy of the Transportation Plan Outline and Table of Contents that Diane and Erin
started and I added to.  It should look familiar as it draws from the content of many discussions as well
as the TMP and puts it in the general outline of the AC34 People Plan.  I foresee developing this
collectively and sharing with the Transportation CAC Subcommittee at the April meeting with the goal of
having a first public draft in July.  Of course some of the underlying details are subject to further
analysis and negotiation and may end up as mitigation measures but I think we all agree it is important
to start piecing it together now rather than waiting until the entire picture is clear.


I look forward to your feedback.


Best,


Adam Van de Water
Office of Economic and Workforce Development City Hall Room 448 San Francisco, CA 94102
(415) 554-6625


-----Original Message-----
From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Sent: Thursday, March 06, 2014 8:37 PM
To: Rich, Ken (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Liz Brisson; Elizabeth Sall; Bollinger,
Brett (CPC); Benson, Brad (PRT); Oshima, Diane (PRT); Gillett, Gillian (MYR); Clarke Miller; David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Subject: Bi-weekly Transp Mtg Agenda 3/7/14
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Date	Friday, March 21, 2014


Time	2:00 PM – 3:30 PM


Location	City Hall, Room 448


Invitees	Adam Van de Water; Brad Benson; Elizabeth Sall; Erin Miller; Gillian Gillette; Ken Rich; Peter Albert; Tilly Chang; Viktoriya Wise; Liz Brisson; Clarke Miller; Diane Oshima


													


GSW –BI-WEEKLY TRANSPORTATION MEETING	 AGENDA


		





1 of 1





NOTE: Viktoriya and Gillian will not be in attendance


AGENDA ITEMS


I. Critical Path Items/Important Updates


a. Project Schedule


b. [bookmark: _GoBack]SFCTA Analysis


c. DEIR


d. CAC


e. Pilot Projects: PCOs and Beale Street 





II. Transportation Plan


a. Table of Contents – see handout


b. Share @ April 30 Transportation Subcommittee


c. City to Draft, GSW adopt?


d. Lead authors


e. Level of Detail 


f. Schedule





III. Questions/Action Items/Next Steps 


a. Download from BART meeting


b. Embarcadero BART study Funding Agreement


c. Transportation takeaways from NQoL subcommittee


d. Intercept Parking strategy










Draft Transportation Plan Outline 


For Discussion 3/7/14





· This is an iterative, living document similar to AC34 People Plan


· Should be owned by City – co-signed by GSW? CAC Review?


· Goal: summarize all transportation documents and commitments 


· Schedule:


· April – Share Draft Table of Contents & Excerpts of Travel Demand Memo


· May or June – GSW Transportation Management Plan (TMP), includes:


· Event Program details (number, size, timing of events)


· Project Design Details to support project transportation needs (including any distributed parking plan)


· Project Transportation Demand Management measures, including operational services and practices to minimize project-related transportation impacts 


· June – WTA Phase 2 SFCTA transportation analysis


· Spring/Summer – Pilot Project testing and reported results


· August – Publish Draft EIR


· Early 2015 – FEIR Mitigation Measures that would be included as part of the project, will be added into GSW TMP and City approval documents





Draft Table of Contents:


1. Acknowledgements


2. Executive Summary


3. Overview


a. Stakeholders


b. Public Outreach


c. Methodology and Inputs


i. Waterfront Transportation Assessment


ii. SFCTA Modeling 


iii. TMP


iv. Travel Demand Memo


v. [bookmark: _GoBack]Pilot projects 


d. Project Description 


e. Existing Conditions


f. Travel Characteristics of Pavilion Guests 


g. Event Scenarios


h. Guiding Principles


4. Transportation Strategies


a. Vehicle Circulation and Parking


i. Traffic control, on-site and satellite, SFPark, advanced purchase


b. Local and Regional Transit


i. MUNI, BART, Caltrain, WETA, ACTransit, SamTrans


ii. Coordination w/ Central Subway, Transbay Terminal, Downtown Ferry expansion, TEP, TTF


c. Bicycle and Pedestrian


i. Valet, bikeshare, bike lanes, crosswalks, bulbouts, signage 


d. Curb Management


i. Taxi, Shuttles, Buses, Limos, Ridesharing, Pedicabs, Paratransit


e. Crowd Management 


f. Deliveries and Provisioning


5. Transportation Programs and Measures


a. Travel Demand Management


b. Access for the Disabled


c. Coordinated Communications


d. Signalization and Wayfinding


6. Monitoring & Refinement






See attached agenda for our biweekly tomorrow at 2:00p in City Hall Room 448.


Let me know if you need to dial in.


Best,


Adam Van de Water
Project Manager
Office of Economic and Workforce Development City and County of San Francisco
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102
415.554.6625








From: Green, Andrea (CPC)
To: Jones, Natasha (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
Date: Thursday, May 29, 2014 3:44:21 PM


Hey there,
 
John is also out of the office beginning the afternoon of June 4 through June 6.
 
Andrea
 
From: Jones, Natasha (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 3:39 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Green, Andrea (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Re: Help with Meeting Times
 
Hi all,
 
Tiffany is out of office June 5 and 6.
 
Thank you.
 
 
 


On May 29, 2014, at 3:35 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Andrea/Phillip/Natasha – Could you please find some times that work for Tiffany,
Jennifer, and John to meet next week (before Friday, but preferably later in the week)
for 1.5-2 hours for an internal meeting on the design review process for the Warriors
project?  We can host here at OCII and there will be some additional attendees, but
we’ll get them on board once we have some times that work for the important people.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1,
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2014.
 








From: Bridges, George (OCII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: MB Team Meeting 4th Tuesday of the Month
Date: Tuesday, April 22, 2014 8:36:38 AM


Hopefully, they will need to comply with the 50% SBE goal however I know they
already selected many or most of their consultants.  


On Apr 22, 2014, at 8:34 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Yes – different parcels.  Just leaves Blocks 26/27 of the SF property.  We will want to
talk with Tiffany about program in diversity for the Warriors project at some point.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Bridges, George (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, April 22, 2014 8:34 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: MB Team Meeting 4th Tuesday of the Month
 
Question.  Is UCSF moving forward in light of the Warriors ?
 
I think all else is well.
 


On Apr 22, 2014, at 8:32 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Sounds good – anyone we need to be worried about (other than Block
11), or all behaving?  Good luck with FH.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San
Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Bridges, George (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, April 22, 2014 8:32 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: MB Team Meeting 4th Tuesday of the Month
 
Catherine
 
Unfortunately, I have a pre-bid for Family House followed by a  non-
compliance meeting with West Bay for Block 11.  I will catch up with you
later today.  I am out Thursday and returning Tuesday.
 
George


On Apr 22, 2014, at 8:11 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Just a reminder that we have the MB team meeting today at
9.30 at room 5084.  We will need to run through things
quickly, so please be on time.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and
County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
To: Rich, Ken (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Liz Brisson; Elizabeth Sall; Bollinger, Brett (CPC);


Benson, Brad (PRT); Oshima, Diane (PRT); Gillett, Gillian (MYR); Clarke Miller; David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com); David Noyola


Subject: RE: Bi-weekly Transp Mtg Agenda 3/7/14
Date: Friday, March 07, 2014 4:26:32 PM
Attachments: 2014-3-7 Draft Transportation Plan Outline.docx


Thanks all.  As discussed this afternoon we would like to produce one document that summarizes the
various efforts underway (TMP, TDM, DEIR, WTA, SFCTA) and communicates to the public how we
expect people will get to and from the arena and how we will collectively manage the various
transportation modes through the neighborhood. 


Attached is a draft copy of the Transportation Plan Outline and Table of Contents that Diane and Erin
started and I added to.  It should look familiar as it draws from the content of many discussions as well
as the TMP and puts it in the general outline of the AC34 People Plan.  I foresee developing this
collectively and sharing with the Transportation CAC Subcommittee at the April meeting with the goal of
having a first public draft in July.  Of course some of the underlying details are subject to further
analysis and negotiation and may end up as mitigation measures but I think we all agree it is important
to start piecing it together now rather than waiting until the entire picture is clear.


I look forward to your feedback.


Best,


Adam Van de Water
Office of Economic and Workforce Development
City Hall Room 448
San Francisco, CA 94102
(415) 554-6625


-----Original Message-----
From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Sent: Thursday, March 06, 2014 8:37 PM
To: Rich, Ken (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Liz Brisson; Elizabeth Sall; Bollinger,
Brett (CPC); Benson, Brad (PRT); Oshima, Diane (PRT); Gillett, Gillian (MYR); Clarke Miller; David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Subject: Bi-weekly Transp Mtg Agenda 3/7/14


See attached agenda for our biweekly tomorrow at 2:00p in City Hall Room 448.


Let me know if you need to dial in.


Best,


Adam Van de Water
Project Manager
Office of Economic and Workforce Development City and County of San Francisco
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102
415.554.6625
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Draft Transportation Plan Outline 


For Discussion 3/7/14





· This is an iterative, living document similar to AC34 People Plan


· Should be owned by City – co-signed by GSW? CAC Review?


· Goal: summarize all transportation documents and commitments 


· Schedule:


· April – Share Draft Table of Contents & Excerpts of Travel Demand Memo


· May or June – GSW Transportation Management Plan (TMP), includes:


· Event Program details (number, size, timing of events)


· Project Design Details to support project transportation needs (including any distributed parking plan)


· Project Transportation Demand Management measures, including operational services and practices to minimize project-related transportation impacts 


· June – WTA Phase 2 SFCTA transportation analysis


· Spring/Summer – Pilot Project testing and reported results


· August – Publish Draft EIR


· Early 2015 – FEIR Mitigation Measures that would be included as part of the project, will be added into GSW TMP and City approval documents
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From: Green, Andrea (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Wong, Phillip (MYR); Jones, Natasha (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
Date: Friday, May 30, 2014 12:40:22 PM


John is not available on Monday, June 2 (he’s in a management training).
 
The week of June 9th – he only has a two-hour slot on Friday, June 13th, 3:00-5:00pm.  The
week of the 19th – the only two-hour slot is Thursday, June 19th, 9:30-11:30am.
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Friday, May 30, 2014 10:52 AM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Jones, Natasha (OCII); Green, Andrea (CPC)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
 
Could you all please hold those times while we wait for confirmation from Jennifer (and then we
need to ask the larger group for confirmation on their times).
 
Once we finish this one, I will have to ask your kind help again for finding slots for another 2 hour


meeting for the week of June 9th and June 16th to meet with the project sponsor.  Thanks
 
Thanks all for the help!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Wong, Phillip (MYR) 
Sent: Friday, May 30, 2014 10:29 AM
To: Jones, Natasha (OCII); Green, Andrea (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
 
Hi Natasha,


Thanks for the follow up.  Waiting to confirm that Jennifer can attend Monday.
 
Best,
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Phillip C. Wong
--
Project Assistant |OEWD
Office: 415-554-6512
Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
 


From: Jones, Natasha (OCII) 
Sent: Friday, May 30, 2014 10:28 AM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Green, Andrea (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
 
Hi Andrea and Phillip,
 
Just following up on Monday, June 2 (9-12 or 3:30-5) for this meeting.
 
Thx a lot.
___________________________________________
NATASHA A. JONES
Interim Board Secretary
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
City and County of San Francisco
One South Van Ness, 5th Floor
San Francisco, California 94103
P 415.749.2458
F 415-749-2585
E natasha.jones@sfgov.org
 
From: Jones, Natasha (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 3:49 PM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Green, Andrea (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
 
Tiffany has a Commission  meeting 1-5 on Tuesday unfortunately.
How about Monday, June 2 (9-12 or 3:30-5)
 
___________________________________________
NATASHA A. JONES
Interim Board Secretary
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
City and County of San Francisco
One South Van Ness, 5th Floor
San Francisco, California 94103
P 415.749.2458
F 415-749-2585
E natasha.jones@sfgov.org
 
From: Wong, Phillip (MYR) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 3:45 PM
To: Green, Andrea (CPC); Jones, Natasha (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
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Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
 
Hi all,
 
Jennifer is available Tuesday, 6/3, 1pm – 4pm.
 
Best,
 
Phillip C. Wong
--
Project Assistant |OEWD
Office: 415-554-6512
Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
 


From: Green, Andrea (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 3:44 PM
To: Jones, Natasha (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
 


Hey there,
 
John is also out of the office beginning the afternoon of June 4 through June 6.
 
Andrea
 
From: Jones, Natasha (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 3:39 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Green, Andrea (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Re: Help with Meeting Times
 
Hi all,
 
Tiffany is out of office June 5 and 6.
 
Thank you.
 
 
 


On May 29, 2014, at 3:35 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Andrea/Phillip/Natasha – Could you please find some times that work for Tiffany,
Jennifer, and John to meet next week (before Friday, but preferably later in the week)
for 1.5-2 hours for an internal meeting on the design review process for the Warriors
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project?  We can host here at OCII and there will be some additional attendees, but
we’ll get them on board once we have some times that work for the important people.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1,
2014.
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From: corinnewoods@cs.com
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Meet to discuss Mission Bay
Date: Thursday, May 29, 2014 10:01:21 AM


Hi John,  I'd like to get together well before the next Mission Bay CAC meeting - mainly to talk about
transferring the background information gathered by the Arena CAC (transportation, quality of life) to a
new website (at OEWD?) and setting up an ongoing method of providing information to the public (on-
line meeting notes?) beyond the existing capability of OCII.  Want to have the process for entitlements
memorialized in a form accessible to the public, and a draft timetable and schedule for approvals. 
Need to integrate the SFMTA's Waterfront Transportation Assessment process with the Mission Bay
Arena process, but the MBCAC can't really host the overall process, so we need a direct link to
SFMTA and a schedule of meetings to discuss progress.  


I don't have any meetings scheduled during the day next week, and the following week is clear except
for Tuesday and Thursday.  Were you planning to go to the Arena CAC party at the Hi Dive on
Monday at 5:30?  We could get together before that event if that works for you.


Let me know.


Corinne Woods
(415) 255-7635 - landline
(415) 902-7635 - cell


-----Original Message-----
From: Gavin, John (MYR) (MYR) <john.gavin@sfgov.org>
To: corinnewoods <corinnewoods@cs.com>
Sent: Wed, May 28, 2014 4:03 pm
Subject: Meet to discuss Mission Bay


Hi Corinne,


As you know, I will be working closely on the Golden State Warriors development project, along
with Catherine and Lila, with the Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure.  I am hoping to
meet with each member of the MB CAC over coffee/lunch to get their independent perspectives on
the Mission Bay developments in general and to discuss the Warriors project specifically.    
 
I’m sure you’re too busy this next week, however, please let me know what day(s), and time(s) in
the coming weeks would best fit your schedule to meet for 30-45 minutes.  I can work my schedule
around your availability.
 
Sincerely,
John
 
 
John L. Gavin
Project Manager
Office of Economic and Workforce Development
City Hall Room 448



mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com

mailto:john.gavin@sfgov.org

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

http://www.oewd.org/Development-Projects-Waterfront-Development-Projects.aspx





San Francisco, CA 94102
John.Gavin@sfgov.org
415.554.6122
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From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
To: Rich, Ken (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Liz Brisson; Elizabeth Sall; Bollinger, Brett (CPC);


Benson, Brad (PRT); Oshima, Diane (PRT); Gillett, Gillian (MYR); Clarke Miller; David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com); David Noyola; Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)


Subject: RE: Bi-weekly Transp Mtg Agenda 3/7/14
Date: Friday, March 21, 2014 4:24:49 PM
Attachments: 2014-3-7 Draft Transportation Plan Outline.docx


All:


Attached is a copy of the draft Transportation Plan outline.  Please send me your edits by Monday April
21 so we can share them with the committee chairs and the transportation subcommittee at their next
meeting April 30.


Note, I will be out of the office the week of April 14 and look forward to reading any comments on my
return.


Best,


Adam Van de Water
Office of Economic and Workforce Development
City Hall Room 448
San Francisco, CA 94102
(415) 554-6625


-----Original Message-----
From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Sent: Friday, March 21, 2014 11:55 AM
To: Rich, Ken (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); 'Liz Brisson'; 'Elizabeth Sall'; Bollinger,
Brett (CPC); Benson, Brad (PRT); Oshima, Diane (PRT); Gillett, Gillian (MYR); 'Clarke Miller'; 'David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)'; 'David Noyola'
Subject: RE: Bi-weekly Transp Mtg Agenda 3/7/14


All:


Please see attached agenda for our 2:00 including recirculation of the Transportation Plan outline for
discussion.


Best,


Adam Van de Water
Office of Economic and Workforce Development City Hall Room 448 San Francisco, CA 94102
(415) 554-6625


-----Original Message-----
From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Sent: Friday, March 07, 2014 4:26 PM
To: Rich, Ken (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Liz Brisson; Elizabeth Sall; Bollinger,
Brett (CPC); Benson, Brad (PRT); Oshima, Diane (PRT); Gillett, Gillian (MYR); Clarke Miller; David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); 'David Noyola'
Subject: RE: Bi-weekly Transp Mtg Agenda 3/7/14


Thanks all.  As discussed this afternoon we would like to produce one document that summarizes the
various efforts underway (TMP, TDM, DEIR, WTA, SFCTA) and communicates to the public how we
expect people will get to and from the arena and how we will collectively manage the various
transportation modes through the neighborhood. 


Attached is a draft copy of the Transportation Plan Outline and Table of Contents that Diane and Erin
started and I added to.  It should look familiar as it draws from the content of many discussions as well
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Draft Transportation Plan Outline 


For Discussion 3/7/14





· This is an iterative, living document similar to AC34 People Plan


· Should be owned by City – co-signed by GSW? CAC Review?


· Goal: summarize all transportation documents and commitments 


· Schedule:


· April – Share Draft Table of Contents & Excerpts of Travel Demand Memo


· May or June – GSW Transportation Management Plan (TMP), includes:


· Event Program details (number, size, timing of events)


· Project Design Details to support project transportation needs (including any distributed parking plan)


· Project Transportation Demand Management measures, including operational services and practices to minimize project-related transportation impacts 


· June – WTA Phase 2 SFCTA transportation analysis


· Spring/Summer – Pilot Project testing and reported results


· August – Publish Draft EIR


· Early 2015 – FEIR Mitigation Measures that would be included as part of the project, will be added into GSW TMP and City approval documents
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d. Project Description 


e. Existing Conditions


f. Travel Characteristics of Pavilion Guests 


g. Event Scenarios


h. Guiding Principles


4. Transportation Strategies


a. Vehicle Circulation and Parking


i. Traffic control, on-site and satellite, SFPark, advanced purchase


b. Local and Regional Transit


i. MUNI, BART, Caltrain, WETA, ACTransit, SamTrans


ii. Coordination w/ Central Subway, Transbay Terminal, Downtown Ferry expansion, TEP, TTF


c. Bicycle and Pedestrian


i. Valet, bikeshare, bike lanes, crosswalks, bulbouts, signage 


d. Curb Management


i. Taxi, Shuttles, Buses, Limos, Ridesharing, Pedicabs, Paratransit


e. Crowd Management 


f. Deliveries and Provisioning


5. Transportation Programs and Measures


a. Travel Demand Management


b. [bookmark: _GoBack]Access for the Disabled


c. Coordinated Communications


d. Signalization and Wayfinding


6. List of Approval Actions


7. Monitoring & Refinement






as the TMP and puts it in the general outline of the AC34 People Plan.  I foresee developing this
collectively and sharing with the Transportation CAC Subcommittee at the April meeting with the goal of
having a first public draft in July.  Of course some of the underlying details are subject to further
analysis and negotiation and may end up as mitigation measures but I think we all agree it is important
to start piecing it together now rather than waiting until the entire picture is clear.


I look forward to your feedback.


Best,


Adam Van de Water
Office of Economic and Workforce Development City Hall Room 448 San Francisco, CA 94102
(415) 554-6625


-----Original Message-----
From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Sent: Thursday, March 06, 2014 8:37 PM
To: Rich, Ken (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Liz Brisson; Elizabeth Sall; Bollinger,
Brett (CPC); Benson, Brad (PRT); Oshima, Diane (PRT); Gillett, Gillian (MYR); Clarke Miller; David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Subject: Bi-weekly Transp Mtg Agenda 3/7/14


See attached agenda for our biweekly tomorrow at 2:00p in City Hall Room 448.


Let me know if you need to dial in.


Best,


Adam Van de Water
Project Manager
Office of Economic and Workforce Development City and County of San Francisco
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102
415.554.6625








From: Gavin, John (MYR)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: List of City Folks
Date: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 8:46:25 AM


Hi Catherine,


Yes, I received the invite, and replied back.  For some reason, the reply went to
Catherine Sharpe instead of you.  She replied back saying she is looking forward to
meeting me...


Phillip put the meeting on Jennifer's calendar.


See you today at 11.


-jg 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Sent: Sunday, May 25, 2014 1:01:37 PM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: List of City Folks
 
I forwarded you the invite that came in last Friday with Jennifer’s name on it.  Let me know if it
didn’t get through (still working out the kinks with Outlook).
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Gavin, John (MYR) 
Sent: Friday, May 23, 2014 1:19 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: List of City Folks
 
Catherine,


Thanks again for the check-in yesterday.  It was helpful.  Do you have any more details about the
breakfast meeting next Wednesday?  Jennifer and I have a call at 2pm, and as far as I know the
meeting is not on her work calendar…
 
Thanks,
jg
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2014 12:00 PM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: List of City Folks
 
2 today works fine.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Gavin, John (MYR) 
Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2014 10:54 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: List of City Folks
 
Catherine,
My 2pm call today with Jennifer got switched to tomorrow at 2pm (she’s currently in Baltimore,
MD).  Can you talk before then? Or would 2:45 work for you tomorrow?
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Wednesday, May 21, 2014 11:20 AM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: List of City Folks
 
Lets do 2 pm on Friday. Thanks
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Gavin, John (MYR)"
Date:05/21/2014 10:48 AM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Subject: RE: List of City Folks
 
I have a tentative 2pm conference call tomorrow (Thursday), but can talk at 3pm.  Or, is Friday at
2pm preferable for you?
                                                           


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Wednesday, May 21, 2014 8:51 AM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: List of City Folks
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This afternoon is pretty booked.  How does tomorrow (Friday) look after 1.30?
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Gavin, John (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, May 20, 2014 2:33 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: List of City Folks
 
I am not.  Adam will be there.  Let me know when you have a free moment tomorrow afternoon, I’m
fairly open after 1pm…
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, May 20, 2014 2:32 PM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: List of City Folks
 
Are you part of the CEQA meeting tomorrow at 12.30?  If so, do you want to chat right before?  I
have to head off to the BOS in a few. 
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Gavin, John (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, May 20, 2014 2:30 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: List of City Folks
 
Sounds good.  I have a meeting at 4pm, so can chat now, or we can set something up for tomorrow?
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, May 20, 2014 2:29 PM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: List of City Folks
 
Thanks!  And then I was also going to give each of you a call so that you can help run me through
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your understanding of all the players at the City and what their roles are.  So, so many people
involved.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Gavin, John (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, May 20, 2014 2:28 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: List of City Folks
 
No time like the present!
 
I’ll put together a template and share it with you and adam.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, May 20, 2014 2:24 PM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: List of City Folks
 
That would mean I’d have to learn google doc, wouldn’t I?  J
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Gavin, John (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, May 20, 2014 2:22 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: List of City Folks
 
Hi Catherine,
 
I don’t believe there has been a central contact list per se, as most of the communication has been
done via  email.  Adam, do you have a contact list that Catherine can build off?
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If so, perhaps we can turn it into a google doc, and we can add/edit as needed?
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, May 20, 2014 2:07 PM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: List of City Folks
 
Hi, John – was there ever a contact list created for the Warriors?  I want to put one together for the
various city agencies so that I can get my head wrapped around things, but was wondering if you
had already started one.  Clarke Miller is going to do one for the Warriors/Strada folks and have the
ESA folks update the CEQA one.  I said I’d help creat/update the City/OCII list.
 
Thanks!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: corinnewoods@cs.com
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Meet to discuss Mission Bay
Date: Thursday, May 29, 2014 1:28:43 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Friday June 6th at 2 PM sounds fine.  If you want to meet down in my neighborhood, how about the
Creamery or Panera?  Philz is too crowded and noisy.


Thanks,


Corinne


-----Original Message-----
From: Gavin, John (MYR) (MYR) <john.gavin@sfgov.org>
To: corinnewoods <corinnewoods@cs.com>
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) (OCII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
Sent: Thu, May 29, 2014 12:47 pm
Subject: RE: Meet to discuss Mission Bay


Hi Corinne,


Unfortunately, I have a meeting scheduled on Monday before the Piers 30-32 CAC happy
hour at the HiDive, but I will be attending it,  so we can briefly discuss what you’d like to
see moving forward. 
 
For the time being, I’ve updated the http://sfgov.org/piers3032/ website to:
http://www.sfgov.org/mbs-pavilion
So, you can point CAC members and folks interested in the project to that link. 
 
Much of the Piers 30-32 information is housed there under the “History” menu title; and
there is also a link to the SF Port’s piers3032 CAC site which has all the documents
pertaining to the CAC.  As more information becomes public, I will continue to update this
site.  The city’s webmaster said it will take a while to have a new url, so we will be using a
link redirect for the next few weeks/month.
 
 


I can meet with you Friday June 6th in the afternoon.  Let’s say 2pm down by you.  Feel
free to pick the place.
 
Thanks,
John
 
John L. Gavin
Project Manager
Office of Economic and Workforce Development
City Hall Room 448
San Francisco, CA 94102
John.Gavin@sfgov.org
415.554.6122
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From: corinnewoods@cs.com [mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 9:59 AM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Meet to discuss Mission Bay
 
Hi John,  I'd like to get together well before the next Mission Bay CAC meeting - mainly to talk about
transferring the background information gathered by the Arena CAC (transportation, quality of life) to a
new website (at OEWD?) and setting up an ongoing method of providing information to the public (on-
line meeting notes?) beyond the existing capability of OCII.  Want to have the process for entitlements
memorialized in a form accessible to the public, and a draft timetable and schedule for approvals. 
Need to integrate the SFMTA's Waterfront Transportation Assessment process with the Mission Bay
Arena process, but the MBCAC can't really host the overall process, so we need a direct link to
SFMTA and a schedule of meetings to discuss progress.  


I don't have any meetings scheduled during the day next week, and the following week is clear except
for Tuesday and Thursday.  Were you planning to go to the Arena CAC party at the Hi Dive on
Monday at 5:30?  We could get together before that event if that works for you.


Let me know.


Corinne Woods
(415) 255-7635 - landline
(415) 902-7635 - cell
 
 
 
-----Original Message-----
From: Gavin, John (MYR) (MYR) <john.gavin@sfgov.org>
To: corinnewoods <corinnewoods@cs.com>
Sent: Wed, May 28, 2014 4:03 pm
Subject: Meet to discuss Mission Bay


Hi Corinne,


As you know, I will be working closely on the Golden State Warriors development project,
along with Catherine and Lila, with the Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure. 
I am hoping to meet with each member of the MB CAC over coffee/lunch to get their
independent perspectives on the Mission Bay developments in general and to discuss the
Warriors project specifically.    
 
I’m sure you’re too busy this next week, however, please let me know what day(s), and
time(s) in the coming weeks would best fit your schedule to meet for 30-45 minutes.  I can
work my schedule around your availability.
 
Sincerely,
John
 
 
John L. Gavin
Project Manager
Office of Economic and Workforce Development
City Hall Room 448
San Francisco, CA 94102
John.Gavin@sfgov.org
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415.554.6122
 
 
 








From: Gavin, John (MYR)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: List of City Folks
Date: Friday, May 23, 2014 1:18:46 PM


Catherine,


Thanks again for the check-in yesterday.  It was helpful.  Do you have any more details about the
breakfast meeting next Wednesday?  Jennifer and I have a call at 2pm, and as far as I know the
meeting is not on her work calendar…
 
Thanks,
jg


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2014 12:00 PM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: List of City Folks
 
2 today works fine.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Gavin, John (MYR) 
Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2014 10:54 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: List of City Folks
 
Catherine,
My 2pm call today with Jennifer got switched to tomorrow at 2pm (she’s currently in Baltimore,
MD).  Can you talk before then? Or would 2:45 work for you tomorrow?
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Wednesday, May 21, 2014 11:20 AM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: List of City Folks
 
Lets do 2 pm on Friday. Thanks
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone
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-------- Original message --------
From: "Gavin, John (MYR)"
Date:05/21/2014 10:48 AM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Subject: RE: List of City Folks
 
I have a tentative 2pm conference call tomorrow (Thursday), but can talk at 3pm.  Or, is Friday at
2pm preferable for you?
                                                           


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Wednesday, May 21, 2014 8:51 AM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: List of City Folks
 
This afternoon is pretty booked.  How does tomorrow (Friday) look after 1.30?
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Gavin, John (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, May 20, 2014 2:33 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: List of City Folks
 
I am not.  Adam will be there.  Let me know when you have a free moment tomorrow afternoon, I’m
fairly open after 1pm…
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, May 20, 2014 2:32 PM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: List of City Folks
 
Are you part of the CEQA meeting tomorrow at 12.30?  If so, do you want to chat right before?  I
have to head off to the BOS in a few. 
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Gavin, John (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, May 20, 2014 2:30 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: List of City Folks
 
Sounds good.  I have a meeting at 4pm, so can chat now, or we can set something up for tomorrow?
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, May 20, 2014 2:29 PM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: List of City Folks
 
Thanks!  And then I was also going to give each of you a call so that you can help run me through
your understanding of all the players at the City and what their roles are.  So, so many people
involved.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Gavin, John (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, May 20, 2014 2:28 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: List of City Folks
 
No time like the present!
 
I’ll put together a template and share it with you and adam.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, May 20, 2014 2:24 PM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: List of City Folks
 
That would mean I’d have to learn google doc, wouldn’t I?  J
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
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San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Gavin, John (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, May 20, 2014 2:22 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: List of City Folks
 
Hi Catherine,
 
I don’t believe there has been a central contact list per se, as most of the communication has been
done via  email.  Adam, do you have a contact list that Catherine can build off?
If so, perhaps we can turn it into a google doc, and we can add/edit as needed?
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, May 20, 2014 2:07 PM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: List of City Folks
 
Hi, John – was there ever a contact list created for the Warriors?  I want to put one together for the
various city agencies so that I can get my head wrapped around things, but was wondering if you
had already started one.  Clarke Miller is going to do one for the Warriors/Strada folks and have the
ESA folks update the CEQA one.  I said I’d help creat/update the City/OCII list.
 
Thanks!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Arce, Pedro (OCII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Block 1 meeting
Date: Thursday, April 24, 2014 9:38:36 AM


Got it; 1.30 PM it is.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Wednesday, April 23, 2014 3:03 PM
To: Michael Cohen <mcohen@stradasf.com> (mcohen@stradasf.com); Melissa Chau
Cc: Arce, Pedro (OCII); Maher, Christine (OCII); Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: FW: Block 1 Checklist
 
Michael/Melissa – could you please forward the list for the BD/SD to your architects?  Thanks
 
PS – Michael – it sounds like the Warriors will be coming to the CAC on the same day as the Block 1
design.  My initial thought would be for your item to go second, since we anticipate that there would
be a lot of people there just for the Warriors item.  Let us know if you have any concerns.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Arce, Pedro (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, April 17, 2014 1:41 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Block 1 Checklist
 
Catherine: sorry to bother you with this. I don’t have the email address of Alex Asli from
Arquitectonica. I promised to send him the table listing the materials required for a combined Basic
Concept Design/Schematic Design submittal. Would you mind forwarding it to him (if you have it,
otherwise probably it would make sense to send it to Michael Cohen)
Thank you.
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From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
To: Wise, Viktoriya; Jose Farran
Subject: Re: Mini-TMPs + Concert Scenario
Date: Wednesday, February 12, 2014 8:52:24 AM


Hi Viktoriya and Jose


Because we will need to discuss the concerts qualitatively but with some detail, I 
feel that we need to know what the plan is for concerts.


If it is a sold-out concert, conditions could be more of a mess because people will 
try to access the on-site garage.


I am meeting with Jose shortly, and can get back to you and Clarke about the TMP 
timing.


Luba C. Wyznyckyj, AICP
LCW Consulting
3990 20th Street
San Francisco, CA 94114
(t) 415-252-7255
(c) 415-385-7031


On Feb 12, 2014, at 8:46 AM, Clarke Miller wrote:


Jose, Luba,


We are making comments to the draft 'mini-TMPs' for the two off-site 
alternatives, and then Fehr & Peers needs a few more days to update the 
document; does it create a delay for you if we provide the mini-TMPs at 
the middle of next week?


Also, for our primary TMP for Piers 30-32, can you (or Viktoriya) clarify 
for me whether a Concert scenario needs to be added to the set of Curb 
Management Plans? I've heard conflicting messages on whether we can 
address Concerts as part of the matrix of measures we'd do for an event 
(i.e., falling somewhere between a peak event and a small event) or if a 
set of Curb Management Plans needs to be drafted specifically for 
Concerts. 


Thanks,
Clarke


Clarke Miller
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: RE: Block 5/Park P6 Coordination
Date: Thursday, May 08, 2014 10:13:57 PM


Good call. Didnt have it in my calendar.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Hussain, Lila (OCII)"
Date:05/08/2014 8:19 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Subject: Fwd: Block 5/Park P6 Coordination


11am conflicts with our city hall GSW meeting.


Sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
Date: May 8, 2014 at 6:06:13 PM PDT
To: "Coates, Johnathan" <jcoates@essex.com>
Cc: "Joe <JAntonio@mbaydevelopment. com> Antonio"
<JAntonio@mbaydevelopment.com>, "Hussain, Lila (OCII)"
<lila.hussain@sfgov.org>
Subject: RE: Block 5/Park P6 Coordination


Lets do a call at 11 on Tuesday.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Coates, Johnathan"
Date:05/08/2014 1:51 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Cc: "Joe Antonio" ,"Hussain, Lila (OCII)"
Subject: RE: Block 5/Park P6 Coordination


Thanks Catherine. 


Next week would work well. I have availability on Tuesday between 11&1 and additional
flexibility as needed. 


__________________________
Johnathan Coates | Sr. Construction Manager
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Essex Property Trust, Inc.
5815 Shellmound Way, Suite A
Emeryville, CA 94608


Find your new home at 
EssexApartmentHomes.com
Phone 510.597.5358
Cell     310.779.2938


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, May 08, 2014 12:39 PM
To: Coates, Johnathan
Cc: Joe <JAntonio@mbaydevelopment. com> Antonio; Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: RE: Block 5/Park P6 Coordination


I am out until next Monday - would early next week be too late to talk?  Let me know
what times work for you both?  Thanks ________________________________________
From: Coates, Johnathan <jcoates@essex.com>
Sent: Thursday, May 8, 2014 10:41 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Joe <JAntonio@mbaydevelopment. com> Antonio
Subject: Block 5/Park P6 Coordination


Catherine-


Joe and I are meeting with our respective contractors and discussing logistics of
coordinating the block 5 rebuild and completion of P6. We thought it might be possible to
defer some of the P6 scope and have my team complete the walk to allow coordinated
access. At this point, it seems that scheduling pressure is the main challenge. Are you
available for a conversation to review a few considerations that we've come up with, but
would need your support to engage?
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: List of City Folks
Date: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 8:54:00 AM


Sounds good.  She said she is fine with you being there, so see you tomorrow (and today!).
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Gavin, John (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 8:46 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: List of City Folks
 
Hi Catherine,


Yes, I received the invite, and replied back.  For some reason, the reply went to Catherine
Sharpe instead of you.  She replied back saying she is looking forward to meeting me...


Phillip put the meeting on Jennifer's calendar.


See you today at 11.


-jg


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Sent: Sunday, May 25, 2014 1:01:37 PM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: List of City Folks
 
I forwarded you the invite that came in last Friday with Jennifer’s name on it.  Let me know if it
didn’t get through (still working out the kinks with Outlook).
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
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PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Gavin, John (MYR) 
Sent: Friday, May 23, 2014 1:19 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: List of City Folks
 
Catherine,


Thanks again for the check-in yesterday.  It was helpful.  Do you have any more details about the
breakfast meeting next Wednesday?  Jennifer and I have a call at 2pm, and as far as I know the
meeting is not on her work calendar…
 
Thanks,
jg


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2014 12:00 PM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: List of City Folks
 
2 today works fine.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Gavin, John (MYR) 
Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2014 10:54 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: List of City Folks
 
Catherine,
My 2pm call today with Jennifer got switched to tomorrow at 2pm (she’s currently in Baltimore,
MD).  Can you talk before then? Or would 2:45 work for you tomorrow?
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Wednesday, May 21, 2014 11:20 AM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: List of City Folks
 
Lets do 2 pm on Friday. Thanks
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Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Gavin, John (MYR)"
Date:05/21/2014 10:48 AM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Subject: RE: List of City Folks
 
I have a tentative 2pm conference call tomorrow (Thursday), but can talk at 3pm.  Or, is Friday at
2pm preferable for you?
                                                           


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Wednesday, May 21, 2014 8:51 AM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: List of City Folks
 
This afternoon is pretty booked.  How does tomorrow (Friday) look after 1.30?
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Gavin, John (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, May 20, 2014 2:33 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: List of City Folks
 
I am not.  Adam will be there.  Let me know when you have a free moment tomorrow afternoon, I’m
fairly open after 1pm…
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, May 20, 2014 2:32 PM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: List of City Folks
 
Are you part of the CEQA meeting tomorrow at 12.30?  If so, do you want to chat right before?  I
have to head off to the BOS in a few. 
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
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1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Gavin, John (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, May 20, 2014 2:30 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: List of City Folks
 
Sounds good.  I have a meeting at 4pm, so can chat now, or we can set something up for tomorrow?
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, May 20, 2014 2:29 PM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: List of City Folks
 
Thanks!  And then I was also going to give each of you a call so that you can help run me through
your understanding of all the players at the City and what their roles are.  So, so many people
involved.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Gavin, John (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, May 20, 2014 2:28 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: List of City Folks
 
No time like the present!
 
I’ll put together a template and share it with you and adam.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, May 20, 2014 2:24 PM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: List of City Folks
 
That would mean I’d have to learn google doc, wouldn’t I?  J
 
Catherine Reilly
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Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Gavin, John (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, May 20, 2014 2:22 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: List of City Folks
 
Hi Catherine,
 
I don’t believe there has been a central contact list per se, as most of the communication has been
done via  email.  Adam, do you have a contact list that Catherine can build off?
If so, perhaps we can turn it into a google doc, and we can add/edit as needed?
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, May 20, 2014 2:07 PM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: List of City Folks
 
Hi, John – was there ever a contact list created for the Warriors?  I want to put one together for the
various city agencies so that I can get my head wrapped around things, but was wondering if you
had already started one.  Clarke Miller is going to do one for the Warriors/Strada folks and have the
ESA folks update the CEQA one.  I said I’d help creat/update the City/OCII list.
 
Thanks!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Alix Rosenthal
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Manton, Jill  (ART)
Subject: Re: Mission Bay South Art MOU
Date: Friday, May 16, 2014 1:30:01 PM


OK sounds good. 


To be clear, we know the master developer is responsible for building the park, but we are working with 
them to figure out how we can participate in the programming and art therein. Our goal for the meeting is 
to figure out what our various options are with regard to our public art requirement, and to the extent 
programming in the park is one of those options, it would be good to have the Port’s participation in the 
meeting. 


From: <Reilly>, "Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
Date: Thursday, May 15, 2014 at 8:21 AM
To: Alix Rosenthal <arosenthal@warriors.com>
Cc: "Manton, Jill (ART)" <jill.manton@sfgov.org>
Subject: RE: Mission Bay South Art MOU


Sorry, spelled Jill’s last name wrong.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 8:19 AM
To: arosenthal@warriors.com
Cc: 'jill.manson@sfgov.org'
Subject: Mission Bay South Art MOU
 
Alix – as promised, attached is the Mission Bay South Art MOU for context.  Jill and I have been 
talking and are outreaching to the Port.  Jill will be joining the meeting next week and we will see if a 
someone from the Port can attend as well, as Park P22 is Port property and they will need to be 
involved in the design of the park and any art installed.
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
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1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/






From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bridges, George (OCII)
Subject: RE: MB Team Meeting 4th Tuesday of the Month
Date: Tuesday, April 22, 2014 8:34:00 AM


Yes – different parcels.  Just leaves Blocks 26/27 of the SF property.  We will want to talk with Tiffany
about program in diversity for the Warriors project at some point.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Bridges, George (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, April 22, 2014 8:34 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: MB Team Meeting 4th Tuesday of the Month
 
Question.  Is UCSF moving forward in light of the Warriors ?
 
I think all else is well.
 


On Apr 22, 2014, at 8:32 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Sounds good – anyone we need to be worried about (other than Block 11), or all
behaving?  Good luck with FH.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Bridges, George (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, April 22, 2014 8:32 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: MB Team Meeting 4th Tuesday of the Month
 
Catherine
 
Unfortunately, I have a pre-bid for Family House followed by a  non-compliance
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meeting with West Bay for Block 11.  I will catch up with you later today.  I am out
Thursday and returning Tuesday.
 
George


On Apr 22, 2014, at 8:11 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Just a reminder that we have the MB team meeting today at 9.30 at room
5084.  We will need to run through things quickly, so please be on time.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San
Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: RE: Budget Presentation/Questions
Date: Tuesday, May 06, 2014 11:58:16 AM


There is a lot of debt service payments. Cant remember if they are included on our
page or not. Do you have the hand written notes? Want me to walk you thru it?


Good about sally. However the warriors should say something. That was what alix
had said. An intro to themselves and all their great if not finalized vision for the site.
Can see why oewd doesnt say anything. 


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Hussain, Lila (OCII)"
Date:05/06/2014 11:23 AM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Subject: Budget Presentation/Questions


So I have to go Commission because of the budget presentation, luckily I saved the ppt we did for
the cac with your cheater notes, the only question I have is about the Debt Service, are we only
paying down CFD 4 bond and no other bonds?
 
I think Sally is coming to the CAC since she realized OEWD and Warriors are not planning to present
anything.  I don’t need her there but I think it would be helpful to have someone as back up. 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, May 06, 2014 11:21 AM
To: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: RE: CFD 5 MJM payment for Jan and Feb 2014
 
Just sign them and date and write that 'approved for payment from cfd#5 funds' then give to
amit. Thanks
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Hussain, Lila (OCII)"
Date:05/06/2014 10:20 AM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Subject: FW: CFD 5 MJM payment for Jan and Feb 2014
 
Hey Catherine,
 
I got the reimbursement requests from MJM, Amit reviewed them.  Normally what type of DDR do
you do on the requests?  Do you line them up against the budget line items or does Amit do that?
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See Amit’s email below.


Ciao,
 
Lila
 


From: Talwar, Amit (OCII) 
Sent: Monday, May 05, 2014 5:23 PM
To: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: CFD 5 MJM payment for Jan and Feb 2014
 
Hi Lila,
 
I have reviewed the Jan and Feb 2014 reimbursement requests from MJM-Mission Bay Parks CFD 5,
and they look fine to me.
Jan 2014 $ 100,341.25
Feb 2014 $101,568.32
 
Please let me know if they are approved for payment.
 
Thanks,
 
Amit K. Talwar
Office of Community Investment & Infrastructure/Successor to the 
San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor San Francisco, CA 94103
T: 415.749.2475 F: 415.749.2524


 








From: Alix Rosenthal
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Manton, Jill  (ART)
Subject: Re: Mission Bay South Art MOU
Date: Friday, May 16, 2014 1:32:26 PM


Also – would it be possible to have the meeting here at the Warriors SF office? 2 Harrison Street, Suite 140. 
Let me know, thanks. 


From: <Reilly>, "Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
Date: Thursday, May 15, 2014 at 8:21 AM
To: Alix Rosenthal <arosenthal@warriors.com>
Cc: "Manton, Jill (ART)" <jill.manton@sfgov.org>
Subject: RE: Mission Bay South Art MOU


Sorry, spelled Jill’s last name wrong.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 8:19 AM
To: arosenthal@warriors.com
Cc: 'jill.manson@sfgov.org'
Subject: Mission Bay South Art MOU
 
Alix – as promised, attached is the Mission Bay South Art MOU for context.  Jill and I have been 
talking and are outreaching to the Port.  Jill will be joining the meeting next week and we will see if a 
someone from the Port can attend as well, as Park P22 is Port property and they will need to be 
involved in the design of the park and any art installed.
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bridges, George (OCII)
Subject: RE: MB Team Meeting 4th Tuesday of the Month
Date: Tuesday, April 22, 2014 8:38:00 AM


I have raised the issue with them.  When you get in I can let you know how the conversation went.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Bridges, George (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, April 22, 2014 8:37 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: MB Team Meeting 4th Tuesday of the Month
 
Hopefully, they will need to comply with the 50% SBE goal however I know they already selected
many or most of their consultants.  


On Apr 22, 2014, at 8:34 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Yes – different parcels.  Just leaves Blocks 26/27 of the SF property.  We will want to
talk with Tiffany about program in diversity for the Warriors project at some point.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Bridges, George (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, April 22, 2014 8:34 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: MB Team Meeting 4th Tuesday of the Month
 
Question.  Is UCSF moving forward in light of the Warriors ?
 
I think all else is well.
 


On Apr 22, 2014, at 8:32 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
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wrote:


Sounds good – anyone we need to be worried about (other than Block
11), or all behaving?  Good luck with FH.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San
Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Bridges, George (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, April 22, 2014 8:32 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: MB Team Meeting 4th Tuesday of the Month
 
Catherine
 
Unfortunately, I have a pre-bid for Family House followed by a  non-
compliance meeting with West Bay for Block 11.  I will catch up with you
later today.  I am out Thursday and returning Tuesday.
 
George


On Apr 22, 2014, at 8:11 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Just a reminder that we have the MB team meeting today at
9.30 at room 5084.  We will need to run through things
quickly, so please be on time.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and
County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/






From: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
To: Michael Cohen; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Catherine Dolan (cdolan@arquitectonica.com); Alex Asli  (aasli@arquitectonica.com); Jeff Rock
Subject: RE: CAC
Date: Thursday, May 08, 2014 2:59:57 PM


Michael,


Do you have a rough timeline for pile driving for block 1?
 


From: Michael Cohen [mailto:mcohen@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 29, 2014 9:31 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Catherine Dolan (cdolan@arquitectonica.com); Alex Asli (aasli@arquitectonica.com); Jeff Rock;
Hussain, Lila (OCII); Maher, Christine (OCII)
Subject: RE: CAC
 
Thanks.  Let us know what we should be prepared to address beyond a general walk through of our
schematic package.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 29, 2014 9:28 AM
To: Michael Cohen
Cc: Catherine Dolan (cdolan@arquitectonica.com); Alex Asli (aasli@arquitectonica.com); Jeff Rock;
Hussain, Lila (OCII); Maher, Christine (OCII)
Subject: RE: CAC
 
Yes – We are going to put you after the Warriors.  Lila will be preparing the agenda, so including her
in the loop.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Michael Cohen [mailto:mcohen@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 29, 2014 8:39 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Catherine Dolan (cdolan@arquitectonica.com); Alex Asli (aasli@arquitectonica.com); Jeff Rock
Subject: CAC
 


Confirming that we are for May 8th at 5:00 with the CAC.
 
 
 
Michael Cohen
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Principal
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street
Suite 420
SF, CA 94105
415-272-4387
mcohen@Stradasf.com
 
PLEASE NOTE NEW SUITE NUMBER
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From: Eric Young
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Mission Bay
Date: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 11:21:46 AM


government approvals from City/OCII


on 5/14/14 11:16 AM, Reilly, Catherine (OCII) at catherine.reilly@sfgov.org
wrote:


> What do you envision by "public filings".  Documents and such that they would
> submit for government approvals from City/OCII?  Or filings required by the
> federal government, such as any financial data, etc.?  Will help me get you to
> the right person.
>
> Thanks
>
> Catherine Reilly
> Project Manager
> Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
>    Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San
> Francisco
> 1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
> San Francisco, CA 94103
> 415-749-2516 (direct)
> http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Eric Young [mailto:eyoung@bizjournals.com]
> Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 11:12 AM
> To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
> Subject: Mission Bay
>
> Hello. As you probably know we're going to follow the Warriors' plans to build
> a new arena in Mission Bay.
> Will you please tell me what public filings the team will be making so that we
> can stay on top of that development?
> Also, what other public agencies should we check in with to ask the same
> question?
> Thank you for your time.
> ___________
> Eric Young
> Reporter
> San Francisco Business Times
>
> OFFICE: (415) 288-4969
> CELL: (415) 717-6429
> WEB: www.SanFranciscoBusinessTimes.com
> TWITTER: @SFBIZericyoung; SFBayAreaEcon
>
>
>  
>
>
>


___________
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Eric Young
Reporter
San Francisco Business Times


OFFICE: (415) 288-4969
CELL: (415) 717-6429
WEB: www.SanFranciscoBusinessTimes.com
TWITTER: @SFBIZericyoung; SFBayAreaEcon


 








From: Sharpe, Catherine
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: MISSION BAY NOTICE: I-280 Street Closures 5/22-5/27
Date: Sunday, May 25, 2014 4:53:57 PM


Have already responded to him he's welcome


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Date:05/25/2014 4:34 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Sharpe, Catherine"
Subject: RE: MISSION BAY NOTICE: I-280 Street Closures 5/22-5/27


Ah, yes....those unvited guest problems (had some surprise people at my wedding that I don't
remember being on the list).  Glad it worked out.


There is a guy, John Gavin, at OEWD that will be outreaching to you.  He works with Jennifer Matz and
is the go-to guy to help her with things that she won't have time to focus on related to the Warriors.  I
told him about the meeting Wednesday, since may not be bad for him to be there as he will have more
brain width (and he's smart, so I think you'll like him).  But, I also told him it was your party, so you
had to invite him.  So, your call and no pressure (though I think it wouldn't be bad for him to be there
to hear first hand in case anything lands in his lap to run with).


OK - heading home to prep for the arrival of my father in law.  Graduation week for the stepson. 
Where does the time go?!


Enjoy the weekend.


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/


PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.


-----Original Message-----
From: Sharpe, Catherine [mailto:casharpe@Fibrogen.com]
Sent: Sunday, May 25, 2014 4:30 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: MISSION BAY NOTICE: I-280 Street Closures 5/22-5/27


Trina invited BayBio rep to the meeting Wed. Fortunately he had a prior commitment


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
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Date:05/25/2014 4:25 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Sharpe, Catherine"
Subject: RE: MISSION BAY NOTICE: I-280 Street Closures 5/22-5/27


What type of problem?


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/


PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.


-----Original Message-----
From: Sharpe, Catherine [mailto:casharpe@Fibrogen.com]
Sent: Sunday, May 25, 2014 3:39 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: MISSION BAY NOTICE: I-280 Street Closures 5/22-5/27


Not to worry. I've got a problem with Bayer


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Date:05/25/2014 3:28 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Sharpe, Catherine"
Subject: RE: MISSION BAY NOTICE: I-280 Street Closures 5/22-5/27


Oops - didn't get this out.  Am trying to catch up with emails so more on top of things.  Or not...


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/


PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.


From: Sharpe, Catherine [mailto:casharpe@Fibrogen.com]
Sent: Wednesday, May 21, 2014 9:32 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: FW: MISSION BAY NOTICE: I-280 Street Closures 5/22-5/27


From: Jaimie Thai [mailto:jthai@are.com]
Sent: Tuesday, May 20, 2014 04:08 PM
Subject: MISSION BAY NOTICE: I-280 Street Closures 5/22-5/27
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[cid:image001.jpg@01CF6DDA.87D783E0]
Dear Mission Bay Tenants:


Please be advised that there will be street closures related to the I-280 Bridge Hinge Replacement
Project. This will be occuring over the Memorial Day long weekend (from May 22nd-May 27th). Please
find attached a notice with aerial images and more detail in regards to when and what streets/on-ramps
will be affected.


Feel free to contact me with any questions or concerns about the closures. Thanks for your cooperation
and understanding regarding this matter.


Kind regards,


JAIMIE THAI
Receptionist & Tenant Coordinator
Alexandria Real Estate Equities, Inc.
1700 Owens St., Suite 590
San Francisco, CA 94158
O: 415.554.8844
M: 415.589.1053
jthai@are.com<mailto:jthai@are.com>
www.are.com<http://www.are.com>


[cid:_com_android_email_attachmentprovider_1_28896_RAW@sec.galaxytab]
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Michael Cohen
Cc: Catherine Dolan (cdolan@arquitectonica.com); Alex Asli  (aasli@arquitectonica.com); Jeff Rock; Hussain, Lila


(OCII); Maher, Christine (OCII)
Subject: RE: CAC
Date: Wednesday, April 30, 2014 7:58:31 AM


You should have a PPT that gives the general location/context (assume we may have a few
folks that are new to MB due to the Warriors item).  Also, provide a brief description of the
past work done for the site.  But the majority should just be visually walking folks around the
site and explaining the overall design, etc.  Christine can take a look at the draft PPT if you
would like.  Keep it to 10-15 minutes.


Thanks!


Catherine


From: Michael Cohen <mcohen@stradasf.com>
Sent: Tuesday, April 29, 2014 9:30 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Catherine Dolan (cdolan@arquitectonica.com); Alex Asli (aasli@arquitectonica.com); Jeff Rock;
Hussain, Lila (OCII); Maher, Christine (OCII)
Subject: RE: CAC
 
Thanks.  Let us know what we should be prepared to address beyond a general walk through of our
schematic package.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 29, 2014 9:28 AM
To: Michael Cohen
Cc: Catherine Dolan (cdolan@arquitectonica.com); Alex Asli (aasli@arquitectonica.com); Jeff Rock;
Hussain, Lila (OCII); Maher, Christine (OCII)
Subject: RE: CAC
 
Yes – We are going to put you after the Warriors.  Lila will be preparing the agenda, so including her
in the loop.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Michael Cohen [mailto:mcohen@stradasf.com] 
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Sent: Tuesday, April 29, 2014 8:39 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Catherine Dolan (cdolan@arquitectonica.com); Alex Asli (aasli@arquitectonica.com); Jeff Rock
Subject: CAC
 


Confirming that we are for May 8th at 5:00 with the CAC.
 
 
 
Michael Cohen
Principal
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street
Suite 420
SF, CA 94105
415-272-4387
mcohen@Stradasf.com
 
PLEASE NOTE NEW SUITE NUMBER
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From: Eric Young
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Mission Bay
Date: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 1:11:36 PM


Thank you.


on 5/14/14 11:50 AM, Reilly, Catherine (OCII) at catherine.reilly@sfgov.org
wrote:


> This informational memo gives an overview of the approval process for Mission
> Bay.  We will add you to the OCII Commission meeting email list for agendas so
> you can follow the approvals (Natasha - please add Eric to the email list).
>
> Thanks
>
> Catherine Reilly
> Project Manager
> Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
>    Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San
> Francisco
> 1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
> San Francisco, CA 94103
> 415-749-2516 (direct)
> http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
>
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Eric Young [mailto:eyoung@bizjournals.com]
> Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 11:19 AM
> To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
> Subject: Re: Mission Bay
>
> government approvals from City/OCII
>
>
> on 5/14/14 11:16 AM, Reilly, Catherine (OCII) at catherine.reilly@sfgov.org
> wrote:
>
>> What do you envision by "public filings".  Documents and such that
>> they would submit for government approvals from City/OCII?  Or filings
>> required by the federal government, such as any financial data, etc.?
>> Will help me get you to the right person.
>>
>> Thanks
>>
>> Catherine Reilly
>> Project Manager
>> Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
>>    Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County
>> of San Francisco
>> 1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
>> San Francisco, CA 94103
>> 415-749-2516 (direct)
>> http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
>>
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>> -----Original Message-----
>> From: Eric Young [mailto:eyoung@bizjournals.com]
>> Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 11:12 AM
>> To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
>> Subject: Mission Bay
>>
>> Hello. As you probably know we're going to follow the Warriors' plans
>> to build a new arena in Mission Bay.
>> Will you please tell me what public filings the team will be making so
>> that we can stay on top of that development?
>> Also, what other public agencies should we check in with to ask the
>> same question?
>> Thank you for your time.
>> ___________
>> Eric Young
>> Reporter
>> San Francisco Business Times
>>
>> OFFICE: (415) 288-4969
>> CELL: (415) 717-6429
>> WEB: www.SanFranciscoBusinessTimes.com
>> TWITTER: @SFBIZericyoung; SFBayAreaEcon
>>
>>
>>  
>>
>>
>>
>
> ___________
> Eric Young
> Reporter
> San Francisco Business Times
>
> OFFICE: (415) 288-4969
> CELL: (415) 717-6429
> WEB: www.SanFranciscoBusinessTimes.com
> TWITTER: @SFBIZericyoung; SFBayAreaEcon
>
>
>  
>
>


___________
Eric Young
Reporter
San Francisco Business Times


OFFICE: (415) 288-4969
CELL: (415) 717-6429
WEB: www.SanFranciscoBusinessTimes.com
TWITTER: @SFBIZericyoung; SFBayAreaEcon
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: "Sharpe, Catherine"
Subject: RE: MISSION BAY NOTICE: I-280 Street Closures 5/22-5/27
Date: Sunday, May 25, 2014 4:34:00 PM


Ah, yes....those unvited guest problems (had some surprise people at my wedding that I don't
remember being on the list).  Glad it worked out. 


There is a guy, John Gavin, at OEWD that will be outreaching to you.  He works with Jennifer Matz and
is the go-to guy to help her with things that she won't have time to focus on related to the Warriors.  I
told him about the meeting Wednesday, since may not be bad for him to be there as he will have more
brain width (and he's smart, so I think you'll like him).  But, I also told him it was your party, so you
had to invite him.  So, your call and no pressure (though I think it wouldn't be bad for him to be there
to hear first hand in case anything lands in his lap to run with).


OK - heading home to prep for the arrival of my father in law.  Graduation week for the stepson. 
Where does the time go?!


Enjoy the weekend.


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/


PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.


-----Original Message-----
From: Sharpe, Catherine [mailto:casharpe@Fibrogen.com]
Sent: Sunday, May 25, 2014 4:30 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: MISSION BAY NOTICE: I-280 Street Closures 5/22-5/27


Trina invited BayBio rep to the meeting Wed. Fortunately he had a prior commitment


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Date:05/25/2014 4:25 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Sharpe, Catherine"
Subject: RE: MISSION BAY NOTICE: I-280 Street Closures 5/22-5/27


What type of problem?


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
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415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/


PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.


-----Original Message-----
From: Sharpe, Catherine [mailto:casharpe@Fibrogen.com]
Sent: Sunday, May 25, 2014 3:39 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: MISSION BAY NOTICE: I-280 Street Closures 5/22-5/27


Not to worry. I've got a problem with Bayer


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Date:05/25/2014 3:28 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Sharpe, Catherine"
Subject: RE: MISSION BAY NOTICE: I-280 Street Closures 5/22-5/27


Oops – didn’t get this out.  Am trying to catch up with emails so more on top of things.  Or not…….


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/


PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.


From: Sharpe, Catherine [mailto:casharpe@Fibrogen.com]
Sent: Wednesday, May 21, 2014 9:32 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: FW: MISSION BAY NOTICE: I-280 Street Closures 5/22-5/27


From: Jaimie Thai [mailto:jthai@are.com]
Sent: Tuesday, May 20, 2014 04:08 PM
Subject: MISSION BAY NOTICE: I-280 Street Closures 5/22-5/27


[cid:image001.jpg@01CF6DDA.87D783E0]
Dear Mission Bay Tenants:


Please be advised that there will be street closures related to the I-280 Bridge Hinge Replacement
Project. This will be occuring over the Memorial Day long weekend (from May 22nd-May 27th). Please
find attached a notice with aerial images and more detail in regards to when and what streets/on-ramps
will be affected.


Feel free to contact me with any questions or concerns about the closures. Thanks for your cooperation
and understanding regarding this matter.


Kind regards,



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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JAIMIE THAI
Receptionist & Tenant Coordinator
Alexandria Real Estate Equities, Inc.
1700 Owens St., Suite 590
San Francisco, CA 94158
O: 415.554.8844
M: 415.589.1053
jthai@are.com<mailto:jthai@are.com>
www.are.com<http://www.are.com>


[cid:_com_android_email_attachmentprovider_1_28896_RAW@sec.galaxytab]
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From: Michael Cohen
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Catherine Dolan (cdolan@arquitectonica.com); Alex Asli  (aasli@arquitectonica.com); Jeff Rock; Hussain, Lila


(OCII); Maher, Christine (OCII)
Subject: RE: CAC
Date: Tuesday, April 29, 2014 9:30:50 AM


Thanks.  Let us know what we should be prepared to address beyond a general walk through of our
schematic package.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 29, 2014 9:28 AM
To: Michael Cohen
Cc: Catherine Dolan (cdolan@arquitectonica.com); Alex Asli (aasli@arquitectonica.com); Jeff Rock;
Hussain, Lila (OCII); Maher, Christine (OCII)
Subject: RE: CAC
 
Yes – We are going to put you after the Warriors.  Lila will be preparing the agenda, so including her
in the loop.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Michael Cohen [mailto:mcohen@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 29, 2014 8:39 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Catherine Dolan (cdolan@arquitectonica.com); Alex Asli (aasli@arquitectonica.com); Jeff Rock
Subject: CAC
 


Confirming that we are for May 8th at 5:00 with the CAC.
 
 
 
Michael Cohen
Principal
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street
Suite 420
SF, CA 94105
415-272-4387
mcohen@Stradasf.com
 
PLEASE NOTE NEW SUITE NUMBER
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From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Wong, Phillip (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: Re: Next Tuesday, 5/27, 11am GSW Meeting
Date: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 9:25:08 AM


Great. That's all super helpful. I owe John a call and suspect he was going to update
me with this info! 


On May 27, 2014, at 8:58 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hi, Jennifer – I am cc-ing John, since I think he was working on an agenda for today’s
meeting. 
 
We had invited the Task Force since there had been a lot of questions raised (especially
by MTA) on the status of the various infrastructure projects in MB.  Don Miller is a
good go-to person for this level of detail.  We have invited a larger group that usual
since OCII has been getting the same questions from other non-Warriors MTA folks,
etc. and thought we could get them all at one time.  I believe the agenda would have
the Task Force first, so the non-Warriors folks could leave.  We can clarify that folks
should not be billing their time to the Warriors project if they are there representing
another project, such as TEP.  I talked to Don about a 10-15 minute presentation and
then we can focus on the details that match the interest of the group.
 
I am fine with moving to an every other week meeting.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1,
2014.
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 8:31 AM
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: Fwd: Next Tuesday, 5/27, 11am GSW Meeting
 
Hi all,
 
First, I am going to be calling in to the GSW meeting today. Second, let's pull tougher an
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agenda for the meeting. Phillip, once we decide on the substance of the agenda, can
you write it up and email it to folks? 
 
According to Adam, DPW is coming to the meeting to give us all an overview of
infrastructure in the pipeline; a posse of folks are coming from SFMTA. (See below.) I
assume you're on board with this, Catherine, but I wasn't in the loop in planning this
presentation. Two concerns 1) is DPW the right entity to be updating the city team or
should we have included Seth? 2) I don't know what are departmental expectations are
around billing for time and I don't want hordes of people coming to meetings like this
and then billing the project. (We should discuss billing and GSW project team members
at some point very soon.) 
 
Do you have other items you'd like to discuss with the group today? Do you know how
long DPW plans to present? In general, I think we should consider moving this meeting
to every other week as I do not think there is currently enough happening to warrant
this citywide group meeting weekly. Thoughts? 
 
 


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Van de Water, Adam (MYR)" <adam.vandewater@sfgov.org>
Date: May 22, 2014 at 12:19:37 PM PDT
To: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)" <jennifer.matz@sfgov.org>
Cc: "Gavin, John (MYR)" <john.gavin@sfgov.org>
Subject: RE: Next Tuesday, 5/27, 11am GSW Meeting


OK, Tuesday next week is a chance to give us the 101 on MB
infrastructure.  Barbara and Don process FOCIL’s permits for all horizontal
improvements.  This meeting is one time and to bring everyone up to
speed on who is doing what and when in MB (separate sewer and water,
street alignment, subdivision mapping, etc).  Agree: no need to have more
meetings with more people for meeting’s sake. 
 
They do NOT need to be part of our regular weekly which can continue as
planned when we have the content to do so.  Until then should we make
the City internal bi-weekly at least until we need to meet more often? 
Seems better than cancelling most weeks.  We can still do the week
ahead with the three of us.  I just can’t do tomorrow as you seem to pick
the only days I’m OUT of the office to be IN the office.  Hope to see you
next week.  


A
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
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Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2014 11:46 AM
To: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Cc: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: Re: Next Tuesday, 5/27, 11am GSW Meeting
 
I'm totally confused, guys. Mission Bay infrastructure is built by Focil, not
the City. 
 
I want to call on city folks as needed and not have large standing group to
manage. 
 
What is DPW building in Mission Bay? 
 
I know I've been out a bunch but let's get on the same page about the
structure of the standing meeting and whose on the project team. I need
to be part of that conversation as don't see an ongoing role for DPW. 


On May 22, 2014, at 2:11 PM, "Van de Water, Adam (MYR)"
<adam.vandewater@sfgov.org> wrote:


Yes to all the below.  Barbara and Don presenting.  They
have been invited to join the weekly mtgs ongoing but this
expanded MTA group is one time only.


Adam Van de Water
Project Manager
Office of Economic and Workforce Development 
City and County of San Francisco
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102
415.554.6625
 


On May 22, 2014, at 10:54 AM, "Gavin, John (MYR)"
<john.gavin@sfgov.org> wrote:


I have a check-in call with Catherine
tomorrow.  We are going to be discussing the
city folks who will continue on with the new
partnership with OCII.  This might be a good
opportunity to communicate with her how to
best manage other city staff’s
roles/expectations moving forward.  Adam,
when you have a moment today, let’s discuss.
 Perhaps our weekly internal can be trimmed
down, and we can add folks on if/when needed
depending on the agenda?
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For Tuesday, I believe both Barbara Moy and
Don Miller will be talking about the planned
infrastructure.


From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR) 
Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2014 8:55 AM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: Re: Next Tuesday, 5/27, 11am GSW
Meeting
 
Our weekly City internal.  OCII and MTA want to
hear from the MB Task Force about planned
infrastructure already in the pipeline.
 Shouldn't be about big dreams.  


Adam Van de Water
Project Manager
Office of Economic and Workforce
Development 
City and County of San Francisco
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102
415.554.6625
 


On May 22, 2014, at 6:18 AM, "Matz, Jennifer
(MYR)" <jennifer.matz@sfgov.org> wrote:


I'm a little confused by this. What
regularly cancelled meeting are
you referring to? We need to be
careful. This project isn't an
opportunity for muni to dream big
dreams. I'd like to understand
more about the proposed agenda
and from Ken how Muni was
involved in the hospital
negotiations. 


On May 21, 2014, at 8:22 PM,
"Van de Water, Adam (MYR)"
<adam.vandewater@sfgov.org>
wrote:


In place of our
regularly cancelled
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weekly City internal
meetings we wanted
to get SFMTA, OCII
and the MB TF
together to talk
planned
infrastructure.  MTA
of course would like
to bring a harem of
colleagues.  Do you
anticipate other
agenda items such
that we need to
combine two
different meetings?


Adam Van de Water
Project Manager
Office of Economic
and Workforce
Development 
City and County of
San Francisco
1 Dr. Carlton B.
Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA
94102
415.554.6625
 


Begin forwarded
message:


From:
"Miller,
Erin"
<Erin.Miller@sfmta.com
>
Date:
May
21,
2014 at
4:17:19
PM PDT
To:
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"Van de
Water,
Adam"
<Adam.VandeWater@sfgov.org
>,
"Reilly,
Catherine"
<Catherine.Reilly@sfgov.org
>
Subject:
Next
Tuesday,
5/27,
11am
GSW
Meeting


I have a
room
on the


8th


floor
reserved
for the
meeting
next
week,
and I
have
invited
a few
key
MTA
staff
who I
think
will be
interested
in and
valuable
to the
discussion
regarding
Mission
Bay
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infrastructure. 
 
Adam,
as this
is the
re-start
of the
GSW
meetings,
I
assume
there
may be
other
items
on the
Agenda
that
may be
less
pertinent
to folks
in my
agency. 
Do you
think
we
could
develop
a draft
agenda
to allow
me to
give
folks an
idea of
their
real
need to
be
there? 
Maybe
presentation
at the
beginning,







and
regular
business
at the
end
after
we
dismiss
visitors?
 
Thanks,
 
Erin E.
Miller
Project
Manager
Waterfront
Transportation
Assessment
 
Urban
Planning
Initiatives, Sustainable
Streets
SFMTA
|Municipal
Transportation
Agency
One
South
Van
Ness
Avenue,
7th Floor
San
Francisco,
CA 
94103
 
415.701.5490
(o)
415.971.7429
(m)
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Sharpe, Catherine
Subject: RE: MISSION BAY NOTICE: I-280 Street Closures 5/22-5/27
Date: Sunday, May 25, 2014 6:04:22 PM


Thanks. And I will get the park drawings to you Tuesday.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Sharpe, Catherine"
Date:05/25/2014 4:53 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Subject: RE: MISSION BAY NOTICE: I-280 Street Closures 5/22-5/27


Have already responded to him he's welcome


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Date:05/25/2014 4:34 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Sharpe, Catherine"
Subject: RE: MISSION BAY NOTICE: I-280 Street Closures 5/22-5/27


Ah, yes....those unvited guest problems (had some surprise people at my wedding that I don't
remember being on the list).  Glad it worked out.


There is a guy, John Gavin, at OEWD that will be outreaching to you.  He works with Jennifer Matz and
is the go-to guy to help her with things that she won't have time to focus on related to the Warriors.  I
told him about the meeting Wednesday, since may not be bad for him to be there as he will have more
brain width (and he's smart, so I think you'll like him).  But, I also told him it was your party, so you
had to invite him.  So, your call and no pressure (though I think it wouldn't be bad for him to be there
to hear first hand in case anything lands in his lap to run with).


OK - heading home to prep for the arrival of my father in law.  Graduation week for the stepson. 
Where does the time go?!


Enjoy the weekend.


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/


PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.


-----Original Message-----
From: Sharpe, Catherine [mailto:casharpe@Fibrogen.com]
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Sent: Sunday, May 25, 2014 4:30 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: MISSION BAY NOTICE: I-280 Street Closures 5/22-5/27


Trina invited BayBio rep to the meeting Wed. Fortunately he had a prior commitment


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Date:05/25/2014 4:25 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Sharpe, Catherine"
Subject: RE: MISSION BAY NOTICE: I-280 Street Closures 5/22-5/27


What type of problem?


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/


PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.


-----Original Message-----
From: Sharpe, Catherine [mailto:casharpe@Fibrogen.com]
Sent: Sunday, May 25, 2014 3:39 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: MISSION BAY NOTICE: I-280 Street Closures 5/22-5/27


Not to worry. I've got a problem with Bayer


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Date:05/25/2014 3:28 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Sharpe, Catherine"
Subject: RE: MISSION BAY NOTICE: I-280 Street Closures 5/22-5/27


Oops - didn't get this out.  Am trying to catch up with emails so more on top of things.  Or not...


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/


PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
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From: Sharpe, Catherine [mailto:casharpe@Fibrogen.com]
Sent: Wednesday, May 21, 2014 9:32 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: FW: MISSION BAY NOTICE: I-280 Street Closures 5/22-5/27


From: Jaimie Thai [mailto:jthai@are.com]
Sent: Tuesday, May 20, 2014 04:08 PM
Subject: MISSION BAY NOTICE: I-280 Street Closures 5/22-5/27


[cid:image001.jpg@01CF6DDA.87D783E0]
Dear Mission Bay Tenants:


Please be advised that there will be street closures related to the I-280 Bridge Hinge Replacement
Project. This will be occuring over the Memorial Day long weekend (from May 22nd-May 27th). Please
find attached a notice with aerial images and more detail in regards to when and what streets/on-ramps
will be affected.


Feel free to contact me with any questions or concerns about the closures. Thanks for your cooperation
and understanding regarding this matter.


Kind regards,


JAIMIE THAI
Receptionist & Tenant Coordinator
Alexandria Real Estate Equities, Inc.
1700 Owens St., Suite 590
San Francisco, CA 94158
O: 415.554.8844
M: 415.589.1053
jthai@are.com<mailto:jthai@are.com>
www.are.com<http://www.are.com>


[cid:_com_android_email_attachmentprovider_1_28896_RAW@sec.galaxytab]
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Michael Cohen
Cc: Catherine Dolan (cdolan@arquitectonica.com); Alex Asli  (aasli@arquitectonica.com); Jeff Rock; Hussain, Lila


(OCII); Maher, Christine (OCII)
Subject: RE: CAC
Date: Tuesday, April 29, 2014 9:28:00 AM


Yes – We are going to put you after the Warriors.  Lila will be preparing the agenda, so including her
in the loop.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Michael Cohen [mailto:mcohen@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 29, 2014 8:39 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Catherine Dolan (cdolan@arquitectonica.com); Alex Asli (aasli@arquitectonica.com); Jeff Rock
Subject: CAC
 


Confirming that we are for May 8th at 5:00 with the CAC.
 
 
 
Michael Cohen
Principal
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street
Suite 420
SF, CA 94105
415-272-4387
mcohen@Stradasf.com
 
PLEASE NOTE NEW SUITE NUMBER
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From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: Re: Next meeting with GSW
Date: Friday, May 23, 2014 8:55:00 AM


See below. Here are the parameters of the meeting I'd like to have on 5/28. It does indeed include Jose
because, as I understand it, he has information to present. OK with you Chris? Sorry for the round and
round!


> On May 21, 2014, at 10:24 AM, "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)" <jennifer.matz@sfgov.org> wrote:
>
> Hi all,
>
> Chris and I separately talked to Clarke today. I'd like to propose this group (either Tiffany or
Catherine?) plus Jose meet next week with Clarke and Jesse to receive information from GSW regarding
1) 'new' retail program (that will possibly result in different traffic assumptions than the ones agreed
upon for p30-32), and 2) an overview of all uses. It's not the project description but the meeting will be
an opportunity for us to hear more concretely GSW's plans for the site. I'd like to keep the group to just
us. To be clear - this isn't going to be an interactive conversation. It's an opportunity for GSW to share
more information with us. We can then as a team review and discuss and determine if the info provided
is sufficient to begin to answers some of GSW's questions about CEQA scope and process. Sound OK?
Clarke will reach out to schedule. Thanks all!
>
> Jennifer
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From: Sharpe, Catherine
To: "corinnewoods@cs.com"; Reilly, Catherine; Hussain, Lila
Subject: RE: March 13, 2014 CAC Agenda and Form 700 for CAC Members
Date: Friday, March 07, 2014 5:34:33 PM


Corrine, thanks.  I wasn’t aware that Toby took much less posted minutes.  Yes, I’d love to see a copy
of the next meeting.  Needless to say egress, parking, etc. are of serious interest to us.  Kind of right
up there with the possibility of the Warriors arena going in across the street!  YIKES, YIKES, and triple
YIKES!!!
 
From: corinnewoods@cs.com [mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com] 
Sent: Friday, March 07, 2014 5:26 PM
To: Sharpe, Catherine; catherine.reilly@sfgov.org; lila.hussain@sfgov.org
Subject: Re: March 13, 2014 CAC Agenda and Form 700 for CAC Members
 
Catherine,  Sorry you can't make it to the CAC.  Give me all your questions and I'll ask them on
Thursday.  Don't think there's a conceptual design yet, and I don't even know if the deal is final.  Do
you get a copy of the meeting notes that Toby Levine writes up for the CAC meetings?  She usually
includes helpful information from the meetings, and since we don't have official minutes (hint, hint
Catherine and Lila) they give us the only written record we have.   You could ask her to include you on
her list, specially for this meeting.


Corinne
 
 
 
-----Original Message-----
From: Sharpe, Catherine <casharpe@Fibrogen.com>
To: 'Reilly, Catherine' <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>; Hussain, Lila <lila.hussain@sfgov.org>;
Corinnewoods <Corinnewoods@cs.com>
Sent: Fri, Mar 7, 2014 5:04 pm
Subject: RE: March 13, 2014 CAC Agenda and Form 700 for CAC Members


Ohhhhhh, no!  How do they plan on using the space?  When do we see the conceptual design?   The
questions go on, and on, and on. . . .
 
From: Reilly, Catherine [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, March 07, 2014 5:00 PM
To: Sharpe, Catherine; Hussain, Lila; Corinnewoods@cs.com
Subject: RE: March 13, 2014 CAC Agenda and Form 700 for CAC Members
 
Sorry, but yes.  If you have any input on design or other issues you would like to have UCSF be aware
of, please let us know so we can pass them on.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
From: Sharpe, Catherine [mailto:casharpe@Fibrogen.com] 
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Sent: Friday, March 07, 2014 4:53 PM
To: Hussain, Lila; Reilly, Catherine; Corinnewoods@cs.com
Subject: RE: March 13, 2014 CAC Agenda and Form 700 for CAC Members
 
Thanks, unfortunately as I will be out of town on Thursday, I will not be able to attend.  On another
note: the UCSF parcel purchase, are those the two parcels directly across the street from FibroGen
(between 3rd and Illinois, Mariposa and 16th).  Please, please, please tell now ‘NO.’
 
Good weekend, all.
 
Catherine
 
From: Hussain, Lila [mailto:lila.hussain@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, March 07, 2014 4:47 PM
To: Hussain, Lila
Subject: March 13, 2014 CAC Agenda and Form 700 for CAC Members
 
Dear CAC Members,
 
Attached is the CAC Agenda for March 13, 2014.   I have also attached the Form 700 Annual
Statement of Economic Interests and associated reference information.  The Form 700 must be filled
out by all CAC members and it is due on March 28, 2014.  If you have any additional questions about
the Form 700 please contact April Ward at 415-749-2514 or email april.ward@sfgov.org.
 
See you next week!
 
Lila Hussain
Assistant Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
One South Van Ness, 5th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Phone: 415-749-2431
Email: lila.hussain@sfgov.org
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From: Jeff Rock
To: Hussain, Lila (OCII); Michael Cohen; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Catherine Dolan (cdolan@arquitectonica.com); Alex Asli  (aasli@arquitectonica.com)
Subject: RE: CAC
Date: Thursday, May 08, 2014 3:17:07 PM


The timeline for pile driving is as follows:
 


1.        Initial pile test program – on or around November – December 2014 - ~ 15% of piles
2.        Foundation piles – majority of the piles – March – April 2015


 
Does this help?
 
Jeff Rock
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420
San Francisco, CA 94105
(w)   415.263.9148
(m)   415.693.8873
jrock@stradasf.com


 
 
 


From: Hussain, Lila (OCII) [mailto:lila.hussain@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, May 08, 2014 3:00 PM
To: Michael Cohen; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Catherine Dolan (cdolan@arquitectonica.com); Alex Asli (aasli@arquitectonica.com); Jeff Rock
Subject: RE: CAC
 
Michael,


Do you have a rough timeline for pile driving for block 1?
 


From: Michael Cohen [mailto:mcohen@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 29, 2014 9:31 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Catherine Dolan (cdolan@arquitectonica.com); Alex Asli (aasli@arquitectonica.com); Jeff Rock;
Hussain, Lila (OCII); Maher, Christine (OCII)
Subject: RE: CAC
 
Thanks.  Let us know what we should be prepared to address beyond a general walk through of our
schematic package.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 29, 2014 9:28 AM
To: Michael Cohen
Cc: Catherine Dolan (cdolan@arquitectonica.com); Alex Asli (aasli@arquitectonica.com); Jeff Rock;
Hussain, Lila (OCII); Maher, Christine (OCII)
Subject: RE: CAC
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Yes – We are going to put you after the Warriors.  Lila will be preparing the agenda, so including her
in the loop.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Michael Cohen [mailto:mcohen@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 29, 2014 8:39 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Catherine Dolan (cdolan@arquitectonica.com); Alex Asli (aasli@arquitectonica.com); Jeff Rock
Subject: CAC
 


Confirming that we are for May 8th at 5:00 with the CAC.
 
 
 
Michael Cohen
Principal
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street
Suite 420
SF, CA 94105
415-272-4387
mcohen@Stradasf.com
 
PLEASE NOTE NEW SUITE NUMBER
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From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: Re: Next meeting with GSW
Date: Friday, May 23, 2014 9:03:33 AM


OK. Chris is out. Let's proceed with Jose. Can you confirm, Catherine? Thank you!


> On May 23, 2014, at 8:54 AM, "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)" <jennifer.matz@sfgov.org> wrote:
>
> See below. Here are the parameters of the meeting I'd like to have on 5/28. It does indeed include
Jose because, as I understand it, he has information to present. OK with you Chris? Sorry for the round
and round!
>
>> On May 21, 2014, at 10:24 AM, "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)" <jennifer.matz@sfgov.org> wrote:
>>
>> Hi all,
>>
>> Chris and I separately talked to Clarke today. I'd like to propose this group (either Tiffany or
Catherine?) plus Jose meet next week with Clarke and Jesse to receive information from GSW regarding
1) 'new' retail program (that will possibly result in different traffic assumptions than the ones agreed
upon for p30-32), and 2) an overview of all uses. It's not the project description but the meeting will be
an opportunity for us to hear more concretely GSW's plans for the site. I'd like to keep the group to just
us. To be clear - this isn't going to be an interactive conversation. It's an opportunity for GSW to share
more information with us. We can then as a team review and discuss and determine if the info provided
is sufficient to begin to answers some of GSW's questions about CEQA scope and process. Sound OK?
Clarke will reach out to schedule. Thanks all!
>>
>> Jennifer
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From: Gavin, John (MYR)
To: corinnewoods@cs.com
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Meet to discuss Mission Bay
Date: Thursday, May 29, 2014 12:47:40 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Hi Corinne,


Unfortunately, I have a meeting scheduled on Monday before the Piers 30-32 CAC happy hour at
the HiDive, but I will be attending it,  so we can briefly discuss what you’d like to see moving
forward. 
 
For the time being, I’ve updated the http://sfgov.org/piers3032/ website to:
http://www.sfgov.org/mbs-pavilion
So, you can point CAC members and folks interested in the project to that link. 
 
Much of the Piers 30-32 information is housed there under the “History” menu title; and there is
also a link to the SF Port’s piers3032 CAC site which has all the documents pertaining to the CAC.  As
more information becomes public, I will continue to update this site.  The city’s webmaster said it
will take a while to have a new url, so we will be using a link redirect for the next few weeks/month.
 
 


I can meet with you Friday June 6th in the afternoon.  Let’s say 2pm down by you.  Feel free to pick
the place.
 
Thanks,
John
 
John L. Gavin
Project Manager
Office of Economic and Workforce Development
City Hall Room 448
San Francisco, CA 94102
John.Gavin@sfgov.org
415.554.6122
 
From: corinnewoods@cs.com [mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 9:59 AM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Meet to discuss Mission Bay
 
Hi John,  I'd like to get together well before the next Mission Bay CAC meeting - mainly to talk about
transferring the background information gathered by the Arena CAC (transportation, quality of life) to a
new website (at OEWD?) and setting up an ongoing method of providing information to the public (on-
line meeting notes?) beyond the existing capability of OCII.  Want to have the process for entitlements
memorialized in a form accessible to the public, and a draft timetable and schedule for approvals. 
Need to integrate the SFMTA's Waterfront Transportation Assessment process with the Mission Bay
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Arena process, but the MBCAC can't really host the overall process, so we need a direct link to
SFMTA and a schedule of meetings to discuss progress.  


I don't have any meetings scheduled during the day next week, and the following week is clear except
for Tuesday and Thursday.  Were you planning to go to the Arena CAC party at the Hi Dive on
Monday at 5:30?  We could get together before that event if that works for you.


Let me know.


Corinne Woods
(415) 255-7635 - landline
(415) 902-7635 - cell
 
 
 
-----Original Message-----
From: Gavin, John (MYR) (MYR) <john.gavin@sfgov.org>
To: corinnewoods <corinnewoods@cs.com>
Sent: Wed, May 28, 2014 4:03 pm
Subject: Meet to discuss Mission Bay


Hi Corinne,


As you know, I will be working closely on the Golden State Warriors development project, along
with Catherine and Lila, with the Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure.  I am hoping to
meet with each member of the MB CAC over coffee/lunch to get their independent perspectives on
the Mission Bay developments in general and to discuss the Warriors project specifically.    
 
I’m sure you’re too busy this next week, however, please let me know what day(s), and time(s) in
the coming weeks would best fit your schedule to meet for 30-45 minutes.  I can work my schedule
around your availability.
 
Sincerely,
John
 
 
John L. Gavin
Project Manager
Office of Economic and Workforce Development
City Hall Room 448
San Francisco, CA 94102
John.Gavin@sfgov.org
415.554.6122
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Bcc: "afelder@sfgiants.com"; "andreaj@bosadev.com"; "casharpe@Fibrogen.com"; "corinnewoods@cs.com";


"ddeibel@olympicresidentialgroup.com"; "donna@dellera.org"; "jprattmead@gmail.com";
"kbeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu"; "kevin_simons@yahoo.com"; "lopching@yahoo.com";
"mdf@mccarthycook.com"; "melperin@chinatowncdc.org"; "sarah.davis.events@gmail.com";
"thart@shorenstein.com"; "tobylevine@earthlink.net"; "milletdick@yahoo.com"


Subject: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting
Date: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 3:20:00 PM


Hello CAC Members – we are trying to schedule a follow-up meeting with the Block 1 design team
to allow the CAC and community to work on addressing the concerns raised at last week’s meeting. 
Please let me know if you are planning on attending, and also if you would be available next


Wednesday, May 21 at 5.  If you do plan on participating and cannot make the 21st, please let me
know what evenings would work for you next week and the following.
 
Also, please let me know if you do NOT want me to provide your contact information to other City
agencies for them to outreach to you for the Warriors project. 
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Liz Brisson
To: Albert, Peter (MTA)
Cc: Miller, Erin (MTA); Oshima, Diane (PRT); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: Re: Notice of Request for Waterfront Dev and Transportation overview
Date: Wednesday, March 26, 2014 6:21:22 PM


Hi All, I would definitely like to join this, and if alright with all, would like to invite
Tony Bruzzone from Arup. I think it would be a good way to start conversations
about making changes to the Downtown on-ramps that Tony will be pulling together
as a part of the work he's under Task Order to do for me. This could be low-hanging
fruit and win-win improvements for capacity and non-motorized safety, but would
require CT buy-in.


My only other thought is that they requested morning times on the 7th and the 8th,
but i wonder if it would be more powerful to show them during pm peak hour when
things are at their worst. May not be possible, but just throwing it out there.


Cheers, Liz


On Wed, Mar 26, 2014 at 5:55 PM, Albert, Peter <Peter.Albert@sfmta.com> wrote:
Thanks!


Peter Albert
Manager, SFMTA Urban Planning Initiatives
SF Municipal Transportation Agency
1 South Van Ness Ave, Seventh Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
S: 415.701.4328


: 415.701.4735
4: peter.albert@sfmta.com


-----Original Message-----
From: Miller, Erin
Sent: Wednesday, March 26, 2014 5:05 PM
To: Albert, Peter; Oshima, Diane; Van de Water, Adam; Wise, Viktoriya; liz. brisson
Subject: Notice of Request for Waterfront Dev and Transportation overview


Hello:


I received a request from Yatman Kwan at Caltrans to help to organize the D4
quarterly tour with an informational overview about development and
transportation along the waterfront.


My idea is that we meet at the Port for a 30-45 min informational, followed by
either a walking tour along Embarcadero or a driving tour that might get us all the
way down to Pier 70


Here's the potentially challenging part: they'd like to make this happen pretty soon
on April 7 or 8.


I dont know if everyone needs to be there, but I wanted to reach out to you all for
your thoughts and (potentially) help in getting things set up.
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I'll try to work on this further as I continue to coordinate w Yatman as well. Diane,
I'd especially appreciate your help in arranging for meeting space and possibly a
vehicle.


Thank you,


Erin Miller
SFMTA Urban Planning Initiatives


415.701.5490 o
415.971.7429 m


-- 
Liz Brisson
Senior Transportation Planner
San Francisco County Transportation Authority
1455 Market Street, 22nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
415-522-4838








From: Gavin, John (MYR)
To: corinnewoods@cs.com
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Meet to discuss Mission Bay
Date: Thursday, May 29, 2014 1:46:56 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Creamery at 2pm on Friday works for me. 
 
Thanks,
jg
 
John L. Gavin
Project Manager
Office of Economic and Workforce Development
City Hall Room 448
San Francisco, CA 94102
John.Gavin@sfgov.org
415.554.6122
 
From: corinnewoods@cs.com [mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 1:23 PM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Meet to discuss Mission Bay
 
Friday June 6th at 2 PM sounds fine.  If you want to meet down in my neighborhood, how about the
Creamery or Panera?  Philz is too crowded and noisy.


Thanks,


Corinne
 
 
 
-----Original Message-----
From: Gavin, John (MYR) (MYR) <john.gavin@sfgov.org>
To: corinnewoods <corinnewoods@cs.com>
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) (OCII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
Sent: Thu, May 29, 2014 12:47 pm
Subject: RE: Meet to discuss Mission Bay


Hi Corinne,


Unfortunately, I have a meeting scheduled on Monday before the Piers 30-32 CAC happy hour at the
HiDive, but I will be attending it,  so we can briefly discuss what you’d like to see moving forward. 
 
For the time being, I’ve updated the http://sfgov.org/piers3032/ website to: http://www.sfgov.org/mbs-
pavilion
So, you can point CAC members and folks interested in the project to that link. 
 
Much of the Piers 30-32 information is housed there under the “History” menu title; and there is also a
link to the SF Port’s piers3032 CAC site which has all the documents pertaining to the CAC.  As more
information becomes public, I will continue to update this site.  The city’s webmaster said it will take a
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while to have a new url, so we will be using a link redirect for the next few weeks/month.
 
 
I can meet with you Friday June 6th in the afternoon.  Let’s say 2pm down by you.  Feel free to pick
the place.
 
Thanks,
John
 


John L. Gavin
Project Manager
Office of Economic and Workforce Development
City Hall Room 448
San Francisco, CA 94102
John.Gavin@sfgov.org
415.554.6122
 
From: corinnewoods@cs.com [mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 9:59 AM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Meet to discuss Mission Bay
 
Hi John,  I'd like to get together well before the next Mission Bay CAC meeting - mainly to talk about
transferring the background information gathered by the Arena CAC (transportation, quality of life) to a
new website (at OEWD?) and setting up an ongoing method of providing information to the public (on-
line meeting notes?) beyond the existing capability of OCII.  Want to have the process for entitlements
memorialized in a form accessible to the public, and a draft timetable and schedule for approvals. 
Need to integrate the SFMTA's Waterfront Transportation Assessment process with the Mission Bay
Arena process, but the MBCAC can't really host the overall process, so we need a direct link to
SFMTA and a schedule of meetings to discuss progress.  


I don't have any meetings scheduled during the day next week, and the following week is clear except
for Tuesday and Thursday.  Were you planning to go to the Arena CAC party at the Hi Dive on
Monday at 5:30?  We could get together before that event if that works for you.


Let me know.


Corinne Woods
(415) 255-7635 - landline
(415) 902-7635 - cell
 
 
 
-----Original Message-----
From: Gavin, John (MYR) (MYR) <john.gavin@sfgov.org>
To: corinnewoods <corinnewoods@cs.com>
Sent: Wed, May 28, 2014 4:03 pm
Subject: Meet to discuss Mission Bay


Hi Corinne,


As you know, I will be working closely on the Golden State Warriors development project, along with
Catherine and Lila, with the Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure.  I am hoping to meet
with each member of the MB CAC over coffee/lunch to get their independent perspectives on the
Mission Bay developments in general and to discuss the Warriors project specifically.    
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I’m sure you’re too busy this next week, however, please let me know what day(s), and time(s) in the
coming weeks would best fit your schedule to meet for 30-45 minutes.  I can work my schedule around
your availability.
 
Sincerely,
John
 
 
John L. Gavin
Project Manager
Office of Economic and Workforce Development
City Hall Room 448
San Francisco, CA 94102
John.Gavin@sfgov.org
415.554.6122
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From: Michelle Magee
To: Miller, Erin; Wise, Viktoriya; "Liz Brisson"
Cc: Van de Water, Adam; Oshima, Diane; Albert, Peter; Bollinger, Brett; Aide Aceves; Mariana Saenz
Subject: Four Meeting Summary
Date: Wednesday, January 08, 2014 3:33:23 PM
Attachments: image002.png


image003.png
image004.png
image005.png
image006.png
Transportation_2014_ Four Meeting Summary.docx


Hello all:
 
Attached is the summary of the first four meeting content to achieve the goal creating a
coordinated and clear communication message and rolling out a disciplined and sequenced
approach to the Phase 2 work.  I added some detail to use as talking points at the meetings.  


The January 29th meeting is now confirmed.  (Diane is that correct?) 


Please review and make any changes.
 
Happy first full week back to work,
Michelle
 
 


From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 08, 2014 12:44 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya; Michelle Magee; 'Liz Brisson'
Cc: Van de Water, Adam; Oshima, Diane; Albert, Peter; Bollinger, Brett
Subject: RE: Action Items from today
 
For this effort, I’m attaching an updated draft that captures (I think) everyone’s input up to this
point.  The title has Jan 8 in it, so that we know we’re working on the draft towards that date.  If you
do look at it and have revisions, please save the file with your initials after and send back to me to
consolidate.  Viktoriya, I’ll continue to tag-team to the extent I’m able to manage!
 
Thanks,
 
Erin Miller
Project Manager, Waterfront Transportation Assessment
 
Join the Waterfront Transportation Assessment Mailing List
 
Sustainable Streets-Strategic Planning & Policy
Urban Planning Initiatives
 
 


 SFMTA | Municipal Transportation Agency
1 South Van Ness Ave, 7th Floor-7067 -  SF, CA 94103
Office:   415 701 5490
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2014 CAC Transportation Subcommittee 


Workplan:  Sequenced Four Meeting Content (January – April)


Draft 01.02.14





[bookmark: _GoBack]On January 2nd City staff from multiple departments (SFCTA, MTA, OEWD, Port) met to develop a consistent message for the multiple transportation efforts currently underway.    The overview document defining the multiple efforts and their relationship to the EIR transportation impact and mitigation analysis is underway.  The group defined a deliberate and organized sequence of meetings to move the Phase 2 analysis forward prior to the EIR.  A high level description of the content for the first four meetings of 2014 is defined below.  





Meeting #1 (January): Define Transportation Communication Strategy.  


· Review the transportation overview summary document describing  - WTA, SFCTA Corridor Modeling, TDMP, TMP 


· Clarify process, timeline, and how the work of the committee fits into each document.  


· Rationale:  Address confusion created for the public by the many pieces related to transportation.  Bring the GSW back to reporting to the City Team so strategies are not rolled out prior to careful vetting (i.e. curb management closing the Embarcadero at Land Use in Dec.).  Facilitate City putting forward a disciplined and consistent message to CAC and public.  


· Address time frame concerns 


· Explain timeline for analysis. Focus on 2017 and 2020 context in subcommittee work, includes what can occur between 2017 and 2020.  City Team will present programs and enhancements that could be rolled out soon.  Talking about 2040 only raises anxiety and feeds into concern that analysis is out of sync with Arena coming on line.  


· Solicit input on new corridor analysis. 


· Explain that corridors like BMS and 2nd street are currently being addressed by other studies. Highlight when that information will be available to the CAC for updates.  


· Clarify the criteria for selecting corridors for Phase 2 analysis – i.e. spines that are most relevant to the GSW project.  





Meeting #2 (February): Present and take feedback on Pilots – Phase 2 Modeling.


· Explain Phase 2 Modeling 


· Solicit input from CAC on launching pilot transportation projects 


· Pilots expected to be launched March-April


· Potential pilots include:  Joint use parking pilot (with the Giants); 3-car trains all the way to Caltrain during Giants games (in combination with a 2-car T); stationing of PCOs/PD during rush hour to unblock the box.  Others include:  working on Beale Street; reconfiguring lane striping on BB on-ramp approaches; set control of traffic lights to flush traffic.  


· Question for CAC:  Where do CAC members see need for PCOs to be stationed to “unblock the box and manage circulation?”


· One-page handout for meeting will include number of trips by modality, event type, description on population levels, and time of day/day of week travel demand.  (summary of key TMD findings)


· Present the “compelling story”:  waterfront has existing infrastructure;  minimal Warrior game overlap with the Giants 





Meeting #3 (March): Preliminary review of the corridor analysis and short list of strategies for further evaluation.  


· Present preliminary analysis on pilot projects discussed in Meeting #2


· Corridor analysis (transit & auto) is part of an integrated package designed to improve transportation flow along a given corridor.  Different purpose than the EIR.  (see overview memo)


· Review transportation strategies for evaluation that emerge from the pilots





Meeting #4 (Late April): Phase 2 Modeling Interim Results 


· Review the Project sponsor/GSW Transportation Management Plan (TMP).  The TMP should respond to feedback from SFCTA presented during Meeting #3.  


· Review results of the corridor evaluation  (preliminary results will be discussed in Meeting #3)
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Mobile: 415 971 7429
 


From: Wise, Viktoriya [mailto:viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 08, 2014 7:40 AM
To: Miller, Erin; 'Michelle Magee'; 'Liz Brisson'
Cc: Van de Water, Adam; Oshima, Diane; Albert, Peter; Bollinger, Brett
Subject: RE: Action Items from today
Importance: High
 
Planning will do this.  However, we cannot commit to completing this until early next week
at best.
 
Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning
 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049│Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org


            
 
From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 07, 2014 6:45 PM
To: 'Michelle Magee'; 'Liz Brisson'
Cc: Van de Water, Adam; Oshima, Diane; Wise, Viktoriya; Albert, Peter; Bollinger, Brett
Subject: RE: Action Items from today
 
Hi there,
 
I will not be able to finalize the draft in number 1 below by tomorrow, Jan 8.  I have found that I have
very little bandwith, and a HUGE to-do list on the many tangents of the WTA.  Could anyone perhaps
take a first stab and then send to me for review and comments? 
 
Erin Miller
Project Manager, Waterfront Transportation Assessment
 
Join the Waterfront Transportation Assessment Mailing List
 
Sustainable Streets-Strategic Planning & Policy
Urban Planning Initiatives
 
 


 SFMTA | Municipal Transportation Agency
1 South Van Ness Ave, 7th Floor-7067 -  SF, CA 94103
Office:   415 701 5490
Mobile: 415 971 7429
 


From: Michelle Magee [mailto:mmagee@harderco.com] 
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 3:55 PM
To: Liz Brisson
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Cc: Van de Water, Adam; Oshima, Diane; Wise, Viktoriya; Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter; Bollinger, Brett
Subject: Action Items from today
 
Hi all:
 
I did not include all the other meetings mentioned, however the group agreed to add 12-
1pm to the Standing CEQUA meeting on Wednesday’s
 
Action Items: 


1.      Summarize and produce one overview document Jan 8th – Erin
2.      Circulate Notes from Jan 2nd – Liz – DONE
3.      Summarize the 4 meeting process for Transportation Co-Chairs by Jan 8th –


Michelle
4.      Set Transportation co-chairs meeting for Jan 15 – Michelle
5.      Present Pilot and CAC meeting plan at the Ken Rich’s Standing Transportation


Meeting with Mayor on Jan 17th at 2pm –Victoria, Peter, Adam
 


 
 
 
From: Liz Brisson [mailto:liz.brisson@sfcta.org] 
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 1:36 PM
To: Michelle Magee
Cc: Van de Water, Adam; Oshima, Diane; Wise, Viktoriya; Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter; Bollinger, Brett
Subject: Re: CONFIRMING: Piers 30-32 Transportation meeting/call per Diane
 
Hi All, 
 
To support our discussion today, I have prepared two things that are attached:
1) Schedule of Assessment Phase 2 Technical Work (built in same spreadsheet as SF
Planning's Warriors EIR schedule on separate tab)
2) Revised write-up from Brett. I started doing this in track changes but my changes were so
wholesale that i just created a new version. Ultimately, i think we could use a simplified and
graphical version of this for the public, which could perhaps build on the slide set ive been
using to share the phase 2 scope (slides from recent DWG meeting attached) 
 
I will bring hard copies to the meeting at SFMTA, but wanted to share electronic versions for
those who are calling in.
 
Thanks, Liz
 


On Thu, Jan 2, 2014 at 12:37 PM, Michelle Magee <mmagee@harderco.com> wrote:
Hi Erin:  
We need the conference line number to call in at 2pm.  
Thanks
 


From: Van de Water, Adam [mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 12:33 PM
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To: Oshima, Diane
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya; Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter; liz.brisson@sfcta.org; elizabeth.sall@sfcta.org; Bollinger,
Brett; Michelle Magee; Elizabeth Sall


Subject: Re: CONFIRMING: Piers 30-32 Transportation meeting/call per Diane
 
Either call my cell: 510.220.0156 or let me know the best number to call in.  Talk soon.
 Happy new year everyone!


Adam Van de Water
Project Manager
Office of Economic and Workforce Development 
City and County of San Francisco
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102
415.554.6625
 


On Jan 2, 2014, at 10:56 AM, "Oshima, Diane" <diane.oshima@sfport.com> wrote:


I actually will try and attend the meeting at MTA.  Also, thanks to
Brett for circulating the draft explanation describing WTA vs. the
other transportation acronyms.  I layered in further revisions in
the attached.  See you later today.  Thanks!
 
Diane
 
Diane Oshima
Assistant Deputy Director, Waterfront Planning
Port of San Francisco
Pier 1, San Francisco, CA  94111
Diane.Oshima@sfport.com
415/274-0553
 
From: Van de Water, Adam 
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 9:52 AM
To: Wise, Viktoriya
Cc: Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter; liz.brisson@sfcta.org; elizabeth.sall@sfcta.org; Bollinger,
Brett; Oshima, Diane; Michelle Magee; Elizabeth Sall
Subject: Re: CONFIRMING: Piers 30-32 Transportation meeting/call per Diane
 
I will join but am enjoying working from home.  Is there a call-in number?


Adam Van de Water
Project Manager
Office of Economic and Workforce Development 
City and County of San Francisco
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102
415.554.6625
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On Jan 2, 2014, at 9:36 AM, "Wise, Viktoriya" <viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Thanks.  I got a babysitter and came in today so I will see you at
this meeting.
 
Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning
 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049│Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org
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From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 9:35 AM
To: Albert, Peter; Wise, Viktoriya; Van de Water, Adam;
'liz.brisson@sfcta.org'; 'elizabeth.sall@sfcta.org'; Bollinger, Brett; Oshima,
Diane; 'Michelle Magee'
Cc: 'Elizabeth Sall'
Subject: RE: CONFIRMING: Piers 30-32 Transportation meeting/call per
Diane
 
Brett,
 
Sorry, I see on an older email that you’re unavailable. 
 
Viktoriya, 
Would you suggest that we (me and Peter, Diane, Liz, and maybe Adam)
get together and take a first stab at this discussion and then come next
Wednesday to flesh it out?  I hate to drag you in if you have child care
limitations.
 
 
 
Erin Miller
Project Manager, Waterfront Transportation Assessment
 
Join the Waterfront Transportation Assessment Mailing List
 
Sustainable Streets-Strategic Planning & Policy
Urban Planning Initiatives
 
 
<image006.jpg> SFMTA | Municipal Transportation Agency


1 South Van Ness Ave, 7th Floor-7067 -  SF, CA 94103
Office:   415 701 5490
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Mobile: 415 971 7429
 
 
-----Original Appointment-----
From: Miller, Erin 
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 9:31 AM
To: Albert, Peter; Wise, Viktoriya; Van de Water, Adam;
'liz.brisson@sfcta.org'; 'elizabeth.sall@sfcta.org'; Bollinger, Brett; Oshima,
Diane; 'Michelle Magee'
Cc: 'Elizabeth Sall'
Subject: CONFIRMING: Piers 30-32 Transportation meeting/call per Diane
When: Thursday, January 02, 2014 2:00 PM-3:00 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific
Time (US & Canada).
Where: Civic Center Conference Room (1SVN 3074)
 
 
 
All,
 
Would you still like to take this time today for the meeting we
discussed pre-Christmas?  This meeting was the child of our
discussion about how the transportation issues and analysis
relate between WTA, Warriors EIR, Warriors TMP that need
coordination and clear communication.  To jog your memories,
I’ve copied one of Diane’s emails below that is key behind the
topic at hand.
 
We discussed coordinating this meeting with next week’s
standing meeting at Planning on Jan 8.  We proposed this time
because we want to have Peter there, and he is leaving for 2
weeks on Monday.  I have 5 confirmed including myself, with
Viktoriya as a tentative.  Brett, would you be able to make it, as
it’s important to have EP there.
 
Let me know if you can//want to attend. 
 
Thank you – and Happy New Year!
 
 
 
 
With many different transportation efforts in play, I
believe it’s important for city staff (as well as GSW) to
have clear and consistent talking points about what
each part is and, if applicable, its relationship to the EIR
transportation impact and mitigation analysis.  I’m
concerned that the CAC and public does not have this
yet, which makes the community discussions more
challenging.  In part, that’s because the type of analysis
MTA/CTA is doing is the most proactive and
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sophisticated in decades.  We should also invest that
same kind of thought to develop a clearer way of
communicating how each piece fits into the full picture.
 
To get the ball rolling, here’s a start at describing each;
it would be interesting to see if we all have a shared
understanding.
 
WTA – Comprehensive assessment of existing and
planned local/regional transportation projects to yield
recommendations about funding priorities and timing
adjustments (as possible) to optimize transportation
improvements to serve existing population and planned
new development, plus additional possible measures
and operational adjustments to further improve the
transportation benefits, or fill in gaps.  Provides an early
look at measures that could be identified and analyzed
as mitigation measures for further analysis in
development project EIRs.  In this way, WTA prepares
public for some content in the EIR.
 
SFCTA corridor modeling – This work does what an EIR
is not designed to do (which I believe we need to make
more explicit): evaluates the functionality of  coordinated
transportation improvements on a corridor-basis.  This
modeling tests some of the same WTA strategies that
may be considered in the EIR but as part of an
integrated package designed to improve transportation
flow along a given corridor, rather than as possible
individual EIR mitigation measures tied to a given
development project. The SFCTA modeling also differs
from the EIR by having flexibility for setting the
timeframe for studying the corridor; model can look at
nearer-term scenarios rather than the EIR standard of
2040 to meet CEQA cumulative impact analysis
requirements.  If this is an accurate description, then we
should be clearer that the SFCTA modeling is an
interactive transportation planning tool/capability that
is separate and discrete from the CEQA transportation
analysis process. The City needs to have this capability
in order to support proactive transportation planning
that aligns with smart financing decisions of the
SFCTA.  However, we should be clear that while CEQA
 EIRs and SFCTA corridor studies each may involve use
of a quantified transportation model, the analyses are
not interchangeable or reviewed in combination; each
has its separate informational purpose.
 







MTA Transportation Demand Management Planning
(TDMP) – Provides information and direction to building
owners and developers to promote smart transportation
programs and services (which can help inform developer
TMPs), and works in concert with MTA departments,
including SET, to manage MTA transportation programs
to promote efficient transportation that priorities
alternative modes and Transit First policy. This is an
ongoing operational function of the city that is not a
part of the CEQA process although many of the
strategies employed may be similar to mitigation
measures applied to individual projects analyzed in
CEQA reviews.
 
Project Sponsor Transportation Management Plans
(TMP) – Transportation programs produced by project
sponsors (GSW) that are tailored to the detailed design
and function of the project program, to commit to
physical accommodations and site design, transit and
operational programs.  Project sponsor may start with a
proposed TMP from the project outset, which is built
into the CEQA analysis, and be subject to further
revisions and additions of mitigation measures that flow
from the conclusions of the CEQA analysis.   In the case
of GSW, their opening TMP proposal may include some
WTA strategies.
 
 


<WTA-EIR-TMP_AMV comments, DOrevs.docx>


 
--
Liz Brisson
Senior Transportation Planner
San Francisco County Transportation Authority
1455 Market Street, 22nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
415-522-4838


www.sfcta.org
www.facebook.com/sfcta
www.twitter.com/sanfranciscota
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From: Liz Brisson
To: Miller, Erin
Cc: Van de Water, Adam; Pagan, Lisa; Albert, Peter; Wise, Viktoriya
Subject: Re: PCO Service Level Plan - Arena (for logistic and cost estimate)
Date: Thursday, January 30, 2014 9:50:26 PM


Hi erin, I thought we locked down the event attendance we will analyze for wta at
12,500 at our team mtg yesterday. If it needs to change we need to talk abt it and
come to conclusion tomorrow as I have already instructed Jose Farran to produce
the trip tables for that size event for us to put into the model. Im not sure it matters
that there is consistency with eir as long as we document the assumption. Jack bairs
pt today and last night was that if the pro forma assumes greater size of events
regularly than it may be misleading to represent it as a typical high activity travel
behavior. Adam, i know you've been doing a lot of work to understand the different
event types and their frequency, can you weigh in please?


*sent from my phone*


On Jan 30, 2014 5:00 PM, "Miller, Erin" <Erin.Miller@sfmta.com> wrote:
One note I want to make is that we should confirm the attendance numbers for
the events. We should be consistent with the CEQA project description and with
the WTA Phase 2 assumptions. I feel like I'm seeing variations (not huge, but)
across the board. 


Thank you,


Erin Miller
SFMTA Urban Planning Initiatives


415.701.5490 o
415.971.7429 m


On Jan 30, 2014, at 4:42 PM, "Van de Water, Adam"
<adam.vandewater@sfgov.org> wrote:


For now.  It was presented at our weekly CEQA mtg.  Scarlett is
currently researching whether this excludes existing levels of PCO and
PD service and nets out any revenue gains associated with that service.


Adam Van de Water
Project Manager
Office of Economic and Workforce Development 
City and County of San Francisco
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102
415.554.6625


On Jan 30, 2014, at 4:36 PM, "Pagan, Lisa" <lisa.pagan@sfgov.org>
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wrote:


Adam, I am not sure what meeting this plan was presented
at but Adam do you have what you need about this PCO
scope of services and budget? 


Lisa


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Lam, Scarlett L"
<Scarlett.Lam@sfmta.com>
To: "Pagan, Lisa" <lisa.pagan@sfgov.org>,
"Albert, Peter" <peter.albert@sfmta.com>, "Van
de Water, Adam"
<adam.vandewater@sfgov.org>, "Miller, Erin"
<erin.miller@sfmta.com>
Cc: "Lam, Scarlett" <scarlett.lam@sfmta.com>
Subject: RE: PCO Service Level Plan -
Arena (for logistic and cost estimate)


Dear all,
Attached is an e-copy of the DRAFT spreadsheet
that we handed out at the meeting this
afternoon.  Page 1 is the SIE summary.  Page 2
is a sample of the intersections that would be
covered by PCOs.
My request to staff is to include only the
marginal staffing costs for the special events.  I
am checking with them to make sure that they
have given me the incremental cost analysis (as
compared to the total cost analysis).
Scarlett


From: Pagan, Lisa [mailto:lisa.pagan@sfgov.org]
Sent: December 26, 2013 4:07 PM
To: Lam, Scarlett L
Cc: Albert, Peter; Van de Water, Adam; Miller,
Erin
Subject: RE: PCO Service Level Plan - Arena (for
logistic and cost estimate)


Scarlett,


This is the draft SFPD proposed services level.
This document is not finalized and it is not for
public distribution FYI. The motorcycle police are
TBD on the attached services plan based on the
MTA traffic corp direction.
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I have pasted links to the City and Port’s Arena
development project websites as background.
There is a lot of project info on these sites.


http://sfgov3.org/index.aspx?page=3987


http://sfport.com/index.aspx?page=2111


If you need more information please let us know.


Lisa Pagan
Senior Project Manager
SF Office of Economic & Workforce Development
Phone: 415.554.6936
Email:
lisa.pagan@sfgov.org<mailto:lisa.pagan@sfgov.org
>
City Hall, Room 448
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
SF CA 94102


From: Lam, Scarlett L
[mailto:Scarlett.Lam@sfmta.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 26, 2013 3:11 PM
To: Pagan, Lisa
Cc: Van de Water, Adam; Miller, Erin; Lam,
Scarlett L; Albert, Peter; Grabarkiewctz,
Christopher
Subject: RE: PCO Service Level Plan - Arena (for
logistic and cost estimate)


Hi, Lisa,
I will help in whatever way I can.  I can also help
in facilitating a face-to-face meeting.  However,
Peter or Erin may have already started some
parts of the project.  So, let’s first touch base on
what has been done so that there’ll be
continuity.  This will avoid me jumping in as an
extra cook.  Peter and/or Erin are still the official
lead(s).
I’ll call you this afternoon to see how I can best
help in the interim.
Scarlett


From: Pagan, Lisa [mailto:lisa.pagan@sfgov.org]
Sent: December 26, 2013 2:34 PM
To: Lam, Scarlett L; Albert, Peter; Grabarkiewctz,
Christopher P
Cc: Van de Water, Adam; Miller, Erin
Subject: RE: PCO Service Level Plan - Arena (for
logistic and cost estimate)


Thank you Scarlett,
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My understanding is that Peter and Erin our MTA
leads on the Arena development team will be on
vacation for a couple weeks in January, therefore
if you are able to put a plan and budget together
and circulate it over the  first couple weeks of
January, could you copy myself and Adam Van
de Water as well as you did in your email below?
Much appreciated.  We may all need a face to
face meeting once we review the proposal.


Best,


Lisa Pagan
Senior Project Manager
SF Office of Economic & Workforce Development
Phone: 415.554.6936
Email:
lisa.pagan@sfgov.org<mailto:lisa.pagan@sfgov.org
>
City Hall, Room 448
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
SF CA 94102


From: Lam, Scarlett L
[mailto:Scarlett.Lam@sfmta.com]
Sent: Saturday, December 21, 2013 12:12 AM
To: Albert, Peter; Pagan, Lisa; Grabarkiewctz,
Christopher
Cc: Van de Water, Adam; Miller, Erin; Lam,
Scarlett L
Subject: RE: PCO Service Level Plan - Arena (for
logistic and cost estimate)


Thank you, Peter.  I'll be glad to help in any way
I can.  This would fall within the emergency
preparedness area.


Scarlett Li Lam
Manager
Emergency Operations, System Security and
Special Events
City and County of San Francisco
San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency
(SFMTA)
Sustainable Streets Division
One South Van Ness Avenue, 8th Floor, 8121
San Francisco, CA 94103
Tel. (Office) 415-701-5253
(Mobile) 415-531-0997
Email:



tel:415.554.6936

mailto:lisa.pagan@sfgov.org

mailto:lisa.pagan@sfgov.org

mailto:Scarlett.Lam@sfmta.com

tel:415-701-5253

tel:415-531-0997





scarlett.lam@sfmta.com<mailto:scarlett.lam@sfmta.com
>


________________________________
From: Albert, Peter
Sent: Friday, December 20, 2013 8:11 PM
To: Pagan, Lisa; Grabarkiewctz, Christopher P
Cc: Lam, Scarlett L; Van de Water, Adam; Miller,
Erin
Subject: FW: PCO Service Level Plan - Arena (for
logistic and cost estimate)
Thanks Lisa.


Chris, this map attached plus the table Lisa
provides could make a good starting point for
figuring out how many PCOs and the cost of their
work for the varying events.


The map shows the intersections we’ll be
studying in the EIR.  It is not meant to imply we
need PCOs at even half, but it might help for you
and your team to mark up as a “base.”


I’d guess the coverage of PCOs would vary
widely depending on if it’s a big night (a Warrior
basketball game) or a smallish family show.


Your ideas on how you’d proceed on giving  Lisa
an estimate is very much appreciated first step.
 Scarlett might be a help since I think she helped
Lea do a similar estimate with America’s Cup.


Peter Albert
Manager, SFMTA Urban Planning Initiatives
SF Municipal Transportation Agency
1 South Van Ness Ave, Seventh Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
•: 415.701.4328
: 415.701.4735
•:
peter.albert@sfmta.com<mailto:peter.albert@sfmta.com
>


From: Pagan, Lisa [mailto:lisa.pagan@sfgov.org]
Sent: Friday, December 20, 2013 3:55 PM
To: Albert, Peter
Cc: Van de Water, Adam
Subject: PCO Service Level Plan - Arena


Thanks Peter for asking Chris at MTA for the
estimated PCO service level, proposed
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locations/intersections and budget for the
following estimated events at the Arena.


Event Mix Proposed Piers 30-32


Fiscal Feasibility Report 10-22-12


Event Type


# Attendees


Annual Events


Basketball Games


14875


50


Concerts


11700


45


Other Sporting Events


6300


30


Family Shows


5400


50


Fixed Fee Rentals


8100


30







TOTAL


205


Lisa Pagan
Senior Project Manager
SF Office of Economic & Workforce Development
Phone: 415.554.6936
Email:
lisa.pagan@sfgov.org<mailto:lisa.pagan@sfgov.org
>
City Hall, Room 448
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
SF CA 94102


<SIE Services Plan Budget Pier30-32 201440128-
Draft-PP.pdf>



tel:415.554.6936

mailto:lisa.pagan@sfgov.org

mailto:lisa.pagan@sfgov.org






From: Clarke Miller
To: Miller, Erin; Wise, Viktoriya
Cc: David Noyola
Subject: RE: Meeting Contact list
Date: Friday, January 10, 2014 2:58:18 PM


Hi Erin,
 
Thanks for your note. Will Peter be attending the meeting? Also, what’s the physical address for the
building where the meeting will be? I’m happy to help lead the meeting.
 
I anticipate this meeting will be similar to the one we had with you and Peter in November where we
have F&P go through some specific sections of the TMP and solicit feedback from the group.
Receiving written comments in advance would be helpful so we can try to reconcile any competing
comments with the whole group in attendance, but it’d be best if they were aggregated internally
first; is that feasible? I also know that EP is planning to provide comments, though I don’t know if
that’ll be in advance of 1/17. Viktoriya, can you advise?
 
Please let me know your recommendation on soliciting written feedback (i.e., before or after 1/17,
and who at the City will consolidate?), then I will circulate the draft version of the TMP that Peter
has already commented on.
 
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Friday, January 10, 2014 10:35 AM
To: Clarke Miller; Wise, Viktoriya
Subject: Meeting Contact list
 
Clark,
 
Following is the list of all the invitees I sent notice to about the meeting on 1/17 at MTA to review
the draft TMP.  It will be useful to send them a copy of the most recent draft of the TMP to be sure
that all are familiar with and working from the same document.  As far as attendees go, I don’t think
that Ken is necessary, but I wanted him to know about the meeting.  Adam is not available.  I have
heard from almost everyone else though, and there will be a very good turnout.
 
As you know, I will not be available for the meeting.  Would that work for you to take the lead on
the agenda?  I’m copying Viktoriya here as an important part of this meeting is to get consolidated
response/feedback from MTA, and I see her as a lead for the meeting as well.  You have the room


(Civic Center, the large conference room on 3rd floor) for 1.5 hours as you need it.
 
I am around next week until Thursday, so feel absolutely free to contact me for support in helping
you get ready for the meeting (both of you).
 
Best,
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Erin
 


Rich, Ken <Ken.Rich@sfgov.org>;
Van de Water, Adam <Adam.VandeWater@sfgov.org>;
Yee, Bond <Bond.Yee@sfmta.com>;
Robbins, Jerry <Jerry.Robbins@sfmta.com>;
Albert, Peter <Peter.Albert@sfmta.com>;
Paine, Carli <Carli.Paine@sfmta.com>;
Grabarkiewctz, Christopher P <christopher.grabarkiewctz@sfmta.com>;
Wong, Arleen <Arleen.Wong@sfmta.com>;
Nestor, John <john.nestor@sfgov.org>;
Wise, Viktoriya <Viktoriya.Wise@sfgov.org>;
'Chris Mitchell (C.Mitchell@fehrandpeers.com)';
'Bob Grandy (B.Grandy@fehrandpeers.com)';
Samii, Camron <Camron.Samii@sfmta.com>;
'David Carlock (david. carlock@machetegroup.com)'
David Noyola <dnoyola@stradasf.com>;
Clark Miller cmiller@stradasf.com
 
Erin Miller
 
Project Manager, Waterfront Transportation Assessment
 
Join the Waterfront Transportation Assessment Mailing List
 
Sustainable Streets-Strategic Planning & Policy
Urban Planning Initiatives
 
 


 SFMTA | Municipal Transportation Agency
1 South Van Ness Ave, 7th Floor-7067 -  SF, CA 94103
Office:   415 701 5490
Mobile: 415 971 7429
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Wise, Viktoriya; Van de Water, Adam
Subject: Fwd: Additional: Questions to Resolve Comments on EIR Project Description
Date: Friday, January 17, 2014 3:12:59 PM


FYI


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


Begin forwarded message:


From: Paul Mitchell <PMitchell@esassoc.com>
Date: January 16, 2014 at 4:26:01 PM PST
To: David Noyola <dnoyola@stradasf.com>
Cc: "Kern, Chris" <chris.kern@sfgov.org>, "Bollinger, Brett"
<brett.bollinger@sfgov.org>, Clarke Miller <CMiller@stradasf.com>,
Joyce <joyce@orionenvironment.com>
Subject: Additional: Questions to Resolve Comments on EIR
Project Description


David:
 
As discussed, below are a few additional issues (Nos. 17 – 19) to respond to for the EIR
Project Description.  I also amended Question No. 15, below, in highlighted yellow in
light of the new Ferry Variant.  Given that we need to get our analysts going on their
analysis of the proposed project and variants, and in consultation with Adavant’s/LCW
on their transportation schedule, please provide answers to all the questions (with the
Distributed Parking Variant being the highest priority) identified below no later than
next Friday (January 24, 2013).


17.  Distributed Parking Variant.  Please provide description of proposed Distributed
Parking Variant, including new Figure 3-44 (Distributed Parking Variant:  Seawall
Lot 330 Floor Plan – Level 1) and Figure 3-45 (Distributed Parking Variant:  Seawall
Lot 330 Floor Plan – Parking Basement Level); and data gaps in Table 3-18 and 3-
20.


 
18.  Ferry Dock Variant:


a.    ESA’s Proposed Approach to Removal of Ferry Dock from EIR Project
Description Figures for proposed project, and inclusion of new figure for Ferry
Dock Variant.  It will be quicker/easier for ESA (as opposed to the sponsor ) to
remove the ferry dock from several Project Description figures (Figures 3-6 to
3-12, 3-23, 3-24, 3-25-to 3-28), and just reuse Figure 3-28 for the figure for
the Ferry Dock Variant.  The only exception would be for the sponsor to
prepare and resend to ESA the color Site Plan (Figure 3-5 in the EIR Project
Description) but without the ferry stop, and without building shadows (as
requested in No.,7, below)
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19.  Sewage and Bilge Water Pumpout Facilities.  The City has requested a brief


description of these facilities, which maritime uses will use these facilities, and
explain how bilge/wastewater would be handled.


 
Please don’t hesitate to contact me with any questions.  Thanks for your help.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 13, 2014 6:25 PM
To: David Noyola
Cc: Clarke Miller; Joyce
Subject: Questions to Resolve Comments on EIR Project Description
 
David:
 
To respond to all comments received on the EIR Project Description, I have identified
the following questions for you:


1.       Memo Confirming Operational Assumptions.  Sponsor currently preparing,
and will provide to ESA.


2.        Figure 3-5:  Project Site Plan.


·         Viktoriya questioned whether this figure should include the shadows that
are shown in the figure.  Can this figure be reproduced by you w/o
shadows?


·         Confirm if the curb cut for Piers 30-32 garage entrance is accurate to scale.
 


3.        Building Heights on Piers 30-32 and SWL 330.  [Comments VW2 and VW21,
and DN edits]  City has requested a consistent convention is how building
heights on Piers 30-32 and SWL 330, and consistent with Section 102.12(b)
of the Planning Code.  Perhaps we can discuss your proposed approach for
providing elevations for development on Piers 30-32 and SWL 330.


4.        Height of SWL 330 Ground Level Uses.  [Comment EW21]  City comments
Planning Code Section 145.1(c)(4)(B) requires a minimum 14’ floor-to-floor
height for ground floor non-residential uses. (EIR Project Description
currently indicates ground level retail at SWL 330 is only 10 feet.


5.        Gross Square Area:  [Comment EW63] Elizabeth Watty comments that it
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may be worth noting that this definition of gross square feet (GSF) included
in the EIR Project Description (e.g., in Table 3-1, 3-2, 3-4, 3-7) may differ
from the Planning Code’s definition of gross floor area, as defined in Section
102.9.  Rather, can we just change our footnotes to state that your gross
square areas were calculated as defined in Section 102.9 of the Planning
Code (assuming this is true)?


6.       Private Open Air Terrace for Practice Facilities?  When reviewing the
sponsor site plans (in particular Figure 3-10, 3-20, 3-21, and 3-22) there
appears to be what may be a private exterior terrace on the second floor of
the Warriors practice facilities, facing east (this private terrace appears
below the View Terrace and above the Pier Deck).  Please confirm if 1) this is
an exterior open air terrace (and if so would it contain a wind screen), or
alternatively is an interior building space enclosed by a window(s), 2) is
private to serve the practice facilities


7.        Figure 3-8:  # of Loading Spaces at Piers 30-32:  [Comment VW29] EIR
Project Description says 11 loading spaces are provided, however, Viktoriya
counts 15 loading spaces on Figure 3-8, including three spaces right at the
curve of the driveway.  Please confirm if there are 11 or 15 loading spaces.


8.        Curb Cut on The Embarcadero for Emergency Access Vehicles?  [Comment
BB45]:  Brett inquires if a curb cut on The Embarcadero would be created for
emergency vehicle access to the Bay Promenade?  If so, can you estimate the
curb cut width


9.        Emergency Vehicle Access for Piers 30-32 to The Embarcadero and Bryant
Streets:


a)      [Comment VW46 and BB47] In a related comment to the above
comment, Viktoriya requests that emergency access to The
Embarcadero and Bryant Streets be illustrated in Figure 3-26, Piers 30-
32 Proposed Vehicle Circulation.


b)       Also, Brett inquires if SFFD has confirmed that there is enough room
along the perimeter deck for emergency access.


10.   Sea Level Rise:
a)      [Comment BB60]  Brett inquires why the year 2081 is selected.


b)       [ESA comment]  The preliminary sea level rise assessment report
prepared by Moffat & Nichol (dated 11/19/2013) recommends that
the project sponsor prepare a risk assessment that would include
estimating the base flood elevation, total water level, tsunami
inundation, and wave loads for present time, mid-century, and 2081.
However, the Rutherford and Chekene memo describing project
strategies to address sea level rise (also dated 11/19/2013) does not
include completion of this risk analysis. Is the project sponsor







committing to completing this analysis? In addition to being
recommended by Moffat & Nichol, the BCDC Bay Plan includes Climate
Change Policy 2 requires completion of a risk assessment.


 
11.    Vehicular Access from Bryant Street to Podium Parking Garage.  Please see


Figure 3-41 in the EIR Project Description, and confirm that a ground-level
vehicular ingress/egress to the podium building parking garage is available off
the south side of the hotel vehicular turnaround.  The City wants
confirmation as it is not intuitively clear by looking at the figure.


12.    Event Hall Operations.  [Comment VW72]  The EIR Project Description does
not currently  discuss event hall operations in Section 3.5.2 Proposed
Operations; the only place we discuss the events at the event hall is briefly
on page 3-30 in  Section 3.5.1 Proposed Facilities where it states:


“An approximate 26,000 GSF event hall located adjacent to the event
center is proposed on the Event Level to hold private and public
gatherings. Access to the event hall would be via a proposed
entry/lobby at South Plaza, as well as directly from the event center.
The event hall entry at South Plaza would also serve as a “theater
entrance” that would be used to provide an intimate patron access
to/from the event center for smaller attendance events.”


 
In her comments on Section 3.5.2 Proposed Operations, Viktoriya inquires
about operations at the event hall, including asking if any of the events in Table
3-10 would occur in the event hall?; does the event hall have a seating
capacity?, and to clarify for what events the event hall will be used. 


 
13.   Disconnected Piles Left in Place at Piers 30-32.  [Comment VW85]  Under


the EIR Project Description of Piers 30-32 Pile Removal and Installation, it
indicates “2,678 existing piles would be left in place and either disconnected
from or reconnected to Piers 30-32”  With respect to that portion of piles
that is disconnected from Piers 30-32,Viktoriya inquires if that means they
would no longer serve a purpose and would just be left in place.  Please
respond to this.


14.   Proposed Dolphin Mooring.
a)      Please provide description of the proposed dolphin mooring proposed


on the southeast corner of Piers 30-32 to assist in mooring of ships,
including illustration, location, purpose, materials, and dimensions


b)      Please also include similar dolphin pile information to that included for
other piles in Table 3-15 of the EIR Project Description, including pile
size, number of piles, installation method, and depth below seabed


 


15.   Cumulative Cross-Sectional Area of Piles at Piers 30-32:  Existing vs.







Proposed Project and Ferry Variant.  On page 3-91 in the EIR Project
Description, we indicated the total cross-sectional area of existing piles
proposed to be removed (approximately 10,700 square feet) would be
slightly greater that the total cross-sectional area of the new piles proposed
to be installed  (10,600 square feet).  Would you please update this estimate
based on the revised number of piles (beneath Piers 30-32 + Floating Docks +
Dolphin)?  For the Proposed Project, please provide the proposed cumulative
cross-section separately for Piers 30-32, Water Taxi floating dock, and
dolphin.  For the Ferry Dock Variant please provide the proposed cumulative
cross-section separately for Piers 30-32, Water Taxi floating dock, Ferry
floating dock, and dolphin.


16.   Installation of 4-foot Diameter Piles at Piers 30-32.  For the proposed 4-
foot diameter piles, the City indicates the EIR’s description of the installation
process not unclear.  It appeared the sponsor indicated in their tracking log
that the installation process for the 4-foot diameter piles would be installed
using vibration and impact hammer, or alternatively, drilled.  If the sponsor
elects to drill the 4-foot piles, please confirm would be no vibration or impact
hammers involved.


Thanks, and please don’t hesitate to contact me with any questions.
 
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
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From: Liz Brisson
To: Van de Water, Adam
Cc: Rich, Ken; Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin; Gillett, Gillian; Elizabeth Sall; Wise, Viktoriya
Subject: Re: Parking
Date: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 9:09:08 AM
Attachments: parkingopportunity.pdf


Hi All, On a related note, Tony Bruzzone on our consultant team at Arup made us
aware of a great shared parking opportunity with TJPA lot under I-80 b/w 2nd and
4th street 170-200 space. AC transit buses will be using during day and will be exiting around 6pm.
I've attached an excerpt describing it from a memo Tony prepared that shows
striping diagrams. Thanks, Liz


On Wed, Jan 22, 2014 at 8:46 AM, Van de Water, Adam
<adam.vandewater@sfgov.org> wrote:


Attached are the immediately adjacent parking spaces for other NBA arenas.   I've
asked if they have data for Madison Square Garden.


Adam Van de Water
Project Manager
Office of Economic and Workforce Development 
City and County of San Francisco
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102
415.554.6625


Begin forwarded message:


From: Clarke Miller <CMiller@stradasf.com>
Date: January 22, 2014 at 6:23:17 AM PST
To: Adam Van de Water <adam.vandewater@sfgov.org>
Subject: Fwd: Parking


Adam, attached is the data you'd requested about parking lot counts
for other NBA arenas. David Carlock shared it with Dan Barrett for his
analysis. I also believe Ken will receive this data from Jesse in advance
of the meeting between Ken and Rick Welts on the Distributed Parking
Count on Thursday, but could you also be sure Ken sees it?


Thanks, Adam. 
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


Begin forwarded message:
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3.3 City Parking Provisions 
SFPark - Garages 
 
Current operations:  Surface parking predominates in the study area, especially north of China Basin. There are 
no city garages in the study area, however there are some private garages as well as UCSF and SF Giants 
facilities.  During ballgames, SFMTA charges a high parking rate to encourage turnover and ensure curb parking 
availability. 
 
The TJPA will provide bus storage under the I-80 structure between 2nd and 4th Streets.  After buses exit the lot 
(estimated by about 6pm) the area can be used for automobile parking.  Two options have been considered: 
 
Option 1 – Self Parking -- ~170 spaces



 
 
Option 2 – Valet Parking -- ~ 200 spaces 



 
 



In addition, additional parking may be available at the adjacent Golden Gate Transit lot on Stillman between 3rd 
and 4th. 












From: David Carlock <david.carlock@machetegroup.com>
Date: January 21, 2014 at 8:31:43 PM PST
To: Dan Barrett <dsb@barrettsports.com>
Cc: Jesse Blout <jblout@stradasf.com>, Clarke Miller
<cmiller@stradasf.com>, Ben Draa <bdraa@warriors.com>
Subject: Parking


Dan,


Updated parking doc is attached.  We're still waiting on the Jazz and Bucks.  I
have left them as n/a for now.  A few general notes:


1. We've had some challenges getting consistent data from various sources
(e.g., the head of ticket sales say x, the facilities VP says y, the website says
z).  That said, the numbers are all directionally consistent with respect to
overall space count and premium mix.


2. We have generally limited the parking to lots/garages that are
immediately adjacent to the arena.  


3. In most cases, the lots/garages are controlled by the team for games.
 There are a few instances where the garages are controlled by a third party
but are generally (if not exclusively) reserved for arena guests (e.g., Bankers
Life, TD Bank Garden).


Please let me know if you have any questions.


Thanks.


David


-----------------------------------------------------
David S. Carlock
Principal
Machete Group
(m) 832.453.1239
(o) 713.893.4246


-- 
Liz Brisson
Senior Transportation Planner
San Francisco County Transportation Authority
1455 Market Street, 22nd Floor
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San Francisco, CA  94103
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Miller, Erin; Paine, Carli; Wise, Viktoriya
Cc: David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Bob Grandy (B.Grandy@fehrandpeers.com)
Subject: RE: Meeting to Review Draft Transportation Management Plan for Warriors Arena
Date: Thursday, January 16, 2014 1:31:33 PM
Attachments: Piers 30-32 Draft TMP Meeting Agenda - 01 17 14.docx


Attached is the agenda for tomorrow's meeting with MTA to review the Warriors' draft TMP.


Erin, would you please post this to the meeting invite when you get the chance?


Thanks,
Clarke


-----Original Message-----
From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com]
Sent: Wednesday, January 15, 2014 4:31 PM
To: Paine, Carli; Clarke Miller; Wise, Viktoriya
Subject: RE: Meeting to Review Draft Transportation Management Plan for Warriors Arena


I've helped pull the meeting together for Strada and Planning.  I think that Strada will be putting the
agenda together.  Clarke and Viktoriya can you please advise?


Erin Miller
Project Manager, Waterfront Transportation Assessment


Join the Waterfront Transportation Assessment Mailing List


Sustainable Streets-Strategic Planning & Policy Urban Planning Initiatives


 SFMTA | Municipal Transportation Agency
1 South Van Ness Ave, 7th Floor-7067 -  SF, CA 94103
Office:   415 701 5490
Mobile: 415 971 7429


-----Original Message-----
From: Paine, Carli
Sent: Wednesday, January 15, 2014 12:52 PM
To: Miller, Erin
Subject: Re: Meeting to Review Draft Transportation Management Plan for Warriors Arena


Who will be leading this meeting? Please ask him/her to circulate an agenda.
Thanks!


Sent from my iPhone


> On Jan 15, 2014, at 12:38 PM, "Miller, Erin" <Erin.Miller@sfmta.com> wrote:
>
> This meeting follows a series of emails regarding the review of the Warriors Draft TMP.  Clark Miller,
from Strada has requested the MTA's review their Special Events transportation strategies as provided in
the TMP prepared by Fehr & Peers.
>
>
>
> I will NOT be able to attend this meeting, but I am acting as a coordinator for the meeting.  If you
decline, I will remove you from the list so that you are not bothered with updates.
>
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Warriors Piers 30-32 Event Center, DRAFT Transportation Management Plan


Meeting with MTA, January 17, 2014





[bookmark: _GoBack]Agenda


1. Introductions


2. Project Overview


3. Proposed Controls and Curb Management Strategies by Event Scenario


a. Small Event


b. Peak Event


c. Dual Event with SF Giants Game


4. Proposed Traffic Control Communication Strategy
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>
>
>
>
> Thank you,
>
>
>
> Erin Miller
> <meeting.ics>








From: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Fwd: Block 5/Park P6 Coordination
Date: Thursday, May 08, 2014 8:19:22 PM


11am conflicts with our city hall GSW meeting.


Sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
Date: May 8, 2014 at 6:06:13 PM PDT
To: "Coates, Johnathan" <jcoates@essex.com>
Cc: "Joe <JAntonio@mbaydevelopment. com> Antonio"
<JAntonio@mbaydevelopment.com>, "Hussain, Lila (OCII)"
<lila.hussain@sfgov.org>
Subject: RE: Block 5/Park P6 Coordination


Lets do a call at 11 on Tuesday.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Coates, Johnathan"
Date:05/08/2014 1:51 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Cc: "Joe Antonio" ,"Hussain, Lila (OCII)"
Subject: RE: Block 5/Park P6 Coordination


Thanks Catherine. 


Next week would work well. I have availability on Tuesday between 11&1 and additional
flexibility as needed. 


__________________________
Johnathan Coates | Sr. Construction Manager


Essex Property Trust, Inc.
5815 Shellmound Way, Suite A
Emeryville, CA 94608


Find your new home at 
EssexApartmentHomes.com
Phone 510.597.5358
Cell     310.779.2938


-----Original Message-----
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, May 08, 2014 12:39 PM
To: Coates, Johnathan
Cc: Joe <JAntonio@mbaydevelopment. com> Antonio; Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: RE: Block 5/Park P6 Coordination


I am out until next Monday - would early next week be too late to talk?  Let me know
what times work for you both?  Thanks ________________________________________
From: Coates, Johnathan <jcoates@essex.com>
Sent: Thursday, May 8, 2014 10:41 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Joe <JAntonio@mbaydevelopment. com> Antonio
Subject: Block 5/Park P6 Coordination


Catherine-


Joe and I are meeting with our respective contractors and discussing logistics of
coordinating the block 5 rebuild and completion of P6. We thought it might be possible to
defer some of the P6 scope and have my team complete the walk to allow coordinated
access. At this point, it seems that scheduling pressure is the main challenge. Are you
available for a conversation to review a few considerations that we've come up with, but
would need your support to engage?
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From: Liz Brisson
To: Albert, Peter (MTA)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Miller, Erin (MTA); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Oshima, Diane


(PRT)
Subject: Re: Piers 30-32 meeting at Planning
Date: Tuesday, March 11, 2014 6:11:21 PM
Attachments: GeneralSlides-BuildScenarios.pdf


in case its efficient, im attaching what N/N provided. I havent had time to
thoroughly review, and am sure there's some messaging/packaging i will want to do,
although at a high level think it looks good. dont feel obligated to review before
tomorrow - ill be prepraed to walk you through highlights.


On Tue, Mar 11, 2014 at 6:05 PM, Albert, Peter <Peter.Albert@sfmta.com> wrote:
While we’re not talking transportation at 1pm, I’d welcome this meeting to cover the Mar 19 CAC
subcommittee and the Mar 19 DWG update.
 
Erin’s making good progress on the PCO-SFPD pilot AND on the Beale St pilot.  She’s also lining up
a key PCO-SFPD meeting to better prep us for community discussion.
 
Liz has a new “tranche” of info from analysis of the Assessment she might want to review,
highlight.
 
I’d like to review the alt site TMPs and my comments. 
 


-- 
Liz Brisson
Senior Transportation Planner
San Francisco County Transportation Authority
1455 Market Street, 22nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
415-522-4838
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Comparison Slides 
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Review of Projected Jobs/Residents by Study-Area 
Neighborhood: Today 
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Source: Association of Bay Area Governments, Processed for SF-CHAMP 4.3 
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Review of Projected Jobs/Residents: With 2020 Planned Growth 



Source: Association of Bay Area Governments, Processed for SF-CHAMP 4.3 
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Review of Projected Jobs/Residents: With 2040 Planned Growth 



Source: Association of Bay Area Governments, Processed for SF-CHAMP 4.3 
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Review of Projected Jobs/Residents: Waterfront Developments, 
Progress through 2020 



Source: Association of Bay Area Governments, Processed for SF-CHAMP 4.3, and Current Project Details 
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Review of Projected Jobs/Residents: Waterfront Developments, 
Progress through 2040 



Source: Association of Bay Area Governments, Processed for SF-CHAMP 4.3, and Current Project Details 
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PM Peak Trips to/from the Area of Focus Today: ~20,000 total 



Source: SF-CHAMP 4.3 
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By 2020, most background growth projected to be south of 
McCovey Cove 



Source: SF-CHAMP 4.3 
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The pattern is projected to continue through 2040 



Source: SF-CHAMP 4.3 
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Developments: Relative to total trip-making, they are projected 
to generate a relatively small percentage through 2040 



Source: SF-CHAMP 4.3 
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Through 2040, additional trips projected south of McCovey Cove, 
but again, relative to the total, a small percentage 



Source: SF-CHAMP 4.3 
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Area of Focus: Projected add’l trips from development  + events  



Source: SF-CHAMP 4.3 
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Area of Focus: Projected add’l trips from development  + events  



Source: SF-CHAMP 4.3 
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Area of Focus: Projected add’l trips from development  + events  



Source: SF-CHAMP 4.3 
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Main projected market for trips to/from developments: East Bay 



Source: SF-CHAMP 4.3 
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2040: Pattern intensifies; E. SoMa, Bayshore, E. South Bay also imp’t 



Source: SF-CHAMP 4.3 
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2020: East Bay is biggest inbound market 



Source: SF-CHAMP 4.3 
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2040: With buildout of housing, close markets also important 



Source: SF-CHAMP 4.3 
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2020: Outbound trips more distributed among markets 



Source: SF-CHAMP 4.3 
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2040: Stronger relationships with East Bay, nearby markets 



Source: SF-CHAMP 4.3 
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2012: 38% of trips made by auto, 34% by transit, 28% by non-
motorized modes 



Source: SF-CHAMP 4.3 
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Background Trips: More trips by all modes; auto mode share 
drops from 36% to 33%; non-motorized grows from 27% to 31% 



Source: SF-CHAMP 4.3 
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Background Trips: More trips by all modes; auto mode share 
drops from 36% to 33%; non-motorized grows from 27% to 31% 



Source: SF-CHAMP 4.3 
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Development-related trips: 49% auto mode share in 2020 to 41% 
in 2040; transit grows from 31% to 36% 



Source: SF-CHAMP 4.3 
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Development-related trips: 49% auto mode share in 2020 to 41% 
in 2040; transit grows from 31% to 36% 



Source: SF-CHAMP 4.3 
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Event trips: Projected to be 41% auto, 52% transit, 6% non-
motorized  (2020 and 2040) 



Source: SF-CHAMP 4.3 
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From: Miller, Erin
To: Grabarkiewctz, Christopher; Samii, Camron; Nestor, John; Albert, Peter; Gillett, Gillian; Wise, Viktoriya; Olea,


Ricardo; Robbins, Jerry
Subject: RE: Meeting to discuss Enforcement Pilots
Date: Thursday, February 06, 2014 1:51:54 PM
Attachments: 130201_SthrnTrffcSftyPln.pdf


Here is the safety plan I promised
 
Erin Miller
Project Manager, Waterfront Transportation Assessment
 
Join the Waterfront Transportation Assessment Mailing List
 
Sustainable Streets-Strategic Planning & Policy
Urban Planning Initiatives
 
 


 SFMTA | Municipal Transportation Agency
1 South Van Ness Ave, 7th Floor-7067 -  SF, CA 94103
Office:   415 701 5490
Mobile: 415 971 7429
 
 
-----Original Appointment-----
From: Miller, Erin 
Sent: Thursday, February 06, 2014 1:15 PM
To: Grabarkiewctz, Christopher P; Samii, Camron; Nestor, John; Albert, Peter; Gillett, Gillian; Wise,
Viktoriya; Olea, Ricardo; Robbins, Jerry
Subject: Meeting to discuss Enforcement Pilots
When: Tuesday, February 11, 2014 10:00 AM-11:00 AM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).
Where: tbd
 
 


Hello,
 
Following my meeting with Chris Grabarkiewctz this morning, we decided it would be best to meet
together to discuss the best approach to an Enforcement Pilot.  This pilot is SEPARATE from the
proposed Warriors Arena, although depending on outcomes, it could potentially extend into timing
when the Arena would be operating.
 
Key discussion items/questions:
 


Staffing of key intersections (see community request attached) to ease congestion and
improve pedestrian safety 
Traffic citations, particularly management of “box blocking.”  Challenges, alternatives
Coordination/cooperation pilots would require between MTA SIE, PD, traffic company, etc.



mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com

mailto:christopher.grabarkiewctz@sfmta.com

mailto:camron.samii@sfmta.com

mailto:John.Nestor2@sfmta.com

mailto:peter.albert@sfmta.com

mailto:gillian.gillett@sfgov.org

mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=53ddc14b15cb409584d3f7b15453f64a-Viktoriya Wise
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mailto:jerry.robbins@sfmta.com
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INCIDENT BRIEFING 
J 1. Incident NameiEvenl #: 



Southern Traffic Plan/1300028 
12. Dale Prepared: 



Jan 29, 2013 
I ~ ;0;Prepared: 



0 Executive Summary 
*As Staffing Allows* 



Event Name: Southern Traffic Safety Plan 
Type of Event: Traffic Enforcement 
Event Date: February 2013 (entire month of February) 
Location: Southern District 
Operational Period: 24 hours month of February 2013 
Event Number: 130002/8 
Attendance: N/A 



Event Commander: On Duty Platoon Commander 
Contact #: 415 553-9273 
Asst. Event Commander On-duty patrol sergeant 
Contact#: 415 553-1373 
Reporting Time: 0600 hrs. 
Start Time: 0600 hrs. 
Police Sta_ging: Southern Station 
Uniform: Class 8 with service cap 



Command Structure Type: Single 
Lead Agency: Southern Station 
Command Post Location: N/A 
Primary Radio Channel: A2 



(_ Secondary Radio Channel: A 1 
Telephones- Hardwire Primary: N/A 
Cellular Phone #: N/A 



Event Contact Person: N/A 
Contact Number (s): 



Permits issued (attach copy) : N/A -
No Stopping Signs: N/A 
Agency: 
Contact Person: 
Phone#: 



Barricades: N/A 
Agency: 
Contact Person: 
Phone#: 



Command Van: N/A 
Contact Person/Driver: 



\Order Prepared By (Name & Star) : Sgt Anderson #134 ------
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INCIDENT BRIEFING 
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1. Incident Name/Event#: ,2. Date Prepared: 



Southern Traffic Plan/1300028 Jan 29, 2013 
1



3.Time Prepared: 



1700 



AS STAFFING ALLOWS 
Event Description 
In an effort to reduce the number of serious injury accidents involving motorists and pedestrians, 
Southern Station, at the request of the FOB will conduct a Traffic Safety Operation in several 
locations that have been identified as having a high incidence of injury accidents. Areas selected for 
enforcement and violations focused on will be based on the SFMTA's San Francisco Reported 
Collisions by SFPD Stations (hereinafter referred to as The Report). 



According to The Report, the most frequent illegal driving behavior resulting in injury accidents in 
Southern Station is CVC 22350, violations of the basic speed law. The second most common illegal 
behavior contributing to injury accidents is eve 21453(a) running a steady red light. Finally, the third 
illegal behavior contributing to injury accidents is eve 21950(a), Pedestrian Right of Way violations. 
These violations occur in a variety of locations and in some locations a mix of two or more violations 
have resulted in injury· accidents. 



AREAS OF EMPHASIS 



3rd Street between Market & and Berry St: According The Report, 3rd Street between Market and 
Berry is one of the highest "speeding injury corridor" with a violation of 22350 CVC resulting in serious 
injury accidents. Violations of 22350 eve should be aggressively enforced in this corridor. 



Market Street between Octavia & Montgomery: According The Report, Market Street between 
Octavia and Montgomery is another high incidence of "speeding injury corridor" with a violation of 
22350 eve resulting in serious injury accidents. Violations of 22350 eve should be aggressively 
enforced in this corridor. 



Harrison Street betWeen 10th & Fremont: According to The Report, Harrison Street between 10th 
and Fremont is a "key red light running corridor" with a violation of 21453(a) eve resulting in serious 
injury accidents. Violations of 21453(a) eve should be aggressively enforced in this corridor. 



Dubose/13th Street between Mission & Potrero St: According to The Report, the Dubose/13th 
Street corridor, between Mission and Potrero Street is another "key red light running corridors" with a 
violation of 21453(a) eve resulting in serious injury accidents. Violations of 21453(a) eve should be 
aggressively enforced in this corridor. 



Howard Street between 1oth & Fremont Streets: According to The Report, Howard Street between 
1oth and Fremont Streets is one of the highest "key pedestrian right of way injury corridors" with a 
violation of 21950(a) eve resulting in serious injury accidents. Violations of 21950(a) eve should be 
aggressively enforced in this corridor. 
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1. Incident Name/Event #: 



Southern Traffic Plan/1300028 
2. Date Prepared: 3.Time Prepared: 



Jan 29, 2013 1700 INCIDENT BRIEFING 



other areas in the Southern, provided that the main focus is moving violations that may impact public 
safety. 



Event Mission Objectives 



The mission objective for this operation is to positively impact the number of accidents occurring in 
the Southern District and thereby drive the number down. It is hoped that increased enforcement will 
encourage drivers in the Southern to be more aware of traffic laws· and hopefully less likely to get into 
accidents. · 



Department Resources 



Southern Station will execute this operation using on duty personnel as staffing permits. 



Outside Resources 



N/A 
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SFMTA I MunicipaiTransportationAgency 



Southern Station 



h Higl est Collisions due to eve 1453 R d L. ht R 2 e IQI unnrng v· 1 r 10 a 1ons 
Street A Street B Total Collisions Note 



Essex Harrison 19 
Gough Market 14 Signal upgraded 
4'" Street Harrison '10 
10m Street Folsom 9 
510 Street Market 8 
710 Street Market 7 
6'" Street Folsom 7 
3'0 Street Howard 7 



H' h t C II' . 1g1 es 0 ISIOnS d t eve 21950 P d t · R' ht t w v· 1 t' ue o e es nan IQI 0 ay 10 a Ions 
Street A Street B Total Collisions Note 



610 Street Howard 9 
510 Street Howard . B 
910 Street Folsom 6 
7m Street Mission ' 6 
3'0 Street Howard 6 
Geary Kearny 5 
181 Street Mission 5 
3'0 Street Harrison 5 



H h t C II' . d t eve 22350 s · s d L v· 1 t' IQI es o ISJons ue o as1c ;pee aw 10 a 1ons 
Street A Street B Total Collisions Note 



3'0 Street Folsom 8 
510 Street Market 7 
Laguna Market 6 
Market Van Ness 6 
610 Street Mission 6 
51n Street Howard 6 



Hi hest Collisions due to CVC 22450 STOP Si n Violations 



Alameda Rhode Island 2 



Hi h t C II' . L t' I . B' I' t 1g1 es 0 ISIOn oca 1ons nvo vmg ICYC ISS 
Street A Street B Total Collisions Note 



Marl<et Octavia 31 Illegal right turns 
Market Valencia 15 



DRAFT SF Colllsions by SFPD Stations Page 16 of 54 



0 





emiller


Highlight





emiller


Highlight





emiller


Highlight





emiller


Highlight





emiller


Highlight





emiller


Highlight


















Possible coordination or conflicts with current plans in area such as PD Ped Safety efforts
(relevant to 2013 Southern Traffic Safety Plan attached)
Timing
Cost
MTA priority?


 
 
 
<< File: 130201_SthrnTrffcSftyPln.pdf >>
 
 
 
 








From: Liz Brisson
To: Albert, Peter; Van de Water, Adam; Oshima, Diane; Wise, Viktoriya
Subject: Fwd: Draft Warriors CAC Slides
Date: Monday, January 27, 2014 2:03:15 PM
Attachments: DraftsWarriorsCACSlides01292014_v2.pptx


woops. shouldve cc-ed Diane and Viktoriya on this one. I have also attached a new
version that folds in the changes. thanks, Liz


On Mon, Jan 27, 2014 at 1:41 PM, Liz Brisson <liz.brisson@sfcta.org> wrote:


Thanks guys, i will incorporate these changes. Apparently, my weak attempts at humor while
working yesterday (clip art, re-naming the embarcadero to walk through "hypothetical" analysis)
are a flop so i will re-work. Responses in bold below.


-          Change title “Disembarcadero” -OK   


-          Delete clip art of how it gets done (SF Champ, Our Brains, etc) -OK


-          Fix text on red arrows, make PDF? -This is because it is animated. I really like animated
slides as it allows me to control when i have people's attentions vs. want them to look at
screen. I will re-make animation as separate slide so that if we have an issue, all the content is
still legible.


-          Consider changing revenue share amounts to x%, y%, z% or something rather than a set of
hypothetical numbers that may or may not reflect the final outcome  -OK


On Mon, Jan 27, 2014 at 1:34 PM, Albert, Peter <Peter.Albert@sfmta.com> wrote:


Thanks!  Adam and I were able to review – the slides and narrative are very accessible and user-
friendly.  In a few spots the  format and autocorrect seems to have gone awry.


A few suggested changes/fixes:


 


Slide 6:


The outcome letter boxes are so big on my printed version they block the arrows and text gets
interrupted in od locations.  Maybe we should plan to make the whole slideshow a pdf rather
than powerpoint so we won’t risk bad formatting translations.  


 


Slide 11:


The icons seem a little too cutesy for this crowd --- they tend to skeptical and cynical and want
to be assured of professionalism and accountability.  Everything else on your slideshow holds up



mailto:liz.brisson@sfcta.org

mailto:peter.albert@sfmta.com

mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org

mailto:diane.oshima@sfport.com

mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=53ddc14b15cb409584d3f7b15453f64a-Viktoriya Wise
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Piers 30-32 CAC
Introduction to Waterfront Transportation Assessment Phase 2
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January 29, 2014

















--Background: SFCTA – may be refresher for some, but we are the agency that administers sales tax funds dedicated to transportation improvements, and we prioritize funding coming from federal, state, and regional level in San Francisco. We report directly to the BoS acting as our Board


--We partner with SFMTA all the time. The assessment is no exception. We were always expecting to partner on this work, especially given our expertise in travel forecasting and analysis, but our role has become a bit more prominent due to requests from our Board members… Supervisors Kim and Wiener.


--I have attended many of the previous CAC meetings, primarily as a listener, and I think there’s been some confusion to date about what work we are doing, how it is different than the work that has already been done, that you are familiar with Erin and Peter in describing.


-That’s why today’s presentation is set up as it is, it is intended to dedicate the majority of tonight’s meeting to explain what Phase 2 is, what the process is that it will follow, and how it has been designed based on feedback you have provided to date, and hear input from you. 
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Goals for Item


CAC and Public to understand Phase 2:


What It Is


Process


How You’ve Been Heard (So Far)





Feedback from CAC


Clarifying Questions


Input on How Phase 2 Findings are Proposed to be Presented at Subsequent Piers 30-32 CAC meetings
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What it Is     >Process    >How You’ve Been Heard    >Feedback for Us 


Goals of Assessment


To provide transportation information to the public and policy-makers to: 





Inform upcoming decisions about big developments on the Waterfront (Warriors, Mission Rock, Pier 70). 





Lead to transportation improvements that can support deficiencies that exist today or in a future even without the big Waterfront developments.
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It is important to keep in mind, then, that the Assessment is not focused only on analyzing the transportation impacts of the Warriors arena, it is broader than that. So while your input is very important to the work, the actual scope and process for the work, needs to be responsive to a broader set of stakeholders  as well.
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Phase 1: Transportation goals and concept strategies 


Phase 2: Transportation solutions analysis


Dec 2013


July 2013


Oct 2012


Spring 2014


What it Is     >Process    >How You’ve Been Heard    >Feedback for Us 


Key Outcome: Inventory of Strategies


Key Outcome: Subset of Strategies that are High-Performers, Costs/ Implementation/ Timing Considerations
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So How Do We Get from Here to There?


What it Is     >Process    >How You’ve Been Heard    >Feedback for Us 
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What it Is     >Process    >How You’ve Been Heard    >Feedback for Us 


Step 1: Corridor Analysis to understand travel patterns, identify problems














Existing Conditions


2020 No Waterfront Development


2020 with Waterfront Developments  


2040 No Waterfront Development


2040 with Waterfront Developments





Capacity


Reliability


Safety


Flexibility











Giants Game + Warriors Concert

















We will frame analysis around 4 objectives: capacity, reliability, safety, flexibility. 


--Capacity – we want to make sure there is enough room for everyone who wants to be traveling to/from/within/trhoguh this area to have a safe, attractive, and reliable way to do so. We know, going in, that there will not be enough auto capacity to allow everyone who might want to drive to be able to, so we are going to be particularly focused on what the problems are in the Waterfront transit, bike, and pedestrian networks that will induce more people to use these modes than do today


--Reliability- with that in mind, reliability is the second objective, will focus significantly on what problems contribute to low reliability in transit travel times through the area


--Safety- focused on where the problem locations are that make many think twice about traveling by foot or by bike in greater SoMa… be it lack of a protected bike facility, to blocked boxes and turn-conflicts at intersections


-Flexibility- this is particularly important given that both Warriors and Giants are event spaces which create unique high intensity travel demands for short periods of time. We don’t want to design a transportation system that accommodates event-level demand every day, but we want to have a system flexible enough to be able to amp up services when needed for events.
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Step 1: Corridor Analysis to understand travel patterns, identify problems





Step 2: Screen Strategies to match problems identified and add any additional strategies





What it Is     >Process    >How You’ve Been Heard    >Feedback for Us 
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Step 1: Corridor Analysis to understand travel patterns, identify problems





Step 2: Screen Strategies to match problems identified and add any additional strategies





Step 3: Strategy Evaluation to understand effectiveness, consider cost, timing


What it Is     >Process    >How You’ve Been Heard    >Feedback for Us 
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Step 1: Corridor Analysis to understand travel patterns, identify problems





Step 2: Screen Strategies to match problems identified and add any additional strategies





Step 3: Strategy Evaluation to understand effectiveness, consider cost, timing





Step 4: Strategy Cost-Sharing to inform potential Development Agreements 


What it Is     >Process    >How You’ve Been Heard    >Feedback for Us 
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Tools we will use





Observed Data: Vehicle Counts, Transit Ridership, Etc.


SF-CHAMP Regional Travel Demand Forecasting Tool


Synchro: Traffic Simulation Software


Research Evaluation of Strategies that Have Been Implemented Here or in Other Cities


Professional Judgment
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What it Is     >Process    >How You’ve Been Heard    >Feedback for Us 


A Hypothetical Example…
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Embarcadero








1) Corridor Analysis-- Problem: Capacity


demand for +1,000 more auto trips than supply during pm peak 1-hour


of all auto trips on Embarcadero


30% come from another county to the east


30% come from another county to the south


25% come from nearby neighborhoods


15% come from other more dispersed locations


 














 











What it Is     >Process    >How You’ve Been Heard    >Feedback for Us 
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2)  Strategy Screening and Additions


Inventory Strategies


A new bikeway on Embarcadero


A more attractive last mile connection from regional to local transit by running local 3-car trains instead of 2-car








Strategy Additions


Re-configure highway on-ramps to result in better flow of cars from Embarcadero onto highway


 














 











Embarcadero








What it Is     >Process    >How You’ve Been Heard    >Feedback for Us 
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						Method to Evaluate			Result			Cost			Implemen-tation Timeframe


			New Bikeway on Disembarcadero			What bike mode share have other cities with good bike facilities achieved for trips coming from similar distance?			+300 trips that would otherwise drive can be induced to bike			$2 million			Can be implemented before 2017





3)  Strategy Evaluation














 











Embarcadero








What it Is     >Process    >How You’ve Been Heard    >Feedback for Us 
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4)  Strategy Cost-Sharing Framework











 











						Strategy 1			Strategy 2			Strategy 3			Strategy 4			Strategy 5			Portion of Total cost


			San Francisco			A%			E%			I%			M%			Q%			W%


			Warriors			B%			F%			J%			N%			R%			X%


			Mission Rock			C%			G%			K%			O%			S%			Y%


			Pier 70			D%			H%			L%			P%			T%			Z%





What it Is     >Process    >How You’ve Been Heard    >Feedback for Us 
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January 29: Introduction to Phase 2


CAC Role: Primarily informational, input on how to focus subsequent meeting WTA content


February: Corridor Analysis, Part 1- Trip-Making Patterns Today and Future Without Waterfront Development


CAC Role: Informational


March: Corridor Analysis, Part 2-Strategy Screening Results


CAC Role: Informational, advise on strategies to add


April: Strategy Evaluation Results


CAC Role: Input on high-performing strategies








What it Is     >Process    >How You’ve Been Heard    >Feedback for Us 
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What it Is     >Process    >How You’ve Been Heard    >Feedback for Us 


“Co-chairs noted that the subcommittee and the public have requested metrics and data, but at this stage of the process city staff is in no position to provide metrics…Subcommittee members also recommended having in-depth discussions on the potential impact each strategy may have. “  -10/3/2013 minutes


“Erin Miller and Peter Albert, SFMTA, to procure matrix of problems, and develop document that connects problems to solutions (proposed projects). -11/6/2013 minutes


“Request for more details on benefit/cost, what are SFMTA metrics and goals and current #s (e.g., frequency, crowding).” -7/24/2013 minutes
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What it Is     >Process    >How You’ve Been Heard    >Feedback for Us 


Thank you! Feedback for us?





Clarifying Questions


Input on How Phase 2 Findings are Proposed to be Presented at Subsequent Piers 30-32 CAC meetings


January 29: Introduction to Phase 2


February: Corridor Analysis, Part 1--Trip-making Patterns Today


March: Corridor Analysis, Part 2-Strategy Screening Results


April: Strategy Evaluation Results
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fine, but I’d eliminate the cartoony figures. (The brain is actually kind of gross…!).


 


Slides 13-16:


“Disembarcadero”  -- is that a typo or auto correct?  I don’t think you’re referring to Darby
Watson’s PDA-funded project (Embarcadero enhancements) or maybe you’re just calling out
the roadway itself.  Either way, this title should be fixed.


Peter Albert


Manager, SFMTA Urban Planning Initiatives


SF Municipal Transportation Agency


1 South Van Ness Ave, Seventh Floor


San Francisco, CA 94103


(: 415.701.4328


: 415.701.4735


*: peter.albert@sfmta.com


 


From: Liz Brisson [mailto:liz.brisson@sfcta.org] 
Sent: Sunday, January 26, 2014 4:10 PM
To: Albert, Peter


Subject: Draft Warriors CAC Slides


 


Hi Peter,


 


I've put together the attached slides for use at this wednesday's Transportation
Subcommittee Warriors CAC meeting. In addition to this, I have been working
with Audrey Koh on a fact sheet that we hope to have to share for your review
towards the end of the day tomorrow and to be able to circulate at the meeting.


 


Questions for you:


-any feedback/edits to slides?


-what level of review we should seek from other city agency folk (Adam, Diane,
etc)? It seemed right to start with you since SFMTA is my client for this work



tel:415.701.4328

tel:415.701.4735

mailto:peter.albert@sfmta.com

mailto:liz.brisson@sfcta.org





and want you to be comfortable with content before i share more broadly.


 


Hope you've had a nice weekend! -Liz


 


--


Liz Brisson
Senior Transportation Planner
San Francisco County Transportation Authority


1455 Market Street, 22nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
415-522-4838


www.sfcta.org
www.facebook.com/sfcta
www.twitter.com/sanfranciscota


-- 
Liz Brisson
Senior Transportation Planner
San Francisco County Transportation Authority
1455 Market Street, 22nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
415-522-4838


www.sfcta.org
www.facebook.com/sfcta
www.twitter.com/sanfranciscota


-- 
Liz Brisson
Senior Transportation Planner
San Francisco County Transportation Authority
1455 Market Street, 22nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
415-522-4838


www.sfcta.org
www.facebook.com/sfcta
www.twitter.com/sanfranciscota


-- 
Liz Brisson
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Senior Transportation Planner
San Francisco County Transportation Authority
1455 Market Street, 22nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
415-522-4838


www.sfcta.org
www.facebook.com/sfcta
www.twitter.com/sanfranciscota
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From: Ford Fish
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Sider, Dan
Subject: Re: Prop M Allocations
Date: Thursday, May 29, 2014 2:06:31 PM


Catherine,


As you probably know we are in contract to sell UCSF (500,000 sf development
rights, blocks 33 & 34) and Warrior's (1,000,000 sq. ft of development rights, blocks
29-32).  We are also in the market to sell the remaining parcels 26 & 27 (422,980
sq. ft. development rights).  All of this is prop M sq. ft..


I will have our attorneys prepare the report you are requesting. 


Ford Fish


SVP, Real Estate & Workplace Services  |  salesforce.com


O:  415.882.2637 C:  415.328.5506 | F:  415.813.5750 E: ffish@salesforce.com 


Salesforce.com Fortune's 100 Best Companies to Work For list for 2014


 


On Thu, May 29, 2014 at 11:40 AM, Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Sorry, I forgot the attachment.


 


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/


 


PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014,
returning on July 1, 2014.


 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 11:40 AM
To: 'ffish@salesforce.com'; Steve Richardson
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Cc: Sider, Dan
Subject: Prop M Allocations


 


Hi Ford and Steve – we all the movement in land in Mission Bay the Planning
Department and OCII want to make sure we are all in agreement on the status
and allocation of the ARE/Salesforce Prop M pot of square footage. 


 


Per the original ARE agreement, there is an requirement for a report to be
submitted twice a year (approval attached) identifying the amount of square
footage developed and utilizing Prop M allocation.  If you have not submitted the
February 17th report to the Zoning Administrator (and cc Dan Sider and myself) as
soon as possible so that we have an official record.  If any Prop M allocation is
proposed to be sold to another user, please identify that in the report.


 


Thank you


 


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/


 


PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014,
returning on July 1, 2014.
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From: Luba Wyznyckyj
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Fwd: GSW Blocks 29-31 EIR - Transportation Data Request 1
Date: Friday, May 23, 2014 3:00:40 PM
Attachments: Arena at MB South Transportation Data Request 2014 05 23 v1.pdf


ATT00001.htm


FYI. The data request we submitted to the project sponsor today.


Begin forwarded message:


From: "José I. Farrán" <jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com>
Subject: GSW Blocks 29-31 EIR - Transportation Data Request 1
Date: May 23, 2014 2:57:04 PM PDT
To: "'Clarke Miller'" <CMiller@stradasf.com>
Cc: "'Kate Aufhauser'" <kaufhauser@warriors.com>, "David Carlock" 
<david.carlock@machetegroup.com>, <lubaw@lcwconsulting.com>, 
"Chris Mitchell" <c.mitchell@fehrandpeers.com>, 
<joyce@orionenvironment.com>, "'Paul Mitchell'" 
<PMitchell@esassoc.com>


Clarke,
 
Attached is the first transportation data request list we have prepared for the Blocks 29-
31 project.  Similar to the request we had previously submitted for the Piers 30/32 project, 
this list refers to all the transportation aspects of the project which we will need to know 
about in order to perform the transportation assessment for the EIR.  This item is shown 
in the May 14 preliminary draft schedule as item #7, “Non land use project data request 
to GSW”.
 
You will find that the type of project information we are requesting in this list is very 
similar to what we had previously asked for Piers 30/32.  The list does not include the 
project land use information we will need to perform the travel demand analysis, which we 
have already requested from the sponsor and that, as you know, we are all tracking 
separately.
 
Let us know if you have any questions.
 
_______________________________________________________
José I. Farrán, P.E.
  Adavant
         Consulting
200 Francisco St.,  2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133
office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com
www.AdavantConsulting.com
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Memorandum 
To: Clarke Miller, Strada Investment Group 



From: LCW Consulting/Adavant Consulting 



Date: May 23, 2014 



Re: Event Center and Mixed-Use Development at the Mission Bay South Area 
 Blocks 29-32 – Transportation Data Request 1 



This memorandum presents the first transportation data request based on our current 
understanding of the project.  Once we receive the draft project plans and information, we will 
submit a second transportation data request. 
 
EXISTING USES 
Please provide information on existing uses on project site, including number of parking spaces, 
and whether there are any arrangements as to the use of these parking spaces (e.g., daytime, 
Giants game), as well as whether this parking be accommodated within the project or relocated. 
 
PROPOSED PROJECT LAND USES 
The project information necessary to perform the travel demand estimation was requested from 
the project sponsor at the May 13, 2014 meeting.  This includes type of land uses, gross square 
feet, number of employees, etc.  Data for four preliminary project scenarios has been received, 
which are pending confirmation/finalization by the project sponsor. 
 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
Please provide information on the transportation-related elements of the project, including 
vehicle parking spaces, Class 1 and Class 2 bicycle parking spaces, carshare spaces, shower 
and locker facilities, and loading spaces, on the following page. Also please indicate on the 
table the Mission Bay South D4D requirement for each use. 
 
The D4D for Mission Bay South does not include requirements for Class 2 bicycle parking 
spaces, carshare spaces, and showers and lockers.  It is possible that the project may be 
requested to meet the Planning Code requirements for these transportation facilities. Please 
specify outcome of discussions with OCII and Planning Department whether these 
transportation-related features will be required to be provided. 
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Table 1 
Summary of Proposed and D4D Required Transportation-related Facilities 



Item Proposed D4D Required 
Vehicle Parking Spaces   
Arena   
Office   
Retail   
Other Use 1 (please specify)   
Other Use 2 (please specify)   



Total   
   
ADA Parking Spaces (part of total above)   
   
Carshare Parking Spaces (in addition to above)  NA 
   
Class 1 Bicycle Parking Spaces   
Arena   
Office   
Retail   
Other Use 1 (please specify)   
Other Use 2 (please specify)   



Subtotal   
   
Class 2 Bicycle Parking Spaces   
Arena  NA 
Office  NA 
Retail  NA 
Other Use 1 (please specify)  NA 
Other Use 2 (please specify)  NA 



Subtotal  NA 
   
Showers and Lockers   
Arena  NA 
Office  NA 
Retail  NA 
Other Use 1 (please specify)  NA 
Other Use 2 (please specify)  NA 



Subtotal  NA 
   
Loading Spaces   
Arena   
Office   
Retail   
Other Use 1 (please specify)   
Other Use 2 (please specify)   



Subtotal   
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PROJECT PLANS 



1. Site plan indicating the dimension of sidewalks (existing and proposed widths), 
driveways, and adjacent travel and bicycle lanes on Third, 16th, South, and Terry 
François streets. Include crosswalk striping, and indicate whether new intersections at 
Terry François would be signalized and if pedestrian countdown signals would be 
provided. Also include the location of pedestrian entrances to arena, office, retail and 
other uses. If bicycle valet is proposed to be provided for events, please indicate location 
of bicycle valet on the plans. Indicate planned cycletrack. 



2. Plan indicating curb regulations for basketball game event day, as well as adjacent travel 
and bicycle lanes on Third, 16th, South, and Terry François streets. Curb regulations 
meaning taxi zone, commercial loading zone, white passenger loading/unloading zone, 
shuttle zone, bus zone, etc. 



3. Plan indicating curb regulations for concert/conference event day, as well as the 
adjacent travel and bicycle lanes on Third. 16th, South, and Terry François streets. 



4. Plan indicating curb regulations for non-event day, as well as the adjacent travel and 
bicycle lanes on Third. 16th, South, and Terry François streets. 



5. Garage plans for each level. 
 
As appropriate, the plans need to include: 



 North Arrow and scale 



 Dimension of entrance of driveway at building, and dimension of curb cut  



 Label loading spaces and dimensions (length x width x vertical clearance) 



 Label location of pedestrian entrances/lobbies and ground floor retail. 



 Label trash room(s) 



 Label and number Class 1 and Class 2 bicycle parking spaces 



 Label and number vehicle parking spaces 



 Label and number ADA parking spaces, including aisles to elevators 



 Indicate which ADA parking spaces can accommodate vans 



 Label and number carshare parking spaces 



 Provide dimensions of driveway aisles 



 Vertical clearance of the garage levels. Grade of ramp.   
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Please indicate the existing and proposed sidewalk dimensions on the following table. 
 
 



Table 2 
Existing and Proposed Sidewalk Widths 



Street Existing Proposed 
South Street   
Terry François Blvd   
16th Street   
Third Street   



 
 
PROJECT GARAGE 



 Please specify whether garage entrance(s) would be gated, how many entry and exit 
lanes there would be at each driveway, whether there would be ticket dispensing 
machines and where they would be located, as well as number of vehicles that would be 
able to queue within the garage while waiting to get a ticket. 



 If the driveway(s) is also proposed to be used for trucks accessing the off-street loading 
area, please indicate how that would occur, particularly if there are ticket dispensers. 



 Indicate how parking for office and other uses would be separated functionally from 
arena parking. Would office parking be part of publicly-accessible parking? 



 
OFF-SITE PARKING 



 Please specify whether there are plans for accommodating event parking at other 
nearby garages.   



 If yes, please provide: location, number of spaces, whether a shuttle between arena and 
garage would be provided (see below for details needed), and type of events 
(basketball, concerts, conferences) when this parking would be “guaranteed” to be 
available for arena use. 



 
TRANSIT SHUTTLES 



 Description of any shuttle service for basketball, concert and/or convention events.  
Including specific routes, days/hours of operation, frequency, and passenger capacity of 
vehicle. 



 Indicate whether any shuttles would be in operation on non-event days.  If yes, please 
also provide details. 
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LOADING AREA 



 Would there be separate loading facilities for office, retail, arena, other uses, or would 
there be one combined loading area? 



 Where would the TV trucks/equipment stage during events (i.e., not parked within a 
loading space)? 



 Indicate on garage plans the access from loading facility to office, arena, etc., uses (e.g., 
elevators, corridors, etc.). Would deliveries to any uses be accommodated on-street, if 
so, indicate on plans. 



 For loading spaces, please provide dimensions of each space (width, length, and vertical 
clearance). 



 Would the loading area(s) be staffed at all times? 



 What would be the days and hours of operation of the loading dock? 



 Are deliveries scheduled for particular day of week, and/or time of day? 



 Maximum number of deliveries that occur at one time. How would the loading dock be 
managed? 



 If loading facility is shared between arena and office/retail/etc. uses, how would 
office/retail/other deliveries be managed on event days? 



 
Previously-provided Piers 30-32 Loading Information 
Below is the information provided from the prior Piers 30-32. Please confirm or modify the 
number of trucks/deliveries for games and non-game events. Provide additional details on the 
type of individual delivers per GSW game (e.g., concessions versus food & beverage). 
 
Also, please provide support/source for the 20 trucks for GSW and non-GSW events (e.g., is it 
based on the Oakland arena experience, or some other source). 
 
Note that the transportation analysis will calculate the restaurant, retail, office (and other uses, if 
included) truck service/delivery demand separately based on the San Francisco Guidelines 
methodology and rates. 
 



Vendors/Service Deliveries 
Average individual deliveries per GSW game is six (6 trucks total). Most are scheduled 
to occur the day prior to the game. Delivery times are flexible and are scheduled to avoid 
peak commute hours and other potential transportation conflicts. 
 
TV crews/Equipment Vehicles 
Assume game starts 7:30 p.m. 
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Typically 2 trucks/mobile units arrive at 10 a.m. on game day and depart 11:30 pm (~2 
hours after game) 
 
TV crew of ~40 people (including home and visiting crew) arrive at ~12:30 (typically 7 
hours before start time) 
 
For ESPN/TNT games (5-7 games/year), there will be an extra 1 or 2 trucks that typically 
arrive 1 day prior to the game. 
 
Vendor/Service Deliveries for Non Warriors Events 
4AM-8AM: Show trucks (which carry all show components including the stage, sound 
equipment and controls, video equipment and controls, props) arrive in market. They will 
typically stage somewhere off site but close to the venue. 
 
The number of trucks varies based on the size and complexity of the show. An A list 
show will usually require approximately 20 trucks.  Once trucks have been unloaded, 
they are driven off site and will not return until the show is complete and the load-out 
process begins. 
 
7AM-12PM: Event day food service deliveries at loading dock (scheduled around other 
event related arrivals and departures). Average individual deliveries required are six. 
Most if not all are scheduled to occur the day prior. 
 
11PM-3AM: Breakdown and cleaning, show trucks leave the venue. 



 
TRASH COLLECTION 



 Number of times per week that trash is typically collected for office, retail, arena and 
other uses, and typical schedule – day of week, time of day. 



 Would trash associated with the ground floor retail and restaurant uses be 
accommodated within the on-site trash storage rooms or would the trash cans be carted 
to the edge of the sidewalk? 



 Would trash trucks access the on-site loading area? If so, what is the vertical clearance 
to make sure that the trucks can be accommodated? 



 
CONSTRUCTION INFORMATION 



 Would construction of the arena and office buildings occur at the same time or would 
they be constructed as separate projects. 



 Please provide construction schedule, including the anticipated start and finish dates for 
each building. 



 Major construction phases – duration and overlaps.  See table below that could be filled 
in and/or modified as needed.  
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 The days of the week and the hours of the day during which construction will take place 
(i.e., will construction take place on weekends?). 



 Average number of construction-related trucks per day, separated by phase.  At a 
minimum, the peak daily number of truck trips.  See table. 



 Average number of construction workers per day, separated by phase.  At a minimum, 
the peak daily number of construction workers.  See table. 



 Any specific construction-related truck routing to and from the project site.   



 Location of parking for construction workers. 



 Staging locations for construction equipment and materials. 



 Any anticipated restrictions on construction activities? 



 Would the existing Third Street sidewalk be closed for a portion or entire duration of the 
construction effort?  If so, would a protected pedestrian walkway be provided?  



 Would the travel lanes on Third, South, or 16th Street be used for construction staging or 
for construction activities? If yes, please provide details as to which lanes, for what type 
of activity, and for how long of a duration. 



 
 



Warriors Arena at Mission Bay South 
Summary of Construction Phases and Duration,  



and Daily Construction Trucks and Workers by Phase 
ARENA 



Phase 
(revise as 



appropriate) 



Start 
Date 



End 
Date 



Duration 
(months) 



Number of Daily 
Construction 



Trucks (1) 



Number of Daily 
Construction 



Workers 
Peak Average Peak Average 



Demolition        
Excavation and 
Shoring 



       



Foundation & Below 
Grade Construction 



       



Base Building        
Exterior Finishing        
Interior Finishing        
Street Improvements        
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Warriors Arena at Mission Bay South 
Summary of Construction Phases and Duration, and Daily Construction Trucks and Workers by Phase 



OFFICE BUILDING 



Phase 
(revise as appropriate) 



Start 
Date 



End 
Date 



Duration 
(months) 



Number of Daily 
Construction 



Trucks (1) 



Number of Daily 
Construction 



Workers 
Peak Average Peak Average 



Demolition        
Excavation and Shoring        
Foundation & Below 
Grade Construction 



       



Base Building        
Exterior Finishing        
Interior Finishing        
Street Improvements        



 
 
PROJECT ALTERNATIVES 
Please provide the same information requested above for each alternative, or indicate whether 
the same information being provided for proposed project would also be applicable to the 
alternative. 
 
  






















From: Albert, Peter
To: Miller, Erin; Grabarkiewctz, Christopher; Samii, Camron; Nestor, John; Gillett, Gillian; Wise, Viktoriya; Olea,


Ricardo; Robbins, Jerry
Subject: RE: Meeting to discuss Enforcement Pilots
Date: Thursday, February 06, 2014 6:40:03 PM


Thanks – this is from SFPD, correct?  Good for me to know Enforcement’s perspective on this, and
what role for SFPD and SFMTA we suggest for the limited, strategic series of SFMTA-SFPD pilots in
SoMa we’ll soon launch.
 
Erin and I did get a position paper (in a very roundabout way) from Rincon and S Beach neighbors
with their suggestions to Supervisor Kim on how/where/when they’d like PCOs and SFPD to be
stationed.  We should review/discuss this as the “pilot” team meets and plans.
 
Peter Albert
Manager, SFMTA Urban Planning Initiatives
SF Municipal Transportation Agency
1 South Van Ness Ave, Seventh Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
(: 415.701.4328
: 415.701.4735
*: peter.albert@sfmta.com
 
 
_____________________________________________
From: Miller, Erin 
Sent: Thursday, February 06, 2014 1:51 PM
To: Grabarkiewctz, Christopher P; Samii, Camron; Nestor, John; Albert, Peter; Gillett, Gillian; Wise,
Viktoriya; Olea, Ricardo; Robbins, Jerry
Subject: RE: Meeting to discuss Enforcement Pilots
 
 
<< File: 130201_SthrnTrffcSftyPln.pdf >>
Here is the safety plan I promised
 
Erin Miller
Project Manager, Waterfront Transportation Assessment
 
Join the Waterfront Transportation Assessment Mailing List
 
Sustainable Streets-Strategic Planning & Policy
Urban Planning Initiatives
 
 


 SFMTA | Municipal Transportation Agency
1 South Van Ness Ave, 7th Floor-7067 -  SF, CA 94103
Office:   415 701 5490
Mobile: 415 971 7429
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-----Original Appointment-----
From: Miller, Erin 
Sent: Thursday, February 06, 2014 1:15 PM
To: Grabarkiewctz, Christopher P; Samii, Camron; Nestor, John; Albert, Peter; Gillett, Gillian; Wise,
Viktoriya; Olea, Ricardo; Robbins, Jerry
Subject: Meeting to discuss Enforcement Pilots
When: Tuesday, February 11, 2014 10:00 AM-11:00 AM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).
Where: tbd
 
 


Hello,
 
Following my meeting with Chris Grabarkiewctz this morning, we decided it would be best to meet
together to discuss the best approach to an Enforcement Pilot.  This pilot is SEPARATE from the
proposed Warriors Arena, although depending on outcomes, it could potentially extend into timing
when the Arena would be operating.
 
Key discussion items/questions:
 


Staffing of key intersections (see community request attached) to ease congestion and
improve pedestrian safety 
Traffic citations, particularly management of “box blocking.”  Challenges, alternatives
Coordination/cooperation pilots would require between MTA SIE, PD, traffic company, etc.
Possible coordination or conflicts with current plans in area such as PD Ped Safety efforts
(relevant to 2013 Southern Traffic Safety Plan attached)
Timing
Cost
MTA priority?


 
 
 
<< File: 130201_SthrnTrffcSftyPln.pdf >>
 
 
 
 








From: Ford Fish
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Sider, Dan
Subject: Re: Prop M Allocations
Date: Thursday, May 29, 2014 5:35:27 PM


Catherine,


I appreciate your meeting with potential buyers to clarify the design review process.
 It is important that buyers hear directly from OCII and not salesforce or it's broker
so that there is no misunderstanding about what your process is.  All potential
purchasers must do their own due diligence and satisfy themselves that they
understand all aspects of developing the property. 


Ford


Ford Fish


SVP, Real Estate & Workplace Services  |  salesforce.com


O:  415.882.2637 C:  415.328.5506 | F:  415.813.5750 E: ffish@salesforce.com 


Salesforce.com Fortune's 100 Best Companies to Work For list for 2014


 


On Thu, May 29, 2014 at 5:15 PM, Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Thank you, Ford.


 


Also – could you please let me know when you (and possibly your broker) would be available to
have a call on Block 26/27?  Since it is open for offers and I have already been receiving some
calls, it would be good to make sure we are all on the same page on the design review process,
etc.  So that there is no confusion on the part of potential purchasers.  


Thanks


 


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
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415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/


 


PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.


 


From: Ford Fish [mailto:ffish@salesforce.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 1:58 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Sider, Dan
Subject: Re: Prop M Allocations


 


Catherine,


 


As you probably know we are in contract to sell UCSF (500,000 sf development
rights, blocks 33 & 34) and Warrior's (1,000,000 sq. ft of development rights,
blocks 29-32).  We are also in the market to sell the remaining parcels 26 & 27
(422,980 sq. ft. development rights).  All of this is prop M sq. ft..


 


I will have our attorneys prepare the report you are requesting. 


Ford Fish


SVP, Real Estate & Workplace Services  |  salesforce.com


O:  415.882.2637 C:  415.328.5506 | F:  415.813.5750 E: ffish@salesforce.com 


Salesforce.com Fortune's 100 Best Companies to Work For list for 2014


 


 


On Thu, May 29, 2014 at 11:40 AM, Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Sorry, I forgot the attachment.


 


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
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415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/


 


PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014,
returning on July 1, 2014.


 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 11:40 AM
To: 'ffish@salesforce.com'; Steve Richardson
Cc: Sider, Dan
Subject: Prop M Allocations


 


Hi Ford and Steve – we all the movement in land in Mission Bay the Planning
Department and OCII want to make sure we are all in agreement on the status
and allocation of the ARE/Salesforce Prop M pot of square footage. 


 


Per the original ARE agreement, there is an requirement for a report to be
submitted twice a year (approval attached) identifying the amount of square
footage developed and utilizing Prop M allocation.  If you have not submitted the
February 17th report to the Zoning Administrator (and cc Dan Sider and myself) as
soon as possible so that we have an official record.  If any Prop M allocation is
proposed to be sold to another user, please identify that in the report.


 


Thank you


 


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/


 


PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014,
returning on July 1, 2014.
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Mary McCue
Cc: Hussain, Lila (OCII); Andrew Bryant; Nicole Agbayani
Subject: RE: Meeting with Nicole Tuesday 10-10:40am
Date: Friday, April 25, 2014 9:45:00 AM


Sounds good.  I will be there so we can say hi.  However, the presentation is not going to have a ton of
information, more to get ahead and recognize what is going on since things have been in the news.  We
are also going to have an informational item at the May CAC meeting, which may be a little more
chunky, and allow for more public discussion.  So, if you don't want to head to City Hall on Tuesday,
the CAC on the 8th is an alternative.  Welcome to both.


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/


-----Original Message-----
From: Mary McCue [mailto:MMcCue@mjmmg.com]
Sent: Friday, April 25, 2014 9:43 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Hussain, Lila (OCII); Andrew Bryant; Nicole Agbayani
Subject: Re: Meeting with Nicole Tuesday 10-10:40am


Hi All
We can do it that way. Nicole and I will be attending the OCII Commission hearing on Tuesday. We are
interested in hearing Tiffany 's presentation on the Warriors .


Thank you,
Mary McCue
President & CEO
MJM Management Group
www.mjmmg.com


Sent from my iPhone


> On Apr 25, 2014, at 9:32 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:
>
> Lila - sorry, I had to schedule another meeting for that time.  Since I am starting to run out of time
before heading out next Wednesday, I would suggest that you all just add some time before/after the
Wednesday park community meeting (if you are all going to be there).  I won't be able to attend, but
can meet with Nicole when I return mid-May. Thanks
>
> Catherine Reilly
> Project Manager
> Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
>   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
> 1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
> San Francisco, CA 94103
> 415-749-2516 (direct)
> http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
>
>
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> -----Original Message-----
> From: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
> Sent: Friday, April 25, 2014 9:31 AM
> To: Andrew Bryant
> Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); 'Mary McCue'
> Subject: Meeting with Nicole Tuesday 10-10:40am
>
> Hi Andrew,
>
> Just wanted to confirm that Catherine and I can meet at OCII offices from -10:10:40am on Tuesday
April 29th.  Please confirm. 
>
>
> Lila Hussain
> Assistant Project Manager
> Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure One South Van Ness, 5th Floor San Francisco, CA
94103
> Phone: 415-749-2431
> Email: lila.hussain@sfgov.org
>
>
>
>
>








From: Luba Wyznyckyj
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Fwd: GSW Blocks 29-31 EIR - Transportation Data Request 1
Date: Friday, May 23, 2014 3:00:38 PM
Attachments: Arena at MB South Transportation Data Request 2014 05 23 v1.pdf


ATT00001.htm


FYI. The data request we submitted to the project sponsor today.


Begin forwarded message:


From: "José I. Farrán" <jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com>
Subject: GSW Blocks 29-31 EIR - Transportation Data Request 1
Date: May 23, 2014 2:57:04 PM PDT
To: "'Clarke Miller'" <CMiller@stradasf.com>
Cc: "'Kate Aufhauser'" <kaufhauser@warriors.com>, "David Carlock" 
<david.carlock@machetegroup.com>, <lubaw@lcwconsulting.com>, 
"Chris Mitchell" <c.mitchell@fehrandpeers.com>, 
<joyce@orionenvironment.com>, "'Paul Mitchell'" 
<PMitchell@esassoc.com>


Clarke,
 
Attached is the first transportation data request list we have prepared for the Blocks 29-
31 project.  Similar to the request we had previously submitted for the Piers 30/32 project, 
this list refers to all the transportation aspects of the project which we will need to know 
about in order to perform the transportation assessment for the EIR.  This item is shown 
in the May 14 preliminary draft schedule as item #7, “Non land use project data request 
to GSW”.
 
You will find that the type of project information we are requesting in this list is very 
similar to what we had previously asked for Piers 30/32.  The list does not include the 
project land use information we will need to perform the travel demand analysis, which we 
have already requested from the sponsor and that, as you know, we are all tracking 
separately.
 
Let us know if you have any questions.
 
_______________________________________________________
José I. Farrán, P.E.
  Adavant
         Consulting
200 Francisco St.,  2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133
office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com
www.AdavantConsulting.com
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Memorandum 
To: Clarke Miller, Strada Investment Group 



From: LCW Consulting/Adavant Consulting 



Date: May 23, 2014 



Re: Event Center and Mixed-Use Development at the Mission Bay South Area 
 Blocks 29-32 – Transportation Data Request 1 



This memorandum presents the first transportation data request based on our current 
understanding of the project.  Once we receive the draft project plans and information, we will 
submit a second transportation data request. 
 
EXISTING USES 
Please provide information on existing uses on project site, including number of parking spaces, 
and whether there are any arrangements as to the use of these parking spaces (e.g., daytime, 
Giants game), as well as whether this parking be accommodated within the project or relocated. 
 
PROPOSED PROJECT LAND USES 
The project information necessary to perform the travel demand estimation was requested from 
the project sponsor at the May 13, 2014 meeting.  This includes type of land uses, gross square 
feet, number of employees, etc.  Data for four preliminary project scenarios has been received, 
which are pending confirmation/finalization by the project sponsor. 
 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
Please provide information on the transportation-related elements of the project, including 
vehicle parking spaces, Class 1 and Class 2 bicycle parking spaces, carshare spaces, shower 
and locker facilities, and loading spaces, on the following page. Also please indicate on the 
table the Mission Bay South D4D requirement for each use. 
 
The D4D for Mission Bay South does not include requirements for Class 2 bicycle parking 
spaces, carshare spaces, and showers and lockers.  It is possible that the project may be 
requested to meet the Planning Code requirements for these transportation facilities. Please 
specify outcome of discussions with OCII and Planning Department whether these 
transportation-related features will be required to be provided. 
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Table 1 
Summary of Proposed and D4D Required Transportation-related Facilities 



Item Proposed D4D Required 
Vehicle Parking Spaces   
Arena   
Office   
Retail   
Other Use 1 (please specify)   
Other Use 2 (please specify)   



Total   
   
ADA Parking Spaces (part of total above)   
   
Carshare Parking Spaces (in addition to above)  NA 
   
Class 1 Bicycle Parking Spaces   
Arena   
Office   
Retail   
Other Use 1 (please specify)   
Other Use 2 (please specify)   



Subtotal   
   
Class 2 Bicycle Parking Spaces   
Arena  NA 
Office  NA 
Retail  NA 
Other Use 1 (please specify)  NA 
Other Use 2 (please specify)  NA 



Subtotal  NA 
   
Showers and Lockers   
Arena  NA 
Office  NA 
Retail  NA 
Other Use 1 (please specify)  NA 
Other Use 2 (please specify)  NA 



Subtotal  NA 
   
Loading Spaces   
Arena   
Office   
Retail   
Other Use 1 (please specify)   
Other Use 2 (please specify)   



Subtotal   
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PROJECT PLANS 



1. Site plan indicating the dimension of sidewalks (existing and proposed widths), 
driveways, and adjacent travel and bicycle lanes on Third, 16th, South, and Terry 
François streets. Include crosswalk striping, and indicate whether new intersections at 
Terry François would be signalized and if pedestrian countdown signals would be 
provided. Also include the location of pedestrian entrances to arena, office, retail and 
other uses. If bicycle valet is proposed to be provided for events, please indicate location 
of bicycle valet on the plans. Indicate planned cycletrack. 



2. Plan indicating curb regulations for basketball game event day, as well as adjacent travel 
and bicycle lanes on Third, 16th, South, and Terry François streets. Curb regulations 
meaning taxi zone, commercial loading zone, white passenger loading/unloading zone, 
shuttle zone, bus zone, etc. 



3. Plan indicating curb regulations for concert/conference event day, as well as the 
adjacent travel and bicycle lanes on Third. 16th, South, and Terry François streets. 



4. Plan indicating curb regulations for non-event day, as well as the adjacent travel and 
bicycle lanes on Third. 16th, South, and Terry François streets. 



5. Garage plans for each level. 
 
As appropriate, the plans need to include: 



 North Arrow and scale 



 Dimension of entrance of driveway at building, and dimension of curb cut  



 Label loading spaces and dimensions (length x width x vertical clearance) 



 Label location of pedestrian entrances/lobbies and ground floor retail. 



 Label trash room(s) 



 Label and number Class 1 and Class 2 bicycle parking spaces 



 Label and number vehicle parking spaces 



 Label and number ADA parking spaces, including aisles to elevators 



 Indicate which ADA parking spaces can accommodate vans 



 Label and number carshare parking spaces 



 Provide dimensions of driveway aisles 



 Vertical clearance of the garage levels. Grade of ramp.   
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Please indicate the existing and proposed sidewalk dimensions on the following table. 
 
 



Table 2 
Existing and Proposed Sidewalk Widths 



Street Existing Proposed 
South Street   
Terry François Blvd   
16th Street   
Third Street   



 
 
PROJECT GARAGE 



 Please specify whether garage entrance(s) would be gated, how many entry and exit 
lanes there would be at each driveway, whether there would be ticket dispensing 
machines and where they would be located, as well as number of vehicles that would be 
able to queue within the garage while waiting to get a ticket. 



 If the driveway(s) is also proposed to be used for trucks accessing the off-street loading 
area, please indicate how that would occur, particularly if there are ticket dispensers. 



 Indicate how parking for office and other uses would be separated functionally from 
arena parking. Would office parking be part of publicly-accessible parking? 



 
OFF-SITE PARKING 



 Please specify whether there are plans for accommodating event parking at other 
nearby garages.   



 If yes, please provide: location, number of spaces, whether a shuttle between arena and 
garage would be provided (see below for details needed), and type of events 
(basketball, concerts, conferences) when this parking would be “guaranteed” to be 
available for arena use. 



 
TRANSIT SHUTTLES 



 Description of any shuttle service for basketball, concert and/or convention events.  
Including specific routes, days/hours of operation, frequency, and passenger capacity of 
vehicle. 



 Indicate whether any shuttles would be in operation on non-event days.  If yes, please 
also provide details. 
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LOADING AREA 



 Would there be separate loading facilities for office, retail, arena, other uses, or would 
there be one combined loading area? 



 Where would the TV trucks/equipment stage during events (i.e., not parked within a 
loading space)? 



 Indicate on garage plans the access from loading facility to office, arena, etc., uses (e.g., 
elevators, corridors, etc.). Would deliveries to any uses be accommodated on-street, if 
so, indicate on plans. 



 For loading spaces, please provide dimensions of each space (width, length, and vertical 
clearance). 



 Would the loading area(s) be staffed at all times? 



 What would be the days and hours of operation of the loading dock? 



 Are deliveries scheduled for particular day of week, and/or time of day? 



 Maximum number of deliveries that occur at one time. How would the loading dock be 
managed? 



 If loading facility is shared between arena and office/retail/etc. uses, how would 
office/retail/other deliveries be managed on event days? 



 
Previously-provided Piers 30-32 Loading Information 
Below is the information provided from the prior Piers 30-32. Please confirm or modify the 
number of trucks/deliveries for games and non-game events. Provide additional details on the 
type of individual delivers per GSW game (e.g., concessions versus food & beverage). 
 
Also, please provide support/source for the 20 trucks for GSW and non-GSW events (e.g., is it 
based on the Oakland arena experience, or some other source). 
 
Note that the transportation analysis will calculate the restaurant, retail, office (and other uses, if 
included) truck service/delivery demand separately based on the San Francisco Guidelines 
methodology and rates. 
 



Vendors/Service Deliveries 
Average individual deliveries per GSW game is six (6 trucks total). Most are scheduled 
to occur the day prior to the game. Delivery times are flexible and are scheduled to avoid 
peak commute hours and other potential transportation conflicts. 
 
TV crews/Equipment Vehicles 
Assume game starts 7:30 p.m. 
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Typically 2 trucks/mobile units arrive at 10 a.m. on game day and depart 11:30 pm (~2 
hours after game) 
 
TV crew of ~40 people (including home and visiting crew) arrive at ~12:30 (typically 7 
hours before start time) 
 
For ESPN/TNT games (5-7 games/year), there will be an extra 1 or 2 trucks that typically 
arrive 1 day prior to the game. 
 
Vendor/Service Deliveries for Non Warriors Events 
4AM-8AM: Show trucks (which carry all show components including the stage, sound 
equipment and controls, video equipment and controls, props) arrive in market. They will 
typically stage somewhere off site but close to the venue. 
 
The number of trucks varies based on the size and complexity of the show. An A list 
show will usually require approximately 20 trucks.  Once trucks have been unloaded, 
they are driven off site and will not return until the show is complete and the load-out 
process begins. 
 
7AM-12PM: Event day food service deliveries at loading dock (scheduled around other 
event related arrivals and departures). Average individual deliveries required are six. 
Most if not all are scheduled to occur the day prior. 
 
11PM-3AM: Breakdown and cleaning, show trucks leave the venue. 



 
TRASH COLLECTION 



 Number of times per week that trash is typically collected for office, retail, arena and 
other uses, and typical schedule – day of week, time of day. 



 Would trash associated with the ground floor retail and restaurant uses be 
accommodated within the on-site trash storage rooms or would the trash cans be carted 
to the edge of the sidewalk? 



 Would trash trucks access the on-site loading area? If so, what is the vertical clearance 
to make sure that the trucks can be accommodated? 



 
CONSTRUCTION INFORMATION 



 Would construction of the arena and office buildings occur at the same time or would 
they be constructed as separate projects. 



 Please provide construction schedule, including the anticipated start and finish dates for 
each building. 



 Major construction phases – duration and overlaps.  See table below that could be filled 
in and/or modified as needed.  
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 The days of the week and the hours of the day during which construction will take place 
(i.e., will construction take place on weekends?). 



 Average number of construction-related trucks per day, separated by phase.  At a 
minimum, the peak daily number of truck trips.  See table. 



 Average number of construction workers per day, separated by phase.  At a minimum, 
the peak daily number of construction workers.  See table. 



 Any specific construction-related truck routing to and from the project site.   



 Location of parking for construction workers. 



 Staging locations for construction equipment and materials. 



 Any anticipated restrictions on construction activities? 



 Would the existing Third Street sidewalk be closed for a portion or entire duration of the 
construction effort?  If so, would a protected pedestrian walkway be provided?  



 Would the travel lanes on Third, South, or 16th Street be used for construction staging or 
for construction activities? If yes, please provide details as to which lanes, for what type 
of activity, and for how long of a duration. 



 
 



Warriors Arena at Mission Bay South 
Summary of Construction Phases and Duration,  



and Daily Construction Trucks and Workers by Phase 
ARENA 



Phase 
(revise as 



appropriate) 



Start 
Date 



End 
Date 



Duration 
(months) 



Number of Daily 
Construction 



Trucks (1) 



Number of Daily 
Construction 



Workers 
Peak Average Peak Average 



Demolition        
Excavation and 
Shoring 



       



Foundation & Below 
Grade Construction 



       



Base Building        
Exterior Finishing        
Interior Finishing        
Street Improvements        
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Warriors Arena at Mission Bay South 
Summary of Construction Phases and Duration, and Daily Construction Trucks and Workers by Phase 



OFFICE BUILDING 



Phase 
(revise as appropriate) 



Start 
Date 



End 
Date 



Duration 
(months) 



Number of Daily 
Construction 



Trucks (1) 



Number of Daily 
Construction 



Workers 
Peak Average Peak Average 



Demolition        
Excavation and Shoring        
Foundation & Below 
Grade Construction 



       



Base Building        
Exterior Finishing        
Interior Finishing        
Street Improvements        



 
 
PROJECT ALTERNATIVES 
Please provide the same information requested above for each alternative, or indicate whether 
the same information being provided for proposed project would also be applicable to the 
alternative. 
 
  






















From: Liz Brisson
To: José I. Farrán
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya; Bollinger, Brett
Subject: Re: Question re EIR roadway analysis methodology
Date: Thursday, January 09, 2014 2:41:04 PM


Thanks Jose, very helpful! i've passed this on to the consultant team, who may have
some follow-up questions.


On Thu, Jan 9, 2014 at 9:07 AM, José I. Farrán <jifarran@adavantconsulting.com>
wrote:


Liz – Your question is very good and is at the core of the methodology I use to developed future
cumulative volumes.  In a perfect world, both methods (% and delta) should provide the same
results.  In reality, because the travel demand forecasting model does not exactly match the ground
counts the differences between both methods can be substantial.  For example, if for a given link the
model estimates 50 vehicles in 2012 and 200 vehicles in 2040, the growth is 150 vehicles or 300%. 
If the actual ground count is 200 vehicles instead of 50, the % method estimate 800 vehicles in the
future and the delta method 350 vehicles.  This is a common experience in newly developed areas
such as Mission Bay and the vicinity of Pier 70.


 


Thus, when developing future volumes I look at each location and decide which method makes more
sense for each approach taking into account how close the model replicates the existing count, the
way that the centroid connectors are located in the model network, my knowledge about future
growth in the area, etc.  In general, I pick the delta as a starting point, particularly if I am analyzing
contiguous intersections, as it provides more consistency in vehicle flows from one location to
another. It also resolves the issue of minor streets for which the model might not assign any existing
traffic (any percentage growth applied to zero is still zero).


 


In some cases, I might go with the % method, although I typically calculate one average percentage
for a longer segment (say the average growth on Third St between Mariposa St and King St) and
apply that to all the study intersections along it.


 


It is a detailed (read time consuming) approach that I believe is difficult to mechanize.  In addition,
some additional adjustments have to be made at the end to make sure that the same amount of
traffic leaving an intersection arrives at the next one (i.e., the difference between departing and
arriving volumes should make sense).  I have just started to perform it for 2040 and expect to have it
done by the end of the month.


 


I’ll be happy to talk more about it if you like.


 


_______________________________________________________


José I. Farrán, P.E.



mailto:liz.brisson@sfcta.org

mailto:jifarran@adavantconsulting.com

mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=53ddc14b15cb409584d3f7b15453f64a-Viktoriya Wise
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mailto:jifarran@adavantconsulting.com
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From: Liz Brisson [mailto:liz.brisson@sfcta.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 08, 2014 12:48 PM
To: Jose I. Farran
Cc: Viktoriya Wise; Bollinger, Brett
Subject: Question re EIR roadway analysis methodology


 


Hi Jose,


 


Happy 2014 to you!


 


I have a question for you. We have our consultant team kicked off and starting
analysis for the Waterfront Transportation Assessment. Last time we met, you
described the methodology you use to forecast future roadway volumes for EIRs
that involves starting with base observed counts and scaling up based on
difference between SF-CHAMP base and future scenarios. My question is about the
method you use to scale up. Do you take the percentage change between the SF-
CHAMP base and future year and apply it to observed counts? Or do you take the
absolute difference? Or some other methodology? The WTA will be doing analysis
in 2020 (as well as 2040) and i want to use a consistent methodology.


 


Thanks! Liz


 


--


Liz Brisson
Senior Transportation Planner
San Francisco County Transportation Authority



tel:%28415%29%20362-3552

tel:%28415%29%20990-6412

http://www.adavantconsulting.com/
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1455 Market Street, 22nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
415-522-4838
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www.twitter.com/sanfranciscota


-- 
Liz Brisson
Senior Transportation Planner
San Francisco County Transportation Authority
1455 Market Street, 22nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
415-522-4838


www.sfcta.org
www.facebook.com/sfcta
www.twitter.com/sanfranciscota
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From: Andrew Bryant
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Mary McCue
Cc: Hussain, Lila (OCII); Nicole Agbayani
Subject: RE: Meeting with Nicole Tuesday 10-10:40am
Date: Friday, April 25, 2014 9:54:11 AM


All,


I just spoke with Mary and Nicole, and then with Lila, and have a time set up for the introductory
meeting with the three of you at 11:30, Wednesday, April 30th at the Mission Bay Pavilion, right before
the neighborhood coordination meeting.


Based on your information, Catherine, and your discussion with Nicole, I've let Mary know that the CAC
will be a better opportunity to learn about and discuss the Warriors stadium.  Also,  I'm happy to help
set up a time for you to meet with Nicole and Mary when you return to the office in May.


Thanks,


Andrew


Andrew Bryant Manager, Corporate Affairs
275 Post St, Fifth FL
San Francisco, CA 94108
ABryant@mjmmg.com
www.mjmmg.com
Direct 415.684-9888
T 415.477-2600, Ext 112  F 415.477-2604   
  
  Turning Public Space into Community Value
 


MJM is devoted to the conservation of resources.  Please think before you print.


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org]
Sent: Friday, April 25, 2014 9:46 AM
To: Mary McCue
Cc: Hussain, Lila (OCII); Andrew Bryant; Nicole Agbayani
Subject: RE: Meeting with Nicole Tuesday 10-10:40am


Sounds good.  I will be there so we can say hi.  However, the presentation is not going to have a ton of
information, more to get ahead and recognize what is going on since things have been in the news.  We
are also going to have an informational item at the May CAC meeting, which may be a little more
chunky, and allow for more public discussion.  So, if you don't want to head to City Hall on Tuesday,
the CAC on the 8th is an alternative.  Welcome to both.


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco



mailto:ABryant@mjmmg.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:MMcCue@mjmmg.com

mailto:lila.hussain@sfgov.org

mailto:nagbayani@MissionBayParks.org

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org





1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/


-----Original Message-----
From: Mary McCue [mailto:MMcCue@mjmmg.com]
Sent: Friday, April 25, 2014 9:43 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Hussain, Lila (OCII); Andrew Bryant; Nicole Agbayani
Subject: Re: Meeting with Nicole Tuesday 10-10:40am


Hi All
We can do it that way. Nicole and I will be attending the OCII Commission hearing on Tuesday. We are
interested in hearing Tiffany 's presentation on the Warriors .


Thank you,
Mary McCue
President & CEO
MJM Management Group
www.mjmmg.com


Sent from my iPhone


> On Apr 25, 2014, at 9:32 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:
>
> Lila - sorry, I had to schedule another meeting for that time.  Since I am starting to run out of time
before heading out next Wednesday, I would suggest that you all just add some time before/after the
Wednesday park community meeting (if you are all going to be there).  I won't be able to attend, but
can meet with Nicole when I return mid-May. Thanks
>
> Catherine Reilly
> Project Manager
> Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
>   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
> 1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
> San Francisco, CA 94103
> 415-749-2516 (direct)
> http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
>
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
> Sent: Friday, April 25, 2014 9:31 AM
> To: Andrew Bryant
> Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); 'Mary McCue'
> Subject: Meeting with Nicole Tuesday 10-10:40am
>
> Hi Andrew,
>
> Just wanted to confirm that Catherine and I can meet at OCII offices from -10:10:40am on Tuesday
April 29th.  Please confirm. 
>
>
> Lila Hussain
> Assistant Project Manager
> Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure One South Van Ness, 5th Floor San Francisco, CA
94103
> Phone: 415-749-2431



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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> Email: lila.hussain@sfgov.org
>
>
>
>
>








From: Immanuel Bereket
To: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: Fwd: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
Date: Thursday, May 29, 2014 10:40:12 AM


---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) <brett.bollinger@sfgov.org>
Date: Thu, May 29, 2014 at 8:00 AM
Subject: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
To: "Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com)" <CMiller@stradasf.com>, "Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com)" <kaufhauser@warriors.com>, "David Kelly
(dkelly@warriors.com)" <dkelly@warriors.com>, "David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com)" <david.carlock@machetegroup.com>,
"Murphy, Mary G. (MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com)" <MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com>,
"nsekhri@gibsondunn.com" <nsekhri@gibsondunn.com>, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>, "Immanuel.Bereket@gmail.com"
<Immanuel.Bereket@gmail.com>, "Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)"
<viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org>, "Kern, Chris (CPC)" <chris.kern@sfgov.org>, "Paul
Mitchell (pmitchell@esassoc.com)" <pmitchell@esassoc.com>, "Joyce Hsiao
(joyce@orionenvironment.com)" <joyce@orionenvironment.com>, "José I. Farrán
(jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com)" <jifarran@adavantconsulting.com>, "Luba C.
Wyznyckyj (lubaw@lcwconsulting.com)" <lubaw@lcwconsulting.com>, "Matz,
Jennifer (MYR)" <jennifer.matz@sfgov.org>


Use the link below to select the day and time of the week that works best with your
schedule. Ignore the specific dates listed since the goal is to find a weekly day and
time to meet.


 


http://doodle.com/54gfh5g3sz8akfck
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From: Liz Brisson
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: Re: RE: GSW CEQA: trip distribution by time of day
Date: Friday, March 28, 2014 8:35:43 AM


hi viktoriya, luba and jose's comments make sense to me, and i think jose is correct
that there must have been some error in the Time of Day factor Arup used as there
are people arriving and departing at unintuitive times. I will have a new version that
addresses these in about 2 weeks, along with an annotated spreadsheet that
explains the Time of Day distribution assumption/methodology so that Jose and Luba
can vet before we share another version end of April. Thank - hope TEP stuff is going
ok! -Liz


On Thu, Mar 27, 2014 at 7:54 AM, Wise, Viktoriya (CPC) <viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org>
wrote:


---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: =?ISO-8859-1?Q?Jos=E9_I=2E_Farr=E1n?=
<jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com>
Date: Mar 27, 2014 3:44 AM
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA: trip distribution by time of day
To: "Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)" <viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org>, "Bollinger, Brett (CPC)"
<brett.bollinger@sfgov.org>
Cc: "lubaw@lcwconsulting.com" <lubaw@lcwconsulting.com>


Viktoriya/Brett – I am responding now as I did not have a chance to see the charts on my phone
earlier.  To expand upon Luba’s comments:


 


-        The Giants games seems to be front and center in this presentation.  On the other hand, it was
my understanding that the data I provided to SFCTA for a Giants game was going to be used as
an overlay in the model for some of the scenarios SFCTA was planning to evaluate, similar to the
EIR, where we have some scenarios with a concurrent Giants game but most of them do not.  I
stand behind the use of the Giants estimates for such a background evaluation but SFCTA should
keep in mind that the Giants estimates have not been fully vetted or validated at the same level as
the Warriors arena.


 


-        In addition, something is wrong with the charts (see attached).  It looks as if there are many
people arriving/departing hours after or before the expected times.


 


-        As Luba suggested, it will be very useful if SFCTA would prepare a summary table indicating
the arrivals/departures during the 3 EIR analysis periods (peak hour of 4-6, peak hour of 7-9, and
peak hour of 9-11) using their model and place them side-by-side with the estimates shown in the
travel demand memo.  This can be used as a double check and will make it easier to compare
results from the two models.
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_______________________________________________________


José I. Farrán, P.E.


  Adavant


         Consulting


200 Francisco St.,  2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133


office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412


jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com


www.AdavantConsulting.com


 


 


From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com [mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 26, 2014 10:45 AM
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Jose I. Farran (jifarran@adavantconsulting.com); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: Re: GSW CEQA: trip distribution by time of day


 


Questions related to the charts.


 


1. What is the Waterfront defined as? It would be good for us to have the land
uses associated with the existing, 2020 and 2040 conditions.


2. What is meant by "Events"? A basketball game plus all the other land uses?
Perhaps a better title?


3. Need better reference to the information provided by Adavant Consulting.
They have the travel demand memo, which included peak hour trips for our
analysis time periods, plus temporal inbound and outbound distribution
percentages for a basketball game. We did not provide them with temporal
inbound and outbound distribution percentages for the other land uses.


Also Jose gave them Giants hourly trips for the same analysis time periods as the
project.


4. The Giants trips were just for the analysis hours.  How did they develop the
distribution in the charts?  Have they checked this against any information or
with the Giants? If the ballpark has more seats than the arena, shouldn't the trips
to and from the ballpark be greater than the arena?  


5. I don't really understand how they got to the event center numbers in the
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charts, and they don't look right to me.  Seems like they have more people
arriving and departing than what can fit into the arena.  I would like to see how
the Event Center trips add up to what is in our travel demand memo. Could they
provide us with the specific numbers of trips that they incorporated into the chart
so that we can review and compare to our memorandum. 


 


 


Luba C. Wyznyckyj, AICP


LCW Consulting


3990 20th Street


San Francisco, CA 94114


(t) 415-252-7255


(c) 415-385-7031


 


 


On Mar 26, 2014, at 9:11 AM, Wise, Viktoriya (CPC) wrote:


SFCTA is preparing trip distribution graphics by time of day (see
attached preliminary graphics and Liz Brisson’s email below). 


Liz’s email:  We are working on an updated trip distribution by time
of day chart that will reflect all trips "passing through" the
Waterfront area of focus, instead of just those going to/from that
were represented in the draft version of the chart that i shared last
week (attached here for reference, but was not shared publicly). We
need to do additional processing of model output to pull this
together, so it may be 2 weeks until you see a draft, but it should
be ready for our April 30 subcommittee meeting. I know last week
Dianne had has some concern about representing the trips outside
of the peak hours since those aren't being looked at in the EIR, and
wanted Viktoriya to weigh in, so this may be a good place to
discuss.
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Given the graphics, I don’t think this presents a problem for our EIR
analysis since we are layering the later arrivals on top of the peak
hour but let me know if you disagree (by noon today J ). 


 


 


Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning


 


Planning Department¦City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049¦Fax: 415-558-6409


Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org


Web: www.sfplanning.org
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-- 
Liz Brisson
Senior Transportation Planner
San Francisco County Transportation Authority
1455 Market Street, 22nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
415-522-4838
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From: Beaupre, David (PRT)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Mission Bay Art
Date: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 2:09:57 PM


This Friday, have you talked to Tiffany on who is going to run the actual process for you, I think the
Port part is pretty easy.
 
Thank you,
 
David Beaupre
Port of San Francisco
Pier 1
San Francisco CA 94111
415-274-0539
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Sunday, May 25, 2014 4:02 PM
To: Beaupre, David (PRT)
Subject: RE: Mission Bay Art
 
David – when would be a good time early the first week in June or late this coming week for you and
me to talk on the phone on a plan of action to then run up the chain?  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Beaupre, David (PRT) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 10:26 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Mission Bay Art
 
Can we set a time for just you and I to discuss this tomorrow, maybe 11? Next Thursday at 1 works,
but only if at the Port and can only be an hour, otherwise I could do it anytime in the AM
 
Thank you,
 
David Beaupre
Port of San Francisco
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Planning and Development
415-274-0539
Fax 415-732-0409
sfport.com
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 10:21 AM
To: Beaupre, David (PRT)
Subject: RE: Mission Bay Art
 
Glad to have you on board. Lets chat and if you are available next thrusday at 1 for a meeting
with the warriors would be good. Also want to have you, me and jill chat before then to be
on the same page.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Beaupre, David (PRT)"
Date:05/15/2014 9:34 AM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" ,"Hodapp, Dan (PRT)"
Subject: RE: Mission Bay Art
 
Dan,
 
I will follow up on this, I have been in conversation with Catherine and others on this for a while
 
Thank you,
 
David Beaupre
Port of San Francisco
Planning and Development
415-274-0539
Fax 415-732-0409
sfport.com
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 8:16 AM
To: Beaupre, David (PRT); Hodapp, Dan (PRT)
Subject: Mission Bay Art
 
Hi, David and Dan – I was wondering if we could chat briefly on art in Mission Bay.  Dan may have
already received a call from Jill at the Arts Commission regarding this.  Basically, we are getting
ready to start the MB Public Art program (this was pre-Warriors), and the Warriors also have
questions on how the art program would work, specifically on Park P22.  So, it would be good to
touch base on how the Port wants the arts program to work on Port property.  I have attached the







MOU we have with the Arts Commission as a starting base for what the current agreements are, but
they are pretty general and do not get into the specifics about how it would actually work.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Van de Water, Adam
To: Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin; Rich, Ken; Taupier, Anne
Cc: Liz Brisson; Elizabeth Sall; Wise, Viktoriya
Subject: Fwd: NBA Parking Space Comps.pdf
Date: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 7:19:17 PM
Attachments: NBA Parking Space Comps.pdf


ATT00001.htm


With Madison Square Garden.


Adam Van de Water
Project Manager
Office of Economic and Workforce Development 
City and County of San Francisco
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102
415.554.6625


Begin forwarded message:


From: Clarke Miller <CMiller@stradasf.com>
Date: January 22, 2014 at 6:24:53 PM PST
To: Adam Van de Water <adam.vandewater@sfgov.org>
Subject: NBA Parking Space Comps.pdf


Adam,
Updated version with MSG note added. 
Thanks,
Clarke
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NBA	  Arena	  Parking	  Space	  Comps



Venue	  (Team) Year	  Open
Total	  Parking	  



Spaces



Spaces	  Reserved	  for	  
Premium	  Seat	  
Holders	  [1]



%	  Spaces	  Reserved	  
for	  Premium	  Seat	  



Holders



Air	  Canada	  Centre	  (Raptors) 1999 209 93 44%
American	  Airlines	  Arena	  (Heat) 1999 1,450 1,050 72%
American	  Airlines	  Center	  (Mavericks) 2001 5,000 4,000 80%
Amway	  Center	  (Magic) 2010 1,310 964 74%
AT&T	  Center	  (Spurs) 2002 7,665 1,423 19%
Bankers	  Life	  Fieldhouse	  (Pacers) 1999 2,200 1,400 64%
Barclays	  Center	  (Nets) 2012 541 541 100%
BMO	  Harris	  Bradley	  Center	  (Bucks) 1988 848 n/a n/a
Chesapeake	  Energy	  Arena	  (Thunder) 2002 2,250 1,800 80%
Energy	  Solutions	  Arena	  (Jazz) 1991 1,500 n/a n/a
FedExForum	  (Grizzlies) 2004 1439 436 30%
Madison	  Square	  Garden	  (Knicks) 1968 -‐ -‐ n/a
Moda	  Center	  (Blazers) 1995 2,680 900 34%
New	  Orleans	  Arena	  (Pelicans) 1999 5,029 2,948 59%
Oracle	  Arena	  (Warriors) 1966 9,500 2,500 26%
Pepsi	  Center	  (Nuggets) 1999 5,311 1,814 34%
Phillips	  Arena	  (Hawks) 1999 2463 365 15%
Quicken	  Loans	  Arena	  (Cavaliers) 1994 2,200 750 34%
Sleep	  Train	  Arena	  (Kings) 1988 9,000 2,000 22%
Staples	  Center	  (Clippers/Lakers) 1999 3,300 1,900 58%
Target	  Center	  (Timberwolves) 1990 3,400 1,600 47%
TD	  Bank	  Garden	  (Celtics) 1995 1,150 460 40%
The	  Palace	  at	  Auburn	  Hills	  (Pistons) 1988 8800 2000 23%
Time	  Warner	  Cable	  Arena	  (Hornets) 2005 1,200 1,200 100%
Toyota	  Center	  (Rockets) 2003 2,400 1,950 81%
United	  Center	  (Bulls) 1994 6,000 2,350 39%
US	  Airways	  Center 1992 2150 700 33%
Verizon	  Center	  (Wizards) 1997 500 450 90%
Wells	  Fargo	  Center	  (76ers) 1996 6,000 806 13%



Average 3,411 1,400 41%



[1]	  Excludes	  spaces	  reserved	  for	  players	  and	  team	  executives	  (typically	  50	  to	  100	  spaces).

















Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group








From: Bridges, George (OCII)
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David Carlock


(david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
Date: Monday, May 19, 2014 9:18:01 AM


Clarke


Yes.  Let's plan to meet at 3:30.


George


> On May 18, 2014, at 3:20 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
>
> George,
> We apologize, but we had a conflict arise on our end at 2pm tomorrow. Are you available instead
later in the afternoon around 3:30 or 4pm?
> Thanks,
> Clarke
>
> Clarke Miller
> Strada Investment Group
>
>> On May 16, 2014, at 2:57 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
>>
>> George,
>> Monday at 2pm works for us. Would you like to meet at your office again? We'll send the revised
RFQ in advance of the meeting.
>> Thanks,
>> Clarke
>>
>> -----Original Message-----
>> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
>> Sent: Friday, May 16, 2014 8:54 AM
>> To: Clarke Miller
>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
>> Subject: Re: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>
>> Clarke
>>
>> How does Monday or Wednesday at 2pm work for you? 
>>
>> George
>>
>>> On May 16, 2014, at 8:14 AM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
>>>
>>> George,
>>> Thanks for the suggested revisions and the additional information. We're working on a revised
RFQ right now.
>>> David Carlock will be out of town Tuesday, and he'd like to attend the follow-up meeting. Are you
available either Monday afternoon or Wednesday?
>>> Thanks,
>>> Clarke
>>>
>>> -----Original Message-----
>>> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
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>>> Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 5:18 PM
>>> To: Clarke Miller
>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
>>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>
>>> Clarke/Kate
>>>
>>> Thank you for meeting with us today to further discuss the RFQ for the Warriors' Arena.
>>>
>>> Since Ray and I will be in the financial district on Tuesday morning, I thought it might be
convenient for you if we meet at your office around 11am.  Will this time/day work for you?
>>>
>>> Please find the most recent edits in the attached RFQ and a copy of the OCA form.  The
information on this form should be completed so that when the RFQ is ready for release, Ferry Lo in our
office is able to post the RFQ on the OCII and City's websites.
>>>
>>> To search for certified firms in order to send the RFQ, please visit the following websites:
>>>
>>> Agency-certified SBEs: http://www.iucp.com/Default.aspx?agency=SFRA
>>>
>>> San Francisco-certified LBEs:  http://mission.sfgov.org/hrc_certification/SEARCH.aspx
>>>
>>> Please let me know if you have any other questions or concerns.
>>>
>>> George
>>> -----Original Message-----
>>> From: Bridges, George (OCII)
>>> Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 3:26 PM
>>> To: 'Clarke Miller'
>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout
>>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>
>>> Clarke
>>>
>>> Thank you for providing the information prior to the meeting. 
>>>
>>> Please find my edits to the draft RFP for your review.
>>>
>>> See you tomorrow!
>>>
>>> George 
>>>
>>> -----Original Message-----
>>> From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
>>> Sent: Tuesday, May 13, 2014 10:10 PM
>>> To: Bridges, George (OCII)
>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout
>>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>
>>> George,
>>> As promised in advance of our Thursday 9am meeting, please see attached our draft RFQ for your
review and comments. In the draft RFQ, we've highlighted a number of items that are either pending
further information on our side or for which we have questions for you. In addition, please see the
attached A&E fee breakdown by percentage. As mentioned below, we don't yet have actual fee $$ for
the new site, so these are %'s based off the contracted work for Piers 30-32.
>>> We look forward to discussing these on Thursday.
>>> Thanks,



http://www.iucp.com/Default.aspx?agency=SFRA

http://mission.sfgov.org/hrc_certification/SEARCH.aspx

mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com





>>> Clarke
>>>
>>>
>>> -----Original Message-----
>>> From: Clarke Miller
>>> Sent: Thursday, May 08, 2014 2:20 PM
>>> To: 'Bridges, George (OCII)'
>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Jeff Rock; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa
(bdraa@warriors.com); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
>>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>
>>> George,
>>>
>>> An hour should be fine to cover the agenda items (i.e., comments to draft RFQ, possible
disciplines for SBE full responsibility, and relative fee contributions to overall A&E budget). As for the
budget, we'll share with you a breakdown of each consultant by %, however the total dollar amount
isn't very relevant right now because what we have only pertains to our prior site at Piers 30-32. We'll
send both the % budget breakdown and the draft RFQ to you early next week.
>>>
>>> We'll plan to meet you on the 15th at 9am at 1 SVN, 5th floor.
>>>
>>> Thanks,
>>> Clarke
>>>
>>> -----Original Message-----
>>> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
>>> Sent: Thursday, May 08, 2014 1:53 PM
>>> To: Clarke Miller
>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Jeff Rock; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa
(bdraa@warriors.com); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
>>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>
>>> Clarke
>>>
>>> Ray and I are available next Thursday from 9am - 10am.  Unfortunately, I have an all-staff
meeting that begins at 10am.  Do you think an hour will be enough time?  If not, we are available to
begin at 8:30am, ok?
>>>
>>> Thank you for planning to send a draft version of the RFQ prior to the meeting. 
>>>
>>> It would also be helpful to us if we could review the budgets for the various disciplines prior to
the meeting. 
>>>
>>> I look forward to meeting with the team next week.
>>>
>>> George
>>>
>>> -----Original Message-----
>>> From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
>>> Sent: Wednesday, May 07, 2014 3:51 PM
>>> To: Bridges, George (OCII)
>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Jeff Rock; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa
(bdraa@warriors.com); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
>>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>
>>> George,
>>>
>>> We'd like to meet with you again next week to discuss our draft RFQ (which we'll send to you in
advance), as well as our preliminary thoughts about certain disciplines which may be well-suited for full
SBE participation.



mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org

mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com





>>>
>>> Does Thursday, May 15 between 9am - 1pm work for you for an hour-long meeting?
>>>
>>> Thanks,
>>> Clarke
>>>
>>>
>>> -----Original Message-----
>>> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
>>> Sent: Monday, May 05, 2014 9:33 AM
>>> To: Clarke Miller
>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Jeff Rock; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa
(bdraa@warriors.com); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
>>> Subject: FW: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>
>>> Clarke
>>>
>>> I appreciate your message.
>>>
>>> Please find the word version of the RFQ with some quick changes to the language related to the
SBE Program.
>>>
>>> This is only to serve as an example of an RFQs previously released.  Feel free to make the
necessary changes as you see fit.
>>>
>>> George
>>
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Beaupre, David (PRT)
Subject: RE: Mission Bay Art
Date: Sunday, May 25, 2014 4:02:00 PM


David – when would be a good time early the first week in June or late this coming week for you and
me to talk on the phone on a plan of action to then run up the chain?  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Beaupre, David (PRT) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 10:26 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Mission Bay Art
 
Can we set a time for just you and I to discuss this tomorrow, maybe 11? Next Thursday at 1 works,
but only if at the Port and can only be an hour, otherwise I could do it anytime in the AM
 
Thank you,
 
David Beaupre
Port of San Francisco
Planning and Development
415-274-0539
Fax 415-732-0409
sfport.com
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 10:21 AM
To: Beaupre, David (PRT)
Subject: RE: Mission Bay Art
 
Glad to have you on board. Lets chat and if you are available next thrusday at 1 for a meeting
with the warriors would be good. Also want to have you, me and jill chat before then to be
on the same page.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone
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-------- Original message --------
From: "Beaupre, David (PRT)"
Date:05/15/2014 9:34 AM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" ,"Hodapp, Dan (PRT)"
Subject: RE: Mission Bay Art
 
Dan,
 
I will follow up on this, I have been in conversation with Catherine and others on this for a while
 
Thank you,
 
David Beaupre
Port of San Francisco
Planning and Development
415-274-0539
Fax 415-732-0409
sfport.com
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 8:16 AM
To: Beaupre, David (PRT); Hodapp, Dan (PRT)
Subject: Mission Bay Art
 
Hi, David and Dan – I was wondering if we could chat briefly on art in Mission Bay.  Dan may have
already received a call from Jill at the Arts Commission regarding this.  Basically, we are getting
ready to start the MB Public Art program (this was pre-Warriors), and the Warriors also have
questions on how the art program would work, specifically on Park P22.  So, it would be good to
touch base on how the Port wants the arts program to work on Port property.  I have attached the
MOU we have with the Arts Commission as a starting base for what the current agreements are, but
they are pretty general and do not get into the specifics about how it would actually work.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: Fwd: Next Tuesday, 5/27, 11am GSW Meeting
Date: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 8:31:27 AM


Hi all,


First, I am going to be calling in to the GSW meeting today. Second, let's pull
tougher an agenda for the meeting. Phillip, once we decide on the substance of the
agenda, can you write it up and email it to folks? 


According to Adam, DPW is coming to the meeting to give us all an overview of
infrastructure in the pipeline; a posse of folks are coming from SFMTA. (See below.)
I assume you're on board with this, Catherine, but I wasn't in the loop in planning
this presentation. Two concerns 1) is DPW the right entity to be updating the city
team or should we have included Seth? 2) I don't know what are departmental
expectations are around billing for time and I don't want hordes of people coming to
meetings like this and then billing the project. (We should discuss billing and GSW
project team members at some point very soon.) 


Do you have other items you'd like to discuss with the group today? Do you know
how long DPW plans to present? In general, I think we should consider moving this
meeting to every other week as I do not think there is currently enough happening
to warrant this citywide group meeting weekly. Thoughts? 


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Van de Water, Adam (MYR)" <adam.vandewater@sfgov.org>
Date: May 22, 2014 at 12:19:37 PM PDT
To: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)" <jennifer.matz@sfgov.org>
Cc: "Gavin, John (MYR)" <john.gavin@sfgov.org>
Subject: RE: Next Tuesday, 5/27, 11am GSW Meeting


OK, Tuesday next week is a chance to give us the 101 on MB infrastructure.  Barbara
and Don process FOCIL’s permits for all horizontal improvements.  This meeting is one
time and to bring everyone up to speed on who is doing what and when in MB
(separate sewer and water, street alignment, subdivision mapping, etc).  Agree: no
need to have more meetings with more people for meeting’s sake. 
 
They do NOT need to be part of our regular weekly which can continue as planned
when we have the content to do so.  Until then should we make the City internal bi-
weekly at least until we need to meet more often?  Seems better than cancelling most
weeks.  We can still do the week ahead with the three of us.  I just can’t do tomorrow
as you seem to pick the only days I’m OUT of the office to be IN the office.  Hope to
see you next week.  
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A
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2014 11:46 AM
To: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Cc: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: Re: Next Tuesday, 5/27, 11am GSW Meeting
 
I'm totally confused, guys. Mission Bay infrastructure is built by Focil, not the City. 
 
I want to call on city folks as needed and not have large standing group to manage. 
 
What is DPW building in Mission Bay? 
 
I know I've been out a bunch but let's get on the same page about the structure of the
standing meeting and whose on the project team. I need to be part of that
conversation as don't see an ongoing role for DPW. 


On May 22, 2014, at 2:11 PM, "Van de Water, Adam (MYR)"
<adam.vandewater@sfgov.org> wrote:


Yes to all the below.  Barbara and Don presenting.  They have been
invited to join the weekly mtgs ongoing but this expanded MTA group is
one time only.


Adam Van de Water
Project Manager
Office of Economic and Workforce Development 
City and County of San Francisco
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102
415.554.6625
 


On May 22, 2014, at 10:54 AM, "Gavin, John (MYR)"
<john.gavin@sfgov.org> wrote:


I have a check-in call with Catherine tomorrow.  We are
going to be discussing the city folks who will continue on
with the new partnership with OCII.  This might be a good
opportunity to communicate with her how to best manage
other city staff’s roles/expectations moving forward.  Adam,
when you have a moment today, let’s discuss.  Perhaps our
weekly internal can be trimmed down, and we can add folks
on if/when needed depending on the agenda?
 
For Tuesday, I believe both Barbara Moy and Don Miller will
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be talking about the planned infrastructure.


From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR) 
Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2014 8:55 AM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: Re: Next Tuesday, 5/27, 11am GSW Meeting
 
Our weekly City internal.  OCII and MTA want to hear from
the MB Task Force about planned infrastructure already in
the pipeline.  Shouldn't be about big dreams.  


Adam Van de Water
Project Manager
Office of Economic and Workforce Development 
City and County of San Francisco
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102
415.554.6625
 


On May 22, 2014, at 6:18 AM, "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)"
<jennifer.matz@sfgov.org> wrote:


I'm a little confused by this. What regularly
cancelled meeting are you referring to? We
need to be careful. This project isn't an
opportunity for muni to dream big dreams. I'd
like to understand more about the proposed
agenda and from Ken how Muni was involved
in the hospital negotiations. 


On May 21, 2014, at 8:22 PM, "Van de Water,
Adam (MYR)" <adam.vandewater@sfgov.org>
wrote:


In place of our regularly cancelled
weekly City internal meetings we
wanted to get SFMTA, OCII and
the MB TF together to talk
planned infrastructure.  MTA of
course would like to bring a
harem of colleagues.  Do you
anticipate other agenda items
such that we need to combine
two different meetings?


Adam Van de Water
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Project Manager
Office of Economic and Workforce
Development 
City and County of San Francisco
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102
415.554.6625
 


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Miller, Erin"
<Erin.Miller@sfmta.com
>
Date: May 21, 2014
at 4:17:19 PM PDT
To: "Van de Water,
Adam"
<Adam.VandeWater@sfgov.org
>, "Reilly, Catherine"
<Catherine.Reilly@sfgov.org
>
Subject: Next
Tuesday, 5/27,
11am GSW Meeting


I have a room on the


8th floor reserved for
the meeting next
week, and I have
invited a few key
MTA staff who I
think will be
interested in and
valuable to the
discussion regarding
Mission Bay
infrastructure. 
 
Adam, as this is the
re-start of the GSW
meetings, I assume
there may be other
items on the Agenda
that may be less
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pertinent to folks in
my agency.  Do you
think we could
develop a draft
agenda to allow me
to give folks an idea
of their real need to
be there?  Maybe
presentation at the
beginning, and
regular business at
the end after we
dismiss visitors?
 
Thanks,
 
Erin E. Miller
Project Manager
Waterfront
Transportation
Assessment
 
Urban Planning
Initiatives, Sustainable
Streets
SFMTA|Municipal
Transportation Agency
One South Van Ness
Avenue, 7th Floor
San Francisco, CA 
94103
 
415.701.5490 (o)
415.971.7429 (m)
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From: Bridges, George (OCII)
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David Carlock


(david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
Date: Monday, May 19, 2014 9:16:49 AM


> On May 18, 2014, at 3:20 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
>
> George,
> We apologize, but we had a conflict arise on our end at 2pm tomorrow. Are you available instead
later in the afternoon around 3:30 or 4pm?
> Thanks,
> Clarke
>
> Clarke Miller
> Strada Investment Group
>
>> On May 16, 2014, at 2:57 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
>>
>> George,
>> Monday at 2pm works for us. Would you like to meet at your office again? We'll send the revised
RFQ in advance of the meeting.
>> Thanks,
>> Clarke
>>
>> -----Original Message-----
>> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
>> Sent: Friday, May 16, 2014 8:54 AM
>> To: Clarke Miller
>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
>> Subject: Re: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>
>> Clarke
>>
>> How does Monday or Wednesday at 2pm work for you? 
>>
>> George
>>
>>> On May 16, 2014, at 8:14 AM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
>>>
>>> George,
>>> Thanks for the suggested revisions and the additional information. We're working on a revised
RFQ right now.
>>> David Carlock will be out of town Tuesday, and he'd like to attend the follow-up meeting. Are you
available either Monday afternoon or Wednesday?
>>> Thanks,
>>> Clarke
>>>
>>> -----Original Message-----
>>> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
>>> Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 5:18 PM
>>> To: Clarke Miller
>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=63619A8633694C4CA65780EA3C9899D6-GEORGE BRIDGES

mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com

mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com

mailto:raymond.c.lee@sfgov.org

mailto:bdraa@warriors.com

mailto:david.carlock@machetegroup.com

mailto:david.carlock@machetegroup.com

mailto:jblout@stradasf.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org

mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org





>>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>
>>> Clarke/Kate
>>>
>>> Thank you for meeting with us today to further discuss the RFQ for the Warriors' Arena.
>>>
>>> Since Ray and I will be in the financial district on Tuesday morning, I thought it might be
convenient for you if we meet at your office around 11am.  Will this time/day work for you?
>>>
>>> Please find the most recent edits in the attached RFQ and a copy of the OCA form.  The
information on this form should be completed so that when the RFQ is ready for release, Ferry Lo in our
office is able to post the RFQ on the OCII and City's websites.
>>>
>>> To search for certified firms in order to send the RFQ, please visit the following websites:
>>>
>>> Agency-certified SBEs: http://www.iucp.com/Default.aspx?agency=SFRA
>>>
>>> San Francisco-certified LBEs:  http://mission.sfgov.org/hrc_certification/SEARCH.aspx
>>>
>>> Please let me know if you have any other questions or concerns.
>>>
>>> George
>>> -----Original Message-----
>>> From: Bridges, George (OCII)
>>> Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 3:26 PM
>>> To: 'Clarke Miller'
>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout
>>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>
>>> Clarke
>>>
>>> Thank you for providing the information prior to the meeting. 
>>>
>>> Please find my edits to the draft RFP for your review.
>>>
>>> See you tomorrow!
>>>
>>> George 
>>>
>>> -----Original Message-----
>>> From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
>>> Sent: Tuesday, May 13, 2014 10:10 PM
>>> To: Bridges, George (OCII)
>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout
>>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>
>>> George,
>>> As promised in advance of our Thursday 9am meeting, please see attached our draft RFQ for your
review and comments. In the draft RFQ, we've highlighted a number of items that are either pending
further information on our side or for which we have questions for you. In addition, please see the
attached A&E fee breakdown by percentage. As mentioned below, we don't yet have actual fee $$ for
the new site, so these are %'s based off the contracted work for Piers 30-32.
>>> We look forward to discussing these on Thursday.
>>> Thanks,
>>> Clarke
>>>
>>>
>>> -----Original Message-----
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>>> From: Clarke Miller
>>> Sent: Thursday, May 08, 2014 2:20 PM
>>> To: 'Bridges, George (OCII)'
>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Jeff Rock; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa
(bdraa@warriors.com); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
>>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>
>>> George,
>>>
>>> An hour should be fine to cover the agenda items (i.e., comments to draft RFQ, possible
disciplines for SBE full responsibility, and relative fee contributions to overall A&E budget). As for the
budget, we'll share with you a breakdown of each consultant by %, however the total dollar amount
isn't very relevant right now because what we have only pertains to our prior site at Piers 30-32. We'll
send both the % budget breakdown and the draft RFQ to you early next week.
>>>
>>> We'll plan to meet you on the 15th at 9am at 1 SVN, 5th floor.
>>>
>>> Thanks,
>>> Clarke
>>>
>>> -----Original Message-----
>>> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
>>> Sent: Thursday, May 08, 2014 1:53 PM
>>> To: Clarke Miller
>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Jeff Rock; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa
(bdraa@warriors.com); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
>>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>
>>> Clarke
>>>
>>> Ray and I are available next Thursday from 9am - 10am.  Unfortunately, I have an all-staff
meeting that begins at 10am.  Do you think an hour will be enough time?  If not, we are available to
begin at 8:30am, ok?
>>>
>>> Thank you for planning to send a draft version of the RFQ prior to the meeting. 
>>>
>>> It would also be helpful to us if we could review the budgets for the various disciplines prior to
the meeting. 
>>>
>>> I look forward to meeting with the team next week.
>>>
>>> George
>>>
>>> -----Original Message-----
>>> From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
>>> Sent: Wednesday, May 07, 2014 3:51 PM
>>> To: Bridges, George (OCII)
>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Jeff Rock; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa
(bdraa@warriors.com); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
>>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>
>>> George,
>>>
>>> We'd like to meet with you again next week to discuss our draft RFQ (which we'll send to you in
advance), as well as our preliminary thoughts about certain disciplines which may be well-suited for full
SBE participation.
>>>
>>> Does Thursday, May 15 between 9am - 1pm work for you for an hour-long meeting?
>>>
>>> Thanks,
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>>> Clarke
>>>
>>>
>>> -----Original Message-----
>>> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
>>> Sent: Monday, May 05, 2014 9:33 AM
>>> To: Clarke Miller
>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Jeff Rock; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa
(bdraa@warriors.com); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
>>> Subject: FW: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>
>>> Clarke
>>>
>>> I appreciate your message.
>>>
>>> Please find the word version of the RFQ with some quick changes to the language related to the
SBE Program.
>>>
>>> This is only to serve as an example of an RFQs previously released.  Feel free to make the
necessary changes as you see fit.
>>>
>>> George
>>
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Beaupre, David (PRT)
Subject: RE: Mission Bay Art
Date: Thursday, May 15, 2014 2:46:00 PM


11 works for me. 
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Beaupre, David (PRT) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 10:26 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Mission Bay Art
 
Can we set a time for just you and I to discuss this tomorrow, maybe 11? Next Thursday at 1 works,
but only if at the Port and can only be an hour, otherwise I could do it anytime in the AM
 
Thank you,
 
David Beaupre
Port of San Francisco
Planning and Development
415-274-0539
Fax 415-732-0409
sfport.com
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 10:21 AM
To: Beaupre, David (PRT)
Subject: RE: Mission Bay Art
 
Glad to have you on board. Lets chat and if you are available next thrusday at 1 for a meeting
with the warriors would be good. Also want to have you, me and jill chat before then to be
on the same page.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Beaupre, David (PRT)"
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Date:05/15/2014 9:34 AM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" ,"Hodapp, Dan (PRT)"
Subject: RE: Mission Bay Art
 
Dan,
 
I will follow up on this, I have been in conversation with Catherine and others on this for a while
 
Thank you,
 
David Beaupre
Port of San Francisco
Planning and Development
415-274-0539
Fax 415-732-0409
sfport.com
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 8:16 AM
To: Beaupre, David (PRT); Hodapp, Dan (PRT)
Subject: Mission Bay Art
 
Hi, David and Dan – I was wondering if we could chat briefly on art in Mission Bay.  Dan may have
already received a call from Jill at the Arts Commission regarding this.  Basically, we are getting
ready to start the MB Public Art program (this was pre-Warriors), and the Warriors also have
questions on how the art program would work, specifically on Park P22.  So, it would be good to
touch base on how the Port wants the arts program to work on Port property.  I have attached the
MOU we have with the Arts Commission as a starting base for what the current agreements are, but
they are pretty general and do not get into the specifics about how it would actually work.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Fwd: Oakland Tribune Reporter
Date: Monday, May 12, 2014 3:09:55 PM


Hi john,


I am adding Catherine to this email since I am about to head out of town and she is
back.  Thanks for getting the notes, I hope you are not doing a word for word
transcription.


Sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Gavin, John (MYR)" <john.gavin@sfgov.org>
Date: May 12, 2014 at 3:04:42 PM PDT
To: "Hussain, Lila (OCII)" <lila.hussain@sfgov.org>
Subject: RE: Oakland Tribune Reporter


Hi Lila,
 
I ended up not coming into work on Sunday, so I’ve been working on the notes today,
will send them your way by the end of the day... 


On a separate issue, Angela Woodall from the Oakland Tribune left me a voice
message re: the upcoming Bay Planning Coalition Symposium(Friday).
http://bayplanningcoalition.org/dmc/dmc-2014/
 
She's asking about the GSWs decision to move to MB,  if sea level rise had anything to
do with it, and whether the MB site is governed by public lands commission.   I sent
Brad Benson an email letting him know about it, but I figured I’d let you know as well
because the issue might continue to come up.  I’ll let you know if/when Brad connects
with Angela.
 
-John
 


From: Hussain, Lila (OCII) 
Sent: Friday, May 09, 2014 4:44 PM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: notes
 
Oh I didn’t know you recorded it?  I’m working Sunday too!
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Bridges, George (OCII)
Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David Carlock


(david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
Date: Sunday, May 18, 2014 3:30:37 PM


George,
We apologize, but we had a conflict arise on our end at 2pm tomorrow. Are you available instead later
in the afternoon around 3:30 or 4pm?
Thanks,
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


> On May 16, 2014, at 2:57 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
>
> George,
> Monday at 2pm works for us. Would you like to meet at your office again? We'll send the revised
RFQ in advance of the meeting.
> Thanks,
> Clarke
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
> Sent: Friday, May 16, 2014 8:54 AM
> To: Clarke Miller
> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
> Subject: Re: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>
> Clarke
>
> How does Monday or Wednesday at 2pm work for you? 
>
> George
>
>> On May 16, 2014, at 8:14 AM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
>>
>> George,
>> Thanks for the suggested revisions and the additional information. We're working on a revised RFQ
right now.
>> David Carlock will be out of town Tuesday, and he'd like to attend the follow-up meeting. Are you
available either Monday afternoon or Wednesday?
>> Thanks,
>> Clarke
>>
>> -----Original Message-----
>> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
>> Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 5:18 PM
>> To: Clarke Miller
>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>
>> Clarke/Kate
>>
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>> Thank you for meeting with us today to further discuss the RFQ for the Warriors' Arena.
>>
>> Since Ray and I will be in the financial district on Tuesday morning, I thought it might be
convenient for you if we meet at your office around 11am.  Will this time/day work for you?
>>
>> Please find the most recent edits in the attached RFQ and a copy of the OCA form.  The information
on this form should be completed so that when the RFQ is ready for release, Ferry Lo in our office is
able to post the RFQ on the OCII and City's websites.
>>
>> To search for certified firms in order to send the RFQ, please visit the following websites:
>>
>> Agency-certified SBEs: http://www.iucp.com/Default.aspx?agency=SFRA
>>
>> San Francisco-certified LBEs:  http://mission.sfgov.org/hrc_certification/SEARCH.aspx
>>
>> Please let me know if you have any other questions or concerns.
>>
>> George
>> -----Original Message-----
>> From: Bridges, George (OCII)
>> Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 3:26 PM
>> To: 'Clarke Miller'
>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout
>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>
>> Clarke
>>
>> Thank you for providing the information prior to the meeting. 
>>
>> Please find my edits to the draft RFP for your review.
>>
>> See you tomorrow!
>>
>> George 
>>
>> -----Original Message-----
>> From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
>> Sent: Tuesday, May 13, 2014 10:10 PM
>> To: Bridges, George (OCII)
>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout
>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>
>> George,
>> As promised in advance of our Thursday 9am meeting, please see attached our draft RFQ for your
review and comments. In the draft RFQ, we've highlighted a number of items that are either pending
further information on our side or for which we have questions for you. In addition, please see the
attached A&E fee breakdown by percentage. As mentioned below, we don't yet have actual fee $$ for
the new site, so these are %'s based off the contracted work for Piers 30-32.
>> We look forward to discussing these on Thursday.
>> Thanks,
>> Clarke
>>
>>
>> -----Original Message-----
>> From: Clarke Miller
>> Sent: Thursday, May 08, 2014 2:20 PM
>> To: 'Bridges, George (OCII)'
>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Jeff Rock; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com);
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David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>
>> George,
>>
>> An hour should be fine to cover the agenda items (i.e., comments to draft RFQ, possible disciplines
for SBE full responsibility, and relative fee contributions to overall A&E budget). As for the budget, we'll
share with you a breakdown of each consultant by %, however the total dollar amount isn't very
relevant right now because what we have only pertains to our prior site at Piers 30-32. We'll send both
the % budget breakdown and the draft RFQ to you early next week.
>>
>> We'll plan to meet you on the 15th at 9am at 1 SVN, 5th floor.
>>
>> Thanks,
>> Clarke
>>
>> -----Original Message-----
>> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
>> Sent: Thursday, May 08, 2014 1:53 PM
>> To: Clarke Miller
>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Jeff Rock; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com);
David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>
>> Clarke
>>
>> Ray and I are available next Thursday from 9am - 10am.  Unfortunately, I have an all-staff meeting
that begins at 10am.  Do you think an hour will be enough time?  If not, we are available to begin at
8:30am, ok?
>>
>> Thank you for planning to send a draft version of the RFQ prior to the meeting. 
>>
>> It would also be helpful to us if we could review the budgets for the various disciplines prior to the
meeting. 
>>
>> I look forward to meeting with the team next week.
>>
>> George
>>
>> -----Original Message-----
>> From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
>> Sent: Wednesday, May 07, 2014 3:51 PM
>> To: Bridges, George (OCII)
>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Jeff Rock; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com);
David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>
>> George,
>>
>> We'd like to meet with you again next week to discuss our draft RFQ (which we'll send to you in
advance), as well as our preliminary thoughts about certain disciplines which may be well-suited for full
SBE participation.
>>
>> Does Thursday, May 15 between 9am - 1pm work for you for an hour-long meeting?
>>
>> Thanks,
>> Clarke
>>
>>
>> -----Original Message-----
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>> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
>> Sent: Monday, May 05, 2014 9:33 AM
>> To: Clarke Miller
>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Jeff Rock; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com);
David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
>> Subject: FW: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>
>> Clarke
>>
>> I appreciate your message.
>>
>> Please find the word version of the RFQ with some quick changes to the language related to the
SBE Program.
>>
>> This is only to serve as an example of an RFQs previously released.  Feel free to make the
necessary changes as you see fit.
>>
>> George
>
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From: Beaupre, David (PRT)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Mission Bay Art
Date: Thursday, May 15, 2014 10:26:22 AM


Can we set a time for just you and I to discuss this tomorrow, maybe 11? Next Thursday at 1 works,
but only if at the Port and can only be an hour, otherwise I could do it anytime in the AM
 
Thank you,
 
David Beaupre
Port of San Francisco
Planning and Development
415-274-0539
Fax 415-732-0409
sfport.com
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 10:21 AM
To: Beaupre, David (PRT)
Subject: RE: Mission Bay Art
 
Glad to have you on board. Lets chat and if you are available next thrusday at 1 for a meeting
with the warriors would be good. Also want to have you, me and jill chat before then to be
on the same page.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Beaupre, David (PRT)"
Date:05/15/2014 9:34 AM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" ,"Hodapp, Dan (PRT)"
Subject: RE: Mission Bay Art
 
Dan,
 
I will follow up on this, I have been in conversation with Catherine and others on this for a while
 
Thank you,
 
David Beaupre
Port of San Francisco
Planning and Development
415-274-0539
Fax 415-732-0409



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=B996C5CD1CFB488AA414560110BC9806-DAVID BEAUPRE
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sfport.com
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 8:16 AM
To: Beaupre, David (PRT); Hodapp, Dan (PRT)
Subject: Mission Bay Art
 
Hi, David and Dan – I was wondering if we could chat briefly on art in Mission Bay.  Dan may have
already received a call from Jill at the Arts Commission regarding this.  Basically, we are getting
ready to start the MB Public Art program (this was pre-Warriors), and the Warriors also have
questions on how the art program would work, specifically on Park P22.  So, it would be good to
touch base on how the Port wants the arts program to work on Port property.  I have attached the
MOU we have with the Arts Commission as a starting base for what the current agreements are, but
they are pretty general and do not get into the specifics about how it would actually work.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Luba Wyznyckyj
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: Fwd: RFQ: Design, Engineering, & Consulting Services for the Golden State Warriors Arena Site Development
Date: Wednesday, May 28, 2014 7:19:41 AM
Attachments: RFQ_GSW_SF_Arena_Design-Engineering-Consulting.pdf


ATT00001.htm


FYI. Not sure you received this.


Begin forwarded message:


From: Contracts <contracts@warriors.com>
Subject: RFQ: Design, Engineering, & Consulting Services for the 
Golden State Warriors Arena Site Development
Date: May 27, 2014 6:33:38 PM PDT
To: Contracts <contracts@warriors.com>


The attached Request for Statements of Interest and Qualifications (RFQ) is issued for 
professional design, engineering, and consulting services by the Golden State Warriors 
development team in connection with the design of its new Multi-Purpose Arena and 
ancillary Office/Retail/Parking development on Blocks 29-32 in Mission Bay, San 
Francisco.
 
Please see attachment for further detail. Small Business Enterprises (SBE) and Local 
Business Enterprises (LBE) are encouraged to respond.



x-msg://263/lubaw@sbcglobal.net

x-msg://263/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=53ddc14b15cb409584d3f7b15453f64a-Viktoriya Wise

x-msg://263/contracts@warriors.com

x-msg://263/contracts@warriors.com
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REQUEST FOR STATEMENTS OF INTEREST AND QUALIFICATIONS 
“DESIGN, ENGINEERING, & CONSULTING SERVICES” 



 
TO:   Prospective Firms 
 
FROM:   GSW Arena LLC (“Owner”) 
 
DATE:   May 27, 2014 
 
SUBJECT:  Golden State Warriors Arena Site Development – Mission Bay 
 
LOCATION:  San Francisco, CA 
 



Introduction 



This Request for Statements of Interest and Qualifications (RFQ) is issued for professional design, engineering, and 
consulting services by Owner in connection with the design of Owner’s new Multi-Purpose Arena and ancillary 
Office/Retail/Parking development on Blocks 29-32 in the Mission Bay South Project Area of San Francisco (the 
“Project”).  
 



FULL OR PARTNERSHIP OPPORTUNITIES FOR THE PROJECT: 
 
Interested firms, particularly Small Business Enterprises (SBE) and Local Business Enterprises (LBE), are encouraged to 
respond with statements of interest and qualifications for a full scope of work for components of the Arena 
development as well as the Project’s Office, Retail, and Parking Structure development for all disciplines listed below:  



 
Consultants of Owner:  



 Archaeology 



 Architect of Record 
(Office/Retail/Parking) 
 



 



 Art Consultant  



 MEP Peer Review 



 Structural Peer Review 



 



 Survey 



 Testing and Inspection 



Subconsultants of Architect of Record:  



 Accessibility 



 Acoustical (Office/Retail) 



 Acoustical/Broadcast/Sound/ 
Audio-Visual/ Access Control 
and Video Surveillance/ 
Data/Telecom/ Structured 
Cabling System (Arena) 



 Acoustical/Audio-Visual/ 
Theatrical Design (Small 
Theater) 



 Architectural Model Making 



 Architectural Rendering 
Production 



 BMCS (Building Controls) 



 Building Enclosure (Curtain 
Wall and Waterproofing) 



 Building Maintenance 



 Code Consultant 



 Code and Wayfinding 
Signage/Environmental 
Graphics Design 



 Data/Telecom (Office) 



 Design Architect 
(Office/Retail) 



 Fire, Life Safety and CFD 
Analysis 



 Food Service/Kitchen 
Equipment Design (Arena) 



 Graphics and Signage 



 Graphic Reproduction 



 Ice Floor Consulting 



 Interiors Architect 
(Office/Retail) 



 Landscape Architect  



 LEED Commissioning 



 Lighting Design  



 MEP Engineering 
(Office/Retail/Parking) 



 Parking Design 



 Pedestrian and Vehicular Legion 
Modeling 



 Risk Assessment  



 Security System Design 



 Seismic Analysis 



 Specialty Lighting (Arena) 



 Structural Engineering 
(Office/Retail/Parking) 



 Sustainability 



 Vertical Transportation 



 Waste Management and 
Recycling 



 Wind Engineering 
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PARTNERSHIP OPPORTUNITIES FOR ARENA PORTION OF PROJECT: 
 
Given the Owner’s extensive design efforts for almost two years at a prior arena site on Piers 30-32, some members 
of the professional team have already been engaged. Specifically, Owner has retained Kendall/Heaton Associates as 
its Architect of Record to coordinate the specialized arena design work on the Project and has engaged Manica 
Architecture (Arena Design Architect) and Craig Dykers of Snøhetta (Senior Design Advisor) to develop the creative 
and programmatic vision for the Project. Due to their arena expertise and/or familiarity with the Project site, the 
Owner also anticipates contracting on arena-specific work with Magnusson Klemencic Associates, Inc. (Structural 
Engineering), BKF Engineering (Civil Engineering), Langan Treadwell Rollo (Geotechnical Engineering), and Smith 
Seckman Reid (MEP). SBE and LBE firms specializing in the disciplines above are strongly encouraged to apply for 
substantial partnerships with the aforementioned consultants. Please note, however, that interested firms are not to 
contact these consultants about partnerships in advance of submitting qualifications or proposals. Partnership 
opportunities will be decided at the sole discretion of the Owner and the Architect of Record. 
 
SBEs and LBEs are encouraged to respond with statements of interest and qualifications to provide services in the 
following arena-specific disciplines which are expected to be necessary as part of the Project’s arena development:    



 
Consultants of Owner:  



 Arena Architect of Record (Kendall/Heaton 
Assoc.) 



 Arena Design Architect (Manica Architecture) 



 



 Arena Interiors Architect (Manica Architecture) 



 Geotechnical Engineering (Langan Treadwell 
Rollo) 



 
Subconsultants of Architect of Record:  



 Civil Engineering (BKF Engineering) 



 Senior Design Advisor (Snøhetta) 



 MEP Engineering – Arena (Smith Seckman 
Reid) 



 Structural Engineering – Arena (Magnusson 
Klemencic Associates, Inc.) 



 



 
 
Further description of each scope of work is included in the attached Exhibit A. 
 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)-certified SBE firms as well as LBE firms certified by the City 
and County of San Francisco are encouraged to apply.  Additional information regarding the SBE certification process 
is outlined below in Section 3. 



 



1. Project Description 



The Project is the development of a new multi-purpose arena for the Golden State Warriors and ancillary 
development (i.e., Office, Retail, Plaza Areas, and Structured Parking) on 12 acres of land referred to as Block 29 – 
32 in Mission Bay, San Francisco. The complex consists of an arena with approximately 18,000-seats, multiple 
Office buildings with ground-floor retail, and open spaces. The project is envisioned to include offices, conference 
space, retail, restaurants, structured parking, public spaces/parks, and other amenities. 



 
Owner and Architect of Record are committed to making a good faith effort to contract with professional services 
consultants certified as small, local, minority- and women-owned businesses. This project has a 50% Small 
Business Enterprise (SBE) participation goal for professional services. More information on the SBE certification 
process can be found in Section 3.  



2. RFQ & Selection Process  
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Key RFQ Dates  
The Owner anticipates a two-part RFP process to accommodate any need for additional services and disciplines 
as the Project progresses. Information on the group anticipated for each discipline is included in the attached 
Exhibit A.  Consultants interested in opportunities for Group 1 and/or Group 2 must submit their qualification 
responses to this RFQ by June 25, 2014 at 5:00 PM. 
 
The selection process schedule is summarized as follows (dates subject to change). 



 
RFQ Issued:       Tuesday May 27, 2014 



Pre-Submittal Conference:      Monday June 9, 2014 at 3:30 PM 



Deadline for Questions & Clarifications on RFQ:  Friday June 13, 2014 by 5:00 PM 



Written Responses to Clarification Requests:  Wednesday June 18, 2014 by 5:00 PM 



RFQ Response Due Date:      Wednesday June 25, 2014 by 5:00 PM 



Proposals Requested from Shortlisted Firms (Group 1):  Anticipated mid-summer 2014 



 (varies depending on discipline) 



Notification of Selections (Group 1):    Between July 2014 and February 2015 



 (varies depending on discipline) 



Proposals Requested from Shortlisted Firms (Group 2):  Anticipated fall 2014      



        (varies depending on discipline) 



Notification of Selections (Group 2):  Between November 2014 and April 2015  



(varies depending on discipline) 



 



Pre-Submittal Conference 



A pre-submittal conference will be held to provide more Project specific information and answer questions about 
the Project on the following date: 



 
Date:    Monday, June 9, 2014 



Time:    3:30 PM 



Location:   The San Francisco Public Library 
100 Larkin Street (at Grove) 
Koret Auditorium, located on the library’s lower level 
Enter 30 Grove Street, proceed down stairs 



 



Note: This is not a library-sponsored program.  Refreshments are not 
permitted in the auditorium. 



 
Clarifications and Interpretations 



All questions and requests for clarification of this RFQ shall be submitted in writing to Contracts@warriors.com. 
All questions and clarifications received prior to June 9, 2014 will be responded to at the Pre-Submittal 
Conference on June 9, 2014 at 3:30 PM. All questions and clarifications received after the Pre-Submittal 
Conference and before the deadline for questions and clarifications on June 13, 2014 will be responded to by 
June 18, 2014 at 5:00 PM. Any clarifications or interpretations that materially affect or change RFQ requirements 
will be distributed by Owner as an addendum.  All such addenda will be posted on the OCII website at 
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/index.aspx?page=127 and will be deemed part of this RFQ.   
 
 





mailto:Contracts@warriors.com
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RFQ Response Submittal 
 
Respondents may submit their Qualifications on the website below after the Pre-Submittal meeting on June 9, 
2014. Submissions will be accepted until 5:00 PM on June 25, 2014. 



 



Beginning of Submissions:  Monday, June 9, 2014 



Close of Submissions:   5:00 PM on Wednesday, June 25, 2014 



Format:    Two-step electronic submittal process 



Step 1: General Information: Fill out form electronically at www.warriors.com/sf/contracts 



Step 2: Attachments: Email attachments as one (1) PDF file to contracts@warriors.com  



 
All responses to this RFQ must be concise and shall be in the form provided on www.warriors.com/sf/contracts 
(consistent with Exhibit B to this document) with all information filled out completely. Each Statement of 
Qualifications shall be no more than 10 pages, including all attachments. For firms submitting for multiple service 
categories, each category can be up to a maximum of 10 pages, including all attachments.  Hard copy or verbal 
responses will not be accepted.  All documents and media will become the property of Owner and will not be 
returned. 



 
Proposal & Selection Process 
The Project team will evaluate all completed, responsive, and qualified submittals.  Evaluations will be based on 
the information provided in conjunction with the Selection Criteria as noted below.  Owner may choose to 
contact previous Clients and Owners, whether listed or otherwise, to verify the experience and performance of 
the prospective consultant, their key personnel, and their sub-consultants. Upon completion of the evaluation, 
Owner and Architect of Record, in conjunction with OCII, will select firms to submit proposals on the Project and 
may request in-person interviews.  For Group 1 disciplines, this process is anticipated to take place between July 
and December of this year. For Group 2 disciplines, this process is anticipated to take place between November 
2014 and April 2015. Exact dates will be provided to selected participants depending on discipline. Following 
receipt of proposals and participation in an interview process (if requested), it is the intent of the Owner and 
Architect of Record to enter into agreements with selected firms between July 2014 and April 2015, depending 
on the discipline and the progress of the Project (identified as Group 1 versus Group 2 in Exhibit A).  Owner and 
Architect of Record reserve the right to accept or reject any and all proposals at their sole discretion. 
 
Participants acknowledge and accept that any costs incurred from their participation in this RFQ shall be at the 
sole risk and responsibility of the participant. 
 
Selection Criteria 
All firms wishing to be considered for selection on the Project must satisfy the following conditions:  



a. Applicable business and professional licenses in good standing;  
b. Insurance in good standing; 
c. Ability to use 2D & 3D modeling software, including AutoCAD, Revit, 3d Studio Max, and Rhino.  All 



construction documents shall be prepared using Revit. 
 
For those firms satisfying the above minimum standards, qualifying firms may be selected to provide proposals 
based upon, but not limited to, the following factors: 



a. Strength of consultant’s qualifications to undertake the subject scope of services (30 pts); 
b. Experience in working with the jurisdictions (including OCII) affecting this project (10 pts); 
c. Individual project team members’ experience with projects of similar size/scope (30 pts); 
d. Professional references from developers, general contractors, and/or architects (10 pts); 
e. Other criteria deemed to be in the best interest of the Project and/or Owner (20 pts). 



3. Office of Community Investment SBE Certification Process 





http://www.warriors.com/sf/contracts
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Small Business Enterprise Goals: Professional Services  
The Project is administered by the OCII.  The former Redevelopment Agency’s Small Business Enterprise (SBE) 
Program is applicable to the Project and there is a 50% SBE participation goal for Professional Services contracts.  First 
consideration will be given in awarding contracts to San Francisco-based SBEs. Non San Francisco-based SBEs should 
be used to satisfy participation goals only if San Francisco-based SBEs are not available, qualified, or if their bids or 
fees are significantly higher than those of non San Francisco-based SBEs.  
 
As of March 2012, OCII no longer directly certifies SBEs; however, firms previously certified as MBE, WBE and SBE 
with the Former Agency will continue to be valid through the expiration date on the certificate (3 years from the date 
of certification).  OCII will honor firms certified with the City and County of San Francisco as a Local Disadvantaged 
Business Enterprises (LBEs) that are consistent with the SBE certification standards.  In order to be recognized as an 
economically disadvantaged SBE, the business must have an average gross receipt income based on the three most 
recent tax returns that does not exceed $2 Million Dollars for Professional Services.   
 
OCII will accept the information on documented small economically disadvantaged business (SBE, MBE and WBE) 
certifications from the following jurisdictions: State of California--Small Business Enterprises (SBE), Federal and any 
other local jurisdiction.  OCII staff will make the final determination on the consistency of the certification standards 
and acceptance or denial of certifications listed above.  
 
For more information on LBE certification with the City and County of San Francisco, please visit the following site:  
http://sfgsa.org/index.aspx?page=5364.  
 
Please contact George Bridges, OCII Senior Contract Compliance Specialist for additional information at 
George.Bridges@sfgov.org.   



 



4. Owner's Reservation of Rights 



The Owner and Architect of Architect reserve the right to divide the Project into multiple parts, to increase or 
decrease scope of services, to reject any and all qualifications without providing any reason for such rejection and re-
solicit for new qualifications, or to reject any and all proposals and temporarily or permanently abandon the Project.  
Neither this RFQ nor subsequent communications during the evaluation process shall be deemed to imply or be part 
of any binding agreement on the part of Owner, its affiliates, any proposer or any of their respective owners, 
employees or representatives. No contract shall be awarded, if at all, unless and until Owner or Architect of Record 
enters into a separate written agreement for such services. Owner has no obligations, whether express or implied, to 
enter into any agreement for such services. 



 



5. No Reimbursement For Costs 



Respondent acknowledges and accepts that any costs incurred from the respondent's participation in this RFQ shall 
be at the sole risk and responsibility of the respondent. 



 



6. No Exclusivity 



Owner and Architect of Record have an interest in seeing that the Project team is ultimately comprised of diverse and 
competent consultants and subcontractors retained in compliance with the Diversity Program. Therefore, for the 
purposes of the RFQ, respondents shall not form contracts with consultants or subcontractors or request or enter 
into exclusive or non‐exclusive arrangements which would preclude them from participating in the Project as part of 
another team. 
  





http://sfgsa.org/index.aspx?page=5364
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Exhibit A 



 
Description of Scopes of Work 



 
Group 1 



 



No. Consultant Scope Contract with 



1 Archaeology  
Evaluate historical objects found during the course of excavation and 
construction. 



Owner 



2 
Arena Architect of 
Record 



Coordinate design work and drawing production for Arena portion of 
project. 



Owner 



3 
Architect of Record 
(Office/Retail/Parking) 



Coordinate design work and drawing production for 
Office/Retail/Parking portions of project. 



Owner 



4 
Arena Design 
Architect  



Arena planning and design Owner 



5 
Arena Interiors 
Architect 



Interior design of arena and amenities Owner 



6 
Geotechnical 
Engineering  



Investigate subsurface conditions and materials; determine the 
relevant physical and environmental properties of these materials; 
assist in the design of structure foundations; and monitor site 
conditions and foundation construction.  



Owner 



7 Survey  
Research physical boundaries of property, location of utility lines and 
easements. 



Owner 



 
 



No. Consultant Scope Contract with 



8 Accessibility ADA compliance, site, building and interiors. Architect of Record 



9 



Acoustical/Broadcast/ 
Sound/Audio-Visual/ 
Access Control and  
Video Surveillance/ 
Data/Telecom/ 
Structured Cabling 
System (Arena) 



Provide consulting design service to the design team for Arena 
technical support. 



Architect of Record 



10 
Acoustical/Audio-
Visual/ Theatrical 
Design (Small Theater) 



Provide consulting design service for theater planning and 
equipment, acoustics and audio-visual and IT.  



Architect of Record 



11 
Architectural Model 
Making 



Production of physical model(s) depicting the project.  Architect of Record 



12 
Architectural Rendering 
Production 



Production of artistic renderings depicting the project.  Architect of Record 
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No. Consultant Scope Contract with 



13 
BMCS (Building 
Controls) 



Design and specify Building Management Controls Systems.  Architect of Record 



14 
Building Enclosure 
(Curtain Wall and 
Waterproofing) 



Exterior window wall system design and details. Participate in design 
coordination with architects. 



Architect of Record 



15 Civil Engineering 
Design and coordinate site work, underground utilities, roadways, 
site grading and sustainable design features. 



Architect of Record 



16 Code Consultant Fire and life safety code consultation. Architect of Record 



17 
Code and Wayfinding 
Signage/Environmental 
Graphics Design 



Design comprehensive wayfinding and graphics.  Architect of Record 



18 
Design Architect 
(Office/Retail) 



Design services in collaboration with Architect of Record & Arena 
Design Architect. 



Architect of Record 



19 Design Consultant Planning and design consulting services Architect of Record 



20 
Fire Life Safety and CFD 
analysis 



Analyze design for life safety compliance and perform smoke and fire 
CFD analysis.  Coordinate findings with design team for 
implementation.  



Architect of Record 



21 
Food Service/Kitchen 
Equipment Design 
(Arena) 



Design of Arena kitchen, serveries, and support areas complete with 
equipment selections. 



Architect of Record 



22 Graphics & Signage Indoor and outdoor graphics design and signage systems. Architect of Record 



23 Graphic Reproduction Drawing management and documents printing services. Architect of Record 



24 Ice Floor Consulting Design and specification of ice floor system.  Architect of Record 



25 
Interiors Architect 
(Office/Retail) 



Design services in collaboration with Architect of Record & Design 
Architect. 



Architect of Record 



26 Landscape Architect  
Design open space including planted areas, hardscape and outdoor 
features, terraces, and plazas. 



Architect of Record 



27 LEED Commissioning 
Verify that the building’s energy related systems are installed, 
calibrated and perform according to the owner’s project 
requirements, basis of design, and construction documents. 



Architect of Record 



28 Lighting Design 
Lighting design for site, arena interior, building exterior, and life 
safety needs. 



Architect of Record 
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No. Consultant Scope Contract with 



29 
MEP Engineering  
(Arena) 



Mechanical, electrical, plumbing, fire protection design and 
engineering specific to Arena. Coordinate with other design 
disciplines; adhere to sustainability criteria set by client/design team. 



Architect of Record 



30 
MEP Engineering 
(Office/Retail/Parking) 



Mechanical, electrical, plumbing, fire protection design and 
engineering specific to Office/Retail/Parking. Coordinate with other 
design disciplines; adhere to sustainability criteria set by client/ 
design team. 



Architect of Record 



31 Parking Design 
Parking facility design. Participate in design coordination with 
architect and other consultants. 



Architect of Record 



32 
Pedestrian and 
Vehicular Legion 
Modeling 



Analyze pedestrian and traffic flow to and from events.  Architect of Record 



33 Security System Design Provide security system design and implementation plans. Architect of Record 



34 Seismic Analysis 
Analyze structural design for seismic forces and coordinate with 
structural engineer. 



Architect of Record 



35 
Specialty Lighting 
(Arena) 



Design lighting for special Events / Sports.  Architect of Record 



36 
Structural Engineering 
(Arena) 



Design foundations, building superstructures, roof and other special 
structures specific to the Arena. Provide seismic design. Coordinate 
with architectural and site work. 



Architect of Record 



37 
Structural Engineering 
(Office/Retail/Parking) 



Design foundations, building superstructures, roof and other special 
structures specific to Office/Retail/Parking. Provide seismic design. 
Coordinate with architectural and site work. 



Architect of Record 



38 Sustainability 
Design building systems for energy and water conservation, 
daylighting, natural ventilation, renewable energy generations, LEED 
certification and other sustainability goals. 



Architect of Record 



39 Vertical Transportation Passenger and service elevators and escalator design services. Architect of Record 



40 
Waste Management 
and Recycling 



Design systems and equipment and consult on traffic flow and 
access. 



Architect of Record 



41 Wind Engineering 
Consult on wind engineering issues including structural frame, 
cladding pressures and pedestrian comfort for site design. 
Participate in design coordination with architects. 



Architect of Record 
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Group 2 



 



No. Consultant Scope Contract with 



42 Art Consultant 
Curate artwork and consult on programming in fulfillment of 
Owner’s 1% public art commitment. 



Owner 



43 MEP Peer Review 
Review the design of the MEP systems to ensure design quality and 
reliability. 



Owner 



44 
Structural Engineering 
Peer Review 



Review the design of the structural systems to ensure design quality 
and reliability. 



Owner  



45 Testing and Inspection 
Conduct testing of construction materials to ensure compliance with 
specifications. 



Owner 



 
 
 



No. Consultant Scope Contract with 



46 
Acoustical 
(Office/Retail) 



Acoustical design for indoor and outdoor environment, including 
mechanical equipment noise and vibration isolation. 



Architect of Record 



47 Building Maintenance 
Building Maintenance (i.e.; window washing, glass replacement, 
sealant repairs, etc.) strategies, systems recommendations and 
design. Coordination with architects and engineers. 



Architect of Record 



48 Data/Telecom (Office) Data/Telecom design strategies, options, and implementation. Architect of Record 



49 Risk Assessment 
Provide risk assessment analysis including terrorist prevention 
measures. 



Architect of Record 
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Exhibit B 



Template for RFQ Response Found at www.warriors.com/sf/contracts 



 
[see attached] 



 
  





http://www.warriors.com/sf/contracts
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GSW Arena LLC 
Arena and Ancillary Development – Mission Bay 



 



RESPONSE TO RFQ FOR DESIGN, ENGINEERING, & CONSULTING SERVICES 
www.warriors.com/sf/contracts  



 



 



Discipline(s) for which your 
firm is providing a statement 
of qualifications: 



 
 



  
General Information  



Firm Name  



Address  



Phone Number  



Website (if any)  



Email address  



Contact person  



  
Firm Information  



Length of time in business  Number of Employees  
 



Firm owner(s), principal(s), 
and/or officer(s)  
 



SBE or LBE certified?  California License No.  



 
 



Attachments  (Maximum of 10 pages per discipline for which you are providing a statement of qualifications).        
All attachments should use the naming convention “FirmName_Discipline.pdf” (i.e., ACME Associates_Survey.pdf).  



 
1. Prior experience description including no more than three examples of experience with comparable projects   



 For each, provide name of the project owner, project size, date completed, and project references  



 Each example should be no more than one page 
 



2. List of projects which involved working with the OCII, San Francisco Department of Building Inspection and/ 
or other San Francisco agencies 



 
3. List of staff and personnel that will be assigned to this project, and their relevant experience 



 Limit each individual’s relevant information to a single page 
 



4. Evidence of License in the State of California, if applicable  
 



5. List of professional licenses, accreditation and memberships within the firm 
 



6. A statement of available insurance 
 



7. Professional references from two (2) developers, two (2) general contractors, and two (2) architects 
 



8. Proof of SBE and/or LBE status in San Francisco, if applicable 





http://www.warriors.com/sf/contracts
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[end of RFQ] 






















From: Bridges, George (OCII)
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David Carlock


(david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
Date: Friday, May 16, 2014 3:03:12 PM


Clarke


We can meet at our office.
Have a nice weekend!


George


> On May 16, 2014, at 2:59 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
>
> George,
> Monday at 2pm works for us. Would you like to meet at your office again? We'll send the revised
RFQ in advance of the meeting.
> Thanks,
> Clarke
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
> Sent: Friday, May 16, 2014 8:54 AM
> To: Clarke Miller
> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
> Subject: Re: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>
> Clarke
>
> How does Monday or Wednesday at 2pm work for you? 
>
> George
>
>> On May 16, 2014, at 8:14 AM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
>>
>> George,
>> Thanks for the suggested revisions and the additional information. We're working on a revised RFQ
right now.
>> David Carlock will be out of town Tuesday, and he'd like to attend the follow-up meeting. Are you
available either Monday afternoon or Wednesday?
>> Thanks,
>> Clarke
>>
>> -----Original Message-----
>> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
>> Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 5:18 PM
>> To: Clarke Miller
>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>
>> Clarke/Kate
>>
>> Thank you for meeting with us today to further discuss the RFQ for the Warriors' Arena.
>>



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=63619A8633694C4CA65780EA3C9899D6-GEORGE BRIDGES
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>> Since Ray and I will be in the financial district on Tuesday morning, I thought it might be
convenient for you if we meet at your office around 11am.  Will this time/day work for you?
>>
>> Please find the most recent edits in the attached RFQ and a copy of the OCA form.  The information
on this form should be completed so that when the RFQ is ready for release, Ferry Lo in our office is
able to post the RFQ on the OCII and City's websites.
>>
>> To search for certified firms in order to send the RFQ, please visit the following websites:
>>
>> Agency-certified SBEs: http://www.iucp.com/Default.aspx?agency=SFRA
>>
>> San Francisco-certified LBEs:  http://mission.sfgov.org/hrc_certification/SEARCH.aspx
>>
>> Please let me know if you have any other questions or concerns.
>>
>> George
>> -----Original Message-----
>> From: Bridges, George (OCII)
>> Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 3:26 PM
>> To: 'Clarke Miller'
>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout
>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>
>> Clarke
>>
>> Thank you for providing the information prior to the meeting. 
>>
>> Please find my edits to the draft RFP for your review.
>>
>> See you tomorrow!
>>
>> George 
>>
>> -----Original Message-----
>> From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
>> Sent: Tuesday, May 13, 2014 10:10 PM
>> To: Bridges, George (OCII)
>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout
>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>
>> George,
>> As promised in advance of our Thursday 9am meeting, please see attached our draft RFQ for your
review and comments. In the draft RFQ, we've highlighted a number of items that are either pending
further information on our side or for which we have questions for you. In addition, please see the
attached A&E fee breakdown by percentage. As mentioned below, we don't yet have actual fee $$ for
the new site, so these are %'s based off the contracted work for Piers 30-32.
>> We look forward to discussing these on Thursday.
>> Thanks,
>> Clarke
>>
>>
>> -----Original Message-----
>> From: Clarke Miller
>> Sent: Thursday, May 08, 2014 2:20 PM
>> To: 'Bridges, George (OCII)'
>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Jeff Rock; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com);
David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary



http://www.iucp.com/Default.aspx?agency=SFRA
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>>
>> George,
>>
>> An hour should be fine to cover the agenda items (i.e., comments to draft RFQ, possible disciplines
for SBE full responsibility, and relative fee contributions to overall A&E budget). As for the budget, we'll
share with you a breakdown of each consultant by %, however the total dollar amount isn't very
relevant right now because what we have only pertains to our prior site at Piers 30-32. We'll send both
the % budget breakdown and the draft RFQ to you early next week.
>>
>> We'll plan to meet you on the 15th at 9am at 1 SVN, 5th floor.
>>
>> Thanks,
>> Clarke
>>
>> -----Original Message-----
>> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
>> Sent: Thursday, May 08, 2014 1:53 PM
>> To: Clarke Miller
>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Jeff Rock; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com);
David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>
>> Clarke
>>
>> Ray and I are available next Thursday from 9am - 10am.  Unfortunately, I have an all-staff meeting
that begins at 10am.  Do you think an hour will be enough time?  If not, we are available to begin at
8:30am, ok?
>>
>> Thank you for planning to send a draft version of the RFQ prior to the meeting. 
>>
>> It would also be helpful to us if we could review the budgets for the various disciplines prior to the
meeting. 
>>
>> I look forward to meeting with the team next week.
>>
>> George
>>
>> -----Original Message-----
>> From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
>> Sent: Wednesday, May 07, 2014 3:51 PM
>> To: Bridges, George (OCII)
>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Jeff Rock; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com);
David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>
>> George,
>>
>> We'd like to meet with you again next week to discuss our draft RFQ (which we'll send to you in
advance), as well as our preliminary thoughts about certain disciplines which may be well-suited for full
SBE participation.
>>
>> Does Thursday, May 15 between 9am - 1pm work for you for an hour-long meeting?
>>
>> Thanks,
>> Clarke
>>
>>
>> -----Original Message-----
>> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
>> Sent: Monday, May 05, 2014 9:33 AM
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>> To: Clarke Miller
>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Jeff Rock; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com);
David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
>> Subject: FW: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>
>> Clarke
>>
>> I appreciate your message.
>>
>> Please find the word version of the RFQ with some quick changes to the language related to the
SBE Program.
>>
>> This is only to serve as an example of an RFQs previously released.  Feel free to make the
necessary changes as you see fit.
>>
>> George
>








From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Beaupre, David (PRT)
Subject: RE: Mission Bay Art
Date: Thursday, May 15, 2014 10:21:17 AM


Glad to have you on board. Lets chat and if you are available next thrusday at 1 for
a meeting with the warriors would be good. Also want to have you, me and jill chat
before then to be on the same page.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Beaupre, David (PRT)"
Date:05/15/2014 9:34 AM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" ,"Hodapp, Dan (PRT)"
Subject: RE: Mission Bay Art


Dan,
 
I will follow up on this, I have been in conversation with Catherine and others on this for a while
 
Thank you,
 
David Beaupre
Port of San Francisco
Planning and Development
415-274-0539
Fax 415-732-0409
sfport.com
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 8:16 AM
To: Beaupre, David (PRT); Hodapp, Dan (PRT)
Subject: Mission Bay Art
 
Hi, David and Dan – I was wondering if we could chat briefly on art in Mission Bay.  Dan may have
already received a call from Jill at the Arts Commission regarding this.  Basically, we are getting
ready to start the MB Public Art program (this was pre-Warriors), and the Warriors also have
questions on how the art program would work, specifically on Park P22.  So, it would be good to
touch base on how the Port wants the arts program to work on Port property.  I have attached the
MOU we have with the Arts Commission as a starting base for what the current agreements are, but
they are pretty general and do not get into the specifics about how it would actually work.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
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Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/






From: Bridges, George (OCII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Fwd: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
Date: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 8:51:20 AM
Attachments: 20140513_GSW Arena Fees Percentages.xlsx


ATT00001.htm
GSW arena design phase RFQ_DRAFT 051014.docx
ATT00002.htm


FYI
I will be by in a few minutes


Begin forwarded message:


From: Clarke Miller <CMiller@stradasf.com>
Date: May 13, 2014 at 10:10:09 PM PDT
To: "Bridges, George (OCII)" <george.bridges@sfgov.org>
Cc: "kaufhauser@warriors.com" <kaufhauser@warriors.com>, "Lee,
Raymond C. (OCII)" <raymond.c.lee@sfgov.org>, "Ben Draa
(bdraa@warriors.com)" <bdraa@warriors.com>, "David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com)"
<david.carlock@machetegroup.com>, Jesse Blout
<jblout@stradasf.com>
Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary


George,
As promised in advance of our Thursday 9am meeting, please see
attached our draft RFQ for your review and comments. In the draft RFQ,
we've highlighted a number of items that are either pending further
information on our side or for which we have questions for you. In
addition, please see the attached A&E fee breakdown by percentage. As
mentioned below, we don't yet have actual fee $$ for the new site, so
these are %'s based off the contracted work for Piers 30-32.
We look forward to discussing these on Thursday.
Thanks,
Clarke


-----Original Message-----
From: Clarke Miller 
Sent: Thursday, May 08, 2014 2:20 PM
To: 'Bridges, George (OCII)'
Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Jeff Rock; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben
Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary


George, 


An hour should be fine to cover the agenda items (i.e., comments to
draft RFQ, possible disciplines for SBE full responsibility, and relative fee
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						Golden State Warriors Arena








						FIRM NAME			% of Total Fees





						Kendall/Heaton Associates, Inc.			26.4%


						Architect of Record





						Snohetta			TBD


						Exterior Design Architect





						Manica Architecture, Inc.


						Managing Design  Architect (Shell & Core)			16.8%


						Managing Design Architect (Interiors)			16.0%





						Magnusson Klemencic Associates, Inc.


						Structural Engineering			8.5%


						Foundation			1.6%





						BKF Engineering			1.5%


						Civil Engineering





						Smith Seckman Reid, Inc.


						MEP & Fire Protection			8.1%


						Building Management System			0.3%


						Ice Floor Systems			0.2%


						LEED/Sustainability/Environmental Building Analysis			0.7%


						Specialty Lighting/Event Sport			0.3%





						WSP-USA, CORP.			1.6%


						LEED Commissioning





						Holmes Fire, LP			0.8%


						   Fire/Life Safety and CFD Analysis





						Systems Design International			0.7%


						   Food Service Kitchen Design and Waste


						   Management





						Walter P. Moore and Associates, Inc.			0.6%


						Parking/Shared Use Analysis/Parking


						Guidance and Operations





						Momentum Transport Planning Limited			0.4%


						Pedestrian/Vehicle Legion Modeling





						Shen Milsom Wilke, LLC			1.0%


						Acoustics/Audiovisual/Theatrical


						for Small Theater





						Wrightson, Johnson, Haddon & Williams, Inc.			2.5%


						Arena Acoustics/Broadcast/Sound/AV/


						Access Control & Video Surveillance/


						Tel/Data Structured Cabling System





						Focus Lighting			0.6%


						Lighting Design





						SWA Group			5.8%


						Landscape Architect





						Lerch Bates, Inc.			0.4%


						Vertical Transportation





						Front, Inc.			2.0%


						Exterior Enclosure





						TBD			0.0%


						Code and Wayfinding Signage, 


						Environmental/Supergraphics








						Geotech			2.5%


						Geotechnical Analysis





						TBD			N/A


						Terrorist Security Consulting and Threat Anal.





						RWDI			0.6%


						   Wind Analysis








						TOTAL			100.0%
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REQUEST FOR STATEMENTS OF INTEREST AND QUALIFICATIONS


“DESIGN, ENGINEERING, & CONSULTING SERVICES”





TO:			Prospective Firms





FROM:			GSW Arena, LLC (“Owner”)





DATE:			May 12, 2014





SUBJECT:		Golden State Warriors Arena Site Development – Mission Bay





LOCATION:		San Francisco, CA





Introduction


This Request for Statements of Interest and Qualifications (RFQ) is issued for professional design, engineering, and consulting services by Owner and Kendall Heaton Associates in connection with the design of Owner’s new multi-purpose arena and ancillary development in Mission Bay, San Francisco (the “Project”).  Owner has retained Kendall Heaton Associates as its Architect of Record to coordinate the design work on the Project and has engaged Manica Architecture as its Arena Design Architect to develop the creative and programmatic vision for the Project.  Most of the consultants hired pursuant to this RFQ will be subcontractors of the Architect of Record.  A few, as indicated below, will be contracted directly by Owner or its affiliates.





At this time, statements of interest and qualifications are requested to provide to services in the following categories which are expected to be necessary as a part of the Project development:   





			Consultants of Owner:


· Testing and Inspection 


· Survey


			


· MEP Peer Review 


· Archaeology


			


· Structural Peer Review





			


Subconsultants of Architect of Record: 





			· Architects


· Audio-Visual


· Acoustical


· Accessibility


· Sustainability


· Landscape Architect


· Civil Engineering


· MEP Engineering


· Structural Engineering





			· LEED Commissioning


· Elevator/Escalator


· Curtain Wall


· Waterproofing


· Code Consultant


· Voice/Data/Telecom


· Window Washing


· Lighting


			· Information Technology


· Food Service/Kitchen Equipment


· Parking


· Security


· Graphics & Signage


· Graphics Reproduction


· Rendering/Model  Production











Further description of each scope of work is included in the attached Exhibit A.





Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)-certified SBE firms and Local Business Enterprises (LBEs) (as defined below) are encouraged to apply.  Firms which need to submit their SBE and LBE qualifications can do so by following the OCII certification process outlined below in Section 3.





1. Project Description


[insert brief description of The Project use] 





The Project is the development of a new multi-purpose arena for the Golden State Warriors and ancillary development (i.e., Office, Retail, and Structured Parking) on 12 acres of land referred to as Blocks 29 to 32 in Mission Bay, San Francisco. The complex consists of an arena with approximately 18,000-seats, XX Office buildings with ground-floor Retail, and open spaces. The total building area is approximately 1 million square feet. The project is envisioned to include offices, conference space, retail, restaurants, structured parking for approximately XYZ cars, public spaces/parks, and other amenities.





Owner and Architect of Record are committed to making a good faith effort to contract with professional services consultants certified with the OCII as Minority-owned Business Enterprise (MBE) and/or Woman-owned Business Enterprise (WBE). The participation goals for the professional services phase of this project are as follows:





MBE 20%


WBE 18%





Only firms certified with OCII as MBE or WBE will be counted towards meeting the above goals.  Section 3 below includes instructions for obtaining certification.  Questions regarding OCII’s SBE program as it pertains to this RFQ may be directed to George Bridges, Senior Contract Compliance Specialist, OCII at or george.bridges@sfgov.org. 






2. RFQ & Selection Process


Key RFQ Dates [confirm with George]


The selection process schedule is summarized as follows (dates subject to change):





RFQ Issued: 					May 19, 2014


Pre-Submittal Conference: 				June 2, 2014 at 3:30 PM


Deadline for Questions & Clarifications on RFQ:	June 6, 2014 by 5:00 PM PDT


Written Responses to Clarification Requests:	June 11, 2014 by 5:00 PM PDT


RFQ Response Due Date: 				June 18, 2014 by 5:00 PM PDT


Proposals Requested from Shortlisted Firms: 	Between June and December 2014 (varies depending on discipline)


Notification of Selections: 	Between June 2014 and February 2015 (varies depending on discipline)





Pre-Submittal Conference


A pre-submittal conference will be held to provide more Project specific information and answer questions about the Project on the following date:





Date:				Monday, June 2, 2014


Time:				3:30PM 


Location:			The San Francisco Public Library


100 Larkin Street (at Grove)


Koret Auditorium, located on the library’s lower level


Enter 30 Grove Street, proceed down stairs





Note: This is not a library-sponsored program.  Refreshments are not permitted in the auditorium.





Clarifications and Interpretations


All questions and requests for clarification of this RFQ shall be submitted in writing to the appropriate Point of Contact (as identified below) by 5:00 PM PDT on June 6, 2014. Any clarifications or interpretations that materially affect or change RFQ requirements will be distributed by Owner and/or Architect of Record as an addendum by 5:00 PM PDT on June 11, 2014.  All such addenda will be posted on the OCII website at (insert here)  and will be deemed part of this RFQ.  





RFQ Response Submittal





Deadline for Submission of Qualifications is:





Date: 				Wednesday, June 18, 2014


Time: 				5:00 PM (PDT)





(a)  Owner’s Point of Contact.   To respond to this RFQ for Testing and Inspection, Survey, MEP Peer Review, Structural Engineering Peer Review, or Archaeology, please submit two (2) hard copies and one PDF soft copy (via email) of your response to:


		


GSW Arena LLC


Two Harrison Street, Suite 140


San Francisco, California 94105


Attn:  David Carlock


Email: dcarlock@warriors.com 





(b) Architect of Record’s Point of Contact.  To respond to this RFQ for any of the other disciplines listed herein,  please submit two (2) hard copies and one PDF soft copy (via email) of your response to:	





Kendall Heaton Associates  


3050 Post Oak Blvd., Suite 1000 


Houston, TX  77056


Attn:  Rex Wooldridge


Email: rwooldridge@kendall-heaton.com 


Tel: (713) 877-1192





All responses to this RFQ must be concise and shall be in the form provided as Exhibit C with all information filled out completely. Each Statement of Qualifications shall be no more than 10 pages. If you are submitting for multiple service categories, each category can be up to a maximum of 25 pages.  Fax or verbal responses will not be accepted.  All documents and attachments are to be bound together in a single file. All documents and media will become the property of Owner and Architect of Record and will not be returned.





Proposal & Selection Process


The Project team will evaluate all completed, responsive and qualified submittals.  Evaluations will be based on the information provided in conjunction with the Selection Criteria as noted below.  Upon completion of the evaluation, Owner and Architect of Record, in conjunction with the OCII, will select firms to submit proposals on the Project and may request in-person interviews.  This process is anticipated to take place between June and December of this year; exact dates will be provided to selected participants depending on discipline. Following receipt of proposals and participation in an interview process (if requested), it is the intent of the Owner and Architect of Record to enter into agreements with selected firms between June 2014 and February 2015, depending on the discipline and the progress of the Project.  Owner and Architect of Record reserve the right to accept or reject any and all proposals at their sole discretion.





Participants acknowledge and accept that any costs incurred from their participation in this RFQ shall be at the sole risk and responsibility of the participant.





Selection Criteria


All firms wishing to be considered for selection on the Project must satisfy the following conditions: 


a. Applicable business and professional licenses in good standing; 


b. Insurance in good standing;


c. Ability to meet the project schedule;


d. Ability to use Building Information Modeling (BIM), in particular Revit;





For those firms satisfying the above minimum standards, qualifying firms may be selected to provide proposals based upon, but not limited to, the following factors:


a. Strength of consultant’s qualifications to undertake the subject scope of services (20 pts);


b. Experience in working with the jurisdictions (including OCII) affecting this project (20 pts);


c. Individual project team members’ experience with projects of similar size/scope (30 pts);


d. Professional references from developers, general contractors, and/or architects (10 pts);


e. Other criteria deemed to be in the best interest of the Project and/or Owner (20 pts).





3. Office of Community Investment SBE Certification Process


Small Business Enterprise Goals: Professional Services 


The Project is administered by the OCII.  The former Redevelopment Agency’s Small Business Enterprise (SBE) Program is applicable to the Project and there is a 50% SBE participation goal for Professional Services contracts.  First consideration will be given in awarding contracts to San Francisco-based SBEs. Non San Francisco-based SBEs should be used to satisfy participation goals only if San Francisco-based SBEs are not available, qualified, or if their bids or fees are significantly higher than those of non San Francisco-based SBEs. 





As of March 2012, OCII no longer directly certify SBEs; however, firms previously certified as MBE, WBE and SBE with the Former Agency will continue to be valid through the expiration date on the certificate (3 years from the date of certification).  OCII will honor firms certified with the City and County of San Francisco as a Local Disadvantaged Business Enterprises (LBEs) that are consistent with the SBE certification standards.  In order to be recognized as an economically disadvantaged SBE, the business must have an average gross receipt income based on the three most recent tax returns that does not exceed $2 Million Dollars for Professional Services.  





OCII will accept the information on documented small economically disadvantages businesses (SBE, MBE and WBE) certifications from the following jurisdictions: State of California--Small Business Enterprises (SBE), Federal and any other local jurisdiction.  Staff will make the final determination on the consistency of the certification standards and acceptance or denial of certifications listed above. 





For more information on LBE certification with the City and County of San Francisco, please visit the following site:  http://sfgsa.org/index.aspx?page=5364. 





Please contact George Bridges, Senior Contract Compliance Specialist for additional information at George.Bridges@sfgov.org. 





4. Owner's Reservation of Rights


The Owner and Architect of Architect reserve the right to divide the Project into multiple parts, to increase or decrease scope of services, to reject any and all qualifications without providing any reason for such rejection and re-solicit for new qualifications, or to reject any and all proposals and temporarily or permanently abandon the Project. Owner makes no representations, written or oral, that it will enter into any form of agreement with any respondent to this RFQ for any project. No such representation is intended or should be construed by the issuance of this RFQ.





5. No Reimbursement For Costs


Respondent acknowledges and accepts that any costs incurred from the any respondent's participation in this RFQ shall be at the sole risk and responsibility of the respondent.





6. No Exclusivity


Owner and Architect of Record have an interest in seeing that the Project team is ultimately comprised of diverse and competent consultants and subcontractors retained in compliance with the Diversity Program. Therefore, for the purposes of the RFQ, respondents shall not form contracts with consultants or subcontractors or request or enter into exclusive or non‐exclusive arrangements which would preclude them from participating in the Project as part of another team.
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Exhibit A





Description of Scopes of Work








			No.


			Consultant


			Scope


			Contract with





			1a-d


			Architects


			Design services in collaboration with Architect of Record & Design Architect


			Architect of Record





			2


			Audio-Visual


			Audio-visual design for arena, special function spaces within arena, and other work areas within the arena complex.


			Architect of Record





			3


			Acoustical


			Acoustical design for indoor and outdoor environment, including mechanical equipment noise and vibration isolation.


			Architect of Record





			4


			Accessibility


			ADA compliance, site, building and interiors.


			Architect of Record





			5


			Sustainability


			Design building systems for energy and water conservation, daylighting, natural ventilation, renewable energy generations, LEED certification and other sustainability goals.


			Architect of Record





			6


			Landscape Architect


			Design open space including planted areas, water elements, hardscape and outdoor features, terraces, and plazas.


			Architect of Record





			7


			Civil Engineering


			Design & coordinate site work, underground utilities, roadways, site grading and sustainable design features.


			Architect of Record





			8


			MEP Engineering


			Mechanical, electrical, plumbing, fire protection design and engineering. Coordinate with other design disciplines and adhere to sustainability criteria set by client and design team.


			Architect of Record





			9


			Structural Engineering


			Design foundations, building superstructures, roof and other special structures. Provide seismic design. Coordinate with architectural and site work.


			Architect of Record





			10


			LEED Commissioning


			Verify that the building’s energy related systems are installed, calibrated and perform according to the owner’s project requirements, basis of design, and construction documents.


			Architect of Record





			11


			Elevator/Escalator


			Passenger and service elevators and escalator design services.


			Architect of Record





			12


			Curtain Wall


			Exterior window wall system design and details. Coordinate with architects and engineers.


			Architect of Record





			13


			Waterproofing


			Waterproofing consultation for site, foundation, landscape, building and roof systems.


			Architect of Record





			14


			Code Consultant


			Fire and life safety code consultation.


			Architect of Record





			15


			Voice/Data/Telecom


			Voice/Data/Telecom design strategies, options, and implementation.


			Architect of Record





			16


			Window Washing


			Window washing strategies, systems recommendations and design. Coordination with architects and engineers.


			Architect of Record





			17


			Lighting


			Lighting design for site, arena interior, building exterior, and life safety needs.


			Architect of Record





			18


			Information Technology


			Design infrastructure, including equipment and cabling to support arena and office operations. 


			Architect of Record





			19


			Food Service


			Design of kitchen, serveries, and support areas.


			Architect of Record





			20


			Parking


			Parking facility design. Participate in design coordination with architect and other consultants.


			Architect of Record





			21


			Security


			Provide security system design and implementation plans.


			Architect of Record





			22


			Graphics & Signage


			Indoors and outdoors graphics and signage systems.


			Architect of Record





			23


			Graphic Reproduction


			Drawing management and documents printing services.


			Architect of Record





			24


			Rendering/Model Production


			Production of artistic renderings and physical model(s) depicting the project. 


			Architect of Record





			


			


			


			





			No.


			Consultant


			Scope


			Contract with





			25


			Testing and Inspection 


			Conducts testing of construction materials to insure compliance with specifications


			Owner





			26


			Survey


			Researches physical boundaries of property, location of utility lines and easements


			Owner





			27


			MEP Peer Review


			Reviews the design of the MEP systems to ensure design quality and reliability


			Owner





			28


			Archaeology


			Evaluates historical objects found during the course of excavation and construction


			Owner





			29


			Structural Engineering Peer Review


			 Reviews the design of the structural systems to ensure design quality and reliability


			Owner 

















Exhibit C


Cover Sheet for RFQ Response





[see attached]









GSW Arena LLC


Arena and Ancillary Development – Mission Bay





RESPONSE TO RFQ FOR DESIGN, ENGINEERING, & CONSULTING SERVICES








			Discipline(s) for which your firm is providing a statement of qualifications:


			


	





			


			





			General Information


			





			Firm Name


			





			Address


			





			Phone Number


			





			Website (if any)


			





			Email address


			





			Contact person


			





			


			





			Firm Information


			





			Length of time in business


			


			Number of Employees


			





			


Firm owner(s), principal(s), and/or officer(s) 


(use attachment  if necessary)


			





			


OCII MBE or WBE certified?


			


			California License No.


			











			


Attachments  (Maximum of 10 pages per discipline for which you are providing a statement of qualifications)





1. [bookmark: _GoBack]Prior experience description including no more than three examples of experience with comparable projects  


· For each, provide name of the project owner, project size, date completed, and project references 


· Each example should be no more than one page





2. List of projects which involved working with the OCII, San Francisco Department of Building Inspection and/ or other San Francisco agencies





3. List of staff and personnel that will be assigned to this project, and their relevant experience


· Please limit each individual’s relevant information to a single page





4. List of professional licenses, accreditation and memberships within the firm





5. A statement of available insurance





6. Complete list of firm owners, principals, and/or officers (if such information does not fit above)





7. Proof of MBE and/or WBE status with the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency, if applicable





8. Evidence of License in the State of California, if applicable























[end of RFQ]


















contributions to overall A&E budget). As for the budget, we'll share with
you a breakdown of each consultant by %, however the total dollar
amount isn't very relevant right now because what we have only pertains
to our prior site at Piers 30-32. We'll send both the % budget breakdown
and the draft RFQ to you early next week.


We'll plan to meet you on the 15th at 9am at 1 SVN, 5th floor.


Thanks,
Clarke


-----Original Message-----
From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, May 08, 2014 1:53 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Jeff Rock; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben
Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary


Clarke


Ray and I are available next Thursday from 9am - 10am.  Unfortunately,
I have an all-staff meeting that begins at 10am.  Do you think an hour
will be enough time?  If not, we are available to begin at 8:30am, ok?


Thank you for planning to send a draft version of the RFQ prior to the
meeting.  


It would also be helpful to us if we could review the budgets for the
various disciplines prior to the meeting.  


I look forward to meeting with the team next week.


George 


-----Original Message-----
From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 07, 2014 3:51 PM
To: Bridges, George (OCII)
Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Jeff Rock; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben
Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary


George,


We'd like to meet with you again next week to discuss our draft RFQ
(which we'll send to you in advance), as well as our preliminary thoughts
about certain disciplines which may be well-suited for full SBE
participation. 


Does Thursday, May 15 between 9am - 1pm work for you for an hour-
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long meeting?


Thanks,
Clarke


-----Original Message-----
From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, May 05, 2014 9:33 AM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Jeff Rock; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben
Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Subject: FW: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary


Clarke


I appreciate your message.


Please find the word version of the RFQ with some quick changes to the
language related to the SBE Program.


This is only to serve as an example of an RFQs previously released.  Feel
free to make the necessary changes as you see fit.


George
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From: Bridges, George (OCII)
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David Carlock


(david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
Date: Friday, May 16, 2014 8:53:59 AM


Clarke


How does Monday or Wednesday at 2pm work for you? 


George


> On May 16, 2014, at 8:14 AM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
>
> George,
> Thanks for the suggested revisions and the additional information. We're working on a revised RFQ
right now.
> David Carlock will be out of town Tuesday, and he'd like to attend the follow-up meeting. Are you
available either Monday afternoon or Wednesday?
> Thanks,
> Clarke
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
> Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 5:18 PM
> To: Clarke Miller
> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>
> Clarke/Kate
>
> Thank you for meeting with us today to further discuss the RFQ for the Warriors' Arena.
>
> Since Ray and I will be in the financial district on Tuesday morning, I thought it might be convenient
for you if we meet at your office around 11am.  Will this time/day work for you?
>
> Please find the most recent edits in the attached RFQ and a copy of the OCA form.  The information
on this form should be completed so that when the RFQ is ready for release, Ferry Lo in our office is
able to post the RFQ on the OCII and City's websites.
>
> To search for certified firms in order to send the RFQ, please visit the following websites:
>
> Agency-certified SBEs: http://www.iucp.com/Default.aspx?agency=SFRA
>
> San Francisco-certified LBEs:  http://mission.sfgov.org/hrc_certification/SEARCH.aspx
>
> Please let me know if you have any other questions or concerns.
>
> George
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Bridges, George (OCII)
> Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 3:26 PM
> To: 'Clarke Miller'
> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout
> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
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>
> Clarke
>
> Thank you for providing the information prior to the meeting. 
>
> Please find my edits to the draft RFP for your review.
>
> See you tomorrow!
>
> George 
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
> Sent: Tuesday, May 13, 2014 10:10 PM
> To: Bridges, George (OCII)
> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout
> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>
> George,
> As promised in advance of our Thursday 9am meeting, please see attached our draft RFQ for your
review and comments. In the draft RFQ, we've highlighted a number of items that are either pending
further information on our side or for which we have questions for you. In addition, please see the
attached A&E fee breakdown by percentage. As mentioned below, we don't yet have actual fee $$ for
the new site, so these are %'s based off the contracted work for Piers 30-32.
> We look forward to discussing these on Thursday.
> Thanks,
> Clarke
>
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Clarke Miller
> Sent: Thursday, May 08, 2014 2:20 PM
> To: 'Bridges, George (OCII)'
> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Jeff Rock; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com);
David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>
> George,
>
> An hour should be fine to cover the agenda items (i.e., comments to draft RFQ, possible disciplines
for SBE full responsibility, and relative fee contributions to overall A&E budget). As for the budget, we'll
share with you a breakdown of each consultant by %, however the total dollar amount isn't very
relevant right now because what we have only pertains to our prior site at Piers 30-32. We'll send both
the % budget breakdown and the draft RFQ to you early next week.
>
> We'll plan to meet you on the 15th at 9am at 1 SVN, 5th floor.
>
> Thanks,
> Clarke
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
> Sent: Thursday, May 08, 2014 1:53 PM
> To: Clarke Miller
> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Jeff Rock; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com);
David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>
> Clarke
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>
> Ray and I are available next Thursday from 9am - 10am.  Unfortunately, I have an all-staff meeting
that begins at 10am.  Do you think an hour will be enough time?  If not, we are available to begin at
8:30am, ok?
>
> Thank you for planning to send a draft version of the RFQ prior to the meeting. 
>
> It would also be helpful to us if we could review the budgets for the various disciplines prior to the
meeting. 
>
> I look forward to meeting with the team next week.
>
> George
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
> Sent: Wednesday, May 07, 2014 3:51 PM
> To: Bridges, George (OCII)
> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Jeff Rock; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com);
David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>
> George,
>
> We'd like to meet with you again next week to discuss our draft RFQ (which we'll send to you in
advance), as well as our preliminary thoughts about certain disciplines which may be well-suited for full
SBE participation.
>
> Does Thursday, May 15 between 9am - 1pm work for you for an hour-long meeting?
>
> Thanks,
> Clarke
>
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
> Sent: Monday, May 05, 2014 9:33 AM
> To: Clarke Miller
> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Jeff Rock; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com);
David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
> Subject: FW: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>
> Clarke
>
> I appreciate your message.
>
> Please find the word version of the RFQ with some quick changes to the language related to the SBE
Program.
>
> This is only to serve as an example of an RFQs previously released.  Feel free to make the necessary
changes as you see fit.
>
> George
>
>
>
>
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From: Beaupre, David (PRT)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Hodapp, Dan (PRT)
Subject: RE: Mission Bay Art
Date: Thursday, May 15, 2014 9:35:00 AM


Dan,
 
I will follow up on this, I have been in conversation with Catherine and others on this for a while
 
Thank you,
 
David Beaupre
Port of San Francisco
Planning and Development
415-274-0539
Fax 415-732-0409
sfport.com
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 8:16 AM
To: Beaupre, David (PRT); Hodapp, Dan (PRT)
Subject: Mission Bay Art
 
Hi, David and Dan – I was wondering if we could chat briefly on art in Mission Bay.  Dan may have
already received a call from Jill at the Arts Commission regarding this.  Basically, we are getting
ready to start the MB Public Art program (this was pre-Warriors), and the Warriors also have
questions on how the art program would work, specifically on Park P22.  So, it would be good to
touch base on how the Port wants the arts program to work on Port property.  I have attached the
MOU we have with the Arts Commission as a starting base for what the current agreements are, but
they are pretty general and do not get into the specifics about how it would actually work.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Lee, Raymond C. (OCII)
Cc: Bridges, George (OCII); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); Lo, Ferry (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
Date: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 3:52:32 PM


Thank you for turning your attention to this so quickly, Ray. We'll clean that up along with a couple of
other small items we noticed.


Thanks, everyone.


Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


> On May 27, 2014, at 3:23 PM, "Lee, Raymond C. (OCII)" <raymond.c.lee@sfgov.org> wrote:
>
> Hi Clark,
>
> I spelled out SBE and LBE in the first instance on page 1 and abbreviated the words in the second
instance on page 2.  All else looks fine.
>
> Thanks,
>
> Ray
>
>
> Raymond Lee
> Contract Compliance Supervisor
> Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
> (Successor to the SF Redevelopment Agency)
> One South Van Ness Avenue, 5th Floor
> San Francisco, CA  94103-5416
> (415) 749.2593
> raymond.c.lee@sfgov.org
>
>
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
> Sent: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 3:06 PM
> To: Clarke Miller; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII)
> Cc: Bridges, George (OCII); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); Lo, Ferry (OCII)
> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>
> Looks good to me.
>
> Ray - since George is out, could you please take a look and see if you are ok with the reorg?  Thanks
>
> Catherine Reilly
> Project Manager
> Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
>    Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
> 1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
> San Francisco, CA 94103
> 415-749-2516 (direct)
> http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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>
> PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
> Sent: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 2:11 PM
> To: Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
> Cc: Bridges, George (OCII); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); Lo, Ferry (OCII)
> Subject: FW: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
> Importance: High
>
> Ray, Catherine,
>
> I'm forwarding an email to you since George is out of the office today. Please see below for a
suggested change to the sequencing of the consultant opportunities (i.e., flip the order so arena-specific
disciplines are second to improve optics that the design team hasn't already been selected). Attached is
a redline illustrating this re-sequencing. There are also a couple of minor edits to the disclaimer
language we'd like to clean up. Can you let us know if you see any issues?
>
> In the meantime, we'll work on a clean version so we can send this before end-of-day.
>
> Thanks,
> Clarke
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Clarke Miller
> Sent: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 1:27 PM
> To: 'Bridges, George (OCII)'
> Cc: Lo, Ferry (OCII); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
> Importance: High
>
> George,
>
> As I mentioned Friday, the Warriors counsel was reviewing the final draft over the weekend, and he's
suggested a couple of changes. Most importantly, he thought it'd be best to lead with the 'full +
partnership opportunities' section first and then to follow with the arena-specific 'partnership
opportunities' section so the respondents feel like there's ample LBE/SBE opportunity available within the
project. I think this is a good suggestion; can you let us know if you see a problem?
>
> He also requested we make some minor edits to the disclaimer language around ownership of
documents and reservation of rights to not select consultants for a given discipline. The spirit of the
disclaimers remains the same as we'd had it previously.
>
> Apologies for the last minute changes. I know you're out of the office today. Do you want to discuss
this via phone this afternoon before we send it out? Best way to reach me is cell: 415-572-7640.
>
> Thanks,
> Clarke
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
> Sent: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 8:39 AM
> To: Clarke Miller
> Cc: Lo, Ferry (OCII); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>
> Clarke
>
> The only change would be in the first paragraph of the RFQ.  The project is in the Mission Bay South
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Project Area.
>
> Feel free to send to RFQ and OCA form to Ferry Lo who will post the project.
>
> I am out of the office today and will return tomorrow.
>
> George
> ________________________________________
> From: Clarke Miller <CMiller@stradasf.com>
> Sent: Friday, May 23, 2014 3:56 PM
> To: Bridges, George (OCII)
> Cc: Lo, Ferry (OCII); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>
> George, Ferry,
> Please see the attached revised OCA form and let me know if you have any questions.
> Thanks,
> Clarke
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
> Sent: Friday, May 23, 2014 12:02 PM
> To: Clarke Miller
> Cc: Lo, Ferry (OCII); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
> Subject: Re: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>
> Clarke
>
> We have had some trouble emails this past week so my apology.
>
> My comments included - #7 is not applicable to this project. N/A is fine.
>
> Please make the following change:  SBE/MBE/WBE/LBEs are encourage to apply.
>
> Thanks again
> George
>
>> On May 23, 2014, at 11:42 AM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
>>
>> No, George, I didn't see your email come through yesterday. Do you mind resending? In the
meantime, I'll delete the discipline info in the OCA form.
>>
>> I'll send the updated RFQ later today. Thanks, in advance, for your review.
>>
>> Enjoy the holiday weekend.
>>
>> Clarke
>>
>> -----Original Message-----
>> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
>> Sent: Friday, May 23, 2014 11:37 AM
>> To: Clarke Miller; Lo, Ferry (OCII)
>> Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
>> Subject: Re: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>
>> Clarke
>>
>> Did you get my email yesterday with the updated OCA form and Ferry's email?
>>
>> Please delete all of the information regarding the various disciples on the OCA form.  Ferry will not
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be able to add all of that information to the actual posting however he will attach the RFQ.  By
mentioning the developer Is seeking design consultants, we should be fine.
>>
>> If you send an updated RFQ today, I will review the RFQ over the weekend.
>>
>> Ferry will plan to post this RFQ after my review.  He is copied on this email.
>>
>> Have a nice weekend
>>
>> George
>>> On May 23, 2014, at 10:54 AM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
>>>
>>> George,
>>> Can you confirm for me that you're the correct person to review this OCA form? Or should it go to
Ferry Lo? If so, would you please send me Ferry's email address? I want to make sure it's correct
before end of day today.
>>> Thanks,
>>> Clarke
>>>
>>> -----Original Message-----
>>> From: Clarke Miller
>>> Sent: Wednesday, May 21, 2014 4:45 PM
>>> To: 'Bridges, George (OCII)'
>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
>>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>
>>> George,
>>>
>>> I have attached a draft of the completed OCA form. There are a couple more disciplines we're still
fine-tuning, but I'd appreciate it if you'd provide any feedback on the responses I provided.
>>>
>>> Also, I noticed in the version you gave me that SBE/LBEs were actually encouraged to partner in
advance with prime consultants. Since we're explicitly discouraging that on our project, I wanted to
understand the implication of Question 7 where answering the % LBE goal of our project apparently
triggers an action on the website which allows primes to see which SBE/LBEs have submitted. Can we
opt out of that function?
>>>
>>> Lastly, can you confirm who I should send this form to once finalized? And do they need to review
it before Tuesday or will they be able to process it the day our RFQ goes out?
>>>
>>> Thanks,
>>> Clarke
>>>
>>> -----Original Message-----
>>> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
>>> Sent: Monday, May 19, 2014 5:29 PM
>>> To: Clarke Miller
>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
>>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>
>>> Clarke, Kate, Ben and David
>>>
>>> Thank you for coming in today to further discuss the RFQ process.
>>>
>>> Please find the most updated RFQ and a completed OCA form for your review.
>>>
>>> I tentatively have a room for us on Tuesday, June 3 at 9am.
>>>
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>>> George
>>>
>>> -----Original Message-----
>>> From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
>>> Sent: Monday, May 19, 2014 1:05 PM
>>> To: Bridges, George (OCII)
>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
>>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>
>>> George,
>>> Please see the attached updated document. We've revised it to try and distinguish between those
disciplines which will have a partnering opportunity only, and those with an opportunity for either full
scope or partnering. We look forward to your feedback. Also, please note that Exhibit A needs to be
cleaned up once we've resolved how to handle the upper section of the document.
>>> See you @ 3:30pm.
>>> Thanks,
>>> Clarke
>>>
>>> -----Original Message-----
>>> From: Clarke Miller
>>> Sent: Monday, May 19, 2014 9:27 AM
>>> To: 'Bridges, George (OCII)'
>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
>>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>
>>> Thanks for your flexibility, George. We'll see you at 3:30pm at your office. I'll be forwarding the
revised RFQ document to you shortly.
>>> Clarke
>>>
>>> -----Original Message-----
>>> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
>>> Sent: Monday, May 19, 2014 9:18 AM
>>> To: Clarke Miller
>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
>>> Subject: Re: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>
>>> Clarke
>>>
>>> Yes.  Let's plan to meet at 3:30.
>>>
>>> George
>>>
>>>> On May 18, 2014, at 3:20 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
>>>>
>>>> George,
>>>> We apologize, but we had a conflict arise on our end at 2pm tomorrow. Are you available instead
later in the afternoon around 3:30 or 4pm?
>>>> Thanks,
>>>> Clarke
>>>>
>>>> Clarke Miller
>>>> Strada Investment Group
>>>>
>>>>> On May 16, 2014, at 2:57 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
>>>>>
>>>>> George,
>>>>> Monday at 2pm works for us. Would you like to meet at your office again? We'll send the



mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com

mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org





revised RFQ in advance of the meeting.
>>>>> Thanks,
>>>>> Clarke
>>>>>
>>>>> -----Original Message-----
>>>>> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
>>>>> Sent: Friday, May 16, 2014 8:54 AM
>>>>> To: Clarke Miller
>>>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com);
David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
>>>>> Subject: Re: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>>>
>>>>> Clarke
>>>>>
>>>>> How does Monday or Wednesday at 2pm work for you?
>>>>>
>>>>> George
>>>>>
>>>>>> On May 16, 2014, at 8:14 AM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
>>>>>>
>>>>>> George,
>>>>>> Thanks for the suggested revisions and the additional information. We're working on a revised
RFQ right now.
>>>>>> David Carlock will be out of town Tuesday, and he'd like to attend the follow-up meeting. Are
you available either Monday afternoon or Wednesday?
>>>>>> Thanks,
>>>>>> Clarke
>>>>>>
>>>>>> -----Original Message-----
>>>>>> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
>>>>>> Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 5:18 PM
>>>>>> To: Clarke Miller
>>>>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com);
David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
>>>>>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>>>>
>>>>>> Clarke/Kate
>>>>>>
>>>>>> Thank you for meeting with us today to further discuss the RFQ for the Warriors' Arena.
>>>>>>
>>>>>> Since Ray and I will be in the financial district on Tuesday morning, I thought it might be
convenient for you if we meet at your office around 11am.  Will this time/day work for you?
>>>>>>
>>>>>> Please find the most recent edits in the attached RFQ and a copy of the OCA form.  The
information on this form should be completed so that when the RFQ is ready for release, Ferry Lo in our
office is able to post the RFQ on the OCII and City's websites.
>>>>>>
>>>>>> To search for certified firms in order to send the RFQ, please visit the following websites:
>>>>>>
>>>>>> Agency-certified SBEs: http://www.iucp.com/Default.aspx?agency=SFRA
>>>>>>
>>>>>> San Francisco-certified LBEs:  http://mission.sfgov.org/hrc_certification/SEARCH.aspx
>>>>>>
>>>>>> Please let me know if you have any other questions or concerns.
>>>>>>
>>>>>> George
>>>>>> -----Original Message-----
>>>>>> From: Bridges, George (OCII)
>>>>>> Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 3:26 PM
>>>>>> To: 'Clarke Miller'
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>>>>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com);
David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout
>>>>>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>>>>
>>>>>> Clarke
>>>>>>
>>>>>> Thank you for providing the information prior to the meeting.
>>>>>>
>>>>>> Please find my edits to the draft RFP for your review.
>>>>>>
>>>>>> See you tomorrow!
>>>>>>
>>>>>> George
>>>>>>
>>>>>> -----Original Message-----
>>>>>> From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
>>>>>> Sent: Tuesday, May 13, 2014 10:10 PM
>>>>>> To: Bridges, George (OCII)
>>>>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com);
David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Jesse Blout
>>>>>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>>>>
>>>>>> George,
>>>>>> As promised in advance of our Thursday 9am meeting, please see attached our draft RFQ for
your review and comments. In the draft RFQ, we've highlighted a number of items that are either
pending further information on our side or for which we have questions for you. In addition, please see
the attached A&E fee breakdown by percentage. As mentioned below, we don't yet have actual fee $$
for the new site, so these are %'s based off the contracted work for Piers 30-32.
>>>>>> We look forward to discussing these on Thursday.
>>>>>> Thanks,
>>>>>> Clarke
>>>>>>
>>>>>>
>>>>>> -----Original Message-----
>>>>>> From: Clarke Miller
>>>>>> Sent: Thursday, May 08, 2014 2:20 PM
>>>>>> To: 'Bridges, George (OCII)'
>>>>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Jeff Rock; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa
(bdraa@warriors.com); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
>>>>>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>>>>
>>>>>> George,
>>>>>>
>>>>>> An hour should be fine to cover the agenda items (i.e., comments to draft RFQ, possible
disciplines for SBE full responsibility, and relative fee contributions to overall A&E budget). As for the
budget, we'll share with you a breakdown of each consultant by %, however the total dollar amount
isn't very relevant right now because what we have only pertains to our prior site at Piers 30-32. We'll
send both the % budget breakdown and the draft RFQ to you early next week.
>>>>>>
>>>>>> We'll plan to meet you on the 15th at 9am at 1 SVN, 5th floor.
>>>>>>
>>>>>> Thanks,
>>>>>> Clarke
>>>>>>
>>>>>> -----Original Message-----
>>>>>> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
>>>>>> Sent: Thursday, May 08, 2014 1:53 PM
>>>>>> To: Clarke Miller
>>>>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Jeff Rock; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa
(bdraa@warriors.com); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
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>>>>>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>>>>
>>>>>> Clarke
>>>>>>
>>>>>> Ray and I are available next Thursday from 9am - 10am.  Unfortunately, I have an all-staff
meeting that begins at 10am.  Do you think an hour will be enough time?  If not, we are available to
begin at 8:30am, ok?
>>>>>>
>>>>>> Thank you for planning to send a draft version of the RFQ prior to the meeting.
>>>>>>
>>>>>> It would also be helpful to us if we could review the budgets for the various disciplines prior
to the meeting.
>>>>>>
>>>>>> I look forward to meeting with the team next week.
>>>>>>
>>>>>> George
>>>>>>
>>>>>> -----Original Message-----
>>>>>> From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
>>>>>> Sent: Wednesday, May 07, 2014 3:51 PM
>>>>>> To: Bridges, George (OCII)
>>>>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Jeff Rock; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa
(bdraa@warriors.com); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
>>>>>> Subject: RE: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>>>>
>>>>>> George,
>>>>>>
>>>>>> We'd like to meet with you again next week to discuss our draft RFQ (which we'll send to you
in advance), as well as our preliminary thoughts about certain disciplines which may be well-suited for
full SBE participation.
>>>>>>
>>>>>> Does Thursday, May 15 between 9am - 1pm work for you for an hour-long meeting?
>>>>>>
>>>>>> Thanks,
>>>>>> Clarke
>>>>>>
>>>>>>
>>>>>> -----Original Message-----
>>>>>> From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org]
>>>>>> Sent: Monday, May 05, 2014 9:33 AM
>>>>>> To: Clarke Miller
>>>>>> Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com; Jeff Rock; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Ben Draa
(bdraa@warriors.com); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
>>>>>> Subject: FW: Revised Consultants Fee Distribution Summary
>>>>>>
>>>>>> Clarke
>>>>>>
>>>>>> I appreciate your message.
>>>>>>
>>>>>> Please find the word version of the RFQ with some quick changes to the language related to
the SBE Program.
>>>>>>
>>>>>> This is only to serve as an example of an RFQs previously released.  Feel free to make the
necessary changes as you see fit.
>>>>>>
>>>>>> George
>>>
>>> <Bid database input form_GSW Arena Arch Consultants RFQ_5 21 14.doc>
>
>
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> <GSW_ArenaDesignPhase_RFQ (DJK 5.27).docx>








From: Liz Brisson
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: Fwd: Updated Waterfront Phase 2 Scope Outline for TA Role
Date: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 6:46:59 PM
Attachments: WaterfrontUpdatedScoping.docx


Hi Viktoriya,


Do you have time to connect this week to give me some feedback on my proposed
new scope outline of Waterfront work (see attached) to make sure it gels well with
Warriors EIR (this would be related to the voicemail Julie left you earlier today)? I
can come to SF Planning offices. Thursday or Friday afternoon would be good for
me, but i have other flexibilty. You can see my notes below to Peter/Erin. What i'm
most interested in your guidance of is how to interface with work Jose Farran has
already done. It seems more productive for us to circle up and come to consensus
before the Bi-Weekly Transpo meetings kick back in on June 10. Thanks, Liz


Thanks Liz


---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Liz Brisson <liz.brisson@sfcta.org>
Date: Tue, May 27, 2014 at 6:43 PM
Subject: Updated Waterfront Phase 2 Scope Outline for TA Role
To: Erin Miller <erin.miller@sfmta.com>, Peter Albert <Peter.Albert@sfmta.com>
Cc: Julie Kirschbaum <Julie.Kirschbaum@sfmta.com>, Scott Jefferis
<Scott.Jefferis@sfmta.com>, Jeffrey Flynn <Jeffrey.Flynn@sfmta.com>, Grahm
Satterwhite <Grahm.Satterwhite@sfmta.com>


Peter/Erin,


I've been working to refine the scope of work for the TA role supporting Waterfront
Phase 2, and have some draft thoughts put together that were built off of the
brainstorm meeting Peter/Erin/Adam and i had a few weeks ago, and subsequently
vetted with a meeting with Jeff/Scott a couple weeks ago, and with Julie today.


I think this represents pretty good consensus of what SFMTA Transit would find
most useful for us to produce and that I think they should be considered most
important "Customer" of this work, given how important Muni performance is going
to be in the new location. I know we are picking back up with bi-weekly city agency
Waterfront Transportation coordination meetings in 2 weeks on June 10 and I'd like
to discuss this at that meeting, and then re-kick off with my consultant team. I think
of particular importance is making sure this syncs up well with new Warriors EIR and
so am going to see if I can find a time to meet with Viktoriya between now and
then. 


Let me know if questions,


Thanks! Liz


-- 
Liz Brisson
Senior Transportation Planner
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Waterfront Update Scope – WORKING DOCUMENT – 5/27/2014


Study area: focus only South of Mission Bay channel portion of previous WTA Study Area


Study purpose: identify a Muni-centric strategy for this area that will allow it to meet its growing needs (Do not focus on regional transit/walk/bike---doesnt mean these pieces aren't important, but are not where we think the most work/thinking, biggest value-add from our team will be). This includes ways to manage auto traffic impacts to Muni.


Study outcome: set of project concepts with cost estimates for further advancing through combination of public and private funds; documentation framing Muni subway capacity needs for SFMTA use in subsequent work such as Muni Rail Strategy


Study methodology: more qualitative... no new modeling/travel forecasts, but will use whats useful from baseline travel forecast, plus new Warriors-specific trip-gen by Adavant


Main differences from before: 


· North of channel study area dropped


· only Muni not other modes


· No fair-share calculation at this point. this is particularly because City will have very little leverage from Warriors at new site and timing isnt ripe for Mission Rock and Pier 70


Potential Tasks


Needs Assessment


· Peer review by Nelson/Nygaard of Mode Share assumption from Adavant for Warriors in new site, based on comparable stadiums


· Peer review by Nelson/Nygaard of event arrival/departure distribution by time of day, based on comparable stadiums and Arup prepares graphic


· Complete transit capacity and reliability analysis (Arup and Nelson/Nygaard)


Strategy Screening/Additions/Evaluation


· Review and comment on SFMTA memo of transit needs, including Nelson/Nygaard transit event expert Larry Gould (worked 30 years at NYMTA and directed transit 


operations planning for 9/11, Hurricane Sandy, and Super Bowl 48) by Nelson/Nygaard


· Recommend additional transit improvements (those identified through Waterfront Phase 1 that relate to transit and south of Channel, plus additional ones identified through peer review and Muni capacity/reliability analysis)


· Provide cost estimates of capital improvements recommended (as directed by SFMTA) (by Arup)


Public/Stakeholder Outreach Support


· Liz Brisson will continue to attend meetings with inter-agency teams, developer stakeholders, and members of public until budget exhausted. About 200 hours of LB time is left at this point, which also includes her management of consultant work and deliverables.


Final Deliverables: 


· Memo from N/N and Arup to SFMTA with findings on mode share and distribution of trips by time of day peer review, recommended Muni transit needs including managing impact of traffic congestion on transit, cost estimates for strategies


· [bookmark: _GoBack]Produce memo on Muni rail capacity needs and opportunities (by Liz Brisson with Arup support) SFMTA can advise on how public or internal this document is.









San Francisco County Transportation Authority
1455 Market Street, 22nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
415-522-4838


-- 
Liz Brisson
Senior Transportation Planner
San Francisco County Transportation Authority
1455 Market Street, 22nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
415-522-4838
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From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
To: Bollinger, Brett; Wise, Viktoriya
Cc: Jose Farran; Joyce Hsiao; Paul Mitchell; Kern, Chris
Subject: GSW - Final Transportation Scope of work
Date: Thursday, January 16, 2014 5:04:15 PM


Hi Brett and Viktoriya
Per your meeting yesterday and emails today, I will find some place in the scope of 
work to insert that we will qualitatively assess a ferry terminal variant.
Will look at the scope, and then check with Brett before resubmitting.
Luba


Luba C. Wyznyckyj, AICP
LCW Consulting
3990 20th Street
San Francisco, CA 94114
(t) 415-252-7255
(c) 415-385-7031
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Beaupre, David (PRT)
Subject: RE: Mission Bay Art
Date: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 3:03:00 PM


Sounds good.  I’m available Friday anytime other than 10.30 to 12.  I have chatted a bit with Tiffany
so have a little direction.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Beaupre, David (PRT) 
Sent: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 2:10 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Mission Bay Art
 
This Friday, have you talked to Tiffany on who is going to run the actual process for you, I think the
Port part is pretty easy.
 
Thank you,
 
David Beaupre
Port of San Francisco
Pier 1
San Francisco CA 94111
415-274-0539
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Sunday, May 25, 2014 4:02 PM
To: Beaupre, David (PRT)
Subject: RE: Mission Bay Art
 
David – when would be a good time early the first week in June or late this coming week for you and
me to talk on the phone on a plan of action to then run up the chain?  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
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1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Beaupre, David (PRT) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 10:26 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Mission Bay Art
 
Can we set a time for just you and I to discuss this tomorrow, maybe 11? Next Thursday at 1 works,
but only if at the Port and can only be an hour, otherwise I could do it anytime in the AM
 
Thank you,
 
David Beaupre
Port of San Francisco
Planning and Development
415-274-0539
Fax 415-732-0409
sfport.com
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 10:21 AM
To: Beaupre, David (PRT)
Subject: RE: Mission Bay Art
 
Glad to have you on board. Lets chat and if you are available next thrusday at 1 for a meeting
with the warriors would be good. Also want to have you, me and jill chat before then to be
on the same page.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Beaupre, David (PRT)"
Date:05/15/2014 9:34 AM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" ,"Hodapp, Dan (PRT)"
Subject: RE: Mission Bay Art
 
Dan,
 
I will follow up on this, I have been in conversation with Catherine and others on this for a while
 
Thank you,



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/





 
David Beaupre
Port of San Francisco
Planning and Development
415-274-0539
Fax 415-732-0409
sfport.com
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 8:16 AM
To: Beaupre, David (PRT); Hodapp, Dan (PRT)
Subject: Mission Bay Art
 
Hi, David and Dan – I was wondering if we could chat briefly on art in Mission Bay.  Dan may have
already received a call from Jill at the Arts Commission regarding this.  Basically, we are getting
ready to start the MB Public Art program (this was pre-Warriors), and the Warriors also have
questions on how the art program would work, specifically on Park P22.  So, it would be good to
touch base on how the Port wants the arts program to work on Port property.  I have attached the
MOU we have with the Arts Commission as a starting base for what the current agreements are, but
they are pretty general and do not get into the specifics about how it would actually work.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: Standing water
Date: Sunday, May 25, 2014 1:28:00 PM


I will outreach to code compliance to see if we can get references to requirements.  We typically just do
a friendly "act as a good neighbor" email when we have complaints from folks related to standing water
and mosquitos/etc. to get them to address them without going through the official code compliance
route. 


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/


PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.


-----Original Message-----
From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Sent: Friday, May 23, 2014 8:57 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Standing water


Can OCII generate a letter or email to Salesforce and/or GSW about the need to abate the standing
water on the site, citing any pertinent language in any docs that speaks to this issue. Strada will work
with the parties to enforce/remediate. They just need something in writing pointing them to the
requirement to abate. Let me know!


Best,


Jennifer



mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=b2161cda984e436b919fd2b738c5e13d-Jennifer Entine Matz
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From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
To: Wise, Viktoriya
Subject: GSW - Pedestrians in scope - no quantitative 2040 Cumulative 
Date: Thursday, January 09, 2014 9:47:27 AM


Sorry to bother you.  If you change your mind and want to do 2040 Cumulative, let 
me know.


Scope:  
The transportation consultants will perform peak hour pedestrian LOS analyses of 
Existing plus Project/Project Alternative conditions 


 Future year 2040 Cumulative pedestrian conditions will be assessed qualitatively.


Luba C. Wyznyckyj, AICP
LCW Consulting
3990 20th Street
San Francisco, CA 94114
(t) 415-252-7255
(c) 415-385-7031



mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com

mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=53ddc14b15cb409584d3f7b15453f64a-Viktoriya Wise






From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: "arosenthal@warriors.com"
Cc: Manton, Jill  (ART)
Subject: RE: Mission Bay South Art MOU
Date: Thursday, May 15, 2014 8:21:00 AM
Attachments: Art MOU MBS.pdf


Sorry, spelled Jill’s last name wrong.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 8:19 AM
To: arosenthal@warriors.com
Cc: 'jill.manson@sfgov.org'
Subject: Mission Bay South Art MOU
 
Alix – as promised, attached is the Mission Bay South Art MOU for context.  Jill and I have been
talking and are outreaching to the Port.  Jill will be joining the meeting next week and we will see if a
someone from the Port can attend as well, as Park P22 is Port property and they will need to be
involved in the design of the park and any art installed.
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 



mailto:arosenthal@warriors.com

mailto:jill.manton@sfgov.org
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MISSION BAY SOUTH
MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING



(Arts Commission)



THIS MISSION BAY SOUTH MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING (this
"MOU") dated as of January 4, 1999, is between the ARTS COMMISSION OF THE
CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO (the "Arts Commission") and the
REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN
FRANCISCO, a public body, corporate and politic of the State of California (together
with any successor public agency designated by or pursuant to law, the "Agency"), and is
made with reference to the Interagency Cooperation Agreement for Mission Bay South
dated as of November 16, 1998 (the "Interagency Cooperation Agreement"), between the
City and County of San Francisco (the "City") and the Agency. Unless otherwise defined
in this MOU, all initially capitalized terms used in this MOU shall have the meanings
given them in the Interagency Cooperation Agreement and the documents referred to
therein.



THIS MOU is made with reference to the following facts and circumstances:



A. In accordance with the Community Redevelopment Law of California
(Health & Safety Code Section 33000 et seq.), the City, acting through its Board of
Supervisors, has approved a Redevelopment Plan for the Mission Bay South
Redevelopment Project and the Interagency Cooperation Agreement by Ordinance
No. 335-98 adopted by the Board and approved by the Mayor on November 2, 1998. The
Interagency Cooperation Agreement provides for cooperation between the City and the
Agency in administering the process for control and approval of subdivisions and all
other applicable land use, development, construction, improvement, infrastructure,
occupancy and use requirements for the South Plan Area and in establishing the City
Regulations, policies and procedures relating to such approvals, and declares the City's
intent to undertake and complete actions and proceedings necessary to be carried out by
the City under the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan and Plan Documents. A copy
of the Land Use Plan and Project Description for the South Plan Area is attached hereto
as Exhibit A.



B. The Owner will generally develop the Improvements in the South Plan
.Area in Major Phases . Each of the Major Phases will contain subphases , including
individual building Projects on the Owner ' s property , together with public Infrastructure,
including streets and open space . Design review is mainly under the purview of the
Agency, in accordance with the Design for Development , Mission Bay Subdivision
Ordinance and Regulations and other Plan Documents.



C. Under Section 5.103 of the City's Charter, the Arts Commission has the
authority to "approve the designs for all public structures, any private structure which
extends over or upon any public property and any yards, courts, set-backs or usable open
spaces which are an integral part of any such structures."



I











D. With respect to the South Plan Area, the Arts Commission has design
review authority over certain structures to be constructed on land owned (or to be owned)
by the City, which will be developed as public streets, public open space and community
facilities, as well as over art to be placed on public open space and other City property in
the South Plan Area, except as otherwise provided below. "Structures," over which the
Arts Commission has design review authority, consist of objects that are constructed and
permanently affixed to City property, such as buildings, bridges, viaducts, elevated ways,
approaches, gates, fences, lamps and other permanently affixed street furniture on City
streets. The term "structures" as used in this MOU shall have the meaning given in the
preceding sentence. The Arts Commission's Charter authority over structures and art (as
described in the next paragraph) does not apply to any land or improvements that the City
does not and will not own, including, but not limited to, privately owned property.
Furthermore, the Arts Commission does not have design review authority over any
structures built on property under the jurisdiction of the City's Port Commission where
such property is improved in furtherance of uses permitted under the Burton Act ("Port
property"), as is the case of the public streets and open space to be built on Port property
in the South Plan Area. In addition, the Arts Commission does not have design review
authority over landscaping on City property except to the extent such landscaping
constitutes structures as defined above or constitutes works of art under Section 5.103 of
the Charter. Accordingly, any review of landscaping by the Arts Commission other than
structures or works of art on City property shall be advisory only and, if the Arts
Commission provides any comments on such landscaping in connection with its review
of structures, it shall clearly designate such comments as advisory only. The Arts
Commission's design review authority over structures on City property extends solely to
the aesthetic aspects of the design and does not encompass review of proposed land uses.



E. Under Section 5.103 of the City's Charter, the Arts Commission also has
the authority to "approve the design and location of all works of art before they are ...
placed upon ... City and County property..." The Mission Bay South Redevelopment
Plan contains an art requirement applicable to development of Projects. The Arts
Commission has design review authority over works of art placed on City property,
including public streets and open space, in the South Plan Area, except for Port property
as provided above.



F. The Interagency Cooperation Agreement and related Plan Documents
(including, but not limited to, the Design Review and Document Approval Procedure and
Mission Bay Subdivision Ordinance and Regulations) set forth time periods for design
review approvals of Major Phases and Projects by City Agencies. With regard to Major
Phases, all applicable City Agencies, including, without limitation, the Arts Commission,
shall, at their earliest convenience but no later than fifty (50) days from the Agency's
certification of a complete application by the Owner for approval of Concept Plans,
provide any comments and recommendations (including , where applicable, approval,
conditional approval or disapproval) on the elements of the Concept Plans within such
City Agency's jurisdiction, to the Executive Director of the Agency. (The Agency has up
to three (3) days after certification of complete application to provide relevant copies to
City Agencies). With respect to Projects, all applicable City Agencies shall, at their
earliest convenience but no later than (40) days from the Agency's certification of a
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complete application by the Owner for Basic Concept Design approval of a Project,
provide any comments or recommendations (including, where applicable, approval,
conditional approval or disapproval) on the elements of the Basic Concept Design within
such City Agency's jurisdiction, to the Executive Director of the Agency. (Again, the
Agency has up to three (3) days after certification of complete application to provide
relevant copies to City Agencies). In addition, once the Basic Concept Design has been
approved for a Project the following maximum time periods apply to the Agency's :
review and approval (or conditional approval or disapproval) of subsequent documents:
45 days from the Agency's certification of a complete application for Schematic Design;
30 days from the Agency's certification of a complete application for Design
Development Documents; and 10 days from receipt of final documents approved by the
Department of Building Inspection and any other applicable City Agencies with
jurisdiction for Final Construction Documents. The Design Review and Document
Approval Procedure also contains procedures for revisions of submittals and procedures
for disapproval in whole or in part and approval subject to specified conditions. Only
certain of these submittals are applicable to the review of design of public open space and
streets, as described in Paragraph G and Section 2.2 below.



G. Under the Design Review and Document Approval Procedure , the Mission
Bay Subdivision Ordinance and Regulations and other Plan Documents , the applicable
phases for design review of improvements to public open space and streets are as follows.
For open space improvements , which are to be constructed by the Owner , the Owner is
required to submit design at the Concept Plan phase for Major Phases and thereafter to
submit additional design at the Schematic Design, Design Development Documents and
Improvement Plans phases . Concept Plans , Schematic Design and Design Development
Documents are governed by the Design Review and Document Approval Procedure.
Improvement Plans are governed by the Mission Bay Subdivision Ordinance and
Regulations . The Owner is required to submit a Streetscape Plan for all of the streets in
the South Plan Area prior to or concurrently with submission of the first application for
approval of Concept Plans for a Major Phase . The Streetscape Plan is a concept level
plan which includes , at a minimum , a description of street trees, lighting, street
furnishings , sidewalk treatment , paving, and curbing as further provided in the project
description contained in Exhibit A attached hereto . The Owner may elect to include
detailed design of the objects of street furniture and any other structures to be installed in
the streets in .the Streetscape Plan. However , if such detailed design is not included in the
Streetscape Plan, then additional streetscape design may be included in the Concept Plans
for a Major Phase and, if not in the Concept Plans, shall be included in the Improvement
Plans to be submitted by the Owner under the Mission Bay Subdivision Ordinance and
Regulations and subject to review by the Arts Commission as provided herein . The Plan
Documents do not specify phases of submission or time lines for review of construction
by the City of any structures on the community facility parcel shown on the attached
Exhibit A.



H. Under Section 2.2(b) of the Interagency Cooperation Agreement, the City
has committed to the provision of assistance to the Agency in carrying out the Mission
Bay South Redevelopment Plan and the Plan Documents as set forth in the Interagency
Cooperation Agreement and in any memoranda of understanding or other agreements
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among the City Agencies or the City and the Agency that may be entered into in
furtherance of the Interagency Cooperation Agreement. Consistent with these
provisions, the Agency and the Arts Commission wish to confirm the manner in which
they will cooperate in the review of design of structures and works of art over which both
the Agency and the Arts Commission would have design review authority and to confirm
the Arts Commission's requirement to act within the review schedules set forth in the
Interagency Cooperation Agreement and Design Review and Document Approval:
Procedure, which apply to all City Agencies, as further provided below. -



ACCORDINGLY, in consideration of the public benefits and other matters
described in the foregoing recitals, the covenants contained in this MOU and for other
good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which are mutually
acknowledged, the Arts Commission and Agency agree as follows:



1. Purpose of this MOU; Relationship to Interagency Cooperation
Agreement; Scope of Arts Commission Design Review Authority. The purpose of this
MOU is to facilitate the implementation of the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan
and the development of the South Plan Area in accordance with the Mission Bay South
Redevelopment Plan and the Plan Documents, including the Interagency Cooperation
Agreement and Design Review and Document Approval Procedure. This MOU shall be
subject and subordinate to the Interagency Cooperation Agreement and all of its
provisions, including, without limitation, the limitation on liability of the City Agencies
contained therein. The parties acknowledge and agree that the nature and scope of the
Arts Commission's design review authority with respect to the South Plan Area is solely
as described in recitals C, D and E above. The parties recognize that the decisions of the
Arts Commission rendered in accordance with this MOU shall be binding on the Agency
with respect to those matters that are within the Arts Commission's jurisdiction and over
which the Arts Commission has approval authority pursuant to the Charter, as described
herein. For purposes of the preceding sentence, "binding on the Agency" means that the
Agency shall not approve the Improvement Plans as to matters over which the Arts
Commission has jurisdiction and the Owner may not proceed with construction of a
structure or installation of a work of art over which the Arts Commission has jurisdiction
as provided herein unless such design is consistent with the design approved by the Arts
Commission, provided that nothing herein shall limit the Agency's exercise of its design
review authority consistent with the Plan Documents over such structures or works of art.



2. Cooperation in Design Review. To the extent the Arts Commission has
design review authority over any structures and the design and location of art pursuant to
Section 5.103 of the City's Charter, the Arts Commission and the Agency shall work
collaboratively with one another and with the Owner to ensure that design issues are
discussed as early in the review process as possible and to act consistently with respect to,
review of the design of specific structures, in accordance with the provisions of this
MOU. In addition, the Agency, together with the Owner, shall consult with the Arts
Commission early in the process for selection of art and artists in light of the
requirements of Section 2.3 below.
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2.1 Expeditious Processing of Approvals. To the extent it has design
review authority, the Arts Commission shall treat the redevelopment of the South Plan
Area contemplated by the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan and the Plan
Documents as a priority project, with a need for expeditious processing of required
design reviews (including the need for special meetings if necessary), in accordance with
the time periods for Concept Plan approvals for Major Phases set forth in Section 2.1(a)
of the Interagency Cooperation Agreement and in a timely fashion to allow the Agency to
meet the time periods for subsequent approvals set forth in other applicable Plan -
Documents, including the Design Review and Document Approval Procedure and the
Mission Bay Subdivision Ordinance and Regulations, as generally described in Recital F
above. The Agency shall promptly provide to the Arts Commission relevant portions of
applications for Major Phase and Project approvals to the extent the Arts Commission
may have design review authority of items within the scope of this MOU, consistent with
Section 5.103 of the City's Charter. In particular, with respect to Schematic Design,
Design Development Documents and Improvement Plans, the Agency shall use its best
efforts to immediately deliver to the Arts Commission copies of such documents as to
elements within the Arts Commission's jurisdiction.



2.2 Design Review over Structures. Subject to Section 2.1 above,
design review of Major Phases and Projects shall be performed pursuant to the
Interagency Cooperation Agreement and the Plan Documents, including the Design
Review and Document Approval Procedure attached to the South OPA and the Mission
Bay Subdivision Ordinance and Regulations. The Arts Commission shall have the right
to review and approve the design for structures on City property, except for structures on
Port property to be constructed as public open space and streets by the Owner or
otherwise used for public trust purposes in accordance with the South OPA (which Port
lands are shown on Exhibit B attached to this MOU).



(a) Public Open Space . For purposes hereof, the Arts
Commission ' s review and approval of design with respect to structures on public open
space means and requires : (i) review and approval of the design of items within the scope
of this MOU by the Civic Design Committee and the Arts Commission at the stage of
submission by the Owner of an application for approval of Concept Plans for a Major
Phase and (ii) review and approval of Schematic Design , Design Development
Documents and Improvement Plans, where applicable , by the Civic Design Committee
(or its successor) only, or, with the approval of the Civic Design Committee, the
Executive Director or his or her designee, provided that applications for Schematic
Design, Design Development Documents and Improvement Plans are consistent with the
Concept Plans for a Major Phase as approved by the Arts Commission . In each instance,
the Arts Commission shall approve , disapprove , or conditionally approve the design, in
writing, ( 1) with respect to elements of Concept Plans within the Art Commission's
jurisdiction , at its earliest convenience but no later than the 50-day maximum time frame
for approval of a Major Phase established under Section 2.1 (a) of the Interagency
Cooperation Agreement as described in Recital F and (2) with respect to elements of
Schematic Design , Design Development Documents and Improvement Plans within its
jurisdiction , at its earliest convenience but no later than (A) thirty (30) days from the
certification of a complete application for Schematic Design and (B) twenty one (21)
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days from the certification of a complete application for Design Development
Documents, in order to allow the Agency to meet the time deadlines set forth in the
Design Review and Document Approval Procedure as generally described in Recital F,
and (C) twenty-one (21) days after submittal of the Improvement Plans to the Department
of Public Works, in order to allow the Department of Public Works to meet the 60-day
period referred to in Section 1446 of the Mission Bay Subdivision Code and Section
66456.2 of the Government Code. If the Arts Commission disapproves the design in
whole or in part, the Arts Commission shall state the reason or reasons and recommend
changes or make other recommendations, in writing to the Agency and the Owner. Any
such reasons for disapproval or recommended changes must be in conformity with the
Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan and the Plan Documents. Immediately upon
receipt, the Agency shall provide the Owner with a copy of the Arts Commission's
approval, conditional approval or disapproval with respect to a Major Phase or Project, or
relevant component thereof.



(b) Public Streets. For purposes hereof, the Arts Commission's
review and approval of design with respect to structures on public streets means and
requires: (i) review and approval of the design of public street items within the scope of
this MOU by the Civic Design Committee and the Arts Commission at the stage of
submission by the Owner of an application for approval of a Streetscape Plan in
connection with the first Major Phase and for any Major Phase Concept Plans that
include additional streetscape detail beyond that provided in the Streetscape Plan and
(ii) review and approval of items within the scope of this MOU by the Civic Design
Committee (or its successor) only, or, with the approval of the Civic Design Committee,
the Executive Director or his or her designee at the stage of submission by the Owner of
an application for approval of Improvement Plans, provided that applications for
Improvement Plans are consistent with the Streetscape Plan and any Concept Plans for a
Major Phase as approved by the Arts Commission. In each instance, the Arts
Commission shall approve, disapprove, or conditionally approve the design, in writing,
(1) with respect to elements of the Streetscape Plan and/or Concept Plans within the Art
Commission's jurisdiction, at its earliest convenience but no later than the maximum time
frame established under Section 2.1(a) of the Interagency Cooperation Agreement for
approval of a Major Phase as described in Recital F and (2) with respect to elements of
Improvement Plans within its jurisdiction, at its earliest convenience but no later than
fifty (50) days after submittal of the Improvement Plans to the Department of Public
Works, in order to allow the Department of Public Works to meet the 60-day period
referred to in Section 1446 of the Mission Bay Subdivision Code and Section 66456.2 of
the Government Code. If the Arts Commission disapproves the design in whole or in
part, the Arts Commission shall state the reason or reasons and recommend changes or
make other recommendations, in writing to the Agency (and, in the case of Improvement
Plans, to the Director of the Department of Public Works) and the Owner. Any such
reasons for disapproval or recommended changes must be in conformity with the Mission
Bay South Redevelopment Plan and the Plan Documents. Immediately upon receipt, the
Agency or the Department of Public Works, as applicable, shall provide the Owner with a
copy of the Arts Commission's approval, conditional approval or disapproval with
respect to a Major Phase or Project, or relevant component thereof.
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(c) Notwithstanding the foregoing , no Arts Commission design
review approval shall be required for a Major Phase or Project if (a) the Major Phase or
Project does not include structures in adjacent public space or public streets or (b) the
Major Phase or Project includes structures in an adjacent public street which are the same
in all material respects as the detailed design for structures included in the Streetscape
Plan, Concept Plans (if applicable) and Improvement Plans for another Major Phase
previously approved by the Arts Commission.



(d) Further notwithstanding the foregoing, the review of the
design of any structures to be constructed by the City on Block 8 (the Community
Facilities Parcel) or on Block 14 (if such property is owned by the City rather than the
School District) shall not be subject to the timelines for review set forth herein.
However, if Blocks 8 or. 14 are shown in the application by the Owner for approval of a
Major Phase, then (i) the time period applicable to Arts Commission review of such
Major Phase shall not be extended due to the inclusion of such Block and (ii) the Major
Phase application shall not be deemed incomplete for failure to provide submission
materials including, but not limited to, Concept Plans for such Block.



(e) The parties acknowledge and agree that the time deadlines
and submission requirements of the Arts Commission's Civic Design Guidelines shall
apply to development by the Owner in the South Plan Area to the extent they are .
consistent with the Design Review and Document Approval Procedure and Mission Bay
Subdivision Ordinance and Regulations.



(f) The Arts Commission's review of each phase of additional
design detail must be consistent with the design that it has approved for the previous
phase of design.



(g) Upon request by the Owner, the Executive Director of the
Arts Commission, the Owner and the Agency may agree to any extension of time
necessary to allow revisions of submittals prior to a decision by the Arts Commission.
The Arts Commission shall review all such revisions as expeditiously as possible as
provided above, within the time frame of extension agreed to by the Owner, the Agency
and the Executive Director of the Arts Commission. In the event that the Arts
Commission (i) disapproves an application in whole or in part or (ii) approves the
application with specified conditions and the Owner submits a revised application, the
Arts Commission shall consider a revised submission as expeditiously as possible but in
no event longer than the applicable time period for an original application.



2.3 Design Review of Works of Art. Any works of art that are to be
placed on City property (other than Port property) must first be submitted to and
approved by the Arts Commission. For purposes hereof, the Arts Commission's review
and approval of works of art means and requires review and approval of art that is within
the scope of this MOU by the Visual Arts Committee (or it successor) and the Arts
Commission. The parties acknowledge that the Arts Commission's process for selection
of art and artists under its Public Art Program does not apply to development by the
Owner in the South Plan Area only to the extent that such development (i) is governed by
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the art requirement set forth in the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan and (ii) does
not involve a proposal for a bond issue by the City (and not the Agency) or a request by a
City officer, board of commission for the construction of a building, aboveground
structure, new park or transportation improvement project pursuant to Section 3.19 of the
Administrative Code.



3. General Provisions.



3.1 Notices. A notice or communication under this MOU by either
party to the other shall be sufficiently given or delivered if dispatched by hand or by
registered or certified mail, postage prepaid, addressed as follows:



(i) In the case of a notice or communication to the Agency:



San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
770 Golden Gate Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94102-3102
Attn: Executive Director
Reference: Mission Bay South
Telefacsimile: (415) 749-2565



San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
770 Golden Gate Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94102-3102
Attn: General Counsel
Reference: Mission Bay South
Telefacsimile: (415) 749-2575



(ii) In the case of a notice or communication to the Arts
Commission:



Arts Commission
25 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 240
San Francisco, California 94102
Attn: Director of Cultural Affairs
Telefacsimile: (415) 252-2595



with a copy to:



Office of the Mayor
City and County of San Francisco
City Hall
I Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102
Attn: Mission Bay Project Manager
Reference: Mission Bay South
Telefacsimile: (415) 554-6018



and to:
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Office of the City Attorney
Room 234, City Hall
I Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco , CA 94102-4682
Attn: Jesse C. Smith
Reference : Mission Bay South
Telefacsimile : (415) 554-4755



(ii) And in the case of a notice or communication sent by either
the City or the Agency to the other, a copy shall be sent to the Owner Representative at:



Catellus Development Corporation
201 Mission Street , Second Floor
San Francisco , California 94105
Attn: Mission Bay Development Office
Telefacsimile: (415) 974-3724.



With a copies to:



Catellus Development Corporation
201 Mission Street, Second Floor
San Francisco, California 94105
Attn: General Counsel
Telefacsimile: (415) 974-4613



And to:



telefacsimile.



Coblentz, Patch, Duffy & Bass, LLP
222 Kearny Street, 7th Floor
San Francisco, California 94108
Attn: Pamela S. Duffy
Telefacsimile: (415) 989-1663



I



For the convenience of the parties, copies of notice may also be given by



Every notice given to a party hereto, pursuant to the terms of this MOU,
must state (or must be accompanied by a cover letter that states ) substantially the
following:



(a) the Section of this MOU pursuant to which the notice is
given and the action or response required , if any;



(b) if applicable, the period of time within which the recipient
of the notice must respond thereto;



(c) if approval is being requested, shall be clearly marked
"Request for Approval under the Mission Bay South Arts Commission MOU"; and
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(d) if a notice of a disapproval or an objection which requires
reasonableness, shall specify with particularity the reasons therefor.



The notice requirements herein shall not apply to submissions for
approvals or to subsequent Arts Commission actions (subject to the Agency's and the
Department of Public Works' respective obligations to notify the Owner of such actions
as provided herein).



5.2 Successors and Assigns; Third Party Beneficiary. This MOU shall inure
to the benefit of and bind the respective successors and assigns of the Arts Commission
and the Agency. The Owner, including any Transferee of the Owner permitted under the
South OPA, is an intended third party beneficiary of this MOU. Except as provided
above with respect to the Owner and its permitted Transferees, this MOU is for the
exclusive benefit of the parties hereto and not for the benefit of any other Person and
shall not be deemed to have conferred any rights, express or implied, upon any other
Person.



5.3 Other General Provisions. Without limiting Section 1 of this MOU, any of
the general provisions of the Interagency Cooperation Agreement not otherwise specified
in this Section 5 are incorporated herein and made a part hereof by reference.
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Arts Commission and the Agency have duly
executed and delivered this MOU as of the date first written above.



ARTS COMMISSION
OF THEJ 'Y AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO



Richard Newirth
Director of Cultural Affairs



APPROVED AS TO FORM:



LOUISE H. RENNE
City Attorney



REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF THE CITY
AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO,
a public body , corporate and politic, of the State of California



James B. Morales
Executive Director



APPROVED AS TO FORM:



General Counsel
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APPROVED as to approval process for Improvement Plans:
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EXHIBIT A



LAND USE PLAN AND PROJECT DESCRIPTION
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EXHIBIT A



MISSION BAY SOUTH .



LAND USE PLAN AND PROJECT DESCRIPTION



Initially capitalized terms unless separately defined in this project description have the
meanings and content set forth in the South OPA. "Local-serving" has the meaning and content
set forth in the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan.



The South Plan Area contains a mix of primarily residential, retail and
commercial industrial uses , with associated parking and loading areas , together with supporting
infrastructure, including a significant open space component. The development program of
Owner and the Agency for the South Plan Area is more specifically as follows:



1. Owner's Development Program.



A. Infrastructure Program.



The Owner's obligations with respect to Infrastructure are set forth in the Infrastructure
Plan. Together with the Mission Bay Subdivision Code and Regulations, the Infrastructure Plan
establishes the design standards, construction standards, criteria and specifications for
Infrastructure in the South Plan Area. In addition, the Infrastructure Plan and the South OPA
describe the obligations of Owner and the City with respect to community facilities, including a
police/fire station and school, which are both permitted on sites so designated in the Mission Bay
South Redevelopment Plan. The Infrastructure Plan also contains an Infrastructure phasing
methodology which establishes the timing and components of Infrastructure that will be required
in connection with a Major Phase or Project.



B. Development Program Components.



In addition to and in conjunction with the Infrastructure described in the Infrastructure
Plan, the Owner is permitted to construct the following Improvements in the South Plan Area on
sites where such uses are permitted by the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan:



1. Up to approximately 1,900 market -rate Dwelling Units as defined in the
Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan; provided , however , that Owner may
elect to construct additional units that the Agency would otherwise be permitted
to construct pursuant to the terms and conditions of Section 3.4.3 of the South



OPA.



2. Up to approximately 230,000 Leasable square feet of retail uses as defined
in the Redevelopment Plan. The allowable retail space includes: 159,300
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Leasable square feet of Local-serving retail, 20,700 Leasable square feet of City-
serving retail, and 50,000 Leasable square feet of entertainment retail.



3. An up to 500 room hotel and associated facilities such as retail, banquet
and conference rooms.



4. Up to 5,000,000 Leasable square feet of Commercial Industrial uses, as
defined in the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan.



5. Public facilities, including .open lot or enclosed storage, pump station,
railroad tracks and related facilities, or other public use or structure.



6. Approximately 41 acres of open space , including eight acres within the
UCSF site, plus an additional approximately two (2) acres on Port property
outside of and adjacent to the South Plan Area.



7. Associated parking and loading, as provided in the Mission Bay South
Design for Development document. .



8. Temporary uses permitted under the Mission Bay South Redevelopment
Plan and interim uses as may be approved pursuant to the Mission Bay South
Redevelopment Plan.



9. Non-conforming uses, subject to the terms and conditions of the Mission
Bay South Redevelopment Plan.



C. Streetscape.



The Owner shall prepare and submit to the Agency a Streetscape Plan for the South Plan
Area prior to or concurrent with the first Major Phase submission. The Streetscape Plan shall be
a concept level plan which includes, at a minimum, the following:



1. Street Trees. The Streetscape Plan will depict the types of street tree
species proposed , general location , planting frequency and size, and relationship
to the street hierarchy.



2. Lighting. The Streetscape Plan will describe lighting fixture types,
general location and frequency.



3. Street Furnishings. The Streetscape Plan will describe, for street
furnishings such as benches, trash receptacles, newspaper racks, bicycle racks and
kiosks, their general location, frequency and types.



4. Sidewalk Treatment, Paving and Curbing. The Streetscape Plan will
depict generally the sidewalk treatment, paving and curbing features.
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D. Si na e.



The Owner shall prepare and submit to the Agency a Signage Plan for the South Plan
Area prior to or concurrent with the first Major Phase submission . The Signage Plan shall be a
concept level plan which includes, at a minimum, a description of any uniform signage features
proposed for the South Plan Area or , at Owner 's election , as to those land use categories
contained in the first Major Phase . Uniform signage features for any remaining laird use
categories would then be submitted as part of the first Major Phase submission that contains such
categories. Uniform signage is not required, however, for the South Plan Area or any land uses
therein, except for signs and images that pertain to safety, direction and orientation, which shall
be located and signed consistently in major paths and intersections.



E. Channel Edge.



The Owner shall prepare and submit to the Agency a Channel Edge Plan. This Plan,
covering the portions of blocks P.1, P2 and P8 from the top of the South Channel bank toward the
Channel to the mean low tide line, shall be a concept level plan which describes concepts for
vegetation and, where necessary, bank stabilization techniques. This information will be
submitted for blocks P 1, P2 and P8 prior to or concurrent with the first Major Phase submission
that includes one or more of these blocks. The treatment of P3 will be addressed separately as
part of the Major Phase submission that includes that block.



H. A ency's Development Program



A. Infrastructure.



The Agency's obligations with respect to Infrastructure are set forth in the Infrastructure
Plan and the Mission Bay Subdivision Code and Regulations. The Owner is responsible for
providing Infrastructure to the Agency Affordable Housing Parcels in accordance with the South
OPA, consistent with the Infrastructure Plan and Mission Bay Subdivision Regulations,
including the phasing methodology.



B. Development Program Components.



I. Up to approximately 1,100 Affordable Housing Units, including a mix of
rental and ownership units . This number may be increased under the terms and
conditions of the Mission Bay South Housing Program.



2. Associated parking and loading, as provided in the Design for
Development document.



3. Up to approximately 30,000 Leasable square feet of Local-serving retail
on Affordable Housing Parcels.



•
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4. Temporary uses permitted under the Mission Bay South Redevelopment
Plan and interim uses as may be approved pursuant to the Mission Bay South
Redevelopment Plan.



5. Non-conforming uses , subject to the terms and conditions of the Mission
Bay South Redevelopment Plan.
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EXHIBIT B



MAP OF PORT PROPERTY IN THE PLAN AREA



14











PORT !BURTON LANDS
SOUTH PROJECT AREA



PORT LANDS OWNED BY PORT AFTER
TRANSFER VITO BURTON ACT



ORMW $CAla



!00 0 NO 400



N
n ''.Y.JI n
n /t awII n



n L1.1 iI n
n•nnnnnnn A PROJECT OF CATELLUS DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION



---



12/7/98








			page 1


			page 2


			page 3


			page 4


			page 5


			page 6


			page 7


			page 8


			page 9


			page 10


			page 11


			page 12


			page 13


			page 14


			page 15


			page 16


			page 17


			page 18


			page 19


			page 20










From: Clarke Miller
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Streetscape Plan for Mission Bay
Date: Friday, May 16, 2014 5:08:13 PM


Catherine,
One more clarification on the Streetscape plan – if we were to have any proposed changes, would it
require a specific amendment of some sort, like a D4D amendment?
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 2:23 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: Streetscape Plan for Mission Bay
 
Generally they are pretty set since the Master Developer installs them.  That said, there have been
some modifications due to failure of plants, changes to bike rack at the city level, etc.  If the
Warriors would like to suggest something different, we are always open to discussion.  The context
we will be reviewing the request is how it affects the public realm and ensuring that it does not
interrupt the public space or create a situation where the public realm starts feeling too privatized.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 12:21 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Streetscape Plan for Mission Bay
 
Catherine, are the designs and materials included here for the streetscape largely set and to be
followed as-is or do many projects modify the selections as part of their Major Phase applications?
Clarke
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 7:46 AM
To: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: Streetscape Plan for Mission Bay
 
Yes there is.  Let me know if this gets through, since pretty large.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 



mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:[mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org





Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 7:11 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: Streetscape Plan for Mission Bay
 
Hi Catherine,
I understand there’s a specific Streetscape Plan for Mission Bay. Would you please forward me a
copy?
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
 



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:[mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]

mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com

mailto:cmiller@stradasf.com






From: Luba Wyznyckyj
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Jose Farran
Subject: GSW - Transportation Check-In Meeting
Date: Wednesday, March 12, 2014 6:43:28 AM


Good morning
Viktoriya, last week, or maybe it was the week before, we spoke about having a 
check-in meeting with just the transportation team.
I feel that it should just be Jose and me, and whoever you want from your staff.


Things that we can talk about include:
1. Travel demand memo back-up from project sponsor
2. Deliverables for turning movement volumes
3. Review of Existing LOS analysis for intersections, crosswalks, sidewalks, and 
ramps
4. Significance criteria for with game at AT&T Park conditions
5. Strategizing on how impact discussion should be structured. 
6. Setting up actual dates for the three review meetings that we have in the 
schedule
7. Off-site alternatives impact analysis approach
8. Relocation of Fire Station items that may need more city department coordination


I don't recall what time we had reserved for this meeting - I have a feeling that it is 
between 12 and 1.
I can bring you a sushi lunch. :)


Let me know if and what works for you, or we can reschedule till next week.
Both Jose and I are available today.


Luba


Luba C. Wyznyckyj, AICP
LCW Consulting
3990 20th Street
San Francisco, CA 94114
(t) 415-252-7255
(c) 415-385-7031



mailto:lubaw@sbcglobal.net

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=53ddc14b15cb409584d3f7b15453f64a-Viktoriya Wise
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: "Sharpe, Catherine"
Subject: RE: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting
Date: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 5:58:00 PM


Thanks


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/


-----Original Message-----
From: Sharpe, Catherine [mailto:casharpe@Fibrogen.com]
Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 5:09 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting


I'll be there  Thanks


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Date:05/14/2014 3:20 PM (GMT-08:00)
To:
Subject: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting


Hello CAC Members – we are trying to schedule a follow-up meeting with the Block 1 design team to
allow the CAC and community to work on addressing the concerns raised at last week’s meeting.  Please
let me know if you are planning on attending, and also if you would be available next Wednesday, May
21 at 5.  If you do plan on participating and cannot make the 21st, please let me know what evenings
would work for you next week and the following.


Also, please let me know if you do NOT want me to provide your contact information to other City
agencies for them to outreach to you for the Warriors project.


Thank you


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/



mailto:casharpe@Fibrogen.com

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:casharpe@Fibrogen.com
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Streetscape Plan for Mission Bay
Date: Thursday, May 15, 2014 12:21:05 PM


Catherine, are the designs and materials included here for the streetscape largely set and to be
followed as-is or do many projects modify the selections as part of their Major Phase applications?
Clarke
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 7:46 AM
To: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: Streetscape Plan for Mission Bay
 
Yes there is.  Let me know if this gets through, since pretty large.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 7:11 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: Streetscape Plan for Mission Bay
 
Hi Catherine,
I understand there’s a specific Streetscape Plan for Mission Bay. Would you please forward me a
copy?
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
 



mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Adam VandeWater (Google Sheets)
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Miller, Erin


(MTA); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: GSW @ MB Contact List (viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org)
Date: Wednesday, May 21, 2014 2:13:48 PM


I've shared an item with you.
Catherine:  


At your request here are the principal actors in the process for the Warriors arena.  Feel free to add 
others and to fill in contact information as you have them.  Google Docs allows multiple editors and 
will save simultaneously.


Adam


GSW @ MB Contact List


This email grants access to this item. Only forward it to people you trust.


Google Sheets: Create and edit spreadsheets online.



mailto:adam.vandewater@gmail.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=53ddc14b15cb409584d3f7b15453f64a-Viktoriya Wise

mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org

mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org

mailto:peter.albert@sfmta.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=b2161cda984e436b919fd2b738c5e13d-Jennifer Entine Matz

mailto:erin.miller@sfmta.com

mailto:erin.miller@sfmta.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org

mailto:immanuel.bereket@sfgov.org

mailto:lila.hussain@sfgov.org

https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/17SSNit_FcwvICX5orNjQjuFcpC8hjoymTmR2kh2i6EE/edit?usp=sharing&invite=CJbL0scD
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From: Sharpe, Catherine
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting
Date: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 5:08:54 PM


I'll be there  Thanks


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Date:05/14/2014 3:20 PM (GMT-08:00)
To:
Subject: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting


Hello CAC Members – we are trying to schedule a follow-up meeting with the Block 1 design team to
allow the CAC and community to work on addressing the concerns raised at last week’s meeting.  Please
let me know if you are planning on attending, and also if you would be available next Wednesday, May
21 at 5.  If you do plan on participating and cannot make the 21st, please let me know what evenings
would work for you next week and the following.


Also, please let me know if you do NOT want me to provide your contact information to other City
agencies for them to outreach to you for the Warriors project.


Thank you


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/



mailto:casharpe@Fibrogen.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: "Clarke Miller"
Subject: RE: Streetscape Plan for Mission Bay
Date: Thursday, May 15, 2014 7:44:00 AM
Attachments: 061010 MB South Plan Area Streetscape Master Plan - No Redlines SMALL.pdf


Yes there is.  Let me know if this gets through, since pretty large.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 7:11 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: Streetscape Plan for Mission Bay
 
Hi Catherine,
I understand there’s a specific Streetscape Plan for Mission Bay. Would you please forward me a
copy?
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
 



mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:cmiller@stradasf.com






SOUTH PLAN AREA STREETSCAPE MASTER PLAN 
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The Mission Bay South Plan Area Streetscape Master Plan is consistent with the design guidelines set 
forth in the Mission Bay North Plan Area Streetscape Master Plan.



Through its major elements, it is intended that the streetscape system of Mission Bay South Plan Area:



Reinforce the clean hierarchy of use and circulation of the streets



Enhance the open space system



Provide a safe, convenient and aesthetically pleasing pedestrian environment



TThe streetscape elements of the South Plan Area not only reinforce the existing character of the city’s 
fabric, but also establish Third and Fourth Streets as major connective corridors linking Mission Bay to 
the rest of the City both north and south of the Channel.  The streetscape elements also reinforce 
Mission Bay’s streets as vibrant commercial, residential and academic corridors, identify major Mission 
Bay and UCSF gateways, enhance the civic importance and accessibility of the Mission Bay open space 
system.



TThe location, type, quality and style of the streetscape elements, planting, lighting, paving and street 
furnishings are not only part of the ordinary fabric of the City, but also reinforce the distinct charac-
ter of Mission Bay.



Future minor changes and revisions to the Streetscape Master Plan, resulting from Major Phase appli-
cations or specific development projects, will be handled administratively by Agency staff.  In 
addition, the specific location of site furnishings such as trash receptacles, bike racks and news racks 
will be handled on a block by block basis as Major Phase applications and development projects are 
approved.  The retail corridor on Fourth Street between Channel Street and Mission Bay Boulevard 
North has a number of unique streetscape elements, as described in the Major Phase application for 
this area.  The streetscape for this corridor shall be implemented pursuant to the Blocks 2-7 and 13 
Major Major Phase and Parks P5, P6, P13 and P15 Concept Design Application.



2006 Revisions - EDAW











plant



Boulevard South streets



Mission Bay 



                                                                                                                     Once a specific species of tree 
has been planted on a portion of a street, the same species must be installed on the remainder of 
the roadway.  In addition, alternate tree species can only be planted with prior approval by the 
Agency.



                                            Individual tree spacing should vary dpendent upon species selected; 
sidewalk conditions such as internal access ways and crosswalk locations; and utilities and site 
lighting spacing.  Additional variability in the spacing of the trees should also be considered for 
neighborhoood-commercial streets to ensure the visibility of retail signage and business 
entrances.  Site lighting will be placed in an alternating spacing with the trees and lighting will 
not be in conflict at either the ground plain or canopy level.



As noted on the planting plan on the next two pages, the selection of trees adjacent to certain 
future parks in Mission Bay south will be made in concert with the planning and design of those 
parks.
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*Lomandra longifolia



*Due to the presence of underground power lines, 
street trees are not allowed on this portion of 16th
Street. This area should be planted with Lomandra 
longifolia (Spiny-headed Mat-rush), a
low, resilient grass.
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FOURTH STREET NORTH OF THE COMMONS & SOUTH OF SIXTEENTH STREET PLANTING SCENARIO 
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FOURTH STREET NORTH OF THE COMMONS & SOUTH OF SIXTEENTH STREET PLANTING SCENARIO 











12



FOURTH STREET BETWEEN THE COMMONS & SIXTEENTH STREET PLANTING SCENARIO 
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                              The 
planting along P22 will be determined as part of the park 
planning and design effort.
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Victorian Box  Pittosporum undulatum











CHINA BASIN STREET PLANTING SCENARIO
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Longbridge Street
Channel St.



                 Brisbane box will also be used 
for the Mission Bay Boulevard North for similar conditions.











LONG BRIDGE STREET + MISSION BAY BOULEVARD NORTH PLANTING SCENARIO























Victorian Box  Pittosporum undulatum



Preferred Tree











Australian sources refer to it as the “quintessential” melaleuca.  Called 
“Broad-leafed paperbark” down under, this tree has gray-green, 
leathery, 2-4 inch oval leaves and grows quickly to 25-35 feet.  
Cajeputs are well adapted to San Francisco’s conditions, tolerating 
poor and even salty soil and strong winds.



Cajeput Tree Melaleuca quinquenervia



Preferred Tree
Cajeput Tree
Melaleuca quinquenervia



OWENS AND TERRY FRANCOIS BOULEVARD STREET PLANTING SCENARIO











MISSION BAY BOULEVARD NORTH / COMMON OPEN SPACE / MISSION BAY BOULEVARD SOUTH SECTION
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Mission Bay South Streetscape Master Plan - Planting ・ 34
PREFFERRED STREET TREE SUMMARY



Channel Street
Eucalyptus microtheca (Pg6)
Coolibah Gum



Fourth Street
Laurus nobilis (Pg 12)
Bay Laurel



Third Street
Washington Robusta (Pg 7)
Mexican Fan Palm
alternate with 
Arbutus ‘Marina’











Mariposa Street
Ginkgo biloba ‘Autumn Gold’ (Pg 17)
Maidenhair Tree



Mission Bay South Streetscape Master Plan - Planting・35
PREFFERRED STREET TREE SUMMARY











                              granite unit pavers at the street tree locations.  The paving will be 
cast-in-place concrete with sawn joints articulating the pattern.



concrete curb











Note: Areas north of Channel Street
and east ofand east of Terry Francois Boule-
vard are considered special street 
paving areas that have not been 



identified as any particular paving 
type.  These areas will be designed 
to be consistent with characteris-
tics of the adjacent park design
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Note: Areas north of Channel Street
and east ofand east of Terry Francois Boule-
vard are considered special street 
paving areas that have not been 



identified as any particular paving 
type.  These areas will be designed 
to be consistent with characteris-
tics of the adjacent park design
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Paving Type IIA Typical, Third Street  Paving Type IIA Typical
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THIRD STREET AND THE COMMONS



Mission Bay Boulevard North



Mission Bay Boulevard South





























BRIDGEVIEW WAY























                                                                            The locations shown in the plan are for 
illustrative purposes only; the actual location of trash receptacles, bike racks, and news 
racks will be determined on a block by block basis as public improvements plans are 
prepared and approved.  Where possible and practical, site furnishings have been clus-
tered together, and no site furnishings have been placed in the “Clear Zone” (a minimum 
of five feet from the inside edge of the crosswalk).



and news racks.
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TYPICAL NEWS RACK LAYOUT CONDITIONS



MID-BLOCK CONDITION STREET CORNER CONDITION



News Rack



The news rack shall be the Mission Bay standard news rack, similar to the standard news rack used by the City 
of San Francisco in the Mission Bay blue color.  It is a pedestal mounted unit, approximately 58” wide and 28“ 
tall that consolidates multiple newspaper dispensers.  The standard proposed for Mission Bay is a “6 Box News 
Rack” unit.



TThe actual location of the news racks will be determined on a block by block basis as public improvement 
plans are prepared and approved.  Generally, news racks will be located in commercial areas, near major transit 
stops, and in areas where high levels of pedestrian activity are anticpated.



Mid-Block Layout



In a typical mid-block condition, the news rack shall be located center between the edge of the tree well and 
the centerline of the closest light pole.  The news rack shall also be located approximately 4’-6” on center from 
the face of the street curb and do not intrude the pedestrian “clear zone”.



Street Corner Layout



In a In a typical street corner condition, the news rack shall be located 5’-8” from the center of the nearest tree to 
the street corner, unless a special pedestrian gathering zone have be previously designated.  For example, in a 
typical street corner on Fourth Street, north of Mission Bay Boulevard North, a gathering zone of two Mission 
Bay benches and flowering planting have been designated.  (Detail information of this design can be found in 
the document “Blocks 2-7 and 13 Major Phase and Parks P5, P6, P13 and P15 Concept Design Application” on 
page 61.)  In such special conditions, the news rack shall be located 5’-8” from the center of the nearest tree 
ththat is outboard from such special condition zones.  The news rack shall also be located approximately 4’-6” on 
center from the face of the street curb and do not intrude the pedestrian “clear zone”.











News Rack
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: Streetscape Plan for Mission Bay
Date: Saturday, May 17, 2014 10:19:49 AM


Yes. And depending on the change ut may need other approvals. I will need to do
some research on what other commissions approved the original. Thanks


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: Clarke Miller
Date:05/16/2014 5:08 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Subject: RE: Streetscape Plan for Mission Bay


Catherine,
One more clarification on the Streetscape plan – if we were to have any proposed changes, would it
require a specific amendment of some sort, like a D4D amendment?
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 2:23 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: Streetscape Plan for Mission Bay
 
Generally they are pretty set since the Master Developer installs them.  That said, there have been
some modifications due to failure of plants, changes to bike rack at the city level, etc.  If the
Warriors would like to suggest something different, we are always open to discussion.  The context
we will be reviewing the request is how it affects the public realm and ensuring that it does not
interrupt the public space or create a situation where the public realm starts feeling too privatized.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 12:21 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Streetscape Plan for Mission Bay
 
Catherine, are the designs and materials included here for the streetscape largely set and to be
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followed as-is or do many projects modify the selections as part of their Major Phase applications?
Clarke
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 7:46 AM
To: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: Streetscape Plan for Mission Bay
 
Yes there is.  Let me know if this gets through, since pretty large.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 7:11 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: Streetscape Plan for Mission Bay
 
Hi Catherine,
I understand there’s a specific Streetscape Plan for Mission Bay. Would you please forward me a
copy?
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: "corinnewoods@cs.com"
Subject: RE: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting
Date: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 6:03:00 PM


No worries there – they only have from 2-3, so we know we’re out by then.  Went fine at B&F for
UCSF.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
From: corinnewoods@cs.com [mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 3:33 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting
 
Works for me as long as we're out of Oversight Board.


Corinne
 
 
 
-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) (OCII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
Sent: Wed, May 14, 2014 3:20 pm
Subject: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting


Hello CAC Members – we are trying to schedule a follow-up meeting with the Block 1 design team to
allow the CAC and community to work on addressing the concerns raised at last week’s meeting. 
Please let me know if you are planning on attending, and also if you would be available next
Wednesday, May 21 at 5.  If you do plan on participating and cannot make the 21st, please let me
know what evenings would work for you next week and the following.
 
Also, please let me know if you do NOT want me to provide your contact information to other City
agencies for them to outreach to you for the Warriors project. 
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
To: Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); David Kelly


(dkelly@warriors.com); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Murphy, Mary G.
(MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com); nsekhri@gibsondunn.com; Reilly, Catherine (OCII);
Immanuel.Bereket@gmail.com; Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Paul Mitchell
(pmitchell@esassoc.com); Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); José I. Farrán
(jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com); Luba C. Wyznyckyj (lubaw@lcwconsulting.com); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)


Subject: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
Date: Thursday, May 29, 2014 8:00:48 AM


Use the link below to select the day and time of the week that works best with your schedule. Ignore
the specific dates listed since the goal is to find a weekly day and time to meet.
 
http://doodle.com/54gfh5g3sz8akfck
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From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
To: David Noyola; Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: TMP supplement for review
Date: Wednesday, March 19, 2014 3:28:19 PM


Yes, you should expect more comments. I will complete my review by COB tomorrow. I need to
check with Viktoriya on when she can provide her comments, but I expect we can get them to you
next week.
 


From: David Noyola [mailto:dnoyola@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 19, 2014 3:20 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Clarke Miller
Subject: FW: TMP supplement for review
 
Brett, Viktoriya and Chris,
Can you confirm that Erin and Peter’s comments on the supplemental TMPs are the complete city
comments? If so, I would like to work with F&P to finalize them asap. Please let me know if we
should expect more.
 
A version with Peter’s comments is attached here, and Clarke’s responses thereto are below.
 
Thanks,
David
 
 
 


From: Clarke Miller 
Sent: Tuesday, March 11, 2014 8:37 AM
To: Albert, Peter; Bollinger, Brett
Cc: pmitchell@esassoc.com; Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); Kern, Chris; Wise, Viktoriya;
Kaufhauser@warriors.com; David Carlock (dcarlock@warriors.com); Miller, Erin; Chris Mitchell
(C.Mitchell@fehrandpeers.com); Bob Grandy (B.Grandy@fehrandpeers.com); Miller, Erin; David Noyola;
Mary Murphy (MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com); Jim Abrams (jabrams@gibsondunn.com)
Subject: RE: TMP supplement for review
 
Peter,
 
Thanks for your quick response with comments. We’ll clean-up/clarify the edits you showed. As for
the specific questions you pose, my responses are below:


 
1.       The parking stall count for the 337 parking structure assumed the number of stalls


represented in the Giants NOP plus two additional levels of parking for GSW. We’ll
reconfirm the Giants number to be sure it hasn’t changed.


2.       The description of the 337 program as written only addresses the portion of the site the
Warriors would control. You’re correct the Giants have designed significant additional
residential, office, and retail development. We’ll clarify.


3.       I believe using the same mode split for 337 as what the Giants use for AT&T was
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recommended by Jose/Luba, and I tend to agree. We wouldn’t expect that the additional 3-5
minute walk from Caltrain to the 337 arena to have a demonstrable effect on transit,
particularly with connecting MUNI service at the Powell BART/MUNI Station once the new
MUNI central corridor project is complete. Please confirm with Jose/Luba if you think this
needs to be revisited since I believe their analysis is underway.


4.       Lastly, per your note below, you’re correct that at 30-32, we removed any street closures or
lane closures. At both 337 and Potrero, F&P is not recommending street closures either.
However, they are recommending select lane closures (close only one lane where two lanes
in the same direction currently exist) because the sidewalks are generally not as generous at
these sites as what we have at 30-32. We’re happy to discuss this further at a time that’s
convenient for you.


 
Brett, should we expect further comments from the City on these off-site alternative mini-TMPs?
 
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Albert, Peter [mailto:Peter.Albert@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Monday, March 10, 2014 5:31 PM
To: David Noyola; Miller, Erin
Cc: pmitchell@esassoc.com; Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); Bollinger, Brett; Kern, Chris;
Wise, Viktoriya; Clarke Miller; Kaufhauser@warriors.com; David Carlock (dcarlock@warriors.com); Miller,
Erin
Subject: RE: TMP supplement for review
 
My comments (attached) look to clarify assumptions about mode split, SWL 337 garage size, access
patterns, etc.
 
Not yet qualified to represent a PCO strategy or venture option on whether streets need to be
closed for events.  Assume what we worked out for 30-32 might apply to these other sites as well:
didn’t we stave off need for full closure?
 
Peter Albert
Manager, SFMTA Urban Planning Initiatives
SF Municipal Transportation Agency
1 South Van Ness Ave, Seventh Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
(: 415.701.4328
: 415.701.4735
*: peter.albert@sfmta.com
 


From: David Noyola [mailto:dnoyola@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Monday, March 10, 2014 11:13 AM
To: Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin
Cc: pmitchell@esassoc.com; Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); Bollinger, Brett; Kern, Chris;
Wise, Viktoriya; Clarke Miller; Kaufhauser@warriors.com; David Carlock (dcarlock@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: TMP supplement for review
 
Viktoriya, Brett, and Chris –
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Do you have a date by which the MTA should send their comments? Peter and Erin are going
through these supplemental TMPs but would like to know when EP needs them.
 
Thanks,
David
 


From: David Noyola 
Sent: Wednesday, March 05, 2014 5:43 PM
To: Albert, Peter (Peter.Albert@sfmta.com); Miller, Erin (Erin.Miller@sfmta.com)
Cc: pmitchell@esassoc.com; Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); brett.bollinger@sfgov.org
(brett.bollinger@sfgov.org); Chris Kern (chris.kern@sfgov.org); Wise, Viktoriya
(viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org); Clarke Miller; Kaufhauser@warriors.com; David Carlock
(dcarlock@warriors.com)
Subject: TMP supplement for review
 
Peter and Erin – Fehr & Peers has prepared the attached draft supplement to the TMP addressing
transportation issues at the SWL 337 and Potrero Power Plant alternative sites. We are hoping to
finalize these as soon as possible but would like your review and comment before doing so. Please
let me or Environmental Planning folks know if you have any questions on these.
 
Brett, Chris, and Viktoriya – is it important that the City be the named recipient on this document, as
it will be informing the transportation section of the EIR? If so let me know and I can ask F&P to edit
and resend.
 
Thanks all,
 
David Noyola
Associate
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420
San Francisco, CA 94105
(o)   415.263.9144
(m)   415.812.6479
www.stradasf.com
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From: Oshima, Diane
To: Miller, Erin; Liz Brisson
Cc: Michelle Magee; Wise, Viktoriya; Van de Water, Adam; Albert, Peter; Bollinger, Brett; Aide Aceves; Mariana


Saenz
Subject: RE: Four Meeting Summary
Date: Thursday, January 09, 2014 9:20:53 AM
Attachments: image002.png


image003.png
image004.png
image005.png
image006.png


Liz
Thanks for this very helpful explanation.  I did not understand all this from
the scope.  If this is how Phase 2 should be described, then it seems that the
Transportation overview summary needs to be revised.  And, in making
those revisions, I think it’s important to articulate how it differentiates from
the EIR transportation impact and mitigation analysis.  Will Phase 2
recommendations about WTA strategies and mitigation measures be
integrated into EIR analysis?  We should explain relationship, because
otherwise I think people will get confused.   
 
Thanks.
 
Diane Oshima
Assistant Deputy Director, Waterfront Planning
Port of San Francisco
Pier 1, San Francisco, CA  94111
Diane.Oshima@sfport.com
415/274-0553
 
From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Thursday, January 09, 2014 9:10 AM
To: Liz Brisson; Oshima, Diane
Cc: Michelle Magee; Wise, Viktoriya; Van de Water, Adam; Albert, Peter; Bollinger, Brett; Aide Aceves;
Mariana Saenz
Subject: RE: Four Meeting Summary
 
I agree, and I'd also caution asking for "input" on this Phase 2 of the effort.  This will be a presentation
with a high-level overview of Phase 2.  The more detailed modeling overview is scheduled as a part of
the Feb agenda unless we pull it more into the January agenda.  
 
We do expect to frame the Pilots conversation so that we can get some very valuable input from the
CAC to help us design them.  I'm in the process of trying to clarify a "base" scope for the pilots we will
pursue.  
 
FYI, I am home right now with a sick kid.  If you're looking for me try my cell.  I may be in later today,
and I'll be checking email and working as much as I'm able.
 
Thanks,
 
 
Erin E. Miller
Project Manager Waterfront Transportation Assessment
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Waterfront Transportation Assessment Mailing List
here
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Sustainable Streets
SFMTA|Municipal Transportation Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
 
415.701.5490 (o)
415.971.7429 (m)


From: Liz Brisson [liz.brisson@sfcta.org]
Sent: Wednesday, January 08, 2014 6:09 PM
To: Oshima, Diane
Cc: Michelle Magee; Miller, Erin; Wise, Viktoriya; Van de Water, Adam; Albert, Peter; Bollinger, Brett;
Aide Aceves; Mariana Saenz
Subject: Re: Four Meeting Summary


Diane, i think thats what Michelle referred to under third bullet of "Solicit input on new
corridor analysis". I think we need more consistent vocabulary to describe the Phase 2
technical analysis im leading as a part of SFMTA Phase 2 WTA. I need to work on how we
convey it publicly at the 1/29 meeting, and so will follow-up with my draft slides/materials
for that meeting next week, but in the interest of starting to convey the vocabulary id like our
team to use, please see below:


During Phase 2 of the Assessment, the SFCTA will support SFMTA in undertaking
Solutions Analysis using the goals and inventory of strategies developed during Phase
1
The Solutions Analysis unfolds in 4 steps:


1.  Corridor Analysis: Using our travel forecasting tool, we look at travel patterns
to and from the Waterfront... how many people travel to and from the Waterfront
area today, and how many will do so in a future with and without
Warriors/Pier70/Mission Rock? how many will occur by driving, transit,
walking, and cycling? where are they going to and coming from? Knowing
travel patterns allows us to understand what the problems will be on specific
travel corridors. Some corridors are already operating near or beyond capacity
today, some experience very slow speeds, some lack safe and complete cycling
facilities, and some have unsafe pedestrian crossings. The outcome of this step is
a list of problems identified for each corridor.


2.  Strategy Screening: Once we have more information on the specific problems
expected on each travel corridor, we will look at the inventory of strategies and
identify which might be relevant to solving this problem. The outcome of this
step is a smaller set of strategies matched to the problems identified in each
corridor.


3.  Strategy Evaluation: With a smaller set of strategies to focus on we will
undertake a more rigorous analysis to understand their effectiveness. E.g. How
much faster will a transit line get if we do X strategy? how many more people
can get on a transit line if we have one more light-rail car? Once we know which



https://docs.google.com/spreadsheet/ccc?key=0Ai48sJvoueOjdDZvaHYxYWEwQURtUnkyQm9MX2ZINWc&usp=sharing

https://docs.google.com/spreadsheet/ccc?key=0Ai48sJvoueOjdDZvaHYxYWEwQURtUnkyQm9MX2ZINWc&usp=sharing





strategies will be most effective, we will also draw up conceptual plans for
strategies that involve capital improvements as well as estimate their capital and
operating costs. The outcome of this step is a subset of the strategies that do the
best job addressing the problems and more description of how they would work
and what their cost would be.


4.  Strategy Cost-Sharing: Once we have identified a set of high-performing
strategies, we use our travel forecasting tool to understand how much these
strategies benefit underlying deficiencies that exist today or in the future without
waterfront development, vs. how much they will serve new trips to/from
waterfront development. This will inform a cost-sharing framework that can
inform subsequent discussion about the Development Agreements. The outcome
of this step is a %-age breakdown of costs among the city and each major
development.


I would prefer that we not refer to it as "Phase 2 modeling" or "corridor modeling". We use a
model, SF-CHAMP as a forecasting tool, buts i think analysis is a better way of describing it
to the public and reflects that most of the work that we are undertaking isnt actually through
a "black box" but is hands on work from planners and analysts.
 


On Wed, Jan 8, 2014 at 5:35 PM, Oshima, Diane <diane.oshima@sfport.com> wrote:
Yes, Transp Comm meeting is 1/29th.  I have reserved Pier 1 meeting rooms.
 
Michelle, thanks for these notes.  Yes, I assume these are to help internal
staff to achieve consistent understanding.  It also helps us be clear in any
briefing meetings with Deep and Dan.  The one change I think is needed is
to include Liz’ presentation/explanation of the Phase 2 modeling process in
the upcoming 1/29 meeting, not Feb.  Right?
 
Thanks.
 
Diane Oshima
Assistant Deputy Director, Waterfront Planning
Port of San Francisco
Pier 1, San Francisco, CA  94111
Diane.Oshima@sfport.com
415/274-0553
 
From: Liz Brisson [mailto:liz.brisson@sfcta.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 08, 2014 5:02 PM
To: Michelle Magee
Cc: Miller, Erin; Wise, Viktoriya; Van de Water, Adam; Oshima, Diane; Albert, Peter; Bollinger, Brett;
Aide Aceves; Mariana Saenz
Subject: Re: Four Meeting Summary
 
Thanks Michelle, to assist with my review, can someone remind me. Is this document intended as
a reference for us, or as a tool to provide a roadmap to the CAC? I assume the former?
 


On Wed, Jan 8, 2014 at 3:32 PM, Michelle Magee <mmagee@harderco.com> wrote:
Hello all:
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Attached is the summary of the first four meeting content to achieve the goal creating a
coordinated and clear communication message and rolling out a disciplined and sequenced
approach to the Phase 2 work.  I added some detail to use as talking points at the meetings.  


The January 29th meeting is now confirmed.  (Diane is that correct?) 


Please review and make any changes.
 
Happy first full week back to work,
Michelle
 
 


From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 08, 2014 12:44 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya; Michelle Magee; 'Liz Brisson'
Cc: Van de Water, Adam; Oshima, Diane; Albert, Peter; Bollinger, Brett
Subject: RE: Action Items from today
 
For this effort, I’m attaching an updated draft that captures (I think) everyone’s input up to this
point.  The title has Jan 8 in it, so that we know we’re working on the draft towards that date.  If you
do look at it and have revisions, please save the file with your initials after and send back to me to
consolidate.  Viktoriya, I’ll continue to tag-team to the extent I’m able to manage!
 
Thanks,
 
Erin Miller
Project Manager, Waterfront Transportation Assessment
 
Join the Waterfront Transportation Assessment Mailing List
 
Sustainable Streets-Strategic Planning & Policy
Urban Planning Initiatives
 
 


 SFMTA | Municipal Transportation Agency
1 South Van Ness Ave, 7th Floor-7067 -  SF, CA 94103
Office:   415 701 5490
Mobile: 415 971 7429
 


From: Wise, Viktoriya [mailto:viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 08, 2014 7:40 AM
To: Miller, Erin; 'Michelle Magee'; 'Liz Brisson'
Cc: Van de Water, Adam; Oshima, Diane; Albert, Peter; Bollinger, Brett
Subject: RE: Action Items from today
Importance: High
 
Planning will do this.  However, we cannot commit to completing this until early next week at
best.
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Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning
 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049│Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org


            
 
From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 07, 2014 6:45 PM
To: 'Michelle Magee'; 'Liz Brisson'
Cc: Van de Water, Adam; Oshima, Diane; Wise, Viktoriya; Albert, Peter; Bollinger, Brett
Subject: RE: Action Items from today
 
Hi there,
 
I will not be able to finalize the draft in number 1 below by tomorrow, Jan 8.  I have found that I have
very little bandwith, and a HUGE to-do list on the many tangents of the WTA.  Could anyone perhaps
take a first stab and then send to me for review and comments? 
 
Erin Miller
Project Manager, Waterfront Transportation Assessment
 
Join the Waterfront Transportation Assessment Mailing List
 
Sustainable Streets-Strategic Planning & Policy
Urban Planning Initiatives
 
 


 SFMTA | Municipal Transportation Agency
1 South Van Ness Ave, 7th Floor-7067 -  SF, CA 94103
Office:   415 701 5490
Mobile: 415 971 7429
 


From: Michelle Magee [mailto:mmagee@harderco.com] 
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 3:55 PM
To: Liz Brisson
Cc: Van de Water, Adam; Oshima, Diane; Wise, Viktoriya; Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter; Bollinger, Brett
Subject: Action Items from today
 
Hi all:
 
I did not include all the other meetings mentioned, however the group agreed to add 12-1pm to
the Standing CEQUA meeting on Wednesday’s
 
Action Items: 


1.      Summarize and produce one overview document Jan 8th – Erin
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2.      Circulate Notes from Jan 2nd – Liz – DONE


3.      Summarize the 4 meeting process for Transportation Co-Chairs by Jan 8th –
Michelle


4.      Set Transportation co-chairs meeting for Jan 15 – Michelle


5.      Present Pilot and CAC meeting plan at the Ken Rich’s Standing Transportation
Meeting with Mayor on Jan 17th at 2pm –Victoria, Peter, Adam


 


 
 
 
From: Liz Brisson [mailto:liz.brisson@sfcta.org] 
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 1:36 PM
To: Michelle Magee
Cc: Van de Water, Adam; Oshima, Diane; Wise, Viktoriya; Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter; Bollinger, Brett
Subject: Re: CONFIRMING: Piers 30-32 Transportation meeting/call per Diane
 
Hi All, 
 
To support our discussion today, I have prepared two things that are attached:
1) Schedule of Assessment Phase 2 Technical Work (built in same spreadsheet as SF Planning's
Warriors EIR schedule on separate tab)
2) Revised write-up from Brett. I started doing this in track changes but my changes were so
wholesale that i just created a new version. Ultimately, i think we could use a simplified and
graphical version of this for the public, which could perhaps build on the slide set ive been using
to share the phase 2 scope (slides from recent DWG meeting attached) 
 
I will bring hard copies to the meeting at SFMTA, but wanted to share electronic versions for
those who are calling in.
 
Thanks, Liz
 


On Thu, Jan 2, 2014 at 12:37 PM, Michelle Magee <mmagee@harderco.com> wrote:
Hi Erin:  
We need the conference line number to call in at 2pm.  
Thanks
 


From: Van de Water, Adam [mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 12:33 PM
To: Oshima, Diane
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya; Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter; liz.brisson@sfcta.org; elizabeth.sall@sfcta.org; Bollinger,
Brett; Michelle Magee; Elizabeth Sall


Subject: Re: CONFIRMING: Piers 30-32 Transportation meeting/call per Diane
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Either call my cell: 510.220.0156 or let me know the best number to call in.  Talk soon.  Happy
new year everyone!


Adam Van de Water
Project Manager
Office of Economic and Workforce Development 
City and County of San Francisco
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102
415.554.6625
 


On Jan 2, 2014, at 10:56 AM, "Oshima, Diane" <diane.oshima@sfport.com> wrote:


I actually will try and attend the meeting at MTA.  Also, thanks to
Brett for circulating the draft explanation describing WTA vs. the
other transportation acronyms.  I layered in further revisions in
the attached.  See you later today.  Thanks!
 
Diane
 
Diane Oshima
Assistant Deputy Director, Waterfront Planning
Port of San Francisco
Pier 1, San Francisco, CA  94111
Diane.Oshima@sfport.com
415/274-0553
 
From: Van de Water, Adam 
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 9:52 AM
To: Wise, Viktoriya
Cc: Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter; liz.brisson@sfcta.org; elizabeth.sall@sfcta.org; Bollinger,
Brett; Oshima, Diane; Michelle Magee; Elizabeth Sall
Subject: Re: CONFIRMING: Piers 30-32 Transportation meeting/call per Diane
 
I will join but am enjoying working from home.  Is there a call-in number?


Adam Van de Water
Project Manager
Office of Economic and Workforce Development 
City and County of San Francisco
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102
415.554.6625
 


On Jan 2, 2014, at 9:36 AM, "Wise, Viktoriya" <viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org> wrote:
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Thanks.  I got a babysitter and came in today so I will see you at this
meeting.
 
Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning
 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049│Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org
<image001.png>  
<image002.png>   <image003.png>   <image004.png>   <image005.png>
 
From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 9:35 AM
To: Albert, Peter; Wise, Viktoriya; Van de Water, Adam;
'liz.brisson@sfcta.org'; 'elizabeth.sall@sfcta.org'; Bollinger, Brett; Oshima,
Diane; 'Michelle Magee'
Cc: 'Elizabeth Sall'
Subject: RE: CONFIRMING: Piers 30-32 Transportation meeting/call per
Diane
 
Brett,
 
Sorry, I see on an older email that you’re unavailable. 
 
Viktoriya, 
Would you suggest that we (me and Peter, Diane, Liz, and maybe Adam)
get together and take a first stab at this discussion and then come next
Wednesday to flesh it out?  I hate to drag you in if you have child care
limitations.
 
 
 
Erin Miller
Project Manager, Waterfront Transportation Assessment
 
Join the Waterfront Transportation Assessment Mailing List
 
Sustainable Streets-Strategic Planning & Policy
Urban Planning Initiatives
 
 
<image006.jpg> SFMTA | Municipal Transportation Agency


1 South Van Ness Ave, 7th Floor-7067 -  SF, CA 94103
Office:   415 701 5490
Mobile: 415 971 7429
 
 
-----Original Appointment-----
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From: Miller, Erin 
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 9:31 AM
To: Albert, Peter; Wise, Viktoriya; Van de Water, Adam;
'liz.brisson@sfcta.org'; 'elizabeth.sall@sfcta.org'; Bollinger, Brett; Oshima,
Diane; 'Michelle Magee'
Cc: 'Elizabeth Sall'
Subject: CONFIRMING: Piers 30-32 Transportation meeting/call per Diane
When: Thursday, January 02, 2014 2:00 PM-3:00 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific
Time (US & Canada).
Where: Civic Center Conference Room (1SVN 3074)
 
 
 
All,
 
Would you still like to take this time today for the meeting we
discussed pre-Christmas?  This meeting was the child of our
discussion about how the transportation issues and analysis
relate between WTA, Warriors EIR, Warriors TMP that need
coordination and clear communication.  To jog your memories,
I’ve copied one of Diane’s emails below that is key behind the
topic at hand.
 
We discussed coordinating this meeting with next week’s
standing meeting at Planning on Jan 8.  We proposed this time
because we want to have Peter there, and he is leaving for 2
weeks on Monday.  I have 5 confirmed including myself, with
Viktoriya as a tentative.  Brett, would you be able to make it, as
it’s important to have EP there.
 
Let me know if you can//want to attend. 
 
Thank you – and Happy New Year!
 
 
 
 
With many different transportation efforts in play, I
believe it’s important for city staff (as well as GSW) to
have clear and consistent talking points about what
each part is and, if applicable, its relationship to the EIR
transportation impact and mitigation analysis.  I’m
concerned that the CAC and public does not have this
yet, which makes the community discussions more
challenging.  In part, that’s because the type of analysis
MTA/CTA is doing is the most proactive and
sophisticated in decades.  We should also invest that
same kind of thought to develop a clearer way of
communicating how each piece fits into the full picture.
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To get the ball rolling, here’s a start at describing each;
it would be interesting to see if we all have a shared
understanding.
 
WTA – Comprehensive assessment of existing and
planned local/regional transportation projects to yield
recommendations about funding priorities and timing
adjustments (as possible) to optimize transportation
improvements to serve existing population and planned
new development, plus additional possible measures
and operational adjustments to further improve the
transportation benefits, or fill in gaps.  Provides an early
look at measures that could be identified and analyzed
as mitigation measures for further analysis in
development project EIRs.  In this way, WTA prepares
public for some content in the EIR.
 
SFCTA corridor modeling – This work does what an EIR
is not designed to do (which I believe we need to make
more explicit): evaluates the functionality of  coordinated
transportation improvements on a corridor-basis.  This
modeling tests some of the same WTA strategies that
may be considered in the EIR but as part of an
integrated package designed to improve transportation
flow along a given corridor, rather than as possible
individual EIR mitigation measures tied to a given
development project. The SFCTA modeling also differs
from the EIR by having flexibility for setting the
timeframe for studying the corridor; model can look at
nearer-term scenarios rather than the EIR standard of
2040 to meet CEQA cumulative impact analysis
requirements.  If this is an accurate description, then we
should be clearer that the SFCTA modeling is an
interactive transportation planning tool/capability that
is separate and discrete from the CEQA transportation
analysis process. The City needs to have this capability
in order to support proactive transportation planning
that aligns with smart financing decisions of the
SFCTA.  However, we should be clear that while CEQA
 EIRs and SFCTA corridor studies each may involve use
of a quantified transportation model, the analyses are
not interchangeable or reviewed in combination; each
has its separate informational purpose.
 
MTA Transportation Demand Management Planning
(TDMP) – Provides information and direction to building
owners and developers to promote smart transportation







programs and services (which can help inform developer
TMPs), and works in concert with MTA departments,
including SET, to manage MTA transportation programs
to promote efficient transportation that priorities
alternative modes and Transit First policy. This is an
ongoing operational function of the city that is not a
part of the CEQA process although many of the
strategies employed may be similar to mitigation
measures applied to individual projects analyzed in
CEQA reviews.
 
Project Sponsor Transportation Management Plans
(TMP) – Transportation programs produced by project
sponsors (GSW) that are tailored to the detailed design
and function of the project program, to commit to
physical accommodations and site design, transit and
operational programs.  Project sponsor may start with a
proposed TMP from the project outset, which is built
into the CEQA analysis, and be subject to further
revisions and additions of mitigation measures that flow
from the conclusions of the CEQA analysis.   In the case
of GSW, their opening TMP proposal may include some
WTA strategies.
 
 


<WTA-EIR-TMP_AMV comments, DOrevs.docx>


 
--
Liz Brisson
Senior Transportation Planner
San Francisco County Transportation Authority
1455 Market Street, 22nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
415-522-4838
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Liz Brisson
Senior Transportation Planner
San Francisco County Transportation Authority
1455 Market Street, 22nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
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Liz Brisson
Senior Transportation Planner
San Francisco County Transportation Authority
1455 Market Street, 22nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
415-522-4838
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From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
To: Wise, Viktoriya; Bollinger, Brett; Uchida, Kansai; Kern, Chris
Cc: David Carlock; David Noyola; Clarke Miller; Paul Mitchell; Gary Oates; Jose Farran
Subject: GSW Event Center and Mixed-Use Development Project - Intersection LOS Analysis
Date: Wednesday, March 05, 2014 4:43:50 PM
Attachments: 5-06_Traffic_GSW Existing Traffic LOS Table A 3-5-14.pdf


ATT00001.htm


Hi all
Attached is the summary table for the intersection LOS analysis for existing no game 
conditions.  Figures indicating the location of the intersections is being prepared, but 
isn't quite ready yet.  We will transmit those when they are completed. Hopefully in 
the next couple of days.
The table will be split into three tables in the EIR - one for the Pier 30-32 and SWL 
330 site (the top section of intersections numbered 1 to 26), the second table for the 
SWL 337 alternative site (includes the middle section of intersections numbered 27 
to 27, plus 17 additional ones from the top section), and one for the Former Power 
Plant site (includes the bottom section of intersections numbered 38 to 43).
Thank you,
Luba
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Case  No.  2012.0718E   1   Event  Center  and  Mixed-‐‑Use  Development  at  
120424      Piers  30-‐‑32  and  Seawall  Lot  330  



Administrative  Draft,  March  5,  2014  −   Subject  to  Revision,  Not  Reviewed  for  Accuracy  



TABLE  5.6-‐‑1  
INTERSECTION  LEVEL  OF  SERVICE  -‐‑  EXISTING  CONDITIONS  -‐‑    



WEEKDAY  PM,  WEEKDAY  EVENING,  AND  SATURDAY  EVENING  PEAK  HOURS  



#   Intersection   Controla  



Weekday  PMb   Weekday  Eveningc   Saturday  Eveningd  



Delaye,f   LOS   Delay   LOS   Delay   LOS  



1   The  Embarcadero   Broadway   Signal   36.7   D   20.6   C   26.1   C  
2   The  Embarcadero   Washington  Street   Signal   30.2   C   17.7   B   30.9   C  
3   The  Embarcadero   Mission  Street   Signal   70.2   E   15.1   B   12.2   B  
4   The  Embarcadero   Howard  Street   Signal   63.0   E   25.3   C   31.9   C  
5   The  Embarcadero   Folsom  Street   Signal   49.9   D   18.0   B   19.4   B  
6   The  Embarcadero   Harrison  Street   Signal   46.3   D   19.2   B   20.1   C  
7   The  Embarcadero   Bryant  Street   Signal   41.5   D   29.6   C   21.4   C  
8   The  Embarcadero   Brannan  Street   Signal   35.6   D   15.8   B   25.0   C  
9   The  Embarcadero   Townsend  Street     Signal   43.5   D   14.5   B   15.9   B  
10   King  Street   Second  Street   Signal   49.6   D   27.3   C   32.5   C  
11   King  Street   Third  Street   Signal   77.7   E   20.9   C   29.4   C  
12   King  Street   Fourth  Street   Signal   50.4   D   34.2   C   28.5   C  
13   King  Street/I-‐‑280   Fifth  Street   Signal   36.6   D   15.8   B   26.3   C  
14   Main  Street   Harrison  Street   Signal   46.5   D   15.7   B   22.3   C  
15   Main  Street   Bryant  Street   Signal   20.9   B   5.9   A   7.8   A  
16   Beale  Street   Mission  Street   Signal   33.8   C   12.0   B   12.0   B  
17   Beale  Street   Bryant/Delancey  Streets   Signal   34.8   E   19.1   B   24.3   C  
18   Fremont  Street   Folsom  Street   Signal   53.6   D   18.9   B   28.0   C  
19   Fremont   Harrison  Street/I-‐‑80   Signal   41.4   D   12.7   B   15.5   B  
20   First  Street   Harrison  Street/I-‐‑80   Signal   >80  (1.08)   F   18.7   B   28.4   C  
21   Second  Street     Bryant  Street   Signal   >80  (1.23)   F   24.4   C   25.9   C  
22   Second  Street   Brannan  Street   Signal   20.1   C   9.4   A   10.7   B  
23   Fourth  Street   Harrison  Street/I-‐‑80   Signal   41.8   D   27.7   C   21.8   C  
24   Fourth  Street   Bryant  Street/I-‐‑80   Signal   32.6   C   27.1   C   26.9   C  
25   Fifth  Street   Harrison  Street/I-‐‑80   Signal   56.1   E   25.6   C   30.6   C  
26   Delancey  Street   Brannan  Street   AWSC   14.4  (eb)   B   14.2  (eb)   B   10.4  (eb)   B  
27   Fourth  Street   Howard  Street   Signal   52.2   D   27.6   C   28.7   C  
28   Third  Street   Channel  Street   Signal   25.9   C   6.1   A   7.6   A  
29   Third  Street   Mission  Rock   Signal   23.1   C   6.3   A   6.4   A  
30   Third  Street     16th  Street   Signal   22.6   C   11.0   B   10.5   B  
31   Third  Street     Mariposa  Street   Signal   26.1   C   9.9   A   9.6   A  
32   Fourth  Street     Channel  Street     Signal   16.2   B   7.5   A   10.0   A  
33   Owens  Street   16th  Street   Signal   22.1   C   11.3   B   6.7   A  
34   Seventh  Street   Mission  Bay  Drive   Signal   13.7   B   8.2   A   8.8   A  
35   Seventh  Street   Mississippi/16th  Streets   Signal   30.3   C   9.4   A   12.2   B  
36   Mariposa  Street   I-‐‑280  SB  on-‐‑ramp   SSSC   >50  (eb)   F   9.7  (eb)   A   10.2  (eb)   B  
37   Mariposa  Street   I-‐‑280  NB  off-‐‑ramp   Signal   36.3   D   13.9   B   15.2   B  
38   Third  Street   22nd  Street   Signal   11.4   B   6.0   A   5.5   A  
39   Third  Street     23rd  Street   Signal   23.8   C   8.9   A   7.5   A  
40   Third  Street     25th  Street   Signal   19.1   B   9.7   A   15.3   B  
41   Pennsylvania  St   25th  Street   AWSC   31.4  (sb)   D   8.4  (wb)   A   8.4  (wb)   A  
42   Third  Street     Cesar  Chavez  Street   Signal   37.6   D   21.9   C   15.2   B  
43   Cesar  Chavez  St   Pennsylvania/I-‐‑280     Signal   48.4   D   24.6   C   17.4   B  



a   AWSC  –  All-‐‑way  Stop  sign  controlled  intersection.  SSSC  –  Side  Street  Stop  sign  controlled  intersection.  
b   Weekday  PM  peak  hour  of  the  4  to  6  PM  peak  period.  
c   Weekday  late  evening  peak  hour  of  the  9  to  11  PM  peak  period.  
d   Saturday  evening  peak  hour  of  the  7  to  9  PM  peak  period.  
e   Delay  presented  in  seconds  per  vehicle.  For  unsignalized  intersections,  delay  and  LOS  presented  for  worst  approach.  Worst  approach  



indicated  in  (  ).  
f   Intersections  operating  at  LOS  E  or  LOS  F  conditions  highlighted  in  bold,  and  overall  intersection  volume-‐‑to-‐‑capacity  (v/c)  ratio  is  



presented  for  LOS  F  conditions.  











Luba C. Wyznyckyj, AICP
LCW Consulting
3990 20th Street
San Francisco, CA 94114
(t) 415-252-7255


(c) 415-385-7031














From: Gerhard, Ina@DOT
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); koohong-chung@dot.ca.gov; Wayne, Keith E@DOT; Brandert, Brian@DOT; Alm, Erik@DOT;


Kwan, Yatman@DOT; Svedersky, Paul@DOT
Cc: Robbins, Jerry (MTA); Albert, Peter (MTA); Liz Brisson; Watson, Darby; michael.iswalt@arup.com; Anthony


Bruzzone; Nestor, John; Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: RE: Thank you for the great Waterfront Transportation Tour
Date: Monday, April 14, 2014 10:32:30 AM


Hi Erin and Others,
 
Thanks to all of you for the opportunity to meet and get a better idea of the SF Waterfront
developments and a look at some of the transportation challenges, in particular the I-80 ramps.
As I mentioned to you, Erin, unfortunately we don’t do this often enough, but I am sure there will be
further opportunities in the future.
Although not directly related and for those of you who haven’t heard this yet, last week ended on a
really positive note with CT Director Dougherty announcing that Caltrans as the third State DOT in
the country is endorsing the NACTO Urban Street Design Guide. Caltrans has also endorsed the
NACTO Urban Bikeway Design Guide. Here's a link to the press release:
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/paffairs/news/pressrel/14pr036.htm


Best regards,
 
Ina Gerhard
System Planning North/Peninsula
CA Department of Transportation, District 4
*111 Grand Avenue, MS 10C, Oakland, CA 94612
(510.286.5598
 


From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Friday, April 11, 2014 11:46 AM
To: koohong-chung@dot.ca.gov; Wayne, Keith E@DOT; Gerhard, Ina@DOT; Brandert, Brian@DOT;
Alm, Erik@DOT; Kwan, Yatman@DOT; Svedersky, Paul@DOT
Cc: Robbins, Jerry; Albert, Peter; Liz Brisson; Watson, Darby; michael.iswalt@arup.com; Anthony
Bruzzone; Nestor, John; Wise, Viktoriya
Subject: Thank you for the great Waterfront Transportation Tour
 
Hello all:
 
I wanted to follow up before the end of the week to say thank you to everyone who joined us for the
long walk through one of the busiest parts of San Francisco's transportation network.  I think I can
speak for all of us from the city's team in saying how much we appreciated a chance for an informal
meeting that highlights some of our biggest challenges as the city and region grows.
 
We really hope that an outcome of the fieldtrip could be more opportunities to meet and brainstorm on
the Waterfront Transportation Assessment.  Our commitment to engaging with our regional
transportation partners is very strong in this work.  
 
I haven't had the opportunity to pull the day's photos together yet, but I'll definitely send some out to
you all as soon as I can.  Have a great weekend, and I hope we'll meet again soon.
 
Best,
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Erin E. Miller
Project Manager Waterfront Transportation Assessment
 


Waterfront Transportation Assessment Mailing List
here
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Sustainable Streets
SFMTA|Municipal Transportation Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
 
415.701.5490 (o)
415.971.7429 (m)
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From: Kern, Chris (CPC)
To: Rahaim, John (CPC); Joslin, Jeff (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: GSW MB preliminary design meeting
Date: Thursday, May 29, 2014 12:49:55 PM


Hi John, Jeff, and Catherine,
I’m following up on Jennifer’s request to schedule a meeting with GSW to provide preliminary design
direction for the Mission Bay development. Jennifer would like this meeting to take place before
GSW meets with the team owners next Friday.
 
Please let me know who to invite from Planning and OCII and I’ll follow up with a Doodle Poll to find
a time next week that works for everyone…
Thanks,
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=DE60665E3EBB43CF95F7AEC0F6E03AA8-CHRIS KERN

mailto:john.rahaim@sfgov.org

mailto:jeff.joslin@sfgov.org

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=b2161cda984e436b919fd2b738c5e13d-Jennifer Entine Matz

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=53ddc14b15cb409584d3f7b15453f64a-Viktoriya Wise

mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org

mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org

http://www.sfplanning.org/






From: Miller, Erin
To: Liz Brisson; Oshima, Diane
Cc: Michelle Magee; Wise, Viktoriya; Van de Water, Adam; Albert, Peter; Bollinger, Brett; Aide Aceves; Mariana


Saenz
Subject: RE: Four Meeting Summary
Date: Thursday, January 09, 2014 9:10:21 AM
Attachments: image003.png
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I agree, and I'd also caution asking for "input" on this Phase 2 of the effort.  This will be a presentation
with a high-level overview of Phase 2.  The more detailed modeling overview is scheduled as a part of
the Feb agenda unless we pull it more into the January agenda.  


We do expect to frame the Pilots conversation so that we can get some very valuable input from the
CAC to help us design them.  I'm in the process of trying to clarify a "base" scope for the pilots we will
pursue.  


FYI, I am home right now with a sick kid.  If you're looking for me try my cell.  I may be in later today,
and I'll be checking email and working as much as I'm able.


Thanks,


Erin E. Miller
Project Manager Waterfront Transportation Assessment


Waterfront Transportation Assessment Mailing List here
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Sustainable Streets
SFMTA|Municipal Transportation Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
 
415.701.5490 (o)
415.971.7429 (m)


From: Liz Brisson [liz.brisson@sfcta.org]
Sent: Wednesday, January 08, 2014 6:09 PM
To: Oshima, Diane
Cc: Michelle Magee; Miller, Erin; Wise, Viktoriya; Van de Water, Adam; Albert, Peter; Bollinger, Brett;
Aide Aceves; Mariana Saenz
Subject: Re: Four Meeting Summary


Diane, i think thats what Michelle referred to under third bullet of "Solicit input on new
corridor analysis". I think we need more consistent vocabulary to describe the Phase 2
technical analysis im leading as a part of SFMTA Phase 2 WTA. I need to work on how we
convey it publicly at the 1/29 meeting, and so will follow-up with my draft slides/materials
for that meeting next week, but in the interest of starting to convey the vocabulary id like our
team to use, please see below:


During Phase 2 of the Assessment, the SFCTA will support SFMTA in undertaking
Solutions Analysis using the goals and inventory of strategies developed during Phase
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1
The Solutions Analysis unfolds in 4 steps:


1. Corridor Analysis: Using our travel forecasting tool, we look at travel patterns
to and from the Waterfront... how many people travel to and from the Waterfront
area today, and how many will do so in a future with and without
Warriors/Pier70/Mission Rock? how many will occur by driving, transit,
walking, and cycling? where are they going to and coming from? Knowing
travel patterns allows us to understand what the problems will be on specific
travel corridors. Some corridors are already operating near or beyond capacity
today, some experience very slow speeds, some lack safe and complete cycling
facilities, and some have unsafe pedestrian crossings. The outcome of this step is
a list of problems identified for each corridor.


2. Strategy Screening: Once we have more information on the specific problems
expected on each travel corridor, we will look at the inventory of strategies and
identify which might be relevant to solving this problem. The outcome of this
step is a smaller set of strategies matched to the problems identified in each
corridor.


3. Strategy Evaluation: With a smaller set of strategies to focus on we will
undertake a more rigorous analysis to understand their effectiveness. E.g. How
much faster will a transit line get if we do X strategy? how many more people
can get on a transit line if we have one more light-rail car? Once we know which
strategies will be most effective, we will also draw up conceptual plans for
strategies that involve capital improvements as well as estimate their capital and
operating costs. The outcome of this step is a subset of the strategies that do the
best job addressing the problems and more description of how they would work
and what their cost would be.


4. Strategy Cost-Sharing: Once we have identified a set of high-performing
strategies, we use our travel forecasting tool to understand how much these
strategies benefit underlying deficiencies that exist today or in the future without
waterfront development, vs. how much they will serve new trips to/from
waterfront development. This will inform a cost-sharing framework that can
inform subsequent discussion about the Development Agreements. The outcome
of this step is a %-age breakdown of costs among the city and each major
development.


I would prefer that we not refer to it as "Phase 2 modeling" or "corridor modeling". We use a
model, SF-CHAMP as a forecasting tool, buts i think analysis is a better way of describing it
to the public and reflects that most of the work that we are undertaking isnt actually through
a "black box" but is hands on work from planners and analysts.


On Wed, Jan 8, 2014 at 5:35 PM, Oshima, Diane <diane.oshima@sfport.com> wrote:


Yes, Transp Comm meeting is 1/29th.  I have reserved Pier 1 meeting
rooms.


 


Michelle, thanks for these notes.  Yes, I assume these are to help internal
staff to achieve consistent understanding.  It also helps us be clear in any
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briefing meetings with Deep and Dan.  The one change I think is needed is
to include Liz’ presentation/explanation of the Phase 2 modeling process in
the upcoming 1/29 meeting, not Feb.  Right?


 


Thanks.


 


Diane Oshima


Assistant Deputy Director, Waterfront Planning


Port of San Francisco


Pier 1, San Francisco, CA  94111


Diane.Oshima@sfport.com


415/274-0553


 


From: Liz Brisson [mailto:liz.brisson@sfcta.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 08, 2014 5:02 PM
To: Michelle Magee
Cc: Miller, Erin; Wise, Viktoriya; Van de Water, Adam; Oshima, Diane; Albert, Peter; Bollinger, Brett;
Aide Aceves; Mariana Saenz
Subject: Re: Four Meeting Summary


 


Thanks Michelle, to assist with my review, can someone remind me. Is this document
intended as a reference for us, or as a tool to provide a roadmap to the CAC? I assume the
former?


 


On Wed, Jan 8, 2014 at 3:32 PM, Michelle Magee <mmagee@harderco.com> wrote:


Hello all:


 


Attached is the summary of the first four meeting content to achieve the goal creating a
coordinated and clear communication message and rolling out a disciplined and sequenced
approach to the Phase 2 work.  I added some detail to use as talking points at the meetings.  


The January 29th meeting is now confirmed.  (Diane is that correct?) 


Please review and make any changes.
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Happy first full week back to work,


Michelle


 


 


From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 08, 2014 12:44 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya; Michelle Magee; 'Liz Brisson'
Cc: Van de Water, Adam; Oshima, Diane; Albert, Peter; Bollinger, Brett
Subject: RE: Action Items from today


 


For this effort, I’m attaching an updated draft that captures (I think) everyone’s input up to this
point.  The title has Jan 8 in it, so that we know we’re working on the draft towards that date.  If
you do look at it and have revisions, please save the file with your initials after and send back to
me to consolidate.  Viktoriya, I’ll continue to tag-team to the extent I’m able to manage!


 


Thanks,


 


Erin Miller


Project Manager, Waterfront Transportation Assessment


 


Join the Waterfront Transportation Assessment Mailing List


 


Sustainable Streets-Strategic Planning & Policy


Urban Planning Initiatives


 


 


 SFMTA | Municipal Transportation Agency


1 South Van Ness Ave, 7th Floor-7067 -  SF, CA 94103
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Office:   415 701 5490


Mobile: 415 971 7429


 


From: Wise, Viktoriya [mailto:viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 08, 2014 7:40 AM
To: Miller, Erin; 'Michelle Magee'; 'Liz Brisson'
Cc: Van de Water, Adam; Oshima, Diane; Albert, Peter; Bollinger, Brett
Subject: RE: Action Items from today
Importance: High


 


Planning will do this.  However, we cannot commit to completing this until early next week
at best.


 


Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning


 


Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049│Fax: 415-558-6409


Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org


Web: www.sfplanning.org


            


 


From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 07, 2014 6:45 PM
To: 'Michelle Magee'; 'Liz Brisson'
Cc: Van de Water, Adam; Oshima, Diane; Wise, Viktoriya; Albert, Peter; Bollinger, Brett
Subject: RE: Action Items from today


 


Hi there,


 


I will not be able to finalize the draft in number 1 below by tomorrow, Jan 8.  I have found that I
have very little bandwith, and a HUGE to-do list on the many tangents of the WTA.  Could anyone
perhaps take a first stab and then send to me for review and comments? 
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Erin Miller


Project Manager, Waterfront Transportation Assessment


 


Join the Waterfront Transportation Assessment Mailing List


 


Sustainable Streets-Strategic Planning & Policy


Urban Planning Initiatives


 


 


 SFMTA | Municipal Transportation Agency


1 South Van Ness Ave, 7th Floor-7067 -  SF, CA 94103


Office:   415 701 5490


Mobile: 415 971 7429


 


From: Michelle Magee [mailto:mmagee@harderco.com] 
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 3:55 PM
To: Liz Brisson
Cc: Van de Water, Adam; Oshima, Diane; Wise, Viktoriya; Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter; Bollinger, Brett
Subject: Action Items from today


 


Hi all:


 


I did not include all the other meetings mentioned, however the group agreed to add
12-1pm to the Standing CEQUA meeting on Wednesday’s


 


Action Items: 


1.      Summarize and produce one overview document Jan 8th – Erin
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2.      Circulate Notes from Jan 2nd – Liz – DONE


3.      Summarize the 4 meeting process for Transportation Co-Chairs by Jan 8th –
Michelle


4.      Set Transportation co-chairs meeting for Jan 15 – Michelle


5.      Present Pilot and CAC meeting plan at the Ken Rich’s Standing Transportation
Meeting with Mayor on Jan 17th at 2pm –Victoria, Peter, Adam


 


 


 


 


From: Liz Brisson [mailto:liz.brisson@sfcta.org] 
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 1:36 PM
To: Michelle Magee
Cc: Van de Water, Adam; Oshima, Diane; Wise, Viktoriya; Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter; Bollinger, Brett
Subject: Re: CONFIRMING: Piers 30-32 Transportation meeting/call per Diane


 


Hi All, 


 


To support our discussion today, I have prepared two things that are attached:


1) Schedule of Assessment Phase 2 Technical Work (built in same spreadsheet as SF
Planning's Warriors EIR schedule on separate tab)


2) Revised write-up from Brett. I started doing this in track changes but my changes were
so wholesale that i just created a new version. Ultimately, i think we could use a simplified
and graphical version of this for the public, which could perhaps build on the slide set ive
been using to share the phase 2 scope (slides from recent DWG meeting attached) 


 


I will bring hard copies to the meeting at SFMTA, but wanted to share electronic versions
for those who are calling in.


 


Thanks, Liz


 


On Thu, Jan 2, 2014 at 12:37 PM, Michelle Magee <mmagee@harderco.com> wrote:
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Hi Erin:  
We need the conference line number to call in at 2pm.  
Thanks


 


From: Van de Water, Adam [mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 12:33 PM
To: Oshima, Diane
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya; Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter; liz.brisson@sfcta.org; elizabeth.sall@sfcta.org;
Bollinger, Brett; Michelle Magee; Elizabeth Sall


Subject: Re: CONFIRMING: Piers 30-32 Transportation meeting/call per Diane


 


Either call my cell: 510.220.0156 or let me know the best number to call in.  Talk soon.
 Happy new year everyone!


Adam Van de Water


Project Manager


Office of Economic and Workforce Development 


City and County of San Francisco


1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place


San Francisco, CA 94102


415.554.6625


 


On Jan 2, 2014, at 10:56 AM, "Oshima, Diane" <diane.oshima@sfport.com> wrote:


I actually will try and attend the meeting at MTA.  Also, thanks
to Brett for circulating the draft explanation describing WTA vs.
the other transportation acronyms.  I layered in further revisions
in the attached.  See you later today.  Thanks!


 


Diane


 


Diane Oshima
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Assistant Deputy Director, Waterfront Planning


Port of San Francisco


Pier 1, San Francisco, CA  94111


Diane.Oshima@sfport.com


415/274-0553


 


From: Van de Water, Adam 
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 9:52 AM
To: Wise, Viktoriya
Cc: Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter; liz.brisson@sfcta.org; elizabeth.sall@sfcta.org; Bollinger,
Brett; Oshima, Diane; Michelle Magee; Elizabeth Sall
Subject: Re: CONFIRMING: Piers 30-32 Transportation meeting/call per Diane


 


I will join but am enjoying working from home.  Is there a call-in number?


Adam Van de Water


Project Manager


Office of Economic and Workforce Development 


City and County of San Francisco


1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place


San Francisco, CA 94102


415.554.6625


 


On Jan 2, 2014, at 9:36 AM, "Wise, Viktoriya" <viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Thanks.  I got a babysitter and came in today so I will see you at
this meeting.


 


Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning
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Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049│Fax: 415-558-6409


Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org


Web: www.sfplanning.org
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From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 9:35 AM
To: Albert, Peter; Wise, Viktoriya; Van de Water, Adam;
'liz.brisson@sfcta.org'; 'elizabeth.sall@sfcta.org'; Bollinger, Brett; Oshima,
Diane; 'Michelle Magee'
Cc: 'Elizabeth Sall'
Subject: RE: CONFIRMING: Piers 30-32 Transportation meeting/call per
Diane


 


Brett,


 


Sorry, I see on an older email that you’re unavailable. 


 


Viktoriya, 
Would you suggest that we (me and Peter, Diane, Liz, and maybe Adam)
get together and take a first stab at this discussion and then come next
Wednesday to flesh it out?  I hate to drag you in if you have child care
limitations.


 


 


 


Erin Miller


Project Manager, Waterfront Transportation Assessment


 


Join the Waterfront Transportation Assessment Mailing List
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1 South Van Ness Ave, 7th Floor-7067 -  SF, CA 94103


Office:   415 701 5490


Mobile: 415 971 7429


 


 


-----Original Appointment-----
From: Miller, Erin 
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 9:31 AM
To: Albert, Peter; Wise, Viktoriya; Van de Water, Adam;
'liz.brisson@sfcta.org'; 'elizabeth.sall@sfcta.org'; Bollinger, Brett; Oshima,
Diane; 'Michelle Magee'
Cc: 'Elizabeth Sall'
Subject: CONFIRMING: Piers 30-32 Transportation meeting/call per
Diane
When: Thursday, January 02, 2014 2:00 PM-3:00 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific
Time (US & Canada).
Where: Civic Center Conference Room (1SVN 3074)


 


 


 


All,


 


Would you still like to take this time today for the meeting we
discussed pre-Christmas?  This meeting was the child of our
discussion about how the transportation issues and analysis
relate between WTA, Warriors EIR, Warriors TMP that need
coordination and clear communication.  To jog your
memories, I’ve copied one of Diane’s emails below that is
key behind the topic at hand.
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We discussed coordinating this meeting with next week’s
standing meeting at Planning on Jan 8.  We proposed this
time because we want to have Peter there, and he is leaving
for 2 weeks on Monday.  I have 5 confirmed including myself,
with Viktoriya as a tentative.  Brett, would you be able to
make it, as it’s important to have EP there.


 


Let me know if you can//want to attend. 


 


Thank you – and Happy New Year!


 


 


 


 


With many different transportation efforts in play, I
believe it’s important for city staff (as well as GSW) to
have clear and consistent talking points about what
each part is and, if applicable, its relationship to the
EIR transportation impact and mitigation analysis.  I’m
concerned that the CAC and public does not have this
yet, which makes the community discussions more
challenging.  In part, that’s because the type of
analysis MTA/CTA is doing is the most proactive and
sophisticated in decades.  We should also invest that
same kind of thought to develop a clearer way of
communicating how each piece fits into the full
picture.


 


To get the ball rolling, here’s a start at describing each;
it would be interesting to see if we all have a shared
understanding.


 


WTA – Comprehensive assessment of existing and
planned local/regional transportation projects to yield
recommendations about funding priorities and timing
adjustments (as possible) to optimize transportation
improvements to serve existing population and







planned new development, plus additional possible
measures and operational adjustments to further
improve the transportation benefits, or fill in gaps. 
Provides an early look at measures that could be
identified and analyzed as mitigation measures for
further analysis in development project EIRs.  In this
way, WTA prepares public for some content in the EIR.


 


SFCTA corridor modeling – This work does what an
EIR is not designed to do (which I believe we need to
make more explicit): evaluates the functionality of
 coordinated transportation improvements on a
corridor-basis.  This modeling tests some of the same
WTA strategies that may be considered in the EIR but
as part of an integrated package designed to improve
transportation flow along a given corridor, rather than
as possible individual EIR mitigation measures tied to
a given development project. The SFCTA modeling also
differs from the EIR by having flexibility for setting the
timeframe for studying the corridor; model can look at
nearer-term scenarios rather than the EIR standard of
2040 to meet CEQA cumulative impact analysis
requirements.  If this is an accurate description, then
we should be clearer that the SFCTA modeling is an
interactive transportation planning tool/capability that
is separate and discrete from the CEQA transportation
analysis process. The City needs to have this capability
in order to support proactive transportation planning
that aligns with smart financing decisions of the
SFCTA.  However, we should be clear that while CEQA
 EIRs and SFCTA corridor studies each may involve
use of a quantified transportation model, the analyses
are not interchangeable or reviewed in combination;
each has its separate informational purpose.


 


MTA Transportation Demand Management Planning
(TDMP) – Provides information and direction to
building owners and developers to promote smart
transportation programs and services (which can help
inform developer TMPs), and works in concert with
MTA departments, including SET, to manage MTA
transportation programs to promote efficient
transportation that priorities alternative modes and
Transit First policy. This is an ongoing operational







function of the city that is not a part of the CEQA
process although many of the strategies employed may
be similar to mitigation measures applied to individual
projects analyzed in CEQA reviews.


 


Project Sponsor Transportation Management Plans
(TMP) – Transportation programs produced by project
sponsors (GSW) that are tailored to the detailed design
and function of the project program, to commit to
physical accommodations and site design, transit and
operational programs.  Project sponsor may start with
a proposed TMP from the project outset, which is built
into the CEQA analysis, and be subject to further
revisions and additions of mitigation measures that
flow from the conclusions of the CEQA analysis.   In
the case of GSW, their opening TMP proposal may
include some WTA strategies.


 


 


<WTA-EIR-TMP_AMV comments, DOrevs.docx>


 


--


Liz Brisson
Senior Transportation Planner
San Francisco County Transportation Authority


1455 Market Street, 22nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
415-522-4838


www.sfcta.org
www.facebook.com/sfcta
www.twitter.com/sanfranciscota
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Liz Brisson
Senior Transportation Planner
San Francisco County Transportation Authority


1455 Market Street, 22nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
415-522-4838


www.sfcta.org
www.facebook.com/sfcta
www.twitter.com/sanfranciscota


-- 
Liz Brisson
Senior Transportation Planner
San Francisco County Transportation Authority
1455 Market Street, 22nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
415-522-4838
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www.twitter.com/sanfranciscota



tel:415-522-4838

http://www.sfcta.org/

http://www.facebook.com/sfcta

http://www.twitter.com/sanfranciscota

http://www.sfcta.org/

http://www.facebook.com/sfcta

http://www.twitter.com/sanfranciscota






From: José I. Farrán
To: "David Noyola"; "Clarke Miller"; "David Carlock"
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya; Luba C. Wyznyckyj
Subject: RE: Traffic count data
Date: Friday, January 17, 2014 4:53:43 PM
Attachments: The Embarcadero Traffic Counts Adavant v4 for Strada 2014 01 17.xlsx


David – Yes, the data we collected for The Embarcadero comes at 15-min increments (the typical
interval for traffic engineering purposes); it is all in the attached excel spreadsheet.
 
_______________________________________________________
José I. Farrán, P.E.
  Adavant
         Consulting
200 Francisco St.,  2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133
office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com
www.AdavantConsulting.com
 
 
From: David Noyola [mailto:dnoyola@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Friday, January 17, 2014 4:29 PM
To: jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com
Cc: Clarke Miller; David Carlock (dcarlock@warriors.com)
Subject: Traffic count data
 
Hey Jose,
Clarke, David C and I are trying to better understand the TDM approach to modeling the
existing/background 4-6PM peak hour traffic on the Embarcadero. In looking through the
appendices to the TDM, we find that the traffic counts for that window are only supplied in hour
increments. Can you provide us with data broken up in smaller periods – 15 min or shorter if
available – for this time? I am looking for the data supporting the chart in the attached page, for
reference.
 
Thanks Jose,
David
 
David Noyola
Associate
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420
San Francisco, CA 94105
(o)   415.263.9144
(m)   415.812.6479
www.stradasf.com
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The Embarcadero ADT


			Event Center and Mixed Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330


			The Embarcadero between Bryant Street and Brannan Street


			November 5 through 11, 2013


									NORTHBOUND																		SOUTHBOUND															TOTAL BOTH WAYS


									Mcycle, pax car, pick ups			Bus			Single-Unit Truck			Multi-Unit Combo			All Vehicles						Mcycle, pax car, pick ups			Bus			Single-Unit Truck			Multi-Unit Combo			All Vehicles			Mcycle, pax car, pick ups			Bus			Single-Unit Truck			Multi-Unit Combo			All Vehicles


			WEEKDAY AVERAGE						14,260			300			484			189			15,233						15,387			464			855			184			16,890			29,647			764			1,339			373			32,123


			(excl. Nov 11 - Vet. Day)						94%			2%			3%			1%			100%						91%			3%			5%			1%			100%			92%			2%			4%			1%			100%


			Early AM			mid-7am			1,372			58			90			29			1,549						1,444			81			126			23			1,674			2,816			139			216			52			3,223


			AM Peak			7-9 am			2,183			39			90			36			2,348						1,818			61			116			35			2,030			4,001			100			206			71			4,378


			Midday			10am-4pm			5,608			97			218			82			6,005						6,104			195			443			86			6,828			11,712			292			661			168			12,833


			PM Peak			4-6 pm			2,024			60			43			26			2,153						2,140			45			78			25			2,288			4,164			105			121			51			4,441


			Late PM			6pm-mid			3,073			46			43			16			3,178						3,881			82			92			15			4,070			6,954			128			135			31			7,248


			Early AM			 peak hour			639			22			36			14			711						625			34			51			10			720			1,264			56			87			24			1,431


									90%			3%			5%			2%			100%						87%			5%			7%			1%			100%			88%			4%			6%			2%			100%


			AM Peak			 peak hour			1,127			16			41			21			1,205						974			33			54			19			1,080			2,101			49			95			40			2,285			7%


									94%			1%			3%			2%			100%						90%			3%			5%			2%			100%			92%			2%			4%			2%			100%


			Midday			 peak hour			927			18			24			9			978						932			48			66			15			1,061			1,859			66			90			24			2,039


									95%			2%			2%			1%			100%						88%			5%			6%			1%			100%			91%			3%			4%			1%			100%


			PM Peak			 peak hour			1,043			23			22			16			1,104						1,074			23			42			12			1,151			2,117			46			64			28			2,255


									94%			2%			2%			1%			100%						93%			2%			4%			1%			100%			94%			2%			3%			1%			100%


			Late PM			 peak hour			930			13			13			6			962						974			28			25			7			1,034			1,904			41			38			13			1,996


									97%			1%			1%			1%			100%						94%			3%			2%			1%			100%			95%			2%			2%			1%			100%


			SATURDAY						12,210			153			212			86			12,661						13,585			213			426			67			14,291			25,795			366			638			153			26,952


									96%			1%			2%			1%			100%						95%			1%			3%			0%			100%			96%			1%			2%			1%			100%


			Early AM			mid-7am			887			36			41			15			979						1,309			56			67			11			1,443			2,196			92			108			26			2,422


			AM Peak			7-9 am			1,079			17			36			10			1,142						734			21			54			8			817			1,813			38			90			18			1,959


			Midday			10am-4pm			5,383			25			92			34			5,534						5,354			69			178			30			5,631			10,737			94			270			64			11,165


			PM Peak			4-6 pm			1,682			6			17			14			1,719						1,822			20			46			6			1,894			3,504			26			63			20			3,613


			Late PM			6pm-mid			3,179			69			26			13			3,287						4,366			47			81			12			4,506			7,545			116			107			25			7,793


			Early AM			 peak hour			261			4			15			7			287						354			5			5			1			365			615			9			20			8			652


									91%			1%			5%			2%			100%						97%			1%			1%			0%			100%			94%			1%			3%			1%			100%


			AM Peak			 peak hour			603			10			23			5			641						436			9			27			7			479			1,039			19			50			12			1,120


									94%			2%			4%			1%			100%						91%			2%			6%			1%			100%			93%			2%			4%			1%			100%


			Midday			 peak hour			816			5			15			4			840						843			10			27			7			887			1,659			15			42			11			1,727


									97%			1%			2%			0%			100%						95%			1%			3%			1%			100%			96%			1%			2%			1%			100%


			PM Peak			 peak hour			866			3			8			6			883						929			15			24			2			970			1,795			18			32			8			1,853


									98%			0%			1%			1%			100%						96%			2%			2%			0%			100%			97%			1%			2%			0%			100%


			Late PM			 peak hour			832			22			7			3			864						980			14			15			4			1,013			1,812			36			22			7			1,877


									96%			3%			1%			0%			100%						97%			1%			1%			0%			100%			97%			2%			1%			0%			100%


			SUNDAY						11,011			151			164			64			11,390						12,075			172			261			41			12,549			23,086			323			425			105			23,939


									97%			1%			1%			1%			100%						96%			1%			2%			0%			100%			96%			1%			2%			0%			100%


			Early AM			mid-7am			789			37			26			14			866						1,398			50			36			2			1,486			2,187			87			62			16			2,352


			AM Peak			7-9 am			841			26			26			4			897						640			17			25			6			688			1,481			43			51			10			1,585


			Midday			10am-4pm			4,764			57			56			22			4,899						5,390			56			110			27			5,583			10,154			113			166			49			10,482


			PM Peak			4-6 pm			1,720			7			20			9			1,756						1,395			13			22			4			1,434			3,115			20			42			13			3,190


			Late PM			6pm-mid			2,897			24			36			15			2,972						3,252			36			68			2			3,358			6,149			60			104			17			6,330


			Early AM			 peak hour			220			9			7			5			241						382			6			6			0			394			602			15			13			5			635


									91%			4%			3%			2%			100%						97%			2%			2%			0%			100%			95%			2%			2%			1%			100%


			AM Peak			 peak hour			495			17			14			2			528						377			5			17			6			405			872			22			31			8			933


									94%			3%			3%			0%			100%						93%			1%			4%			1%			100%			93%			2%			3%			1%			100%


			Midday			 peak hour			787			11			6			2			806						932			5			12			5			954			1,719			16			18			7			1,760


									98%			1%			1%			0%			100%						98%			1%			1%			1%			100%			98%			1%			1%			0%			100%


			PM Peak			 peak hour			916			3			9			8			936						709			8			13			1			731			1,625			11			22			9			1,667


									98%			0%			1%			1%			100%						97%			1%			2%			0%			100%			97%			1%			1%			1%			100%


			Late PM			 peak hour			994			7			13			6			1,020						701			7			9			1			718			1,695			14			22			7			1,738


									97%			1%			1%			1%			100%						98%			1%			1%			0%			100%			98%			1%			1%			0%			100%


			11/05/13			Tuesday			13,570			303			463			207			14,543						14,618			446			868			166			16,098			28,188			749			1,331			373			30,641


			Early AM			(midn.-7 am)			1,360			60			91			30			1,541						1,355			84			124			20			1,583			2,715			144			215			50			3,124


			AM Peak			(7-9 am)			2,151			38			98			44			2,331						1,761			54			118			28			1,961			3,912			92			216			72			4,292


			Midday			(9am-4pm)			5,450			99			192			104			5,845						5,798			182			452			80			6,512			11,248			281			644			184			12,357


			PM Peak			(4-6 pm)			2,005			61			38			22			2,126						2,168			34			77			26			2,305			4,173			95			115			48			4,431


			Late PM			(6 pm-midn.)			2,604			45			44			7			2,700						3,536			92			97			12			3,737			6,140			137			141			19			6,437


			11/06/13			Wednesday			14,127			322			530			177			15,156						15,086			514			844			197			16,641			29,213			836			1,374			374			31,797


			Early AM			mid-7am			1,360			54			87			27			1,528						11,506			86			135			19			11,746			12,866			140			222			46			13,274


			AM Peak			7-9 am			2,262			46			90			36			2,434						534			69			119			43			765			2,796			115			209			79			3,199
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White font																					


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			11:00 AM			775			5			14			5			799			792


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			743			12			31			6			792			1,518			17			45			11			1,591


			746


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font																					


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			12:00 PM			730			2			10			4			746			880


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			830			10			32			8			880			1,560			12			42			12			1,626


			767


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font																					


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			1:00 PM			756			0			6			5			767			870


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			838			7			25			0			870			1,594			7			31			5			1,637


			818


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font																					


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			2:00 PM			798			3			10			7			818			887


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			843			10			27			7			887			1,641			13			37			14			1,705


			826


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font																					


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			3:00 PM			803			2			18			3			826			865


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			839			5			17			4			865			1,642			7			35			7			1,691


			836


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font																					


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			4:00 PM			816			3			9			8			836			924


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			893			5			22			4			924			1,709			8			31			12			1,760


			883


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font																					


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			5:00 PM			866			3			8			6			883			970


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			929			15			24			2			970			1,795			18			32			8			1,853


			864


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font																					


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			6:00 PM			832			22			7			3			864			1,013


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			980			14			15			4			1,013			1,812			36			22			7			1,877


			758


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font																					


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			7:00 PM			740			11			3			4			758			744


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			724			3			14			3			744			1,464			14			17			7			1,502


			476


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font																					


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			8:00 PM			469			3			2			2			476			728


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			709			8			11			0			728			1,178			11			13			2			1,204


			440


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font																					


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			9:00 PM			430			6			2			2			440			682


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			664			8			8			2			682			1,094			14			10			4			1,122


			435


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font																					


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			10:00 PM			415			13			7			0			435			716


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			688			9			16			3			716			1,103			22			23			3			1,151


			314


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font																					


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			11:00 PM			293			14			5			2			314			623


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			601			5			17			0			623			894			19			22			2			937
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			178


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font																					


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			12:00 AM			167			7			4			0			178			394


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			382			6			6			0			394			549			13			10			0			572


			100


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font																					


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			1:00 AM			89			10			1			0			100			305


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			293			5			5			2			305			382			15			6			2			405


			70


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font																					


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			2:00 AM			66			2			2			0			70			258


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			251			3			4			0			258			317			5			6			0			328


			55


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font																					


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			3:00 AM			45			3			1			6			55			106


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			101			2			3			0			106			146			5			4			6			161


			79


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font																					


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			4:00 AM			71			4			4			0			79			102


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			95			4			3			0			102			166			8			7			0			181


			143


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			5:00 AM			131			2			7			3			143			116


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			90			18			8			0			116			221			20			15			3			259


			241


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font																					


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			6:00 AM			220			9			7			5			241			205


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			186			12			7			0			205			406			21			14			5			446


			369


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font																					


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			7:00 AM			346			9			12			2			369			283


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			263			12			8			0			283			609			21			20			2			652


			528


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font																					


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			8:00 AM			495			17			14			2			528			405


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			377			5			17			6			405			872			22			31			8			933


			628


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font																					


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			9:00 AM			606			11			8			3			628			614


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			582			16			15			1			614			1,188			27			23			4			1,242


			765


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font																					


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			10:00 AM			733			13			14			5			765			798


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			755			16			21			6			798			1,488			29			35			11			1,563


			806


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font																					


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			11:00 AM			787			11			6			2			806			954


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			932			5			12			5			954			1,719			16			18			7			1,760
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José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font																					


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			12:00 PM			739			10			9			6			764			856


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			833			3			15			5			856			1,572			13			24			11			1,620
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José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font																					


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			1:00 PM			619			3			4			6			632			828


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			802			7			12			7			828			1,421			10			16			13			1,460


			659


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font																					


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			2:00 PM			646			5			8			0			659			790


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			770			3			16			1			790			1,416			8			24			1			1,449


			645


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font																					


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			3:00 PM			634			4			7			0			645			743


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			716			6			19			2			743			1,350			10			26			2			1,388


			820


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font																					


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			4:00 PM			804			4			11			1			820			703


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			686			5			9			3			703			1,490			9			20			4			1,523
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José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font																					


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			5:00 PM			916			3			9			8			936			731


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			709			8			13			1			731			1,625			11			22			9			1,667


			1,020


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font																					


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			6:00 PM			994			7			13			6			1,020			718


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			701			7			9			1			718			1,695			14			22			7			1,738
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José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font																					


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			7:00 PM			712			5			9			3			729			666


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			647			4			15			0			666			1,359			9			24			3			1,395
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José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font																					


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			8:00 PM			416			6			2			2			426			649


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			631			7			11			0			649			1,047			13			13			2			1,075
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José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font																					


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			9:00 PM			325			1			5			0			331			561


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			545			4			12			0			561			870			5			17			0			892
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José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font																					


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
White font			10:00 PM			277			4			2			1			284			475


José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
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José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting: José  I. Farrán - Adavant Consulting:
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			11/05/13			6:45 AM			217			5			12			6			240						188			11			12			6			217			405			16			24			12			457


			11/05/13			7:00 AM			228			8			17			3			256						196			8			14			2			220			424			16			31			5			476


			11/05/13			7:15 AM			257			5			13			5			280						179			3			16			3			201			436			8			29			8			481


			11/05/13			7:30 AM			291			6			11			4			312						203			6			18			4			231			494			12			29			8			543


			11/05/13			7:45 AM			297			3			15			4			319						210			4			15			1			230			507			7			30			5			549


			11/05/13			8:00 AM			322			9			8			6			345						230			5			14			2			251			552			14			22			8			596


			11/05/13			8:15 AM			290			1			11			9			311						256			7			15			5			283			546			8			26			14			594


			11/05/13			8:30 AM			222			3			9			7			241						254			11			14			4			283			476			14			23			11			524


			11/05/13			8:45 AM			244			3			14			6			267						233			10			12			7			262			477			13			26			13			529


			11/05/13			9:00 AM			225			5			6			6			242						248			13			9			2			272			473			18			15			8			514


			11/05/13			9:15 AM			241			3			6			9			259						236			11			15			2			264			477			14			21			11			523


			11/05/13			9:30 AM			226			7			8			6			247						214			12			16			4			246			440			19			24			10			493


			11/05/13			9:45 AM			209			4			4			1			218						207			13			18			6			244			416			17			22			7			462


			11/05/13			10:00 AM			166			5			4			3			178						202			14			10			3			229			368			19			14			6			407


			11/05/13			10:15 AM			193			2			10			4			209						182			7			15			2			206			375			9			25			6			415


			11/05/13			10:30 AM			206			1			7			3			217						195			7			18			2			222			401			8			25			5			439


			11/05/13			10:45 AM			202			5			12			1			220						186			9			19			4			218			388			14			31			5			438


			11/05/13			11:00 AM			180			5			8			3			196						197			8			24			2			231			377			13			32			5			427


			11/05/13			11:15 AM			196			2			8			4			210						198			4			18			2			222			394			6			26			6			432


			11/05/13			11:30 AM			162			4			6			6			178						188			4			16			1			209			350			8			22			7			387


			11/05/13			11:45 AM			198			3			7			4			212						180			5			13			2			200			378			8			20			6			412


			11/05/13			12:00 PM			157			7			11			4			179						203			3			19			2			227			360			10			30			6			406


			11/05/13			12:15 PM			163			3			12			2			180						194			3			13			2			212			357			6			25			4			392


			11/05/13			12:30 PM			161			1			5			4			171						179			4			18			3			204			340			5			23			7			375


			11/05/13			12:45 PM			185			5			7			2			199						202			7			14			2			225			387			12			21			4			424


			11/05/13			1:00 PM			207			1			3			4			215						212			0			15			3			230			419			1			18			7			445


			11/05/13			1:15 PM			148			1			8			3			160						191			6			14			3			214			339			7			22			6			374


			11/05/13			1:30 PM			170			0			7			1			178						205			4			12			4			225			375			4			19			5			403


			11/05/13			1:45 PM			167			3			5			5			180						220			1			19			3			243			387			4			24			8			423


			11/05/13			2:00 PM			208			3			9			4			224						203			14			20			3			240			411			17			29			7			464


			11/05/13			2:15 PM			164			2			4			7			177						195			7			23			5			230			359			9			27			12			407


			11/05/13			2:30 PM			200			3			6			4			213						218			5			25			3			251			418			8			31			7			464


			11/05/13			2:45 PM			201			5			5			2			213						212			3			10			2			227			413			8			15			4			440


			11/05/13			3:00 PM			255			3			4			7			269						227			5			13			3			248			482			8			17			10			517


			11/05/13			3:15 PM			214			4			8			0			226						241			5			14			6			266			455			9			22			6			492


			11/05/13			3:30 PM			235			6			4			4			249						222			3			20			2			247			457			9			24			6			496


			11/05/13			3:45 PM			211			6			8			1			226						241			5			12			2			260			452			11			20			3			486


			11/05/13			4:00 PM			209			8			4			3			224						269			5			8			1			283			478			13			12			4			507


			11/05/13			4:15 PM			259			11			8			1			279						267			2			9			3			281			526			13			17			4			560


			11/05/13			4:30 PM			247			11			1			0			259						288			5			11			5			309			535			16			12			5			568


			11/05/13			4:45 PM			250			9			6			3			268						281			7			10			1			299			531			16			16			4			567


			11/05/13			5:00 PM			264			5			5			9			283						257			4			7			4			272			521			9			12			13			555


			11/05/13			5:15 PM			266			10			4			1			281						292			3			15			7			317			558			13			19			8			598


			11/05/13			5:30 PM			266			3			5			5			279						236			5			9			4			254			502			8			14			9			533


			11/05/13			5:45 PM			244			4			5			0			253						278			3			8			1			290			522			7			13			1			543


			11/05/13			6:00 PM			244			4			4			2			254						264			10			6			2			282			508			14			10			4			536


			11/05/13			6:15 PM			212			0			3			0			215						231			7			2			5			245			443			7			5			5			460


			11/05/13			6:30 PM			181			5			2			3			191						216			6			12			0			234			397			11			14			3			425


			11/05/13			6:45 PM			209			4			4			1			218						232			7			5			0			244			441			11			9			1			462


			11/05/13			7:00 PM			176			2			3			0			181						182			7			7			0			196			358			9			10			0			377


			11/05/13			7:15 PM			146			1			4			0			151						187			8			6			1			202			333			9			10			1			353


			11/05/13			7:30 PM			146			2			3			0			151						188			5			6			1			200			334			7			9			1			351


			11/05/13			7:45 PM			137			2			3			0			142						151			7			9			0			167			288			9			12			0			309


			11/05/13			8:00 PM			120			2			3			1			126						166			2			4			0			172			286			4			7			1			298


			11/05/13			8:15 PM			110			0			2			0			112						147			2			5			0			154			257			2			7			0			266


			11/05/13			8:30 PM			93			5			3			0			101						149			2			1			0			152			242			7			4			0			253


			11/05/13			8:45 PM			81			4			1			0			86						148			1			2			1			152			229			5			3			1			238


			11/05/13			9:00 PM			83			1			1			0			85						148			4			5			1			158			231			5			6			1			243


			11/05/13			9:15 PM			84			3			2			0			89						146			2			6			0			154			230			5			8			0			243


			11/05/13			9:30 PM			87			0			0			0			87						121			3			4			0			128			208			3			4			0			215


			11/05/13			9:45 PM			74			3			3			0			80						129			3			1			0			133			203			6			4			0			213


			11/05/13			10:00 PM			75			2			0			0			77						124			5			1			0			130			199			7			1			0			207


			11/05/13			10:15 PM			71			1			1			0			73						97			2			2			0			101			168			3			3			0			174


			11/05/13			10:30 PM			59			0			2			0			61						111			2			2			0			115			170			2			4			0			176


			11/05/13			10:45 PM			60			1			0			0			61						101			3			3			0			107			161			4			3			0			168


			11/05/13			11:00 PM			47			3			0			0			50						94			2			2			0			98			141			5			2			0			148


			11/05/13			11:15 PM			49			0			0			0			49						71			2			2			0			75			120			2			2			0			124


			11/05/13			11:30 PM			31			0			0			0			31						77			0			3			0			80			108			0			3			0			111


			11/05/13			11:45 PM			29			0			0			0			29						56			0			1			1			58			85			0			1			1			87


			11/06/13			12:00 AM			26			1			2			0			29						37			2			0			0			39			63			3			2			0			68


			11/06/13			12:15 AM			33			0			0			1			34						40			0			4			0			44			73			0			4			1			78


			11/06/13			12:30 AM			17			0			1			0			18						38			1			4			0			43			55			1			5			0			61


			11/06/13			12:45 AM			13			3			2			0			18						23			0			0			0			23			36			3			2			0			41


			11/06/13			1:00 AM			8			4			0			2			14						28			1			3			0			32			36			5			3			2			46


			11/06/13			1:15 AM			12			2			2			0			16						15			0			1			0			16			27			2			3			0			32


			11/06/13			1:30 AM			13			2			0			0			15						25			3			4			0			32			38			5			4			0			47


			11/06/13			1:45 AM			13			2			0			0			15						21			0			4			0			25			34			2			4			0			40


			11/06/13			2:00 AM			7			0			1			0			8						27			1			2			1			31			34			1			3			1			39


			11/06/13			2:15 AM			11			0			0			2			13						20			0			1			0			21			31			0			1			2			34


			11/06/13			2:30 AM			14			2			2			0			18						18			3			1			0			22			32			5			3			0			40


			11/06/13			2:45 AM			17			1			2			0			20						10			1			1			0			12			27			2			3			0			32


			11/06/13			3:00 AM			16			0			1			2			19						10			2			3			0			15			26			2			4			2			34


			11/06/13			3:15 AM			7			1			3			0			11						17			1			4			0			22			24			2			7			0			33


			11/06/13			3:30 AM			9			0			4			2			15						14			2			2			1			19			23			2			6			3			34


			11/06/13			3:45 AM			20			1			2			0			23						12			0			2			0			14			32			1			4			0			37


			11/06/13			4:00 AM			24			2			1			2			29						12			2			5			0			19			36			4			6			2			48


			11/06/13			4:15 AM			24			0			5			1			30						19			2			2			2			25			43			2			7			3			55


			11/06/13			4:30 AM			33			3			3			1			40						20			2			4			1			27			53			5			7			2			67


			11/06/13			4:45 AM			38			2			4			1			45						44			3			6			0			53			82			5			10			1			98


			11/06/13			5:00 AM			48			2			1			0			51						58			6			2			0			66			106			8			3			0			117


			11/06/13			5:15 AM			64			3			5			3			75						65			7			8			1			81			129			10			13			4			156


			11/06/13			5:30 AM			101			1			8			0			110						83			4			6			2			95			184			5			14			2			205


			11/06/13			5:45 AM			162			0			4			0			166						109			7			11			1			128			271			7			15			1			294


			11/06/13			6:00 AM			103			8			9			4			124						117			9			14			1			141			220			17			23			5			265


			11/06/13			6:15 AM			133			3			6			1			143						157			9			10			0			176			290			12			16			1			319


			11/06/13			6:30 AM			186			8			10			3			207						165			8			12			6			191			351			16			22			9			398


			11/06/13			6:45 AM			208			3			9			2			222						181			10			19			3			213			389			13			28			5			435


			11/06/13			7:00 AM			242			7			14			5			268						194			6			16			2			218			436			13			30			7			486


			11/06/13			7:15 AM			263			9			12			4			288						202			8			14			4			228			465			17			26			8			516


			11/06/13			7:30 AM			287			7			14			4			312						213			10			20			4			247			500			17			34			8			559


			11/06/13			7:45 AM			276			4			7			2			289						263			11			13			8			295			539			15			20			10			584


			11/06/13			8:00 AM			296			4			6			5			311						252			4			18			4			278			548			8			24			9			589


			11/06/13			8:15 AM			309			2			10			6			327						255			14			10			10			289			564			16			20			16			616


			11/06/13			8:30 AM			269			7			11			5			292						239			8			15			3			265			508			15			26			8			557


			11/06/13			8:45 AM			320			6			16			5			347						233			8			13			8			262			553			14			29			13			609


			11/06/13			9:00 AM			245			4			13			4			266						222			12			13			3			250			467			16			26			7			516


			11/06/13			9:15 AM			247			5			9			7			268						211			13			19			4			247			458			18			28			11			515


			11/06/13			9:30 AM			242			4			9			5			260						224			16			10			8			258			466			20			19			13			518


			11/06/13			9:45 AM			234			7			8			4			253						228			13			23			6			270			462			20			31			10			523


			11/06/13			10:00 AM			193			11			11			5			220						189			7			16			4			216			382			18			27			9			436


			11/06/13			10:15 AM			180			5			18			1			204						180			13			15			4			212			360			18			33			5			416


			11/06/13			10:30 AM			173			9			15			1			198						183			12			15			3			213			356			21			30			4			411


			11/06/13			10:45 AM			184			6			13			4			207						186			11			13			7			217			370			17			26			11			424


			11/06/13			11:00 AM			196			4			7			1			208						185			9			18			3			215			381			13			25			4			423


			11/06/13			11:15 AM			194			2			11			5			212						208			8			25			4			245			402			10			36			9			457


			11/06/13			11:30 AM			167			1			6			1			175						197			8			31			2			238			364			9			37			3			413


			11/06/13			11:45 AM			215			4			20			2			241						222			8			12			3			245			437			12			32			5			486


			11/06/13			12:00 PM			191			2			8			3			204						222			6			18			4			250			413			8			26			7			454


			11/06/13			12:15 PM			157			4			14			4			179						189			6			16			3			214			346			10			30			7			393


			11/06/13			12:30 PM			172			1			8			1			182						201			11			19			3			234			373			12			27			4			416


			11/06/13			12:45 PM			195			4			14			1			214						204			8			15			2			229			399			12			29			3			443


			11/06/13			1:00 PM			145			4			9			3			161						193			5			22			6			226			338			9			31			9			387


			11/06/13			1:15 PM			173			1			8			3			185						203			13			20			6			242			376			14			28			9			427


			11/06/13			1:30 PM			163			2			12			1			178						212			11			14			2			239			375			13			26			3			417


			11/06/13			1:45 PM			186			5			8			2			201						224			5			11			2			242			410			10			19			4			443


			11/06/13			2:00 PM			199			1			14			2			216						215			4			14			1			234			414			5			28			3			450


			11/06/13			2:15 PM			199			1			10			1			211						217			9			15			1			242			416			10			25			2			453


			11/06/13			2:30 PM			199			2			6			2			209						240			8			16			5			269			439			10			22			7			478


			11/06/13			2:45 PM			207			7			9			6			229						223			5			15			3			246			430			12			24			9			475


			11/06/13			3:00 PM			235			2			3			2			242						247			7			13			0			267			482			9			16			2			509


			11/06/13			3:15 PM			222			3			8			1			234						218			7			10			2			237			440			10			18			3			471


			11/06/13			3:30 PM			218			6			3			5			232						241			4			8			2			255			459			10			11			7			487


			11/06/13			3:45 PM			230			7			3			0			240						250			5			10			5			270			480			12			13			5			510


			11/06/13			4:00 PM			236			10			4			3			253						213			4			7			1			225			449			14			11			4			478


			11/06/13			4:15 PM			238			13			4			5			260						243			5			8			3			259			481			18			12			8			519


			11/06/13			4:30 PM			221			10			3			2			236						259			6			11			5			281			480			16			14			7			517


			11/06/13			4:45 PM			244			6			5			2			257						271			4			7			1			283			515			10			12			3			540


			11/06/13			5:00 PM			245			3			5			6			259						276			5			4			6			291			521			8			9			12			550


			11/06/13			5:15 PM			260			9			2			3			274						282			4			6			5			297			542			13			8			8			571


			11/06/13			5:30 PM			249			6			7			2			264						231			7			11			1			250			480			13			18			3			514


			11/06/13			5:45 PM			271			5			7			2			285						302			3			7			0			312			573			8			14			2			597


			11/06/13			6:00 PM			258			6			0			0			264						259			8			8			2			277			517			14			8			2			541


			11/06/13			6:15 PM			249			2			5			1			257						261			2			5			3			271			510			4			10			4			528


			11/06/13			6:30 PM			221			3			2			0			226						273			1			8			4			286			494			4			10			4			512


			11/06/13			6:45 PM			197			3			5			1			206						238			10			2			1			251			435			13			7			2			457


			11/06/13			7:00 PM			202			3			1			0			206						233			3			5			0			241			435			6			6			0			447


			11/06/13			7:15 PM			199			3			4			1			207						204			5			5			0			214			403			8			9			1			421


			11/06/13			7:30 PM			169			2			4			1			176						201			2			3			1			207			370			4			7			2			383


			11/06/13			7:45 PM			173			1			2			1			177						171			6			7			0			184			344			7			9			1			361


			11/06/13			8:00 PM			139			3			0			1			143						181			8			2			0			191			320			11			2			1			334


			11/06/13			8:15 PM			110			1			1			0			112						177			2			4			0			183			287			3			5			0			295


			11/06/13			8:30 PM			113			4			1			0			118						157			1			2			0			160			270			5			3			0			278


			11/06/13			8:45 PM			115			2			1			0			118						177			4			4			0			185			292			6			5			0			303


			11/06/13			9:00 PM			103			2			0			1			106						146			2			3			1			152			249			4			3			2			258


			11/06/13			9:15 PM			83			2			0			0			85						124			1			2			0			127			207			3			2			0			212


			11/06/13			9:30 PM			96			1			0			0			97						145			2			5			0			152			241			3			5			0			249


			11/06/13			9:45 PM			82			1			1			1			85						137			5			2			0			144			219			6			3			1			229


			11/06/13			10:00 PM			73			1			0			1			75						113			1			2			0			116			186			2			2			1			191


			11/06/13			10:15 PM			74			0			2			1			77						126			3			2			0			131			200			3			4			1			208


			11/06/13			10:30 PM			62			1			3			0			66						113			2			3			2			120			175			3			6			2			186


			11/06/13			10:45 PM			69			1			3			2			75						83			4			0			0			87			152			5			3			2			162


			11/06/13			11:00 PM			55			1			1			0			57						90			1			2			0			93			145			2			3			0			150


			11/06/13			11:15 PM			54			1			1			0			56						91			2			2			0			95			145			3			3			0			151


			11/06/13			11:30 PM			42			2			1			0			45						76			1			1			0			78			118			3			2			0			123


			11/06/13			11:45 PM			42			0			1			0			43						63			1			4			1			69			105			1			5			1			112


			11/07/13			12:00 AM			28			1			0			0			29						69			2			1			0			72			97			3			1			0			101


			11/07/13			12:15 AM			22			1			1			0			24						33			0			1			0			34			55			1			2			0			58


			11/07/13			12:30 AM			20			1			1			1			23						56			2			3			0			61			76			3			4			1			84


			11/07/13			12:45 AM			22			2			0			0			24						31			1			4			2			38			53			3			4			2			62


			11/07/13			1:00 AM			24			5			1			0			30						18			1			0			0			19			42			6			1			0			49


			11/07/13			1:15 AM			14			2			2			0			18						26			1			2			1			30			40			3			4			1			48


			11/07/13			1:30 AM			9			1			0			0			10						24			2			3			1			30			33			3			3			1			40


			11/07/13			1:45 AM			16			1			2			0			19						31			0			2			0			33			47			1			4			0			52


			11/07/13			2:00 AM			12			0			0			0			12						26			1			2			0			29			38			1			2			0			41


			11/07/13			2:15 AM			17			0			0			0			17						17			0			3			0			20			34			0			3			0			37


			11/07/13			2:30 AM			10			1			2			0			13						19			1			1			0			21			29			2			3			0			34


			11/07/13			2:45 AM			13			0			1			0			14						9			2			0			1			12			22			2			1			1			26


			11/07/13			3:00 AM			10			1			0			2			13						15			0			2			0			17			25			1			2			2			30


			11/07/13			3:15 AM			11			1			2			0			14						11			0			4			0			15			22			1			6			0			29


			11/07/13			3:30 AM			17			0			2			0			19						16			1			4			0			21			33			1			6			0			40


			11/07/13			3:45 AM			27			3			0			1			31						18			0			0			0			18			45			3			0			1			49


			11/07/13			4:00 AM			13			0			3			0			16						15			2			2			0			19			28			2			5			0			35


			11/07/13			4:15 AM			35			1			6			0			42						23			1			2			0			26			58			2			8			0			68


			11/07/13			4:30 AM			38			1			2			1			42						28			2			3			1			34			66			3			5			2			76


			11/07/13			4:45 AM			39			2			4			1			46						45			5			8			0			58			84			7			12			1			104


			11/07/13			5:00 AM			41			2			3			0			46						59			7			7			0			73			100			9			10			0			119


			11/07/13			5:15 AM			65			4			5			4			78						63			4			4			1			72			128			8			9			5			150


			11/07/13			5:30 AM			95			0			3			1			99						92			3			8			0			103			187			3			11			1			202


			11/07/13			5:45 AM			139			2			9			3			153						118			7			10			2			137			257			9			19			5			290


			11/07/13			6:00 AM			122			3			5			3			133						143			8			11			2			164			265			11			16			5			297


			11/07/13			6:15 AM			153			7			9			2			171						151			6			8			1			166			304			13			17			3			337


			11/07/13			6:30 AM			163			5			6			3			177						169			7			7			2			185			332			12			13			5			362


			11/07/13			6:45 AM			196			7			11			6			220						176			12			17			2			207			372			19			28			8			427


			11/07/13			7:00 AM			245			8			13			2			268						212			12			14			2			240			457			20			27			4			508


			11/07/13			7:15 AM			265			6			12			3			286						220			1			11			4			236			485			7			23			7			522


			11/07/13			7:30 AM			283			6			8			5			302						224			9			15			7			255			507			15			23			12			557


			11/07/13			7:45 AM			265			4			8			4			281						247			9			22			3			281			512			13			30			7			562


			11/07/13			8:00 AM			316			8			10			2			336						242			7			10			4			263			558			15			20			6			599


			11/07/13			8:15 AM			309			4			10			5			328						251			9			10			5			275			560			13			20			10			603


			11/07/13			8:30 AM			284			2			8			6			300						258			8			12			4			282			542			10			20			10			582


			11/07/13			8:45 AM			247			0			7			3			257						278			6			11			4			299			525			6			18			7			556


			11/07/13			9:00 AM			206			1			10			6			223						256			10			21			6			293			462			11			31			12			516


			11/07/13			9:15 AM			226			5			9			4			244						262			11			15			1			289			488			16			24			5			533


			11/07/13			9:30 AM			232			3			4			9			248						229			16			17			1			263			461			19			21			10			511


			11/07/13			9:45 AM			223			2			6			4			235						228			13			19			3			263			451			15			25			7			498


			11/07/13			10:00 AM			214			4			6			5			229						223			8			19			4			254			437			12			25			9			483


			11/07/13			10:15 AM			185			3			4			1			193						191			6			13			2			212			376			9			17			3			405


			11/07/13			10:30 AM			160			1			12			4			177						211			7			21			3			242			371			8			33			7			419


			11/07/13			10:45 AM			201			2			17			3			223						189			7			16			2			214			390			9			33			5			437


			11/07/13			11:00 AM			186			5			12			1			204						208			3			18			3			232			394			8			30			4			436


			11/07/13			11:15 AM			186			3			9			4			202						227			4			21			3			255			413			7			30			7			457


			11/07/13			11:30 AM			179			1			4			4			188						183			5			23			3			214			362			6			27			7			402


			11/07/13			11:45 AM			183			5			2			2			192						185			6			14			2			207			368			11			16			4			399


			11/07/13			12:00 PM			180			2			2			0			184						219			4			16			3			242			399			6			18			3			426


			11/07/13			12:15 PM			202			5			6			2			215						205			6			14			3			228			407			11			20			5			443


			11/07/13			12:30 PM			181			3			5			0			189						210			8			10			6			234			391			11			15			6			423


			11/07/13			12:45 PM			142			2			7			3			154						215			3			13			3			234			357			5			20			6			388


			11/07/13			1:00 PM			165			6			7			2			180						219			4			20			0			243			384			10			27			2			423


			11/07/13			1:15 PM			195			1			5			2			203						230			6			24			2			262			425			7			29			4			465


			11/07/13			1:30 PM			177			1			10			2			190						204			5			14			1			224			381			6			24			3			414


			11/07/13			1:45 PM			164			3			3			6			176						225			3			18			3			249			389			6			21			9			425


			11/07/13			2:00 PM			192			4			3			3			202						234			2			10			3			249			426			6			13			6			451


			11/07/13			2:15 PM			208			1			12			1			222						246			4			11			0			261			454			5			23			1			483


			11/07/13			2:30 PM			198			4			6			0			208						247			11			16			2			276			445			15			22			2			484


			11/07/13			2:45 PM			217			2			4			3			226						256			0			12			3			271			473			2			16			6			497


			11/07/13			3:00 PM			211			2			6			3			222						248			5			16			2			271			459			7			22			5			493


			11/07/13			3:15 PM			225			3			7			3			238						245			10			12			3			270			470			13			19			6			508


			11/07/13			3:30 PM			198			2			8			3			211						230			4			15			4			253			428			6			23			7			464


			11/07/13			3:45 PM			237			11			4			0			252						278			5			10			1			294			515			16			14			1			546


			11/07/13			4:00 PM			219			6			2			3			230						252			7			9			5			273			471			13			11			8			503


			11/07/13			4:15 PM			254			8			4			3			269						278			8			12			6			304			532			16			16			9			573


			11/07/13			4:30 PM			263			10			6			2			281						292			5			10			0			307			555			15			16			2			588


			11/07/13			4:45 PM			263			9			4			1			277						278			5			7			7			297			541			14			11			8			574


			11/07/13			5:00 PM			229			7			7			5			248						269			9			7			3			288			498			16			14			8			536


			11/07/13			5:15 PM			287			10			4			3			304						270			3			9			3			285			557			13			13			6			589


			11/07/13			5:30 PM			261			5			7			3			276						281			8			10			1			300			542			13			17			4			576


			11/07/13			5:45 PM			235			5			5			4			249						245			6			5			0			256			480			11			10			4			505


			11/07/13			6:00 PM			249			4			2			1			256						256			8			8			3			275			505			12			10			4			531


			11/07/13			6:15 PM			239			1			5			3			248						251			3			3			3			260			490			4			8			6			508


			11/07/13			6:30 PM			230			6			3			2			241						218			9			9			2			238			448			15			12			4			479


			11/07/13			6:45 PM			225			3			3			2			233						196			7			5			1			209			421			10			8			3			442


			11/07/13			7:00 PM			200			2			1			0			203						179			5			7			0			191			379			7			8			0			394


			11/07/13			7:15 PM			190			2			3			0			195						211			8			5			1			225			401			10			8			1			420


			11/07/13			7:30 PM			175			4			5			1			185						162			5			7			0			174			337			9			12			1			359


			11/07/13			7:45 PM			141			2			2			2			147						154			2			5			0			161			295			4			7			2			308


			11/07/13			8:00 PM			147			2			1			2			152						159			3			6			0			168			306			5			7			2			320


			11/07/13			8:15 PM			142			1			2			1			146						140			2			3			0			145			282			3			5			1			291


			11/07/13			8:30 PM			129			3			1			0			133						153			2			3			0			158			282			5			4			0			291


			11/07/13			8:45 PM			105			1			0			0			106						156			1			2			1			160			261			2			2			1			266


			11/07/13			9:00 PM			104			3			2			0			109						167			5			3			1			176			271			8			5			1			285


			11/07/13			9:15 PM			99			3			3			0			105						155			2			0			0			157			254			5			3			0			262


			11/07/13			9:30 PM			101			1			0			0			102						155			2			1			0			158			256			3			1			0			260


			11/07/13			9:45 PM			97			1			1			1			100						185			4			3			0			192			282			5			4			1			292


			11/07/13			10:00 PM			96			2			0			0			98						150			2			5			0			157			246			4			5			0			255


			11/07/13			10:15 PM			92			1			1			1			95						160			0			1			0			161			252			1			2			1			256


			11/07/13			10:30 PM			101			2			2			0			105						143			2			3			0			148			244			4			5			0			253


			11/07/13			10:45 PM			74			1			0			0			75						109			1			2			0			112			183			2			2			0			187


			11/07/13			11:00 PM			72			2			3			0			77						132			3			3			0			138			204			5			6			0			215


			11/07/13			11:15 PM			69			1			0			0			70						94			2			0			1			97			163			3			0			1			167


			11/07/13			11:30 PM			68			1			1			0			70						91			2			1			0			94			159			3			2			0			164


			11/07/13			11:45 PM			42			1			0			0			43						75			1			3			0			79			117			2			3			0			122


			11/08/13			12:00 AM			44			1			1			1			47						63			1			4			0			68			107			2			5			1			115


			11/08/13			12:15 AM			37			1			1			1			40						57			0			0			0			57			94			1			1			1			97


			11/08/13			12:30 AM			19			1			0			0			20						48			1			0			0			49			67			2			0			0			69


			11/08/13			12:45 AM			12			1			1			0			14						33			2			2			1			38			45			3			3			1			52


			11/08/13			1:00 AM			14			5			4			0			23						32			0			4			0			36			46			5			8			0			59


			11/08/13			1:15 AM			8			1			2			0			11						17			1			1			0			19			25			2			3			0			30


			11/08/13			1:30 AM			12			3			1			0			16						31			2			0			0			33			43			5			1			0			49


			11/08/13			1:45 AM			18			1			1			0			20						22			1			2			0			25			40			2			3			0			45


			11/08/13			2:00 AM			12			0			0			2			14						25			0			0			0			25			37			0			0			2			39


			11/08/13			2:15 AM			10			0			0			0			10						22			1			1			0			24			32			1			1			0			34


			11/08/13			2:30 AM			10			1			2			1			14						31			2			1			1			35			41			3			3			2			49


			11/08/13			2:45 AM			17			0			0			0			17						17			1			1			0			19			34			1			1			0			36


			11/08/13			3:00 AM			14			1			3			0			18						15			1			4			0			20			29			2			7			0			38


			11/08/13			3:15 AM			13			2			1			1			17						9			0			1			0			10			22			2			2			1			27


			11/08/13			3:30 AM			22			0			3			1			26						16			1			2			0			19			38			1			5			1			45


			11/08/13			3:45 AM			31			1			2			0			34						19			0			2			1			22			50			1			4			1			56


			11/08/13			4:00 AM			23			1			2			0			26						30			1			2			0			33			53			2			4			0			59


			11/08/13			4:15 AM			29			0			8			0			37						21			1			2			1			25			50			1			10			1			62


			11/08/13			4:30 AM			39			2			6			5			52						28			5			4			0			37			67			7			10			5			89


			11/08/13			4:45 AM			36			3			6			0			45						41			4			7			0			52			77			7			13			0			97


			11/08/13			5:00 AM			35			3			3			0			41						54			6			6			1			67			89			9			9			1			108


			11/08/13			5:15 AM			75			5			7			1			88						57			5			7			3			72			132			10			14			4			160


			11/08/13			5:30 AM			107			3			5			0			115						100			4			10			5			119			207			7			15			5			234


			11/08/13			5:45 AM			134			2			8			0			144						121			7			11			10			149			255			9			19			10			293


			11/08/13			6:00 AM			133			4			8			2			147						158			5			7			5			175			291			9			15			7			322


			11/08/13			6:15 AM			139			6			6			3			154						132			8			17			1			158			271			14			23			4			312


			11/08/13			6:30 AM			153			8			11			5			177						157			8			12			2			179			310			16			23			7			356


			11/08/13			6:45 AM			197			5			10			4			216						167			8			9			0			184			364			13			19			4			400


			11/08/13			7:00 AM			202			7			10			2			221						175			7			12			6			200			377			14			22			8			421


			11/08/13			7:15 AM			243			4			20			3			270						199			2			11			3			215			442			6			31			6			485


			11/08/13			7:30 AM			285			6			12			5			308						201			10			17			6			234			486			16			29			11			542


			11/08/13			7:45 AM			293			1			9			3			306						238			6			19			5			268			531			7			28			8			574


			11/08/13			8:00 AM			318			7			13			5			343						220			8			14			5			247			538			15			27			10			590


			11/08/13			8:15 AM			282			1			8			5			296						212			8			14			1			235			494			9			22			6			531


			11/08/13			8:30 AM			220			2			11			2			235						251			11			20			5			287			471			13			31			7			522


			11/08/13			8:45 AM			258			3			12			7			280						231			8			15			5			259			489			11			27			12			539


			11/08/13			9:00 AM			220			4			13			5			242						242			8			17			2			269			462			12			30			7			511


			11/08/13			9:15 AM			197			3			8			3			211						260			11			15			6			292			457			14			23			9			503


			11/08/13			9:30 AM			175			1			6			2			184						265			12			17			2			296			440			13			23			4			480


			11/08/13			9:45 AM			214			2			6			2			224						196			8			21			4			229			410			10			27			6			453


			11/08/13			10:00 AM			230			5			6			4			245						201			7			23			8			239			431			12			29			12			484


			11/08/13			10:15 AM			215			4			11			5			235						194			8			11			1			214			409			12			22			6			449


			11/08/13			10:30 AM			207			5			7			4			223						194			10			18			4			226			401			15			25			8			449


			11/08/13			10:45 AM			200			2			8			3			213						203			4			21			8			236			403			6			29			11			449


			11/08/13			11:00 AM			197			3			12			1			213						205			6			16			3			230			402			9			28			4			443


			11/08/13			11:15 AM			195			4			5			1			205						214			3			16			3			236			409			7			21			4			441


			11/08/13			11:30 AM			222			2			8			2			234						233			10			11			1			255			455			12			19			3			489


			11/08/13			11:45 AM			214			4			5			2			225						195			5			18			4			222			409			9			23			6			447


			11/08/13			12:00 PM			207			1			6			3			217						239			3			13			5			260			446			4			19			8			477


			11/08/13			12:15 PM			216			4			6			2			228						243			8			11			0			262			459			12			17			2			490


			11/08/13			12:30 PM			204			4			11			3			222						253			3			18			2			276			457			7			29			5			498


			11/08/13			12:45 PM			197			4			11			2			214						239			7			13			3			262			436			11			24			5			476


			11/08/13			1:00 PM			184			0			7			2			193						206			9			17			4			236			390			9			24			6			429


			11/08/13			1:15 PM			195			5			10			1			211						225			4			20			3			252			420			9			30			4			463


			11/08/13			1:30 PM			189			2			9			2			202						204			9			14			1			228			393			11			23			3			430


			11/08/13			1:45 PM			174			1			4			0			179						238			5			22			5			270			412			6			26			5			449


			11/08/13			2:00 PM			199			2			6			2			209						216			6			22			0			244			415			8			28			2			453


			11/08/13			2:15 PM			229			2			4			3			238						201			7			11			3			222			430			9			15			6			460


			11/08/13			2:30 PM			220			4			6			5			235						259			3			14			6			282			479			7			20			11			517


			11/08/13			2:45 PM			223			1			7			0			231						227			4			19			4			254			450			5			26			4			485


			11/08/13			3:00 PM			279			2			8			2			291						268			4			10			2			284			547			6			18			4			575


			11/08/13			3:15 PM			252			3			11			1			267						226			3			4			2			235			478			6			15			3			502


			11/08/13			3:30 PM			268			4			6			0			278						261			5			4			5			275			529			9			10			5			553


			11/08/13			3:45 PM			218			8			5			2			233						275			4			10			2			291			493			12			15			4			524


			11/08/13			4:00 PM			242			9			5			2			258						270			6			18			1			295			512			15			23			3			553


			11/08/13			4:15 PM			250			8			4			1			263						294			5			20			2			321			544			13			24			3			584


			11/08/13			4:30 PM			285			10			8			4			307						260			6			13			3			282			545			16			21			7			589


			11/08/13			4:45 PM			244			10			15			6			275						281			10			6			5			302			525			20			21			11			577


			11/08/13			5:00 PM			293			2			6			5			306						278			6			16			4			304			571			8			22			9			610


			11/08/13			5:15 PM			280			6			3			7			296						250			8			8			6			272			530			14			11			13			568


			11/08/13			5:30 PM			262			7			8			3			280						257			8			10			7			282			519			15			18			10			562


			11/08/13			5:45 PM			260			5			6			5			276						259			6			10			0			275			519			11			16			5			551


			11/08/13			6:00 PM			275			4			3			1			283						276			7			9			0			292			551			11			12			1			575


			11/08/13			6:15 PM			264			2			3			2			271						246			6			4			1			257			510			8			7			3			528


			11/08/13			6:30 PM			237			2			3			2			244						264			13			10			0			287			501			15			13			2			531


			11/08/13			6:45 PM			230			3			5			1			239						216			8			5			0			229			446			11			10			1			468


			11/08/13			7:00 PM			230			5			2			0			237						208			1			9			1			219			438			6			11			1			456


			11/08/13			7:15 PM			222			0			5			2			229						178			5			3			0			186			400			5			8			2			415


			11/08/13			7:30 PM			196			1			4			1			202						205			2			7			1			215			401			3			11			2			417


			11/08/13			7:45 PM			204			3			0			1			208						170			3			8			1			182			374			6			8			2			390


			11/08/13			8:00 PM			194			2			1			1			198						193			7			3			1			204			387			9			4			2			402


			11/08/13			8:15 PM			147			1			4			2			154						176			1			4			1			182			323			2			8			3			336


			11/08/13			8:30 PM			134			2			1			1			138						184			3			4			0			191			318			5			5			1			329


			11/08/13			8:45 PM			122			4			1			1			128						166			1			4			3			174			288			5			5			4			302


			11/08/13			9:00 PM			115			1			0			0			116						166			1			5			1			173			281			2			5			1			289


			11/08/13			9:15 PM			105			1			1			0			107						164			2			3			1			170			269			3			4			1			277


			11/08/13			9:30 PM			115			0			2			1			118						147			4			6			1			158			262			4			8			2			276


			11/08/13			9:45 PM			120			2			1			2			125						148			2			2			0			152			268			4			3			2			277


			11/08/13			10:00 PM			105			1			2			0			108						144			1			1			0			146			249			2			3			0			254


			11/08/13			10:15 PM			85			1			3			2			91						151			0			3			1			155			236			1			6			3			246


			11/08/13			10:30 PM			86			2			1			0			89						163			2			1			1			167			249			4			2			1			256


			11/08/13			10:45 PM			85			1			0			1			87						155			1			5			1			162			240			2			5			2			249


			11/08/13			11:00 PM			64			1			2			0			67						165			1			3			0			169			229			2			5			0			236


			11/08/13			11:15 PM			74			0			2			0			76						149			1			1			0			151			223			1			3			0			227


			11/08/13			11:30 PM			65			2			0			0			67						136			0			0			1			137			201			2			0			1			204


			11/08/13			11:45 PM			44			1			1			0			46						127			1			1			0			129			171			2			2			0			175


			11/09/13			12:00 AM			42			1			0			0			43						91			2			1			0			94			133			3			1			0			137


			11/09/13			12:15 AM			46			2			1			0			49						96			0			2			0			98			142			2			3			0			147


			11/09/13			12:30 AM			37			0			1			0			38						80			2			1			0			83			117			2			2			0			121


			11/09/13			12:45 AM			40			2			0			0			42						87			1			1			1			90			127			3			1			1			132


			11/09/13			1:00 AM			29			5			0			0			34						55			0			1			0			56			84			5			1			0			90


			11/09/13			1:15 AM			24			1			0			0			25						45			1			1			0			47			69			2			1			0			72


			11/09/13			1:30 AM			16			3			2			1			22						64			1			2			0			67			80			4			4			1			89


			11/09/13			1:45 AM			25			2			0			0			27						55			2			1			0			58			80			4			1			0			85


			11/09/13			2:00 AM			19			1			2			1			23						49			2			0			1			52			68			3			2			2			75


			11/09/13			2:15 AM			16			0			0			0			16						63			2			1			1			67			79			2			1			1			83


			11/09/13			2:30 AM			12			1			0			0			13						51			0			1			0			52			63			1			1			0			65


			11/09/13			2:45 AM			17			1			1			0			19						36			2			1			0			39			53			3			2			0			58


			11/09/13			3:00 AM			12			0			1			0			13						24			1			1			0			26			36			1			2			0			39


			11/09/13			3:15 AM			5			1			1			3			10						27			0			1			0			28			32			1			2			3			38


			11/09/13			3:30 AM			13			0			0			0			13						24			1			1			0			26			37			1			1			0			39


			11/09/13			3:45 AM			14			2			0			0			16						21			0			1			0			22			35			2			1			0			38


			11/09/13			4:00 AM			17			0			2			0			19						25			1			0			0			26			42			1			2			0			45


			11/09/13			4:15 AM			24			0			1			0			25						21			0			1			0			22			45			0			2			0			47


			11/09/13			4:30 AM			28			1			4			1			34						19			2			1			3			25			47			3			5			4			59


			11/09/13			4:45 AM			30			3			1			0			34						24			1			4			0			29			54			4			5			0			63


			11/09/13			5:00 AM			19			3			3			1			26						22			4			3			1			30			41			7			6			2			56


			11/09/13			5:15 AM			27			2			1			0			30						40			6			2			0			48			67			8			3			0			78


			11/09/13			5:30 AM			53			1			2			1			57						31			5			3			0			39			84			6			5			1			96


			11/09/13			5:45 AM			61			0			3			0			64						48			6			9			0			63			109			6			12			0			127


			11/09/13			6:00 AM			34			2			3			3			42						42			5			5			2			54			76			7			8			5			96


			11/09/13			6:15 AM			70			1			2			0			73						47			7			7			1			62			117			8			9			1			135


			11/09/13			6:30 AM			72			1			3			2			78						61			2			7			0			70			133			3			10			2			148


			11/09/13			6:45 AM			85			0			7			2			94						61			0			8			1			70			146			0			15			3			164


			11/09/13			7:00 AM			84			2			4			0			90						66			1			6			0			73			150			3			10			0			163


			11/09/13			7:15 AM			118			1			5			2			126						77			6			11			1			95			195			7			16			3			221


			11/09/13			7:30 AM			123			0			2			2			127						81			4			5			0			90			204			4			7			2			217


			11/09/13			7:45 AM			151			4			2			1			158						74			1			5			0			80			225			5			7			1			238


			11/09/13			8:00 AM			130			3			6			0			139						81			3			7			0			91			211			6			13			0			230


			11/09/13			8:15 AM			151			1			8			2			162						108			1			6			3			118			259			2			14			5			280


			11/09/13			8:30 AM			153			2			2			2			159						112			4			8			2			126			265			6			10			4			285


			11/09/13			8:45 AM			169			4			7			1			181						135			1			6			2			144			304			5			13			3			325


			11/09/13			9:00 AM			171			1			7			0			179						132			3			4			0			139			303			4			11			0			318


			11/09/13			9:15 AM			154			4			5			2			165						142			3			6			0			151			296			7			11			2			316


			11/09/13			9:30 AM			175			2			2			1			180						164			3			4			0			171			339			5			6			1			351


			11/09/13			9:45 AM			205			1			5			3			214						163			2			10			4			179			368			3			15			7			393


			11/09/13			10:00 AM			193			1			1			0			195						155			5			3			1			164			348			6			4			1			359


			11/09/13			10:15 AM			219			3			1			2			225						173			3			4			0			180			392			6			5			2			405


			11/09/13			10:30 AM			198			1			6			0			205						161			3			8			0			172			359			4			14			0			377


			11/09/13			10:45 AM			206			0			7			2			215						171			3			7			0			181			377			3			14			2			396


			11/09/13			11:00 AM			203			1			3			1			208						173			1			7			4			185			376			2			10			5			393


			11/09/13			11:15 AM			216			3			7			1			227						184			4			8			1			197			400			7			15			2			424


			11/09/13			11:30 AM			179			0			1			2			182						174			4			11			0			189			353			4			12			2			371


			11/09/13			11:45 AM			177			1			3			1			182						212			3			5			1			221			389			4			8			2			403


			11/09/13			12:00 PM			168			0			1			0			169						202			3			13			3			221			370			3			14			3			390


			11/09/13			12:15 PM			204			1			1			2			208						208			3			6			3			220			412			4			7			5			428


			11/09/13			12:30 PM			172			1			4			2			179						223			3			5			1			232			395			4			9			3			411


			11/09/13			12:45 PM			186			0			4			0			190						197			1			8			1			207			383			1			12			1			397


			11/09/13			1:00 PM			190			0			1			2			193						205			4			9			0			218			395			4			10			2			411


			11/09/13			1:15 PM			189			0			3			1			193						194			1			9			0			204			383			1			12			1			397


			11/09/13			1:30 PM			181			0			1			0			182						210			0			2			0			212			391			0			3			0			394


			11/09/13			1:45 PM			196			0			1			2			199						229			2			5			0			236			425			2			6			2			435


			11/09/13			2:00 PM			205			0			4			1			210						216			3			8			0			227			421			3			12			1			437


			11/09/13			2:15 PM			190			1			1			0			192						193			4			10			1			208			383			5			11			1			400


			11/09/13			2:30 PM			213			0			1			3			217						210			2			6			2			220			423			2			7			5			437


			11/09/13			2:45 PM			190			2			4			3			199						224			1			3			4			232			414			3			7			7			431


			11/09/13			3:00 PM			190			1			4			0			195						223			1			2			0			226			413			2			6			0			421


			11/09/13			3:15 PM			194			0			8			0			202						227			0			2			1			230			421			0			10			1			432


			11/09/13			3:30 PM			201			0			3			1			205						196			3			8			2			209			397			3			11			3			414


			11/09/13			3:45 PM			218			1			3			2			224						193			1			5			1			200			411			2			8			3			424


			11/09/13			4:00 PM			204			0			3			0			207						214			0			8			0			222			418			0			11			0			429


			11/09/13			4:15 PM			190			0			1			2			193						230			4			2			1			237			420			4			3			3			430


			11/09/13			4:30 PM			206			2			5			3			216						217			0			3			1			221			423			2			8			4			437


			11/09/13			4:45 PM			216			1			0			3			220						232			1			9			2			244			448			2			9			5			464


			11/09/13			5:00 PM			191			0			3			1			195						195			1			10			1			207			386			1			13			2			402


			11/09/13			5:15 PM			226			1			2			2			231						250			4			5			0			259			476			5			7			2			490


			11/09/13			5:30 PM			221			1			1			2			225						226			5			2			1			234			447			6			3			3			459


			11/09/13			5:45 PM			228			1			2			1			232						258			5			7			0			270			486			6			9			1			502


			11/09/13			6:00 PM			219			6			0			1			226						260			3			5			0			268			479			9			5			1			494


			11/09/13			6:15 PM			200			5			2			1			208						256			2			4			2			264			456			7			6			3			472


			11/09/13			6:30 PM			226			5			3			1			235						234			2			3			0			239			460			7			6			1			474


			11/09/13			6:45 PM			187			6			2			0			195						230			7			3			2			242			417			13			5			2			437


			11/09/13			7:00 PM			220			4			2			0			226						203			2			4			1			210			423			6			6			1			436


			11/09/13			7:15 PM			186			4			1			2			193						177			0			5			0			182			363			4			6			2			375


			11/09/13			7:30 PM			155			1			0			0			156						166			0			2			1			169			321			1			2			1			325


			11/09/13			7:45 PM			179			2			0			2			183						178			1			3			1			183			357			3			3			3			366


			11/09/13			8:00 PM			119			0			1			0			120						185			3			3			0			191			304			3			4			0			311


			11/09/13			8:15 PM			131			0			0			0			131						166			0			2			0			168			297			0			2			0			299


			11/09/13			8:30 PM			116			2			1			1			120						171			1			3			0			175			287			3			4			1			295


			11/09/13			8:45 PM			103			1			0			1			105						187			4			3			0			194			290			5			3			1			299


			11/09/13			9:00 PM			118			1			0			1			120						165			1			3			1			170			283			2			3			2			290


			11/09/13			9:15 PM			111			2			0			0			113						172			2			2			0			176			283			4			2			0			289


			11/09/13			9:30 PM			90			2			0			0			92						170			1			2			1			174			260			3			2			1			266


			11/09/13			9:45 PM			111			1			2			1			115						157			4			1			0			162			268			5			3			1			277


			11/09/13			10:00 PM			115			1			0			0			116						176			3			6			0			185			291			4			6			0			301


			11/09/13			10:15 PM			97			4			2			0			103						159			1			3			2			165			256			5			5			2			268


			11/09/13			10:30 PM			107			4			4			0			115						186			3			2			0			191			293			7			6			0			306


			11/09/13			10:45 PM			96			4			1			0			101						167			2			5			1			175			263			6			6			1			276


			11/09/13			11:00 PM			71			3			0			0			74						151			0			4			0			155			222			3			4			0			229


			11/09/13			11:15 PM			86			2			2			1			91						166			2			2			0			170			252			4			4			1			261


			11/09/13			11:30 PM			65			4			1			0			70						148			2			6			0			156			213			6			7			0			226


			11/09/13			11:45 PM			71			5			2			1			79						136			1			5			0			142			207			6			7			1			221


			11/10/13			12:00 AM			48			4			2			0			54						102			0			2			0			104			150			4			4			0			158


			11/10/13			12:15 AM			48			1			0			0			49						113			3			1			0			117			161			4			1			0			166


			11/10/13			12:30 AM			31			0			1			0			32						90			2			3			0			95			121			2			4			0			127


			11/10/13			12:45 AM			40			2			1			0			43						77			1			0			0			78			117			3			1			0			121


			11/10/13			1:00 AM			27			2			1			0			30						93			1			2			0			96			120			3			3			0			126


			11/10/13			1:15 AM			24			5			0			0			29						64			3			2			0			69			88			8			2			0			98


			11/10/13			1:30 AM			20			2			0			0			22						71			0			1			0			72			91			2			1			0			94


			11/10/13			1:45 AM			18			1			0			0			19						65			1			0			2			68			83			2			0			2			87


			11/10/13			2:00 AM			15			0			1			0			16						85			1			2			0			88			100			1			3			0			104


			11/10/13			2:15 AM			20			0			0			0			20						76			0			1			0			77			96			0			1			0			97


			11/10/13			2:30 AM			20			1			1			0			22						46			1			0			0			47			66			2			1			0			69


			11/10/13			2:45 AM			11			1			0			0			12						44			1			1			0			46			55			2			1			0			58


			11/10/13			3:00 AM			13			0			0			0			13						33			1			1			0			35			46			1			1			0			48


			11/10/13			3:15 AM			13			0			1			6			20						30			0			1			0			31			43			0			2			6			51


			11/10/13			3:30 AM			11			1			0			0			12						20			1			1			0			22			31			2			1			0			34


			11/10/13			3:45 AM			8			2			0			0			10						18			0			0			0			18			26			2			0			0			28


			11/10/13			4:00 AM			21			1			0			0			22						28			1			1			0			30			49			2			1			0			52


			11/10/13			4:15 AM			13			0			1			0			14						30			0			0			0			30			43			0			1			0			44


			11/10/13			4:30 AM			24			2			1			0			27						20			1			1			0			22			44			3			2			0			49


			11/10/13			4:45 AM			13			1			2			0			16						17			2			1			0			20			30			3			3			0			36


			11/10/13			5:00 AM			11			0			2			0			13						21			4			2			0			27			32			4			4			0			40


			11/10/13			5:15 AM			27			0			1			0			28						19			5			1			0			25			46			5			2			0			53


			11/10/13			5:30 AM			29			0			2			1			32						23			5			0			0			28			52			5			2			1			60


			11/10/13			5:45 AM			64			2			2			2			70						27			4			5			0			36			91			6			7			2			106


			11/10/13			6:00 AM			35			2			2			0			39						46			4			0			0			50			81			6			2			0			89


			11/10/13			6:15 AM			50			1			1			2			54						53			3			1			0			57			103			4			2			2			111


			11/10/13			6:30 AM			54			3			1			2			60						40			4			3			0			47			94			7			4			2			107


			11/10/13			6:45 AM			81			3			3			1			88						47			1			3			0			51			128			4			6			1			139


			11/10/13			7:00 AM			60			2			2			0			64						86			3			0			0			89			146			5			2			0			153


			11/10/13			7:15 AM			81			2			5			1			89						57			5			2			0			64			138			7			7			1			153


			11/10/13			7:30 AM			97			4			3			1			105						55			2			3			0			60			152			6			6			1			165


			11/10/13			7:45 AM			108			1			2			0			111						65			2			3			0			70			173			3			5			0			181


			11/10/13			8:00 AM			105			2			3			0			110						75			3			5			0			83			180			5			8			0			193


			11/10/13			8:15 AM			123			3			3			0			129						96			1			2			1			100			219			4			5			1			229


			11/10/13			8:30 AM			140			9			2			1			152						95			0			5			3			103			235			9			7			4			255


			11/10/13			8:45 AM			127			3			6			1			137						111			1			5			2			119			238			4			11			3			256


			11/10/13			9:00 AM			133			6			3			1			143						123			3			2			0			128			256			9			5			1			271


			11/10/13			9:15 AM			114			2			1			1			118						128			6			3			0			137			242			8			4			1			255


			11/10/13			9:30 AM			162			1			2			1			166						150			4			1			1			156			312			5			3			2			322


			11/10/13			9:45 AM			197			2			2			0			201						181			3			9			0			193			378			5			11			0			394


			11/10/13			10:00 AM			174			1			4			0			179						165			8			2			2			177			339			9			6			2			356


			11/10/13			10:15 AM			197			4			4			0			205						185			2			11			1			199			382			6			15			1			404


			11/10/13			10:30 AM			177			3			2			3			185						192			4			6			1			203			369			7			8			4			388


			11/10/13			10:45 AM			185			5			4			2			196						213			2			2			2			219			398			7			6			4			415


			11/10/13			11:00 AM			193			8			0			1			202						221			2			0			0			223			414			10			0			1			425


			11/10/13			11:15 AM			200			1			5			1			207						238			0			5			2			245			438			1			10			3			452


			11/10/13			11:30 AM			175			1			0			0			176						236			1			2			2			241			411			2			2			2			417


			11/10/13			11:45 AM			219			1			1			0			221						237			2			5			1			245			456			3			6			1			466


			11/10/13			12:00 PM			208			1			2			3			214						229			0			4			0			233			437			1			6			3			447


			11/10/13			12:15 PM			186			3			4			0			193						206			1			4			1			212			392			4			8			1			405


			11/10/13			12:30 PM			179			4			0			1			184						210			1			5			2			218			389			5			5			3			402


			11/10/13			12:45 PM			166			2			3			2			173						188			1			2			2			193			354			3			5			4			366


			11/10/13			1:00 PM			167			1			1			1			170						208			2			7			3			220			375			3			8			4			390


			11/10/13			1:15 PM			155			0			2			0			157						180			3			3			3			189			335			3			5			3			346


			11/10/13			1:30 PM			128			2			0			2			132						195			2			1			0			198			323			4			1			2			330


			11/10/13			1:45 PM			169			0			1			3			173						219			0			1			1			221			388			0			2			4			394


			11/10/13			2:00 PM			158			1			2			0			161						192			1			5			0			198			350			2			7			0			359


			11/10/13			2:15 PM			184			1			0			0			185						187			0			1			0			188			371			1			1			0			373


			11/10/13			2:30 PM			150			2			2			0			154						183			0			5			1			189			333			2			7			1			343


			11/10/13			2:45 PM			154			1			4			0			159						208			2			5			0			215			362			3			9			0			374


			11/10/13			3:00 PM			172			0			1			0			173						193			1			5			0			199			365			1			6			0			372


			11/10/13			3:15 PM			158			1			1			0			160						164			0			3			1			168			322			1			4			1			328


			11/10/13			3:30 PM			137			1			4			0			142						190			2			8			1			201			327			3			12			1			343


			11/10/13			3:45 PM			167			2			1			0			170						169			3			3			0			175			336			5			4			0			345


			11/10/13			4:00 PM			171			1			1			0			173						164			0			3			0			167			335			1			4			0			340


			11/10/13			4:15 PM			191			1			1			1			194						141			2			1			2			146			332			3			2			3			340


			11/10/13			4:30 PM			218			1			7			0			226						204			1			2			1			208			422			2			9			1			434


			11/10/13			4:45 PM			224			1			2			0			227						177			2			3			0			182			401			3			5			0			409


			11/10/13			5:00 PM			242			1			0			3			246						173			2			2			0			177			415			3			2			3			423


			11/10/13			5:15 PM			208			1			5			1			215						170			3			1			0			174			378			4			6			1			389


			11/10/13			5:30 PM			218			1			2			1			222						174			3			5			0			182			392			4			7			1			404


			11/10/13			5:45 PM			248			0			2			3			253						192			0			5			1			198			440			0			7			4			451


			11/10/13			6:00 PM			234			1			7			1			243						198			3			2			1			204			432			4			9			2			447


			11/10/13			6:15 PM			261			3			2			1			267						164			1			1			0			166			425			4			3			1			433


			11/10/13			6:30 PM			273			1			2			0			276						160			2			4			0			166			433			3			6			0			442


			11/10/13			6:45 PM			226			2			2			4			234						179			1			2			0			182			405			3			4			4			416


			11/10/13			7:00 PM			222			1			3			1			227						169			4			4			0			177			391			5			7			1			404


			11/10/13			7:15 PM			200			2			4			0			206						174			0			7			0			181			374			2			11			0			387


			11/10/13			7:30 PM			164			1			1			0			166						145			0			4			0			149			309			1			5			0			315


			11/10/13			7:45 PM			126			1			1			2			130						159			0			0			0			159			285			1			1			2			289


			11/10/13			8:00 PM			116			2			1			0			119						158			4			1			0			163			274			6			2			0			282


			11/10/13			8:15 PM			110			2			0			1			113						163			0			4			0			167			273			2			4			1			280


			11/10/13			8:30 PM			90			1			0			1			92						170			1			3			0			174			260			2			3			1			266


			11/10/13			8:45 PM			100			1			1			0			102						140			2			3			0			145			240			3			4			0			247


			11/10/13			9:00 PM			79			0			1			0			80						141			2			3			0			146			220			2			4			0			226


			11/10/13			9:15 PM			76			1			1			0			78						154			0			6			0			160			230			1			7			0			238


			11/10/13			9:30 PM			97			0			2			0			99						116			0			3			0			119			213			0			5			0			218


			11/10/13			9:45 PM			73			0			1			0			74						134			2			0			0			136			207			2			1			0			210


			11/10/13			10:00 PM			76			1			0			0			77						120			3			5			0			128			196			4			5			0			205


			11/10/13			10:15 PM			70			0			0			0			70						137			1			1			0			139			207			1			1			0			209


			11/10/13			10:30 PM			63			2			0			0			65						102			5			3			0			110			165			7			3			0			175


			11/10/13			10:45 PM			68			1			2			1			72						93			4			1			0			98			161			5			3			1			170


			11/10/13			11:00 PM			64			0			1			1			66						88			0			4			0			92			152			0			5			1			158


			11/10/13			11:15 PM			38			1			1			0			40						72			1			3			1			77			110			2			4			1			117


			11/10/13			11:30 PM			43			0			2			1			46						63			0			0			0			63			106			0			2			1			109


			11/10/13			11:45 PM			28			0			1			1			30						53			0			4			0			57			81			0			5			1			87


			11/11/13			12:00 AM			22			2			0			0			24						44			1			1			0			46			66			3			1			0			70


			11/11/13			12:15 AM			21			0			1			0			22						37			0			0			0			37			58			0			1			0			59


			11/11/13			12:30 AM			16			0			2			2			20						32			2			2			0			36			48			2			4			2			56


			11/11/13			12:45 AM			20			2			0			0			22						22			0			0			0			22			42			2			0			0			44


			11/11/13			1:00 AM			16			4			1			0			21						21			0			1			0			22			37			4			2			0			43


			11/11/13			1:15 AM			6			4			2			0			12						17			0			1			1			19			23			4			3			1			31


			11/11/13			1:30 AM			13			2			0			0			15						21			1			0			1			23			34			3			0			1			38


			11/11/13			1:45 AM			11			1			0			0			12						14			0			0			0			14			25			1			0			0			26


			11/11/13			2:00 AM			1			0			0			0			1						25			1			2			0			28			26			1			2			0			29


			11/11/13			2:15 AM			9			0			0			0			9						23			1			1			0			25			32			1			1			0			34


			11/11/13			2:30 AM			12			0			0			0			12						21			1			1			0			23			33			1			1			0			35


			11/11/13			2:45 AM			7			0			1			0			8						12			1			1			0			14			19			1			2			0			22


			11/11/13			3:00 AM			3			0			0			0			3						15			1			2			0			18			18			1			2			0			21


			11/11/13			3:15 AM			4			0			0			0			4						5			1			1			0			7			9			1			1			0			11


			11/11/13			3:30 AM			9			0			0			0			9						16			0			2			0			18			25			0			2			0			27


			11/11/13			3:45 AM			10			0			0			0			10						19			1			1			0			21			29			1			1			0			31


			11/11/13			4:00 AM			9			0			1			0			10						18			0			0			0			18			27			0			1			0			28


			11/11/13			4:15 AM			15			0			1			0			16						16			0			3			0			19			31			0			4			0			35


			11/11/13			4:30 AM			19			0			0			0			19						36			2			3			0			41			55			2			3			0			60


			11/11/13			4:45 AM			18			1			2			0			21						29			4			1			0			34			47			5			3			0			55


			11/11/13			5:00 AM			23			1			1			0			25						54			7			4			1			66			77			8			5			1			91


			11/11/13			5:15 AM			31			0			2			0			33						62			5			7			1			75			93			5			9			1			108


			11/11/13			5:30 AM			40			1			4			1			46						84			8			10			1			103			124			9			14			2			149


			11/11/13			5:45 AM			59			1			0			3			63						129			5			7			2			143			188			6			7			5			206


			11/11/13			6:00 AM			46			4			6			0			56						161			8			9			2			180			207			12			15			2			236


			11/11/13			6:15 AM			56			0			5			0			61						165			8			16			0			189			221			8			21			0			250


			11/11/13			6:30 AM			96			3			2			1			102						178			6			14			2			200			274			9			16			3			302


			11/11/13			6:45 AM			107			3			4			1			115						146			10			11			3			170			253			13			15			4			285


			11/11/13			7:00 AM			98			6			3			1			108						203			7			13			3			226			301			13			16			4			334


			11/11/13			7:15 AM			120			1			6			4			131						175			6			13			3			197			295			7			19			7			328


			11/11/13			7:30 AM			161			4			5			1			171						199			8			13			1			221			360			12			18			2			392


			11/11/13			7:45 AM			149			2			4			3			158						252			4			17			3			276			401			6			21			6			434


			11/11/13			8:00 AM			154			7			6			5			172						225			9			18			8			260			379			16			24			13			432


			11/11/13			8:15 AM			127			2			1			0			130						235			8			8			2			253			362			10			9			2			383


			11/11/13			8:30 AM			108			2			8			4			122						247			9			10			7			273			355			11			18			11			395


			11/11/13			8:45 AM			140			0			8			3			151						246			13			13			2			274			386			13			21			5			425


			11/11/13			9:00 AM			112			2			4			2			120						237			9			20			0			266			349			11			24			2			386


			11/11/13			9:15 AM			100			0			2			2			104						205			9			9			2			225			305			9			11			4			329


			11/11/13			9:30 AM			107			3			0			3			113						188			8			7			4			207			295			11			7			7			320


			11/11/13			9:45 AM			117			0			4			1			122						178			11			15			6			210			295			11			19			7			332


			11/11/13			10:00 AM			119			1			1			2			123						151			4			18			6			179			270			5			19			8			302


			11/11/13			10:15 AM			99			2			5			1			107						183			9			9			1			202			282			11			14			2			309


			11/11/13			10:30 AM			111			0			3			3			117						140			6			17			1			164			251			6			20			4			281


			11/11/13			10:45 AM			118			1			4			3			126						148			7			20			2			177			266			8			24			5			303


			11/11/13			11:00 AM			117			3			6			0			126						186			3			12			3			204			303			6			18			3			330


			11/11/13			11:15 AM			121			0			4			3			128						201			5			13			3			222			322			5			17			6			350


			11/11/13			11:30 AM			90			0			3			0			93						166			3			18			1			188			256			3			21			1			281


			11/11/13			11:45 AM			114			0			2			1			117						174			5			12			3			194			288			5			14			4			311


			11/11/13			12:00 PM			99			1			0			1			101						182			1			10			0			193			281			2			10			1			294


			11/11/13			12:15 PM			94			0			2			0			96						204			3			8			2			217			298			3			10			2			313


			11/11/13			12:30 PM			98			0			3			2			103						216			2			11			3			232			314			2			14			5			335


			11/11/13			12:45 PM			105			1			1			2			109						206			5			12			2			225			311			6			13			4			334


			11/11/13			1:00 PM			86			0			3			0			89						183			4			20			4			211			269			4			23			4			300


			11/11/13			1:15 PM			88			0			3			0			91						201			5			6			2			214			289			5			9			2			305


			11/11/13			1:30 PM			98			6			1			1			106						177			0			12			2			191			275			6			13			3			297


			11/11/13			1:45 PM			93			1			3			1			98						207			4			7			1			219			300			5			10			2			317


			11/11/13			2:00 PM			109			0			2			0			111						204			4			8			3			219			313			4			10			3			330


			11/11/13			2:15 PM			98			1			2			0			101						214			3			18			4			239			312			4			20			4			340


			11/11/13			2:30 PM			112			0			0			4			116						233			3			16			6			258			345			3			16			10			374


			11/11/13			2:45 PM			102			1			1			0			104						199			4			16			0			219			301			5			17			0			323


			11/11/13			3:00 PM			118			4			3			2			127						208			2			16			2			228			326			6			19			4			355


			11/11/13			3:15 PM			116			1			1			2			120						227			3			7			2			239			343			4			8			4			359


			11/11/13			3:30 PM			101			3			1			1			106						230			4			7			2			243			331			7			8			3			349


			11/11/13			3:45 PM			119			8			3			0			130						211			7			6			2			226			330			15			9			2			356


			11/11/13			4:00 PM			112			3			1			0			116						230			2			5			4			241			342			5			6			4			357


			11/11/13			4:15 PM			124			5			2			0			131						257			2			7			3			269			381			7			9			3			400


			11/11/13			4:30 PM			136			3			2			2			143						244			6			7			2			259			380			9			9			4			402


			11/11/13			4:45 PM			136			3			6			1			146						298			3			9			3			313			434			6			15			4			459


			11/11/13			5:00 PM			112			4			2			4			122						259			5			5			0			269			371			9			7			4			391


			11/11/13			5:15 PM			125			3			4			2			134						315			3			6			4			328			440			6			10			6			462


			11/11/13			5:30 PM			128			1			5			4			138						280			2			7			1			290			408			3			12			5			428


			11/11/13			5:45 PM			171			1			2			0			174						279			7			12			4			302			450			8			14			4			476


			11/11/13			6:00 PM			156			2			3			2			163						214			3			6			1			224			370			5			9			3			387


			11/11/13			6:15 PM			155			0			1			1			157						200			7			6			1			214			355			7			7			2			371


			11/11/13			6:30 PM			116			2			0			1			119						214			5			2			0			221			330			7			2			1			340


			11/11/13			6:45 PM			114			2			1			1			118						227			4			4			0			235			341			6			5			1			353


			11/11/13			7:00 PM			107			2			2			0			111						209			10			2			0			221			316			12			4			0			332


			11/11/13			7:15 PM			96			0			0			0			96						209			5			3			0			217			305			5			3			0			313


			11/11/13			7:30 PM			73			0			2			0			75						217			1			4			0			222			290			1			6			0			297


			11/11/13			7:45 PM			64			1			1			0			66						181			3			1			0			185			245			4			2			0			251


			11/11/13			8:00 PM			62			0			1			0			63						159			1			4			1			165			221			1			5			1			228


			11/11/13			8:15 PM			50			1			0			1			52						158			3			4			0			165			208			4			4			1			217


			11/11/13			8:30 PM			53			0			3			0			56						131			4			2			0			137			184			4			5			0			193


			11/11/13			8:45 PM			50			0			1			0			51						138			1			4			0			143			188			1			5			0			194


			11/11/13			9:00 PM			42			0			0			1			43						113			2			3			0			118			155			2			3			1			161


			11/11/13			9:15 PM			43			0			1			0			44						125			2			2			1			130			168			2			3			1			174


			11/11/13			9:30 PM			47			0			1			0			48						89			4			3			0			96			136			4			4			0			144


			11/11/13			9:45 PM			38			0			1			0			39						107			1			2			0			110			145			1			3			0			149


			11/11/13			10:00 PM			50			0			0			0			50						119			4			5			1			129			169			4			5			1			179


			11/11/13			10:15 PM			40			0			1			0			41						107			2			1			0			110			147			2			2			0			151


			11/11/13			10:30 PM			23			0			0			0			23						92			1			2			0			95			115			1			2			0			118


			11/11/13			10:45 PM			31			1			1			0			33						73			4			1			0			78			104			5			2			0			111


			11/11/13			11:00 PM			23			0			1			0			24						86			0			1			0			87			109			0			2			0			111


			11/11/13			11:15 PM			19			0			0			0			19						61			1			2			0			64			80			1			2			0			83


			11/11/13			11:30 PM			11			0			0			0			11						58			0			2			0			60			69			0			2			0			71


			11/11/13			11:45 PM			17			1			1			0			19						45			0			0			0			45			62			1			1			0			64
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From: Paul Mitchell
To: Benson, Brad (PRT)
Cc: Oshima, Diane (PRT); Joyce; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: GSW Project Fire Boat Assumptions
Date: Friday, March 07, 2014 2:15:01 PM


Brad:
 
As a followup to our February 26, 2014 GSW CEQA meeting regarding assumptions for SFFD fire
boats, we want to confirm the assumptions with you before ESA and Environ proceed further with
the air quality/health risk analysis, as it will influence our results.  Please let us know which option
below (No. 1 or No. 2, or some other version) accurately represents what you recommended at the
February 26 meeting (you will see below there are distinctions between option for if a fire boat gets
retired as part of the project or if would happen regardless of the project).
 
Thanks for your assistance on this, and please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any
questions.
 
 
                                                                                                                                Option No. 1
 


Existing 2 Fireboats (SFFD maintains 2 old fireboats @ Pier 22 ½)
Future No Project 3 Fireboats (SFFD maintains 2 old fireboats @ Pier 22 ½,  and SFFD acquires a


new fireboat in 2015 with Tier 3 engine to be berthed at @ Pier 22 ½)
Future Plus
Project


2 Fireboats (The new fire boat and one of its existing fire boats would
relocate to and berth at Piers 30-32.  Furthermore, under the project, prior
to relocation, SFFD would retrofit the existing old fire boat to be relocated to
meet applicable EPA Tier 3 engine emission standards, and would retire its
other existing old SFFD fire boat)


 
                                                                                                                               
 
                                                                                                                                Option No. 2


Existing 2 Fireboats (SFFD maintains 2 old fireboats @ Pier 22 ½)
Future No Project 2 Fireboats (SFFD maintains 1 old fireboat @ Pier 22 ½,  SFFD retires second


old fireboat, and SFFD acquires a new fireboat in 2015 with Tier 3 engine to
be berthed at @ Pier 22 ½)
 


Future Plus
Project


2 Fireboats (The new SFFD fire boat and one of its existing fire boats would
relocate to and berth at Piers 30-32.  Furthermore, under the project, prior
to relocation, SFFD would retrofit the existing old fire boat to be relocated to
meet applicable EPA Tier 3 engine emission standards.)


 
 
Paul Mitchell



mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com

mailto:brad.benson@sfport.com

mailto:diane.oshima@sfport.com

mailto:joyce@orionenvironment.com

mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org

mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=53ddc14b15cb409584d3f7b15453f64a-Viktoriya Wise





ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 



mailto:pmitchell@esassoc.com






From: Michelle Magee
To: Liz Brisson; Van de Water, Adam
Cc: Oshima, Diane; Miller, Erin; Wise, Viktoriya; Albert, Peter; Bollinger, Brett; Aide Aceves; Mariana Saenz
Subject: RE: Four Meeting Summary
Date: Thursday, January 09, 2014 2:22:26 PM


Thank you so much for the clarification.  I will update the four meeting summary to reflect the
consistent vocabulary and concepts.  I appreciate the clarity you are providing. 


Michelle
 
From: Liz Brisson [mailto:liz.brisson@sfcta.org] 
Sent: Thursday, January 09, 2014 2:19 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam
Cc: Oshima, Diane; Miller, Erin; Michelle Magee; Wise, Viktoriya; Albert, Peter; Bollinger, Brett; Aide
Aceves; Mariana Saenz
Subject: Re: Four Meeting Summary
 
Hi Adam, yes i agree. Per our meeting last week, I am planning to pull together the materials
i would use to convey this simply in PPT for the 1/29 meeting. My goal is to send you all a
draft by late next week, so we have ample time to refine it before the meeting.
 


On Thu, Jan 9, 2014 at 9:42 AM, Van de Water, Adam <adam.vandewater@sfgov.org>
wrote:
Thanks Liz.  This is as clear a description of your work as I've heard to date.  As a non
planner who thinks of SF-CHAMP as a mysterious black box we should start the 29th with
something this basic.  As previously discussed, we've confused the CAC and general public
when we get too technical about 2020 and 2040 cumulative analyses, modeling assumptions,
screen lines, etc.  
 
Thanks,


Adam Van de Water
Project Manager
Office of Economic and Workforce Development 
City and County of San Francisco
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102
415.554.6625
 


On Jan 9, 2014, at 9:20 AM, "Oshima, Diane" <diane.oshima@sfport.com> wrote:


Liz
Thanks for this very helpful explanation.  I did not understand all
this from the scope.  If this is how Phase 2 should be described,
then it seems that the Transportation overview summary needs to
be revised.  And, in making those revisions, I think it’s important
to articulate how it differentiates from the EIR transportation
impact and mitigation analysis.  Will Phase 2 recommendations
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about WTA strategies and mitigation measures be integrated into
EIR analysis?  We should explain relationship, because otherwise I
think people will get confused.   
 
Thanks.
 
Diane Oshima
Assistant Deputy Director, Waterfront Planning
Port of San Francisco
Pier 1, San Francisco, CA  94111
Diane.Oshima@sfport.com
415/274-0553
 
From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Thursday, January 09, 2014 9:10 AM
To: Liz Brisson; Oshima, Diane
Cc: Michelle Magee; Wise, Viktoriya; Van de Water, Adam; Albert, Peter; Bollinger, Brett;
Aide Aceves; Mariana Saenz
Subject: RE: Four Meeting Summary
 
I agree, and I'd also caution asking for "input" on this Phase 2 of the effort.  This will be a
presentation with a high-level overview of Phase 2.  The more detailed modeling overview
is scheduled as a part of the Feb agenda unless we pull it more into the January agenda.
 
 
We do expect to frame the Pilots conversation so that we can get some very valuable
input from the CAC to help us design them.  I'm in the process of trying to clarify a "base"
scope for the pilots we will pursue.  
 
FYI, I am home right now with a sick kid.  If you're looking for me try my cell.  I may be
in later today, and I'll be checking email and working as much as I'm able.
 
Thanks,
 
 
Erin E. Miller
Project Manager Waterfront Transportation Assessment
 


Waterfront Transportation
Assessment Mailing List here
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Sustainable Streets
SFMTA|Municipal Transportation Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
 
415.701.5490 (o)
415.971.7429 (m)


From: Liz Brisson [liz.brisson@sfcta.org]
Sent: Wednesday, January 08, 2014 6:09 PM
To: Oshima, Diane
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Cc: Michelle Magee; Miller, Erin; Wise, Viktoriya; Van de Water, Adam; Albert, Peter;
Bollinger, Brett; Aide Aceves; Mariana Saenz
Subject: Re: Four Meeting Summary


Diane, i think thats what Michelle referred to under third bullet of "Solicit input
on new corridor analysis". I think we need more consistent vocabulary to
describe the Phase 2 technical analysis im leading as a part of SFMTA Phase 2
WTA. I need to work on how we convey it publicly at the 1/29 meeting, and so
will follow-up with my draft slides/materials for that meeting next week, but in
the interest of starting to convey the vocabulary id like our team to use, please
see below:


During Phase 2 of the Assessment, the SFCTA will support SFMTA in
undertaking Solutions Analysis using the goals and inventory of strategies
developed during Phase 1
The Solutions Analysis unfolds in 4 steps:


1. Corridor Analysis: Using our travel forecasting tool, we look at
travel patterns to and from the Waterfront... how many people travel
to and from the Waterfront area today, and how many will do so in a
future with and without Warriors/Pier70/Mission Rock? how many
will occur by driving, transit, walking, and cycling? where are they
going to and coming from? Knowing travel patterns allows us to
understand what the problems will be on specific travel corridors.
Some corridors are already operating near or beyond capacity today,
some experience very slow speeds, some lack safe and complete
cycling facilities, and some have unsafe pedestrian crossings. The
outcome of this step is a list of problems identified for each corridor.


2. Strategy Screening: Once we have more information on the specific
problems expected on each travel corridor, we will look at the
inventory of strategies and identify which might be relevant to
solving this problem. The outcome of this step is a smaller set of
strategies matched to the problems identified in each corridor.


3. Strategy Evaluation: With a smaller set of strategies to focus on we
will undertake a more rigorous analysis to understand their
effectiveness. E.g. How much faster will a transit line get if we do X
strategy? how many more people can get on a transit line if we have
one more light-rail car? Once we know which strategies will be
most effective, we will also draw up conceptual plans for strategies
that involve capital improvements as well as estimate their capital
and operating costs. The outcome of this step is a subset of the
strategies that do the best job addressing the problems and more
description of how they would work and what their cost would be.


4. Strategy Cost-Sharing: Once we have identified a set of high-
performing strategies, we use our travel forecasting tool to
understand how much these strategies benefit underlying
deficiencies that exist today or in the future without waterfront
development, vs. how much they will serve new trips to/from
waterfront development. This will inform a cost-sharing framework
that can inform subsequent discussion about the Development
Agreements. The outcome of this step is a %-age breakdown of







costs among the city and each major development.
I would prefer that we not refer to it as "Phase 2 modeling" or "corridor
modeling". We use a model, SF-CHAMP as a forecasting tool, buts i think
analysis is a better way of describing it to the public and reflects that most of the
work that we are undertaking isnt actually through a "black box" but is hands on
work from planners and analysts.
 


On Wed, Jan 8, 2014 at 5:35 PM, Oshima, Diane <diane.oshima@sfport.com>
wrote:
Yes, Transp Comm meeting is 1/29th.  I have reserved Pier 1
meeting rooms.
 
Michelle, thanks for these notes.  Yes, I assume these are to help
internal staff to achieve consistent understanding.  It also helps us
be clear in any briefing meetings with Deep and Dan.  The one
change I think is needed is to include Liz’
presentation/explanation of the Phase 2 modeling process in the
upcoming 1/29 meeting, not Feb.  Right?
 
Thanks.
 
Diane Oshima
Assistant Deputy Director, Waterfront Planning
Port of San Francisco
Pier 1, San Francisco, CA  94111
Diane.Oshima@sfport.com
415/274-0553
 
From: Liz Brisson [mailto:liz.brisson@sfcta.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 08, 2014 5:02 PM
To: Michelle Magee
Cc: Miller, Erin; Wise, Viktoriya; Van de Water, Adam; Oshima, Diane; Albert, Peter;
Bollinger, Brett; Aide Aceves; Mariana Saenz
Subject: Re: Four Meeting Summary
 
Thanks Michelle, to assist with my review, can someone remind me. Is this
document intended as a reference for us, or as a tool to provide a roadmap to the
CAC? I assume the former?
 


On Wed, Jan 8, 2014 at 3:32 PM, Michelle Magee <mmagee@harderco.com>
wrote:
Hello all:
 
Attached is the summary of the first four meeting content to achieve the goal creating
a coordinated and clear communication message and rolling out a disciplined and
sequenced approach to the Phase 2 work.  I added some detail to use as talking points
at the meetings.  


The January 29th meeting is now confirmed.  (Diane is that correct?) 
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Please review and make any changes.
 
Happy first full week back to work,
Michelle
 
 


From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 08, 2014 12:44 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya; Michelle Magee; 'Liz Brisson'
Cc: Van de Water, Adam; Oshima, Diane; Albert, Peter; Bollinger, Brett
Subject: RE: Action Items from today
 
For this effort, I’m attaching an updated draft that captures (I think) everyone’s input
up to this point.  The title has Jan 8 in it, so that we know we’re working on the draft
towards that date.  If you do look at it and have revisions, please save the file with your
initials after and send back to me to consolidate.  Viktoriya, I’ll continue to tag-team to
the extent I’m able to manage!
 
Thanks,
 
Erin Miller
Project Manager, Waterfront Transportation Assessment
 
Join the Waterfront Transportation Assessment Mailing List
 
Sustainable Streets-Strategic Planning & Policy
Urban Planning Initiatives
 
 
<image001.jpg> SFMTA | Municipal Transportation Agency


1 South Van Ness Ave, 7th Floor-7067 -  SF, CA 94103
Office:   415 701 5490
Mobile: 415 971 7429
 


From: Wise, Viktoriya [mailto:viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 08, 2014 7:40 AM
To: Miller, Erin; 'Michelle Magee'; 'Liz Brisson'
Cc: Van de Water, Adam; Oshima, Diane; Albert, Peter; Bollinger, Brett
Subject: RE: Action Items from today
Importance: High
 
Planning will do this.  However, we cannot commit to completing this until early
next week at best.
 
Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning
 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049│Fax: 415-558-6409
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Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org
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From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 07, 2014 6:45 PM
To: 'Michelle Magee'; 'Liz Brisson'
Cc: Van de Water, Adam; Oshima, Diane; Wise, Viktoriya; Albert, Peter; Bollinger, Brett
Subject: RE: Action Items from today
 
Hi there,
 
I will not be able to finalize the draft in number 1 below by tomorrow, Jan 8.  I have
found that I have very little bandwith, and a HUGE to-do list on the many tangents of
the WTA.  Could anyone perhaps take a first stab and then send to me for review and
comments? 
 
Erin Miller
Project Manager, Waterfront Transportation Assessment
 
Join the Waterfront Transportation Assessment Mailing List
 
Sustainable Streets-Strategic Planning & Policy
Urban Planning Initiatives
 
 
<image001.jpg> SFMTA | Municipal Transportation Agency


1 South Van Ness Ave, 7th Floor-7067 -  SF, CA 94103
Office:   415 701 5490
Mobile: 415 971 7429
 


From: Michelle Magee [mailto:mmagee@harderco.com] 
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 3:55 PM
To: Liz Brisson
Cc: Van de Water, Adam; Oshima, Diane; Wise, Viktoriya; Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter;
Bollinger, Brett
Subject: Action Items from today
 
Hi all:
 
I did not include all the other meetings mentioned, however the group
agreed to add 12-1pm to the Standing CEQUA meeting on Wednesday’s
 
Action Items: 


1.      Summarize and produce one overview document Jan 8th – Erin


2.      Circulate Notes from Jan 2nd – Liz – DONE
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3.      Summarize the 4 meeting process for Transportation Co-Chairs by Jan
8th – Michelle


4.      Set Transportation co-chairs meeting for Jan 15 – Michelle


5.      Present Pilot and CAC meeting plan at the Ken Rich’s Standing
Transportation Meeting with Mayor on Jan 17th at 2pm –Victoria, Peter,
Adam


 


 
 
 
From: Liz Brisson [mailto:liz.brisson@sfcta.org] 
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 1:36 PM
To: Michelle Magee
Cc: Van de Water, Adam; Oshima, Diane; Wise, Viktoriya; Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter;
Bollinger, Brett
Subject: Re: CONFIRMING: Piers 30-32 Transportation meeting/call per Diane
 
Hi All, 
 
To support our discussion today, I have prepared two things that are attached:
1) Schedule of Assessment Phase 2 Technical Work (built in same spreadsheet as
SF Planning's Warriors EIR schedule on separate tab)
2) Revised write-up from Brett. I started doing this in track changes but my
changes were so wholesale that i just created a new version. Ultimately, i think
we could use a simplified and graphical version of this for the public, which
could perhaps build on the slide set ive been using to share the phase 2 scope
(slides from recent DWG meeting attached) 
 
I will bring hard copies to the meeting at SFMTA, but wanted to share electronic
versions for those who are calling in.
 
Thanks, Liz
 


On Thu, Jan 2, 2014 at 12:37 PM, Michelle Magee <mmagee@harderco.com>
wrote:
Hi Erin:  
We need the conference line number to call in at 2pm.  
Thanks
 


From: Van de Water, Adam [mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 12:33 PM
To: Oshima, Diane
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya; Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter; liz.brisson@sfcta.org;
elizabeth.sall@sfcta.org; Bollinger, Brett; Michelle Magee; Elizabeth Sall


Subject: Re: CONFIRMING: Piers 30-32 Transportation meeting/call per Diane
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Either call my cell: 510.220.0156 or let me know the best number to call in.
 Talk soon.  Happy new year everyone!


Adam Van de Water
Project Manager
Office of Economic and Workforce Development 
City and County of San Francisco
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102
415.554.6625
 


On Jan 2, 2014, at 10:56 AM, "Oshima, Diane" <diane.oshima@sfport.com>
wrote:


I actually will try and attend the meeting at MTA.  Also,
thanks to Brett for circulating the draft explanation
describing WTA vs. the other transportation acronyms.  I
layered in further revisions in the attached.  See you
later today.  Thanks!
 
Diane
 
Diane Oshima
Assistant Deputy Director, Waterfront Planning
Port of San Francisco
Pier 1, San Francisco, CA  94111
Diane.Oshima@sfport.com
415/274-0553
 
From: Van de Water, Adam 
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 9:52 AM
To: Wise, Viktoriya
Cc: Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter; liz.brisson@sfcta.org; elizabeth.sall@sfcta.org;
Bollinger, Brett; Oshima, Diane; Michelle Magee; Elizabeth Sall
Subject: Re: CONFIRMING: Piers 30-32 Transportation meeting/call per
Diane
 
I will join but am enjoying working from home.  Is there a call-in
number?


Adam Van de Water
Project Manager
Office of Economic and Workforce Development 
City and County of San Francisco
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102
415.554.6625
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On Jan 2, 2014, at 9:36 AM, "Wise, Viktoriya"
<viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org> wrote:


Thanks.  I got a babysitter and came in today so I will
see you at this meeting.
 
Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental
Planning
 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049│Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org
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From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 9:35 AM
To: Albert, Peter; Wise, Viktoriya; Van de Water, Adam;
'liz.brisson@sfcta.org'; 'elizabeth.sall@sfcta.org'; Bollinger,
Brett; Oshima, Diane; 'Michelle Magee'
Cc: 'Elizabeth Sall'
Subject: RE: CONFIRMING: Piers 30-32 Transportation
meeting/call per Diane
 
Brett,
 
Sorry, I see on an older email that you’re unavailable. 
 
Viktoriya, 
Would you suggest that we (me and Peter, Diane, Liz, and
maybe Adam) get together and take a first stab at this
discussion and then come next Wednesday to flesh it out?  I
hate to drag you in if you have child care limitations.
 
 
 
Erin Miller
Project Manager, Waterfront Transportation Assessment
 
Join the Waterfront Transportation Assessment Mailing List
 
Sustainable Streets-Strategic Planning & Policy
Urban Planning Initiatives
 
 
<image006.jpg> SFMTA | Municipal Transportation Agency


1 South Van Ness Ave, 7th Floor-7067 -  SF, CA 94103
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Office:   415 701 5490
Mobile: 415 971 7429
 
 
-----Original Appointment-----
From: Miller, Erin 
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 9:31 AM
To: Albert, Peter; Wise, Viktoriya; Van de Water, Adam;
'liz.brisson@sfcta.org'; 'elizabeth.sall@sfcta.org'; Bollinger,
Brett; Oshima, Diane; 'Michelle Magee'
Cc: 'Elizabeth Sall'
Subject: CONFIRMING: Piers 30-32 Transportation
meeting/call per Diane
When: Thursday, January 02, 2014 2:00 PM-3:00 PM (UTC-
08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).
Where: Civic Center Conference Room (1SVN 3074)
 
 
 
All,
 
Would you still like to take this time today for the
meeting we discussed pre-Christmas?  This
meeting was the child of our discussion about how
the transportation issues and analysis relate
between WTA, Warriors EIR, Warriors TMP that
need coordination and clear communication.  To jog
your memories, I’ve copied one of Diane’s emails
below that is key behind the topic at hand.
 
We discussed coordinating this meeting with next
week’s standing meeting at Planning on Jan 8.  We
proposed this time because we want to have Peter
there, and he is leaving for 2 weeks on Monday.  I
have 5 confirmed including myself, with Viktoriya as
a tentative.  Brett, would you be able to make it, as
it’s important to have EP there.
 
Let me know if you can//want to attend. 
 
Thank you – and Happy New Year!
 
 
 
 
With many different transportation efforts in
play, I believe it’s important for city staff (as
well as GSW) to have clear and consistent
talking points about what each part is and, if
applicable, its relationship to the EIR
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transportation impact and mitigation
analysis.  I’m concerned that the CAC and
public does not have this yet, which makes
the community discussions more challenging. 
In part, that’s because the type of analysis
MTA/CTA is doing is the most proactive and
sophisticated in decades.  We should also
invest that same kind of thought to develop a
clearer way of communicating how each piece
fits into the full picture.
 
To get the ball rolling, here’s a start at
describing each; it would be interesting to see
if we all have a shared understanding.
 
WTA – Comprehensive assessment of existing
and planned local/regional transportation
projects to yield recommendations about
funding priorities and timing adjustments (as
possible) to optimize transportation
improvements to serve existing population
and planned new development, plus additional
possible measures and operational
adjustments to further improve the
transportation benefits, or fill in gaps. 
Provides an early look at measures that could
be identified and analyzed as mitigation
measures for further analysis in development
project EIRs.  In this way, WTA prepares
public for some content in the EIR.
 
SFCTA corridor modeling – This work does
what an EIR is not designed to do (which I
believe we need to make more explicit):
evaluates the functionality of  coordinated
transportation improvements on a corridor-
basis.  This modeling tests some of the same
WTA strategies that may be considered in the
EIR but as part of an integrated package
designed to improve transportation flow along
a given corridor, rather than as possible
individual EIR mitigation measures tied to a
given development project. The SFCTA
modeling also differs from the EIR by having
flexibility for setting the timeframe for
studying the corridor; model can look at
nearer-term scenarios rather than the EIR
standard of 2040 to meet CEQA cumulative







impact analysis requirements.  If this is an
accurate description, then we should be
clearer that the SFCTA modeling is an
interactive transportation planning
tool/capability that is separate and discrete
from the CEQA transportation analysis
process. The City needs to have this capability
in order to support proactive transportation
planning that aligns with smart financing
decisions of the SFCTA.  However, we should
be clear that while CEQA  EIRs and SFCTA
corridor studies each may involve use of a
quantified transportation model, the analyses
are not interchangeable or reviewed in
combination; each has its separate
informational purpose.
 
MTA Transportation Demand Management
Planning (TDMP) – Provides information and
direction to building owners and developers to
promote smart transportation programs and
services (which can help inform developer
TMPs), and works in concert with MTA
departments, including SET, to manage MTA
transportation programs to promote efficient
transportation that priorities alternative
modes and Transit First policy. This is an
ongoing operational function of the city that is
not a part of the CEQA process although
many of the strategies employed may be
similar to mitigation measures applied to
individual projects analyzed in CEQA reviews.
 
Project Sponsor Transportation Management
Plans (TMP) – Transportation programs
produced by project sponsors (GSW) that are
tailored to the detailed design and function of
the project program, to commit to physical
accommodations and site design, transit and
operational programs.  Project sponsor may
start with a proposed TMP from the project
outset, which is built into the CEQA analysis,
and be subject to further revisions and
additions of mitigation measures that flow
from the conclusions of the CEQA analysis.  
In the case of GSW, their opening TMP
proposal may include some WTA strategies.
 







 


<WTA-EIR-TMP_AMV comments, DOrevs.docx>


 
--
Liz Brisson
Senior Transportation Planner
San Francisco County Transportation Authority
1455 Market Street, 22nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
415-522-4838
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Senior Transportation Planner
San Francisco County Transportation Authority
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--
Liz Brisson
Senior Transportation Planner
San Francisco County Transportation Authority
1455 Market Street, 22nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
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From: Bollinger, Brett
To: Watty, Elizabeth; Wise, Viktoriya; Kern, Chris; Navarrete, Joy
Subject: GSW Public Records Request
Date: Tuesday, February 18, 2014 10:17:22 AM


Please provide you emails in the following folder by the end of the week: I:\Temp\Public
Request\Warriors file\Sue Hestor 02-13-14
 
Brett Bollinger
San Francisco Planning Department
Environmental Planning Division
1650 Mission Street Suite 400
San Francisco, CA 94103
(415) 575-9024
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From: Miller, Erin
To: Grabarkiewctz, Christopher (MTA); Samii, Camron (MTA); Olea, Ricardo (MTA); Albert, Peter (MTA); Lam,


Scarlett (MTA); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Pagan, Lisa; Oshima, Diane (PRT); Benson, Brad (PRT); Wise,
Viktoriya (CPC)


Subject: RE: Future reschedule for Follow Up Meeting re: PCO services proposed Arena
Date: Thursday, April 03, 2014 11:41:25 AM


Please note that Table 5-1 is currently being updated by Fehr & Peers, as it contains incorrect past
attendance numbers.
 
Erin Miller
Project Manager, Waterfront Transportation Assessment
 
Join the Waterfront Transportation Assessment Mailing List
 
Sustainable Streets-Strategic Planning & Policy
Urban Planning Initiatives
 
 


 SFMTA | Municipal Transportation Agency
1 South Van Ness Ave, 7th Floor-7067 -  SF, CA 94103
Office:   415 701 5490
Mobile: 415 971 7429
 


From: Miller, Erin 
Sent: Wednesday, April 02, 2014 5:28 PM
To: Grabarkiewctz, Christopher P; Samii, Camron; Olea, Ricardo; Albert, Peter; Lam, Scarlett L; Van de
Water, Adam; Pagan, Lisa; Oshima, Diane; Benson, Brad; Wise, Viktoriya
Subject: RE: Future reschedule for Follow Up Meeting re: PCO services proposed Arena
 
Well, I guess ask and you shall receive.  Attached is the most recent draft of the Warriors TMP. 
Chapter 6 seems to focus on event management and provides two scenarios – Concert and Peak
Event, both which use PCOs at:
 
Embarcadero & Bryant
Arena Driveway
Brannan Street Muni Platform


4th & King
Embarcadero & Bryant (post Peak Event scenario)
 
The number of PCOs is not specified.  I will follow up with an updated meeting date proposal soon.
 
Thank you,
 
 
Erin Miller
Project Manager, Waterfront Transportation Assessment
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Join the Waterfront Transportation Assessment Mailing List
 
Sustainable Streets-Strategic Planning & Policy
Urban Planning Initiatives
 
 


 SFMTA | Municipal Transportation Agency
1 South Van Ness Ave, 7th Floor-7067 -  SF, CA 94103
Office:   415 701 5490
Mobile: 415 971 7429
 


From: Miller, Erin 
Sent: Tuesday, April 01, 2014 4:00 PM
To: Grabarkiewctz, Christopher P; Samii, Camron; Olea, Ricardo; Albert, Peter; Lam, Scarlett L; Van de
Water, Adam; Pagan, Lisa; Oshima, Diane; Benson, Brad; Wise, Viktoriya
Subject: Future reschedule for Follow Up Meeting re: PCO services proposed Arena
 
Hello All:
 
I’m sorry for any confusion in setting up this meeting.  We will not be meeting as tentatively planned
tomorrow.  I will reschedule, but I want to wait until we will have access to the updated TMP that
Planning expects from the Warriors in the near future.  As this was the document that was the
original source for the conversation, it will be best to wait for any revisions that may be in the next
draft.
 
I don’t know exactly when this is due, but please keep your eyes posted for an invitation.
 
Thank you,
 
Erin Miller
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From: Oshima, Diane
To: Amandeep Jawa
Cc: Dan Nguyen-Tan; Michelle Magee; Miller, Erin; Wise, Viktoriya; liz.brisson@sfcta.org
Subject: RE: Transportation Committee meeting date options: 1/22 or 1/29? - THANK YOU Dan
Date: Tuesday, January 07, 2014 5:44:34 PM


Thanks again, Deep and Dan.  I just heard from Liz Brisson, and 1/22 does
not work for her.  I think we need to stay with the 29th, even if we lose Dan. 
Let’s plan on that date.
 
Beyond the 29th, we are looking ahead at other issues that we think should
be reviewed at the Transportation Committee.  Here’s a thumbnail
summary.  If you would like we can schedule a phone conference to provide
more details.
 
February:  Discuss transportation pilot projects under consideration by MTA
to test congestion and transportation relief strategies in the South Beach
area
 
Mid-March: Initial results from WTA Phase 2 model analysis
 
Mid/late April: Results of WTA Phase 2 model run
 
If there are other issues that you would like to address in the committee
meetings, please let us know.
 
Thanks much again.
 
Diane
 
Diane Oshima
Assistant Deputy Director, Waterfront Planning
Port of San Francisco
Pier 1, San Francisco, CA  94111
Diane.Oshima@sfport.com
415/274-0553
 
From: Amandeep Jawa [mailto:deep@deeptrouble.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 07, 2014 5:16 PM
To: Oshima, Diane
Cc: Dan Nguyen-Tan; Michelle Magee; Miller, Erin; Wise, Viktoriya; liz.brisson@sfcta.org
Subject: Re: Transportation Committee meeting date options: 1/22 or 1/29? - THANK YOU Dan
 
I'm happy to do either the 22nd or solo on the 29th.
 
'deep
 
 
On Jan 7, 2014, at 3:55 PM, Oshima, Diane <diane.oshima@sfport.com> wrote:
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Diane Oshima
Assistant Deputy Director, Waterfront Planning
Port of San Francisco
Pier 1, San Francisco, CA  94111
Diane.Oshima@sfport.com
415/274-0553
 
From: Dan Nguyen-Tan [mailto:dan@publicbikes.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 07, 2014 3:15 PM
To: Oshima, Diane
Cc: Amandeep Jawa; Michelle Magee; Miller, Erin; Wise, Viktoriya; liz.brisson@sfcta.org
Subject: Re: Transportation Committee meeting date options: 1/22 or 1/29?
 
I'm fine if Deep wants to chair the meeting solo on 1/29 or I am available
Wed 1/22.


 
On Jan 7, 2014, at 1:58 PM, Oshima, Diane wrote:


HNY Deep and Dan—
 
Great to read about Deep and partner on the front page this
morning.  So perfect for our Transportation co-chair.
 
We are trying to land a date for the Transportation Committee to
finish up the discussion from your last meeting.  We had
indicated that it would happen in January.
 
Dan is not available on Wed, 1/29 evening.  Deep, if that date
works for you and if it’s ok with Dan, would Deep consider
chairing the meeting solo on 1/29?  If not the 29th, would the
two of you be willing to hold the meeting on Wed, 1/23 evening?
 
Staff has met since your last meeting.  Based on where you left
off, and what staff efforts not underway, here’s our thinking
about what should be the focus of the next meeting:



x-msg://63/Diane.Oshima@sfport.com
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1)  Affirm that Transp Commission discussions of the WTA


strategies has been completed, per the last meeting
 


2)  Presentation /Public Discussion of the discrete but related
transportation planning and analysis efforts underway. 
Staff is aware that there may be a lot of confusion about
how transportation is defined, analyzed, and mitigated.  We
are preparing a “cheat sheet” for public release before the
next meeting to better describe the various efforts, which
are:
 
-      Transportation Demand Management Planning (TDMP) –


Direction provided by City/MTA
 


-      Transportation Management Plans (TMP) – Project-
specific plans and commitments intiated by project
sponsor
 


-      EIR transportation modeling
 


-      WTA, Phase 2 transportation modeling - and how it
differs from EIR modeling
 


 
3)  Liz Brisson, SFCTA, presentation of WTA Phase 2


transportation modeling work that is now underway
 
CAN YOU PLEASE LET US KNOW IF 1/29 (DEEP CHAIRS)  OR
1/23 (DEEP AND DAN CO-CHAIR) ARE VIABLE DATES? 
THANKS SO MUCH!
 
Diane
 
Diane Oshima
Assistant Deputy Director, Waterfront Planning
Port of San Francisco
Pier 1, San Francisco, CA  94111
Diane.Oshima@sfport.com
415/274-0553
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From: Wise, Viktoriya
To: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Jose I. Farran (jifarran@adavantconsulting.com)
Cc: Bollinger, Brett; Kern, Chris
Subject: GSW TMP and Travel Demand Memo
Date: Thursday, January 02, 2014 7:29:02 PM
Attachments: SF Warriors Arena TMP Draft_NOV 13-paa vwise.docx
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Hi-
Have you guys had a chance to look at the TMP the GSW (F&P)
prepared? 
I am attaching a copy in case you don’t have it (this one has edits from
Peter and partial edits from me – I will finish mine this weekend and I
think Brett will also add his and we will re-send [fyi: some of my major
comments will be that the document is currently silent on the loading
operations and that it does not discuss operations at SWL 330]). 
 
The City family is meeting on 1/15 from noon to 1 pm to talk about the
TMP and provide the project sponsor collective comments.  Could you
please review the TMP by January 13th and let us know if you have any
questions about the information, if you need more specifics, if you have
alternative suggestions for how to manager things, etc. 
 
Also, I believe our comments on the Second Draft of the Travel Demand
Memo are due on Monday, January 6th.  We will do our very best to
provide feedback by then but I am guessing we will be a few days late.  I
am sorry in advance if this occurs. 
 
Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning
 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049│Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org
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[bookmark: _Toc372617990]EXECUTIVE SUMMARY


The Transportation Management Plan (TMP) is a management and operating plan designed to provide multi-modal access to a range of events at the new Golden State Warriors Pavilion in San Francisco as well as activities at the mixed-use development on Seawall Lot 330 located directly across The Embarcadero from the new Pavilion. The purpose of the plan is to reduce vehicular impacts to the South Beach/China Basin Waterfront and in adjacent neighborhoods while providing access to the Pavilion and adjacent retail uses, with a focus on promoting and facilitating use of the extensive, nearby public transit services and pedestrian and bicycle infrastructure.. 


The TMP is a working document that will remains continuously informed by the on-going “Waterfront Transportation Assessment” (WTA) led by the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency (SFMTA), and will be expanded and refined by the Warriors, the City of San Francisco, and other agencies responsible for carrying out the plan. An active monitoring process will occur during the first year of operation to make any necessary adjustments.  It is also anticipated that subsequent refinements will be made to respond to changing event types and schedules, new transportation access and parking opportunities, and planned transportation improvements that are implemented in the Pavilion vicinity.


The TMP provides a summary of planned major transportation projects, the Pavilion project description, event scenarios that are addressed in this document, existing transportation facilities, travel characteristics of  Pavilion attendees, transportation control recommendations, and communication strategies. The travel characteristic assumptions for the new Pavilion are based on the analysis prepared for the project environmental impact report.


The scenarios addressed in this plan are as follows.


· Typical Day (Non-Event Day)


· Small Event – a weekday convention with 6,000 attendees


· Concert – a weeknight event with 9,000 attendees	Comment by Albert, Peter: I recommend adding this since the concert-goers will likely be more one-time, transit-based and (due to age, other characteristics) of possible greater “management” concern to area residents.   


· Peak Event (pre-game) – Warriors game with 18,000 attendees


· Peak Event (post-game) – Warriors game with 18,000 attendees


· Peak Event coinciding with AT&T Event


Transportation control strategies that are identified in the Plan include provision of an on-site Transportation Management Center (TMC) in the Pavilion, designation of a Parking Control Officer (PCO) supervisor who will staff the TMC and manage game day controls, the location of PCO’s who will direct vehicular and pedestrian traffic under various event scenarios, a post-game street closure on the Embarcadero for the peak event, designation of a temporary taxi stand for a convention event, and designation of peak event drop-off and pick-up locations. 


The transportation control strategies also address transit boarding at the nearby Brannan MUNI station, pedestrian control at the Pavilion garage driveway on the Embarcadero, support for taxi loading and a temporary pick-up location for the vehicular valet stand during the peak event.


Communication strategies that are identified in the Plan include promotion, outreach and wayfinding strategies designed to inform event attendees of the various transportation options that are available and provide directions on how to access them.  This includes a description of transportation information that will be provided by the Warriors and event promoters with event ticket purchases. The wayfinding strategies include a series of temporary signs that will be placed to facilitate pedestrian, bicycle, and vehicle circulation and access.





Warriors Pavilion Transportation Management Plan


November 2013
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[bookmark: _Toc358019627][bookmark: _Toc372617991]INTRODUCTION


This introduction describes the purpose, goals, and objectives of the Transportation Management Plan (TMP) for the Golden States Warriors Pavilion project (“Pavilion”). It gives a project overview within the San Francisco context, including ongoing and upcoming projects that will change the transportation system in the area and may prompt adjustments to the TMP in the coming years. It then lists organizations and agencies with a stake in the project with their respective roles and responsibilities, and discusses the overall TMP implementation strategy, including coordination between stakeholders. Finally, it outlines the information contained in the remainder of the TMP. 


[bookmark: _Toc372617992][bookmark: _Toc358019628]TMP Purpose, Goal and Objectives 


The purpose of the TMP is to outline strategies to optimize access to and from the Pavilion within the constraints inherent to a large public event. Its main goal is to minimize negative impacts to the surrounding neighborhood. In particular, it seeks to minimize conflicts between vehicles, pedestrians, bicycles, and transit.


The objectives of the TMP are:


To maximize traffic safety for all road users at key locations around the Pavilion site and broader neighborhood during event ingress and egress; 


To facilitate and promote use of non-automobile transportation by people attending and supporting Pavilion events; and


To ensure efficient exit of vehicles from the Pavilion garage located mid-block on The Embarcadero between Bryant Street and Brannan Street.


The TMP is a living document and may be amended from time to time as travel patterns change as a result of development and changes to the roadway infrastructure and operations, upon the City’s prior approval. The Golden State Warriors is committed to complying with the TMP.


[bookmark: _Toc372617993][bookmark: _Toc358019630]Key Stakeholders 


Key stakeholders in the TMP and their respective roles and responsibilities are listed in Table 11.





			[bookmark: _Ref370224854][bookmark: _Toc372618256]
Table 11: Key Stakeholders, Roles, and Responsibilities 





			Key Stakeholders


			Roles and Responsibilities





			Golden State Warriors (GSW)


			The GSW is the project sponsor and is responsible for compliance with the TMP.





			San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency (SFMTA)


			The SFMTA has jurisdiction over the City’s public right-of-way (ROW) and manages all surface transportation infrastructure and systems in the City, including roads, sidewalks, bicycle lanes, parking, transit, and traffic control1. This includes San Francisco’s bus and light rail service under the Muni brand, which will provide access to the Pavilion. Recommendations related to physical changes to the ROW have to be reviewed and approved by the SFMTA.





			Caltrans


			Caltrans is California’s Department of Transportation and has jurisdiction over the freeways that provide regional vehicle access to the proposed Pavilion site.





			Port of San Francisco (Port)


			The Port of San Francisco (Port) has jurisdiction over San Francisco’s waterfront, including The Embarcadero and a few city blocks inland from the water’s edge1. The Port also oversees operation of the ferry terminals at the nearb Ferry Building as well as general water taxi and transit access facilities.  Revenues from parking meters on those street segments belong to the Port, and street uses on those segments, such as designated passenger pick-up and drop-off locations, have to be coordinated and approved by the Port.





			San Francisco Bay Conservation and Development Commission (BCDC)


			The BCDC is the federally-designated state coastal management agency for the San Francisco Bay segment of the California coastal zone. This designation empowers the Commission to use the authority of the federal Coastal Zone Management Act to ensure that federal projects and activities are consistent with the policies of the Bay Plan and state law2. 





			San Francisco County Transportation Authority (SFCTA)


			The SFCTA serves as the Congestion Management Agency (CMA) for San Francisco County.





			San Francisco Planning Department


			The Planning Department is responsible for reviewing project applications, including the assessment of environmental impacts on the City and its residents, as well as complying and enforcing the Planning and Zoning Codes.





			San Francisco Department of Public Works (DPW)


			DPW is responsible for street maintenance and implementation of streetscape projects in San Francisco, including curb ramp installations and upgrades. Recommendations for physical changes to the ROW would be implemented by DPW under direction of SFMTA.





			San Francisco Police Department (SFPD)


			SFPD is responsible for emergency response, oversight/override of traffic control plans, incident management, and coordination with SFFD and the California Highway Patrol as needed.





			San Francisco Fire Department (SFFD)


			SFFD provides fire suppression and emergency medical services to the residents, visitors, and workers within San Francisco.





			Caltrain


			Caltrain is a California commuter rail line connecting San Francisco to the Peninsula and Santa Clara Valley to the South. Its terminal station in the north is at 4th and King Streets, approximately 1 mile south of the project site.





			Bay Area Rapid Transit (BART)


			BART is a rapid transit system that serves the San Francisco Bay Area. It operates five routes with 44 stations in four counties. Downtown San Francisco is roughly the geographic center of the BART system, and its Embarcadero station is less than one mile from the project site.





			San Francisco Bicycle Coalition (SFBC)


			The SFBC is San Francisco’s bicycle advocacy group and provides free, volunteer bicycle valet parking services at several events around the City, including Giants games at AT&T Park. The SFBC also has an interest in bicyclist circulation and safety, particularly along designated bicycle routes.





			Notes:


1. Although the Port has jurisdiction over certain street segments in San Francisco, SFMTA still manages all aspects of surface transportation on those streets under agreement with the Port.


2. Source: http://www.bcdc.ca.gov/history.shtml.


Source: Fehr & Peers, 2013.











[bookmark: _Toc372617994][bookmark: _Toc358019629]Project Context 


The proposed Pavilion site consists of Piers 30-32 along the waterfront in the South Beach neighborhood of San Francisco and is well-served by local and regional transit (Muni, BART, ferries, regional buses and Caltrain) as well as bicycle and pedestrian facilities, a robust roadway network, and freeway access. The project location is illustrated on Figure 11. The project site plan is illustrated on Figure 11.  


Over the past several years, many projects in the area have affected the transportation system, including the opening of the Giants baseball stadium in 2000, the construction of several residential towers, and the opening of the T-third light rail line connecting San Francisco’s Financial District to Sunnydale, which started operation in 2007. Several additional, significant transportation investments at or near the site are projected to begin operation within the next 5-10 years, including SFMTA’s Central Subway, the electrification of Caltrain and expansion and upgrades to the ferry terminals.  These types of capacity and service enhancements are included in the WTA and provide essential context for planning safe, efficient transportation access to the Pavilion, adjacent retail uses and Seawall Lot 330.          


The projects listed in the following sections, which are either ongoing or upcoming, will also impact the transportation system in the area and may warrant changes to the TMP. Note that although there are no projects specifically intended for pedestrians, many projects include pedestrian improvements or have implications for pedestrian circulation and safety.





[bookmark: _Ref370226860][bookmark: _Toc372618244]Figure 11: Project Location
	Comment by Albert, Peter: The inset map on this page is key to illustrating the transit-rich setting, so it should also show  “Ferry Building,” “Future Transbay Terminal” and Munit Metro platforms at Folsom and Brannan. 


[bookmark: _Toc372618245]Figure 12: Site Plan	Comment by Albert, Peter: Considering importance of Transit, I recommend extending map a bit south to show Brannan Street Muni station.
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SFMTA


Several major near-term and long-term SFMTA Muni projects are proposed that directly improve service frequency, capacity, travel time, cost-effectiveness and reliability in the vicinity of the project site.    


SFMTA Transit Effectiveness Project (TEP) – This is an ongoing SFMTA program that aims to improve Muni service and reliability. The project includes both general improvements throughout the system and measures for specific transit lines. Implementation is ongoing and scheduled for completion in 2016. The following changes are scheduled to take place in the project area:


· Increased service frequency and transit travel priority treatments to key Muni bus and streetcar corridors within ½ mile of the project site, including the F Market, 14 Mission, 1 California, 5 Fulton, 38 Geary, 21 Hayes and 31 Balboa.,      


· Introduction of the E Embarcadero streetcar line, connecting Fisherman’s Wharf with the Fourth and King Caltrain station (nearest stop: Brannan Station).


· Realignment of the 10 Townsend to serve the Mission Bay neighborhood (nearest stop: Second Street and Bryant Street).


· Introduction of the 11 Downtown Connector, providing service to Van Ness Avenue and Bay Street via North Beach and Van Ness Muni Station via Folsom/Harrison (nearest stop: Second Street and Harrison Street), and related discontinuation of the 12 Folsom bus route (with same nearest stop).


· Frequency and Capacity enhancements for Muni Metro, including the two lines that run closest to the site (the N Judah and T Third but affecting all five Muni Metro lines which serve the Embarcadero Station 2/3 from the project site,


· Select “pilot” trials on lines within ½ mile of the project site that speed up corridor travel time and may become standard service plan features, such as the 5 Fulton “Limited”  Discontinuation of the 12 Folsom bus route (nearest stop: Second Street and Harrison Street).


SFMTA Central Subway – SFMTA Muni proposes to operate a light rail subway at high frequency between Chinatown, Union Square, Yerban Buena Gardens and the Caltrain depot at 4th and King Streets (about 3/4 mile from the project site) beginning in 2019.  The T Third would be divered north of the Channel to serve this subway, and would no longer operate along the waterfront.  Construction of this project is well underway.


SFMTA Bus Rapid Transit – SFMTA proposes to build and operate two Muni “rapid bus” corridors with terminals within ¾ mile from the project site:  the Van Ness corridor (with one of two lines terminating at 4th & King Streets) and the Geary Corridor.  These service and infrastructure enhancements are expected to be in operation by 2020, bringing faster, higher-capacity transit between the site and Northwest San Francisco.  


Transbay Transit Center – The new Transbay Transit Center, currently under construction and scheduled for completion in 2017, will be a major hub serving 11 transit providers. It will be located between Beale, First, Mission and Howard Streets, approximately ½-mile from the project site. During construction, AC Transit, Muni, and SamTrans (among others) are utilizing the Temporary Transbay Terminal facilities located between Howard, Folsom, Main, and Beale Streets, approximately 1/3-mile from the project site. All bus operations will move to the Transit Center after construction is complete. The relocation of bus operations will include the reinstatement of this facility as a major Muni terminal and hub close to the project site and will not substantially affect the pedestrian paths of Pavilion attendees who utilize these bus services since the terminals are in close proximity. 


The Transit Center will also eventually become the northern terminus for Caltrain service, which will bring this service approximately ½-mile closer to the Pavilion as compared to the current northern terminus, one mile away at Fourth and King Streets. This change will affect pedestrian patterns of Pavilion attendees who utilize Caltrain service. The Caltrain Downtown Extension (DTX) is a planned project that has not been fully funded or environmentally cleared. 


Transbay Center District Plan – This Public Realm Plan component of the Transbay Center District Plan implements the changes to the circulation network to accommodate the projected levels of density and activity generated by the Transbay Transit Center. Changes relevant to the Pavilion site:


· Removal of vehicular travel lanes on Fremont Street, Beale Street, Main Street, and southbound Spear Street north of Folsom Street.


· On Folsom Street, adding a vehicular travel lane in the westbound direction from Fremont Street to The Embarcadero and removing a lane in the eastbound direction between The Embarcadero and Third Street.


· Sidewalk widening on both sides of the street on Folsom Street (between The Embarcadero and Third Street) and north of Folsom Street on Fremont Street and Beale Street.


· Sidewalk widening on the west side of Main Street and Spear Street.


· Pedestrian bulbouts at intersections along Folsom Street (from Spear Street to First Street), and along Spear Street and Main Street (north of Folsom Street).


These network changes will have impacts on vehicular and pedestrian flows near the proposed Pavilion site.


Ferry Building Landings and Terminals – the Port of San Francisco operates the ferry terminals at the Ferry Building ½ mile from the project site, in cooperation with the Water Emergency Transportation Authority (WETA) and Golden Gate Transit.  Frequent, daily ferry service is provided between this site and seven cities in Alameda, Solano, San Mateo and Marin Counties.  The Ferry Building is alos a major Muni bus and streetcar terminal hub, serving numerous cross-town and downtown lines..


[bookmark: _Toc372617996]Bicycle Projects


The 2009 Bike Plan includes several improvements to the bicycle network throughout the City. Of the improvements approved for implementation in the near-term, the following projects will affect bicycle circulation in the vicinity of the site: 


The installation of a Class II[footnoteRef:1] bicycle lane on Fremont Street (one-way northbound) between Harrison Street and Howard Street. [1:  Class II facilities are striped lanes on roadways designated for use by bicycles.] 



The conversion of the Class III[footnoteRef:2] bicycle facility on Howard between The Embarcadero and Fremont Street into a Class II bicycle lane. [2:  Class III facilities are designated roadways where bicycles and vehicles share travel lanes.] 



The conversion of the Class III bicycle facility on 2nd Street to Class II bicycle lanes.


Expansion and extension of the Folsom Street Class II bicycle lanes. 


SFMTA is also considering the addition of a two-way Class I (physically separated from automobile traffic) cycle track along The Embarcadero (Inset 1-1). Although this project is not currently included in the Bike Plan, grant funding has recently been awarded to SFMTA to design the cycle track.





			Inset 1-1 – Cycle Track Illustration





			[image: C:\Users\bgrandy\Desktop\SF Arena\Draft TMP v2 (Nov 13)\Embarcadero Cycle Track.png]





			Source: SPUR, Buildling the EmBIKEadero Waterfront Bike Path








Bicycle Sharing – the Bay Area Air Quality Management District and the SFMTA’ debuted the Bay Area Bicycle Sharing program in 2013 with 35 bicycle stations and 350 bicycles in and around Downtown San Francisco, including directly across the Embarcadero from the project site.  SFMTA has plans to expand this network and intensity distribution within this core to reach at least 500 bikes within the next year.  


As these projects are implemented, modifications to the control strategies outlined in the TMP may be warranted.





[bookmark: _Toc372617997]Regional Traffic Projects


Proposal to remove the northern section of Interstate 280 – This proposal is currently being explored by the City and would remove the I-280 terminus on- and off-ramps from their current location adjacent to the Caltrain Station at Fourth and King Streets. This removal may have various benefits, including uniting the neighborhoods currently split by the freeway, opening up land for development, reducing the complexity of the downtown rail extension, and reducing vehicle-pedestrian conflicts at the crossing outside the Caltrain Station. If this project moves forward, it will affect access to the Pavilion.


[bookmark: _Toc372617998][bookmark: _Toc358019631]Implementation Strategy 


[bookmark: _Toc372617999]Coordination with Agencies and Transit Providers


Traffic controls proposed in the TMP will require coordination with several of the agencies described in section 1.2. Table 12 summarizes the necessary coordination between the Warriors and public agencies and transit providers during Pavilion events.


			[bookmark: _Ref370224905][bookmark: _Toc372618257]
Table 12: Control and Service Coordination Summary





			Control or Service


			Agency


			Coordination





			Post-game special train service to South Bay


			Caltrain


			Real-time communication between Transportation Management Control (TMC) and Caltrain during games so that train can be put into service at 4th/King station at appropriate time





			Changeable message sign on I-280


			Caltrans, SFMTA


			Location, installation, and operation of changeable message sign alerting drivers on northbound I-280 of closures on The Embarcadero.





			Use of existing SFgo video cameras for observation of traffic conditions on streets pre-, during, and post-event


			SFMTA


			Permission from SFMTA to see live streams from video cameras from the TMC room at the Pavilion.





			Traffic management by Parking Control Officers (PCOs) on the streets pre-, during, and post-event 


			SFMTA


			Real-time communication between TMC and PCOs on the street 





			Post-game special northbound light rail service 


			SFMTA (Muni)


			Real-time communication between TMC and SFMTA (Muni) during games so that additional light rail trains can be put into service at 4th/King station at appropriate time





			Valet bicycle parking during events


			SFBC


			The provision of free valet bicycle parking at the Pavilion must be coordinated with the SFBC.





			Curb Cuts and Curb ramp upgrades


			DPW


			Installation of curb cuts, curb ramps at street intersections where they are missing, and curb ramp upgrades must be coordinated with DPW’s Ramp Upgrade Program.





			Enhanced post-game BART service on event days


			BART


			Coordination of game schedules so that BART augment service by providing additional train cars post-game. 





			On-street special event pricing


			SFMTA (SFpark), Port


			Provide event schedule to SFpark’s group within SFMTA and the Port for implementation of special event pricing at on-street parking meters during events.





			Source: Fehr & Peers 2013.











[bookmark: _Toc372618000][bookmark: _Toc358019632]Document Organization 


Chapter 2 summarizes the Pavilion project and outlines the event scenarios. Chapter 3 describes the existing transportation system in the project vicinity, including the street network, transit, bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure, and regional traffic access. Chapter 4 describes the travel demand management program that will be implemented to increase the level of access to the project by transit, bicycling and walking. Chapter 5 describes the anticipated characteristics of Pavilion attendees, including the key assumptions on which the TMP recommendations are based. Chapter 6 describes the proposed controls and is organized by event scenario, ranging from the simplest event (i.e. a typical day) to most complex event (Pavilion event concurrent with event in AT&T Park), and is organized so that the controls listed in each section add to the controls listed in each of the previous sections. Finally, Chapter 7 discusses communication strategies designed to complement the controls listed in Chapter 6, and includes wayfinding and outreach. Chapter 8 describes how the TMP will be monitored and refined over time. 
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[bookmark: _Toc372618003]General


The proposed site is comprised of Piers 30-32, located along The Embarcadero at Bryant Street; and Seawall Lot 330, across the Embarcadero from Piers 30-32, at the corner of Bryant Street. The current program for the Pavilion site includes the following:


Seating capacity: 18,064.


90,000 square feet of retail in multiple buildings along the Embarcadero sidewalk.


Red’s Java House, currently located at the northwest corner of the site, will be relocated to the southwest corner of Piers 30-32 and have outdoor seating.


18,470 square foot fire house with capacity for three boats along the north side of the pier.


7.6 acres of open space.


The public realm zones and uses for the pavilion are shown below in Inset 2-1. There will be two entries to the Pavilion, one at the North Entry Plaza at the northwest corner and one at the South Plaza at the southwest corner of Pier 30-32.   The North Entry Plaza is an accessible entry from Embarcadero that provides access to the retail uses and the Pavilion. Pedestrians will be able to gain access to retail uses and the upper plaza/terraces via a series of ramps or stairs. The South Plaza is an accessible entry that provides access to upper venues via the Grand Stair that will have both accessible ramps and stairs. The South Plaza will include a large event space and the relocated Red’s Java House.


			Inset 2-1 – Pavilion Public Realm Zones and Uses





			[image: C:\Users\bgrandy\Desktop\SF Arena\Draft TMP v2 (Nov 13)\Site Plan Public Realm Uses.png]





			Source: Golden State Warriors











The Pier 30-32 improvements maximize public access and open space. The primary outdoor public spaces on the Pier include:


The North Entry Plaza located on the northwest side of the Pier adjacent to the Embarcadero


The South Plaza located on the southwest side of the Pier adjacent to the Embarcadero;


The Bay Promenade, a Pier walk wrapping the North, East and South East edge of the pier;


The Grand Stairs, connecting the South Plaza to the Event Plaza;


The Event Plaza located at Main Concourse Level;


The Upper View Terrace; and


The View Terrace, located on the North side overlooking the Bay.


 Seawall Lot 330 will have a 227 room hotel, 176 residential units, and 30,000 square feet of retail space.


[bookmark: _Toc372618004]Maritime Uses


The Bay Promenade will be a working waterfront that will include maritime uses such as fireboats, a water taxi landing, a possible ferry landing, and a cruise ship berth on the north and east sides of Piers 30-32. 


A deep water berth along the east edge of the pier. This existing berth is currently used as overflow for the cruise ship terminal at Pier 35 and occasionally for ceremonial ships (i.e. during Fleet Week), and its use would not change. 


A ferry landing (capacity for 1 boat at a time) on the  north side of the pier;


Fireboat landings (capacity for 2 boats at once) on the north side of the pier, for boats relocated from Pier 22½;


A water taxi landing on the north side of the pier.


[bookmark: _Toc372618005]Vehicle Parking


The current Pavilion program includes a 500-space parking garage broken down as described below:


150 reserved for players, coaches, and the Fire Department;


350 spaces available to the public on non-event days and dedicated for premium ticket holders during an NBA game.


The number of on-site parking spaces may be reduced as the final plans for the Pavilion are developed. This reduction would be part of a distributed parking strategy that would involve a reduced level of on-site parking and additional parking at one or more of three alternative sites.


Site 1: 63 surface or 85 valet parking spaces at Seawall Lot 328, located on the Embarcadero just north of Spear Street (under the bridge), with access on Spear Street.


Site 2: 232 parking spaces at the Caltrans Corp Yard at 434 Main Street (at Bryant Street) with access on Beale Street, Main Street, and Bryant Street.


Site 3: 224 underground parking spaces at the Seawall Lot 330 site (in addition to the original provision) across from the Pavilion, with access on Beale Street.


Site 4: A combination of two or more options as described above.


For diagrams illustrating these locations, please see Appendix B. 


Attendees who purchase reserved parking will receive instructions for entering and exiting the Pavilion garage (or other location) with their ticket confirmation. The parking operation on event days will consist of attendants checking entering vehicles for valid parking access to a space in the garage or lot.


Under the current scenario (500-space garage at Pavilion site), on non-event days and on event days with evening events, the garage will be available for public parking to support the retail. Garage operation will consist of attended valet parking. The valet parking drop-off and pick-up location will be on northbound Embarcadero, north of the garage driveway, where the majority of the retail is located. This placement will require coordination with SFMTA and the Port so that a white curb (passenger loading) can be painted and the curb can be reserved for this purpose. Although valet parking for retail and restaurant users will be available on most event days, vehicles may be parked offsite for some events.


In addition to the distributed parking strategy for the 500 spaces described above, the Pavilion program also includes coordination and facilitation with incentives to utilize the over 10,000 parking spaces in garages within a ¾ mile from the project site that are currently underutilized or closed to the public after 6:30 pm on weekdays and on weekends.  More details about this parking strategy are included in Chapter 4: Travel Demand Management.      


.


[bookmark: _Toc372618006]Bicycle Parking


The site will include space for up to 100 bicycles for employees. In addition, it will include a valet bicycle parking facility accessible from the sidewalk at the center of the site, with space for up to 300 bicycles. The valet parking facility will be attended from two hours before tipoff to approximately one hour after the final buzzer.


In addition to the valet bicycle parking program, the Pavilion program will include support for expanding the capacity and number of stations dedicated to the Bay Area Bicycle Sharing program .


[bookmark: _Toc372618007]Event Scenarios 


The primary event scenarios anticipated for the Pavilion are as follows:


Typical Day (Non-Event Day). 


Small Event – convention with 6,000 attendees.


Concert – a weeknight event with 9,000 attendees


Pavilion Peak Event (pre-game) – Warriors game with 18,000 attendees.


Peak Event (post-game) – Warriors game with 18,000 attendees


Peak Event coinciding with AT&T Event (with 41,500 attendees)


The event scenarios and time periods analyzed in the TMP are designed to provide a range of typical scenarios. Transportation control measures for events not specifically described (i.e. concerts) will be derived based on reviewing the plans for events with comparable attendance levels included in the TMP.


[bookmark: _Toc372618008]Typical Day (Non-Event Day)


The retail, restaurant, and public open space uses located adjacent to the Pavilion will be open 365 days a year.


[bookmark: _Toc372618009]Small Event


Small events (3,000 to 9,000 attendees) may consist of conventions, theater events, small concerts, family shows, non-NBA sporting events, and other types of events to be decided. For the purpose of the TMP, a small event is defined as a convention with an attendance of 6,000 people.


Concert


PLEASE ADD DESCRIPTION – something like “Concerts will range from 7500-9000, happen at night, draw a different type of user than the typical attendee of a Small or Peak Event and who will likely be younger, more transit-dependent, and a less-regular Pavilion user..,    	Comment by Albert, Peter: Need text here
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Peak events are defined in this TMP as events where more than half the seating capacity of the Pavilion will be occupied; i.e. events with more than 9,000 attendees. These include all GSW pre-season, regular season, and post-season games as well as some larger concerts. The peak event analyzed in detail in the TMP is a sold out basketball game that fills the Pavilion to capacity (18,000 attendees).


The NBA regular season consists of 41 home games. 


The majority of games take place in the evening (7:30 pm tipoff). In the 2012-2013 season, there was one daytime game (1:00 pm tipoff) during the regular season and it took place on a holiday (Martin Luther King Day, 01/21/13). Since most concerts typically take place in the evening, most of the egress from the Pavilion will occur at night, during off-peak traffic conditions. At least some games and concerts, however, will have ingress activity during the weekday evening commute period.


[bookmark: _Toc372618011]Peak Event Concurrent with Event at AT&T Park


The traffic controls section of the TMP proposes increasing levels of traffic controls ranging from the smallest event requiring the least control (i.e. typical day scenario) to the most complex event requiring the most controls (i.e. an Pavilion event coinciding with an AT&T Park event). 


[bookmark: _Toc372618012]Typical Annual Event Distribution 


It is anticipated that the Pavilion will have a total of approximately 200-220 events each year, distributed as follows:


43-59 GSW home games (2 pre-season + 41 regular season + a maximum possible of 16 home playoff games), all taking place from 7:30 pm to 10:30 pm.


45 concerts/theater events, mostly on Friday and Saturday nights from 7:30-10:30 pm, concentrated during late Fall, Winter, and Early Spring. 


55 family shows. Tours typically perform 10 shows in the building over 5 days (Wed-Sun) as described in Table X-X.


Approximately 60 other sporting events and conventions distributed throughout the year as the building schedule permits.


Table 21 summarizes the annual event distribution. 






			[bookmark: _Ref370224949][bookmark: _Toc372618258]
Table 21: Typical Annual PAVILION Event Distribution 





			Event Description 


			Quantity


			Event Type1


			Event Time


			Daytime or Evening





			Warriors Events


			43-59


			


			


			





				Pre-season


			2-3


			Peak Event


			7:30 pm – 10:30 pm


			Evening





				Season


			41


			Peak Event


			7:30 pm – 10:30 pm


			Evening





				Post-season


			0-16


			Peak Event


			7:30 pm – 10:30 pm


			Evening





			Non-Warriors Events


			161


			


			


			





				Concerts


			45


			Peak Event


			Fri-Sat 7:30 pm – 10:30 pm


			Evening





				Family Shows


			55


			Small Event


			


			





			


			15


			Small Event


			Wed-Fri 7:30 pm-9:00 pm


			Evening





			


			5


			Small Event


			Fri 10:30 am-12:00 pm


			Daytime





			


			20


			Small Event


			Sat-Sun 11:00 am-1:00 pm


Sat-Sun 3:00 pm-4:30 pm


			Daytime





			


			10


			Small Event


			Sat-Sun 7:00 pm-8:30 pm


			Evening





			


			5


			Small Event


			TBD


			TBD





				Other Sporting Events


			30


			TBD


			TBD


			TBD





				Other Events	Comment by VWise: This is called Conventions/Corporate events in the EIR.  I would suggest making all the information consistent with the EIR project description (in this case especially because the TMP references convention events throughout the document).  


			31


			TBD


			TBD


			TBD





			Notes:


1. Of the peak events, it is anticipated that fewer than 10 will overlap with events at AT&T Park.


Source: Golden State Warriors.














[bookmark: _Toc372618013]EXISTING CONDITIONS


Chapter 3 describes existing transportation systems serving the Pavilion site, including the street network, freeways, transit hubs and bicycle facilities.  Select commitments to make near-term significant changes in conditions are certain and fully-funded are noted.  


[bookmark: _Toc372618014]Street Network 


Since the Pavilion site is on the waterfront, the street network serving it extends to the north, west, and south only. 


[bookmark: _Toc372618015]Local Access


Local access to the site is provided by a square grid of streets running northwest-southeast and northeast-southwest; however, for simplification, this document uses the following convention:


Northwest = North


Southeast = South


Northeast = East


Southwest = West


This section describes the streets that are most relevant for access to the immediate vicinity of the site and discusses their relevance for particular modes as appropriate. 


The Embarcadero, where the site is located, is a two-way north-south roadway that runs along San Francisco’s waterfront between King and Taylor Streets. In general, The Embarcadero has two or three travel lanes in each direction. The San Francisco General Plan identifies it as a Major Arterial in the Congestion Management Plan (CMP) Network, a Metropolitan Transportation System (MTS) Street, a Transit Preferential Street (Transit Important Street), and a Neighborhood Commercial Pedestrian Street. Muni lines N Judah and T Third operate along the median between Howard and King Streets, although the T Third is proposed to divert to the Central Subway along 4th Street when that project opens in 2019.. Bicycle Route 5 runs along The Embarcadero (Class II between King and North Point Streets, and Class I between North Point and Taylor Streets). The sidewalk along the water side of The Embarcadero, which is designated a portion of the Bay Trail, is approximately 30 feet wide and serves as a mostly uninterrupted multi-use path for pedestrians and bicyclists.


Approximately ½-mile south of the site, The Embarcadero transitions to King Street, a four-lane east-west roadway that connects to the terminus of I-280. Muni lines N Judah and T Third operate in the median along King Street between The Embarcadero and Fourth Street. AT&T Park, home of the San Francisco Giants, is located on King Street between Second and Third Streets. Caltrain has its terminus station on Fourth Street between King and Townsend Streets. Although King Street is not directly adjacent to the Pavilion project site, it plays a major role in providing access to and from the site. 


Townsend Street runs east-west between The Embarcadero and Division Street/Eighth Street. There are between one and two travel lanes in each direction with a two-way left turn lane in some places. Between The Embarcadero and Second Street, bicycles share the lane with vehicle traffic. There are Class II bike lanes along the length of Townsend Street to the west of Second Street, and Caltrain has its terminus station on Fourth Street between King and Townsend Streets. 


Bryant Street originates at The Embarcadero across from the Pavilion site at Piers 30-32 and extends to Precita Avenue in Peralta Heights. Between The Embarcadero and Second Street, Bryant Street operates two-way in the east-west direction with two to three lanes; however, the presence of the elevated freeway limits accessibility to and from Bryant Street between Beale and Second Streets. Vehicles traveling west on Bryant Street past Beale Street may be forced onto the I-80 East freeway on-ramp just after First Street if they do not turn off of Bryant Street at one of the local street intersections to the South. 


The following three streets run north-south from Market Street towards the site: Spear Street (easternmost), Main Street, and Beale Street (westernmost). Together with The Embarcadero, they are the primary roadways providing pedestrian and bicycle access to the site from the financial district and transit hubs to the north, including the Embarcadero BART Station and the temporary and future (permanent) Transbay Terminals.


Main Street is a north-south roadway that runs between Market and Bryant Streets. It generally operates one-way northbound with four travel lanes, except between Bryant and Folsom Streets where it operates two-way with one lane in the northbound direction and two lanes in the southbound direction. Multiple Muni and regional bus routes operate on Main Street between Market Street and the Temporary Transbay Terminal at Howard Street.


Beale Street is a north-south roadway that runs between Market Street and a cul-de-sac adjacent to The Embarcadero. Between Market and Folsom Streets, Beale Street operates in the southbound direction with three or four travel lanes. South of Folsom Street, Beale Street operates with one lane in each direction and has a Class II bicycle lane in the southbound direction to Bryant Street. 


Spear Street is a north-south roadway that runs between Market Street and a cul-de-sac adjacent to The Embarcadero. It operates in the southbound direction only with three travel lanes.


Vehicular access to the proposed Pavilion site via Beale and Spear Streets is limited because of their one-way operation and the fact that both terminate in cul-de-sacs (i.e. they are separated from The Embarcadero by wide sections of sidewalk). This minimizes vehicular traffic on these two streets, and makes them good environments for walking and bicycling towards the Pavilion from the Embarcadero BART station on Market Street between Main and Spear Streets. While pedestrians can walk uninterrupted from both streets onto The Embarcadero, in the current configuration of the cul-de-sacs bicyclists have to dismount and lift their bicycles onto the sidewalk, and then lower them onto the bicycle lanes on The Embarcadero.


Fourth Street is a principal north-south arterial between Market Street and Channel Street. It operates in the southbound direction with four travel lanes. At King Street, where the Caltrain Station and a Muni platform are located, it has two dedicated right-turn lanes for vehicular access to I-280.


Brannan Street is an east-west roadway that runs between The Embarcadero and Tenth Street. It generally operates two-way with two travel lanes in each direction. The light rail platform for Muni’s N Judah and T Third lines closest to the proposed site is located in the center island of The Embarcadero at Brannan Street. 


Essex Street runs in the north-south direction for one block between Folsom Street and Harrison Street. It has two general travel lanes and two transit only lanes in the southbound direction. At Harrison Street, Essex Street connects to the I-80 eastbound on-ramp. Muni route 108 Treasure Island and AC Transit Transbay lines run on Essex Street.


Harrison Street runs in the east-west direction between The Embarcadero and Thirteenth/Division Streets, operating one-way westbound between Third and Tenth Streets. In the downtown area, Harrison Street is a primary route to the I-80 freeway, with on-ramps at the intersections of First Street and Essex Street, and to U.S. 101 southbound, with an on-ramp at Fourth Street. Northbound left turns are prohibited from The Embarcadero onto Harrison Street.


[bookmark: _Toc372618016]Transit Network 


[image: Description: N:\temp\Libi\Icons\Transit-01.png]This section discusses transit provision to the proposed Pavilion site with a focus on the most active transit hubs, including BART and Caltrain stations, Muni light rail platforms, the Ferry Building and the temporary Transbay Terminal. This section is organized in order of proximity to the site, starting with the transit hub that is furthest away (Caltrain Station) and ending with the one that is closest (Muni light rail platforms) (Figure 31).


[bookmark: _Toc372618017]Caltrain (Regional)


Caltrain provides passenger rail service on the Peninsula between San Francisco and Downtown San Jose with several stops in San Mateo and Santa Clara Counties. Limited service is available south of San Jose. Within San Francisco, Caltrain terminates at a station located on Fourth Street between King and Townsend Streets, approximately one mile southwest of the proposed Pavilion site. The Fourth/King station is served by local, limited, and “Baby Bullet” trains. 


Caltrain service headways in the non-peak direction during the PM peak, which will serve Pavilion events, are variable depending on the specific service provided by the train (bullet or limited); however, there are typically 6 or 7 arrivals in one hour. With the service improvements from electrification of the system by 2019, Caltrain is considering increasing train serving frequencies that this enhancement makes possible. On weekends, headways are once per hour, so that most Pavilion attendees will likely arrive in a single train. Finally, Caltrain currently provides special post-game train service following Giants games. 


[bookmark: _Toc372618018]Bay Area Rapid Transit (BART, Regional)


BART provides regional commuter rail service in the Bay Area. San Francisco’s Financial District is centrally located within the system, which provides service to the East Bay (Pittsburg/Bay Point, Richmond, Dublin/Pleasanton and Fremont) and to San Mateo County (San Francisco International Airport and Millbrae) with operating hours between 4 AM and midnight. In the Financial District, BART operates underground below Market Street. The BART station closest to the proposed project site is Embarcadero Station, located on Market Street with exits near Main Street and Spear Street.  During the weekday PM peak period, when event-goers are expected to arrive at Embarcadero Station, headways are generally 5 to 15 minutes for each line. Off-peak headways are generally 20 minutes for each line. BART trains range from 3 to 10 cars depending on time of day and demand. BART will extend its service to Warm Springs in 2015 and to San Jose in 2018, and via eBART to east Contra Costa Coutny in 2016.  BART is also proposing early phases of its “BART Metro” project (that increases Transbay Tube/SF frequency) and to introduce higher-capacity train cars within the next 5-10 years.   The BART system map is illustrated below.


[bookmark: _Ref370392465][bookmark: _Ref370392461][bookmark: _Toc372618246]Figure 31: Existing Transit Facilities
	Comment by Albert, Peter: Good map – please consider calling out “Embarcadero BART/Muni Metro Station,” “Brannan Street Muni Metro Station” “Folsom Street Muni Metro Station” and “4th & King Caltrain Terminal” on map as you do Ferry Building, Future Transbay Terminal, etc.?


			[bookmark: _Toc372618259]Bart System Map	Comment by Albert, Peter: Use map showing eBART, Warm Springs and SJ extensions.  This clarifies how many new population centers will become within rapid transit access to the site.





			[image: N:\Projects\2013 Projects\SF13-0682_SF Warriors Arena TMP\Data Collection\Maps\system-map.gif]





			Source: www.bart.gov








[bookmark: _Toc372618019]Ferry Building


 WETA, Blue & Gold and Golden Gate operate regular ferry service between the San Francisco Ferry Building (1/2 mile from the project site) and Vallejo, Larkspur, Sausalito, Tiburon, Oakland, Alameda and South San Francisco.  Golden Gate and WETA also provide event-level service to AT&T Park 2/3 mile from the project site. The Ferry Building is also a terminal / hub for Muni and Amtrak/Amtrak Capital Corridor service,  


San Francisco Muni (Local)


Muni operates bus, cable cars, streetcars, and light rail lines within San Francisco. The primary lines that most-direclty serveing the proposed Pavilion site are the KT Ingleside-Third Street and the N Judah-Metro light rail lines, which operate in a dedicated right-of-way in the center of The Embarcadero, but the majority of all Muni bus, streetcar and metro lines terminate or stop within 1 mile of the project site . 


KT Ingleside-Third Street – The T Third Street light rail route connects Visitacion Valley to Market Street BART/Muni Stations in Downtown San Francisco via the Bayview, Dogpatch, AT&T Park, and South Beach. In Downtown, the line continues as the K Ingleside and connects to Balboa Park BART Station via the Castro, West Portal and St Francis Wood. It operates weekdays and weekends from approximately 4 AM to 1 AM. This line will be diverted to the Central Subway in 2019, and its 4th/Brannan station is within 2/3 mile of the project site.  


N Judah-Metro – The N Metro light rail route connects Ocean Beach to Market Street BART/Muni Stations in Downtown San Francisco via Outer and Inner Sunset, the University of California San Francisco Parnassus Campus and the Cole Valley, the California Pacific Medical Center, and the Lower Haight. From Downtown, the N connects to the San Francisco Caltrain station at Fourth and King Streets via Market Street, the Embarcadero, South Beach, and the AT&T Ballpark. On weekdays it operates from approximately 4:30 AM to 2 AM. On weekends, it operates from approximately 6:30 AM to 1:30 AM. 


Although there is no Muni light rail platform at Bryant Street, both lines stop at raised platforms located along The Embarcadero at the following locations:


Just south of Brannan Street (1/8-mile south of the site) 


Just north of Harrison Street (1/4-mile north of the site)


Just west of 4th and King Streets, adjacent to the Caltrain station


In addition, all other Muni light rail lines and several east-west Muni bus lines overlap the KT and N lines at the Downtown stations, including the Embarcadero BART/Muni Station and other Market Street Muni bus/rail hubs that range from ½ to ¾ mile away. Event-goers coming from other parts of San Francisco can transfer to either line or walk to the Pavilion from Market Street. Within five years, Muni expects to operate several enhanced service routes benefitting from the TEP, which could include the 14 Mission, 22 Fillmore, N Judah, T Third, and E Embarcadero,  Two new Muni Bus Rapid Transit corridors (Van Ness and Geary) will have at least one of the programmed lines terminate within ¾ mile of the project site within the next 5-8 years.  Lastly, many major Muni some bus lines have terminus stations at the Temporary Transbay Terminal, Caltrain Terminal and Ferry Building (see below).


[bookmark: _Toc372618020]Temporary Transbay Terminal


The Temporary Transbay Terminal provides temporary bus terminal facilities during construction of the new multi-modal Transbay Transit Center, which is scheduled for completion at a site one block closer to the project site in 2017. The Temporary Terminal is located in the area bounded by Main, Folsom, Beale and Howard Streets, approximately ½-mile north of the project site. It currently serves AC Transit, WestCAT Lynx, Muni, Golden Gate Transit, and SamTrans passengers. 


[bookmark: _Toc372618021]Parking 


[insert data from EIR team]


[bookmark: _Toc372618022]Pedestrian Facilities 


All streets in the vicinity of the project site have continuous sidewalks. All major intersections are signalized and have pedestrian countdown signals; however, many intersections have pedestrian recall buttons. 


The Bay Trail is a planned 500-mile recreational shoreline corridor that, when complete, will encircle San Francisco and San Pablo Bays with a continuous network of bicycling and hiking trails. In the project vicinity, the Bay Trail coincides with The Embarcadero sidewalk, which is designated as a multi-use trail shared by pedestrians and bicycles. As a major mostly uninterrupted pedestrian facility, this path will carry a significant proportion of pedestrian flow to and from the Pavilion and between the Pavilion and major regional transit hubs and bikeshare stations.





[bookmark: _Toc372618023]Bicycle Facilities 


[bookmark: _Toc270004431]Bicyclists may use all roadways in the city, not just designated bicycle routes; however, the City of San Francisco has an extensive bicycle network. The three classes of bicycle facilities[image: Description: N:\temp\Libi\Icons\Cyclist-01.png] are described below.








			[image: Description: http://sfcitizen.com/blog/wp-content/uploads/2010/06/IMG_0575-copy.jpg]


			Class I (Multi-use paths) are paved trails separated from roadways. The City of San Francisco has Class I facilities in large parks (e.g., Golden Gate Park or the Panhandle) and in areas where bicycling on the street would be challenging (e.g., US 101/Cesar Chavez Interchange). 


Class I facilities are generally shared with pedestrians and may be adjacent to an existing roadway, or may be entirely independent of existing vehicular facilities. 





			[image: PotreroBikeLane_sfbike-org]


			Class II (Bicycle Lanes) are striped lanes on roadways designated for use by bicycles through striping, pavement legends, and signs.





			[image: MissionSharrow_sf-streetsblog-org]


			Class III (Bicycle Routes) are designated roadways for shared bicycle/vehicle use indicated by signs only; may or may not include additional pavement width for cyclists. The majority of San Francisco’s bicycle facilities are Class III facilities. In San Francisco, Class III Bicycle Routes are routinely striped with the shared-lane arrow, or “sharrow,” reminding drivers and cyclists to share the roadway.








Current on-street bicycle facilities in the vicinity of the project are shown in Figure 32 and described below. The majority of the study area is flat, with limited changes in grade, facilitating bicycling within and through the area; however, bicycling between the areas north and south of I-80 is inhibited by the interstate between Beale and Second Streets. In addition, while there is an established network of bicycle routes in the study area, dedicated bicycle lanes are not provided on all routes. Lastly, during peak commute periods, bicyclists share the road with high volumes of traffic on some routes.


The Bay Trail, described above, connects the Financial District, Embarcadero BART Station, Routes #30 and #50 to the north to AT&T Park and bicycle routes #11 and #36 to the south.


Route #5 runs along the Embarcadero and King Street between Mission Street and 2nd Street as a Class II bike lane and continues for an additional block to Third Street as a Class III bicycle facility. This route connects the Financial District, Embarcadero BART Station, Routes #30 and #50 to the north to AT&T Park and bicycle routes #11 and #36 to the south. 


Route #11 runs along Second Street between King Street and Mission Street as a Class III bicycle facility. It connects to AT&T Park and Routes #5 and #36 to the south, and to the Montgomery BART station and Routes #30 and #50 to the north. 


Route #30 runs along Howard Street (one-way westbound) and Folsom Street (one-way eastbound) mostly as a Class II bike lane between The Embarcadero and Eleventh Street. The section of Route #30 on Howard Street between The Embarcadero and Fremont Street is a Class III bicycle facility. The westbound section of Route #30 on Folsom Street continues past Eleventh Street onto Fourteenth Street. This route connects Routes #5 and # 11 to the east with Routes #19, #23, #25, and #36 to the west.


Route #36 runs along Townsend Street between The Embarcadero and Fourth Street as a Class II bike lane. It connects AT&T Park, the waterfront, and Routes #5 and #11 to the east with the Caltrain Station at Fourth and King Streets and Routes #19, #23, and #123 to the west.


Beale Street also has a two-block section of southbound Class II bicycle lane between Folsom Street and the I-80 underpass and Bryant Street.


There is currently a Bay Area Bike Share (BABS) pod with space for 15 bicycles on the sidewalk at the corner of Embarcadero and Bryant, and six others within ½ mile from the project site. Bikeshare bikes do not have a means to be securely locked except for when they are docked. If guests pick up bikeshare bikes at transit stations such as BART and ride to the Pavilion, it’s possible that the pod will run out of docks. 


SFMTA has yet not created a specific plan for episodic demand for bikeshare bikes at sports games and other events. During Nationals games in Washington DC, bike pots are attended so that overflow bikes can be parked in an impromptu bike corral.  The attendant then manages the bikes and docks so that people can still use the station, which could otherwise be overwhelmed[footnoteRef:3].  [3:  Email from Heath Maddox, SFMTA, 5/17/13.] 



[bookmark: _Ref370227146][bookmark: _Toc372618247]Figure 32: Existing Bicycle Facilities 	Comment by Albert, Peter: Include Bikeshare stations within 1/2 mile http://bayareabikeshare.com/stations






[bookmark: _Toc372618024]Regional Traffic 


Interstate 80 (I-80): I-80 provides the primary regional access by car to the project area. It connects to United States Highway 101 (U.S. 101) to the south, providing access to the Peninsula/South Bay; and to the East Bay and other major freeways (I-580 and I-880) via the San Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge. Within San Francisco, I-80 generally has eight lanes (four lanes in each direction). On- and off-ramps serving the site are located as follows:


Off-ramps: 


Westbound: Freemont Street at Folsom Street and at Harrison Street; Harrison Street at Fifth Street.


Eastbound: Bryant Street at Fourth Street


On-ramps:


Westbound: Fourth Street at Harrison Street


Eastbound: Bryant Street between First and Second Streets; First Street at Harrison Street; Essex Street at Harrison Street; Bryant Street at Fifth Street.


In the project vicinity, I-80 consists of a two-level bridge deck with piers at The Embarcadero/Spear Street, Main Street, and Beale Street, where the bridge transitions to an elevated freeway. While surface streets continue uninterrupted under the bridge deck, street level circulation is interrupted by the elevated freeway section between Beale and 2nd Streets.


Interstate 280 (I-280): I-280 is generally a six-lane freeway that provides regional access to San Francisco from the South Bay and Peninsula. There is a freeway interchange between I-280 and U.S. 101 approximately 5 miles south of the site, so that I-280 can be accessed via I-80 to U.S. 101. I-280 has a terminus (both on- and off-ramps) at Fourth and King Streets, adjacent to the Caltrain Station (see below), which has implications for pedestrian circulation at that intersection.
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[bookmark: _Toc372618025]TRAVEL DEMAND MANAGEMENT


The purpose of the strategies described in this chapter is to increase the level of access to the project by transit, bicycling and walking while discouraging the use of automobiles, particularly solo drivers. The strategies identified in this chapter will be reviewed and refined both during the initial year of operation and as new transportation facilities are developed in the project vicinity. They benefit users attending Paviliion events as well as future residents and visors to Seawall Lot 330  


[bookmark: _Toc372618026]EMPLOYEE AUTOMOBILE REDUCTION STRATEGIES


Measures that will be implemented to reduce the effects of employee vehicular traffic include:


1. Appoint a Pavilion Transportation Coordinator (PTC) – manage the transportation needs of employees, provide information and education materials, implement and administer various TDM elements, coordinate with nearby employers, promote use of rideshare, encourage use of public transportation and bicycle use, and conduct periodic surveys to determine travel mode and other relevant information. This coordinator could also be a resource for employees at the adjacent retail uses and at development at Seawall Lot 330, or that function could be handled separately


2. Provide a subsidy or value incentive for employees who take transit to work, such as a transit fare subsidy.     





3. Support Ridesharing Program – participate in free-to-employees ride-matching program through www.511.org.





4. Emergency Ride Home Program – participate in ERH program through the City of San Francisco (www.sferh.org). 





5. If offering employee parking subsidy on-site or in nearby off-site lots, offer a parking “cash out” program to those employees who do not drive to work under California HSC Section 43845.


[bookmark: _Toc372618027]VISITOR AUTOMOBILE REDUCTION STRATEGIES


Measures that will be implemented to reduce the effects of visitor vehicular traffic include:


1. As much as feasible, plan start and end times for events that minimize overlap with commute peak traffic.





2. Develop transit incentives to offset the costs of transit fares that recognize the variety of transit services within close proximity to the project site, and the users’ needs for flexibility in choosing among these services.   





3. Include transit and bicycle information in literature and advertisements when appropriate for the event type.


[bookmark: _Toc372618028]parking demand REDUCTION STRATEGIES	Comment by Albert, Peter: How is garage managed for non-Peak events?  It might be harder to manage all 500 spaces if they are constantly attractive traffic.   


Measures that will be implemented to reduce parking demand include:


1. Establish a market base fee structure for parking in the Pavilion garage to discourage driving


2. Establish a non-Peak Event parking pricing structure to further discourage driving and reduce conflicts at the Pavilion driveway


3. Promote and ensure a “satellite” parking strategy, in partnership with public and private garage operators, integrated with ticket purchase and / or other advance notice opportunities, designed to 1) intercept cars at a 1/3 - 3/4 mile periphery of the Pavilion and 2) utilize the large quantity of unused garage parking spaces in existing structures.	Comment by Albert, Peter: I think GSW are already interested in this, open to wording that demonstrates a commitment to advance and refine this strategy


4. Use ticketholder/pass-holder lists to develop a geographic parking allocation strategy that encourages use of the spaces made available through the garage partnerships that are closest to the origins of the travelers, thereby reducing intensity of event-generated automobile traffic in the immediate vicinity of the project site.  





5. Encourage carpooling and vanpooling by designating/reserving some Pavilion garage parking spaces for employees who use those modes





6. Provide ample advance real-time notice, supported by technology, to indicate when the garage is full to discourage traffic congestion in vicinity and conflicts with other modes at driveway  





7. Provide on-site carsharing in a convenient location (with incentives) for residents of the Seawall Lot 330 project.  .






[bookmark: _Toc372618029]public transit STRATEGIES


Measures that will be implemented to increase the use of public transit include:


1. Provide a ticket-holder transit subsidy for Peak events that reflects and accommodates the need for choice access and fare off-sets to facilitate all major nearby transit services. 


2. Provide a transit fare subsidy for employees of the Pavilion, its retail uses and the Seawall Lot 330 project


3. Provide a per-household transit fare subsidy for residents of the project at Seawall Lot 330.  .


4. Sell transit passes on site to employees (transportation coordinator) and visitors (at ticket booths after events).





5. Participate in pre-tax commuter benefitsCommuter Check Programs, a federal program that allows employees to reduce their commuting costs by up to 40% using tax-free dollars to pay for their commuting expenses.





6. Provide a transit map, showing routes to the Pavilion, on the Pavilion web site


7. Locate high-profile, publicly-viewable “real-time” transit monitors in public gathering areas on the project site. .


[bookmark: _Toc372618030]BICYCLE STRATEGIES


Measures that will be implemented to increase the use of bicycles include:


1. Provide an on-site indoor bicycle valet facility.


2. Provide on-site secure or staffed parking for visitros, employees, patrons





3. Provide outdoor bicycle storage/racks.





4. Provide temporary outdoor bike valet parking areas for peak daytime events that experience bicycle storage demands that exceed the 300 space indoor valet facility.





5. Provide expanded bicycle sharing station capacity within 1/ mile of the Pavilion.


6. Provide financial incentives to join bicycle sharing for full-time employees 





7. Provide a bicycle map, showing routes to the Pavilion, on the Pavilion web site.





8. Provide a minimum of one shower and locker facility on-site for employee use.





9. Participate in public events that encourage bicycling such as the annual “Bike to Work” day


COMMUNICATIONS AND MARKETING


 Promote transit, walking, and/or bicycling as the primary mode of access to the Pavilion for all events, using event promotion materials, ticketing, websites, and other primary points of interface.


TARGETS


Establish mode split targets and design the TDM program to incentivize target-complying travel behavior and monitor/evaluate effectiveness of TDM measures in meeting target,  


Design a mechanism to allow program, measures and target revision based on current technologies, trends and network conditions.     


[bookmark: _Toc372618031]TRAVEL CHARACTERISTICS OF PAVILION GUESTS


This chapter describes the travel characteristics of current Oakland Pavilion attendees and the assumptions for the new Pavilion based on the analysis prepared for by the EIR Team, focusing on travel patterns typical of game days. For typical sequences of events on game and concert days, please see Appendix BA.


[bookmark: _Toc372618032][bookmark: _Toc358019659]NBA EVENT Attendance Levels 


The NBA regular Season consists of 82 games total with half of them played at the home Arena. Home games over the year would typically consist of the following:


2-3 pre-season games;


41 regular season home games;


0-16 post-season home games (should the Warriors reach the playoffs, the minimum number of home games is 2 and the maximum is 16) 


The monthly distribution of home games tends to be evenly spread at about 7 games/month over 6 months (November-April), with a typical month having 1-3 games on Fridays, 1-3 games on Saturdays, 0-1 game on Sundays, and 2-6 games on Mondays through Thursdays. 


The capacity of the existing Oakland Arena is 19,596. Average attendance levels at home games over the last 10 years are summarized in Table 51. 


			[bookmark: _Ref370225100][bookmark: _Toc372618260]
Table 51: WARRIORS HISTORIC Game Attendance Levels by Year 





			Season


			Average Attendance


			Occupancy





			2012-13


			19,374


			99%





			2011-12


			18,858


			96%





			2010-11


			18,693


			95%





			2009-10


			18,027


			92%





			2008-09


			18,942


			97%





			2007-08


			19,631


			100%





			2006-07


			18,104


			92%





			2005-06


			18,273


			93%





			2004-05


			16,350


			83%





			2003-04


			16,235


			83%





			Source: Golden State Warriors.


			








Based on the information above, games have, on average, almost filled the Arena to capacity. As a result, the discussion and controls in the following sections are based on 18,064 attendees.


[bookmark: _Toc372618033][bookmark: _Toc358019660]Patron Arrivals 	Comment by VWise: This subchapter is a bit hard to follow because it starts out talking about Small and Peak events and then focuses on presenting the information for the Peak events only while on occasion interspersing that information with Small event info like the convention discussion at the top of page 40.  
I would suggest reorganizing this somewhat to specifically discuss each type of event.   


[bookmark: _Toc372618034]Trip Origins and Arrival Distribution


Table 52 summarizes the known origins of attendees who currently attend games at the Oakland Arena and estimated origins of future attendees. As shown, it is anticipated that at the proposed new Pavilion site, the breakdown of trip origins will shift considerably. It is anticipated that fewer attendees will come from the East Bay (33% vs. 53%) and that more attendees will come from San Francisco, the South Bay, and the North Bay.  


			[bookmark: _Ref370225155][bookmark: _Toc372618261]
Table 52: PRE-GAME ORIGINS OF NBA EVENT ATTENDEES 


			





			Origin


			Origins for Current Oakland Arena Location1


			Forecast Origins for San Francisco Location2	Comment by VWise: This note is missing from the table.  Please cite the source of information.  





			San Francisco


			16%


			22%





			  Super District 1


			N/A


			11.1%





			  Super District 2


			N/A


			3.4%





			  Super District 3


			N/A


			4.2%





			  Super District 4


			N/A


			3.3%





			North Bay


			7%


			13%





			East Bay


			53%


			33%





			South Bay


			24%


			28%





			Out of Region


			N/A


			4%





			Notes:


1. Source: Golden State Warriors. 








For a 7:30 PM game tipoff time, attendees currently arrive as shown in the distribution in Table 53. 


			[bookmark: _Ref370225200][bookmark: _Toc372618262]
Table 53: PRE-_GAME NBA EVENT Arrival DISTRIBUTION





			Arrival Time


			Percent of Attendees


			Corresponding No. of Atendees1





			5:30-6:29


			12%


			2,160





			6:30-6:59


			20%


			3,600





			7:00-7:29


			34%


			6,120





			7:30-7:59


			27%


			4,860





			8:00 and after


			7%


			1,260





			Notes:


1. Based on peak event (18,000 attendees).


Source: Golden State Warriors.








The project sponsor estimates that the arrival pattern for other events will be similar to the arrival pattern observed for game-goers. Assuming the pattern is similar for the proposed Pavilion site, it can be expected that patron arrivals at the Pavilion will begin approximately 2 hours prior to event start, peak during the ½ hour prior to event start, and continue after the event is under way. Furthermore, nearly two thirds of arrivals are expected to occur during the hour starting ½-hour prior to event start.	Comment by VWise: I don’t’ think this assumption makes sense for other events.  I could see coming to a basketball/baseball/football game within the first 30 minutes of its start but are we really saying that 7 percent of attendees are going to be late by up to 30 minutes to a family show or to a concert?  What about conventions?  Do we expect the same kind of distribution?  	Comment by VWise: How are you getting two thirds?


[bookmark: _Toc372618035]Mode Split


It is anticipated that the arrivals mode split of Pavilion attendees will be as summarized in Table 54. 	Comment by VWise: The following two tables are different than what is presented in the PDF version of the document.  The PDF tables are better as they provide more comprehensive information.  Not sure what happened.  


			[bookmark: _Ref370225261][bookmark: _Toc372618263]
Table 54: Mode Split by Scenario and Time Period 





			Event Type





			Attendance


			Time Period


			Mode Share1





			


			


			


			Auto


			Transit


			Walk


			Bike


			Taxi


			Other


			Total





			Small Event2	Comment by Albert, Peter: I’d expect “Concert” as an added event would have higher transit mode split, lower drive-along split.


			6,000


			Weekday PM Peak Hr


			10.7%


			6.1%


			32.8%


			1.0%


			48.8%


			0.6%


			100.0%





			NBA Game


			18,000


			Sat. Eve. Pre-Game Hr


			44.0%


			46.0%


			2.7%


			1.7%


			2.3%


			3.3%


			100.0%





			Notes:


1. Source: Adavant Consulting, 2013.


2. Assumes the same mode share and trip rates as the convention event in the EIR.








Based on the scenarios and mode share described above, Table 55 describes the number of people arriving at the Pavilion and area garages during the busiest hour. 


			[bookmark: _Ref370225297][bookmark: _Toc372618264]
Table 55: Person Trips, Vehicle Trips, and Walking Trips Arriving at the PAVILION 1





			Event Type





			Attendance


			Time Period


			Trips2,3





			


			


			


			Person


			Vehicle


			Walking





			Small Event	Comment by Albert, Peter: See above


			6,000


			Weekday PM Peak Hr


			2,029


			355


			1,072





			NBA Game


			18,000


			Sat. Eve. Pre-Game Hr


			12,600


			2,147


			11,493





			Source and Assumptions:


1. Source: Adavant Consulting, 2013.


2. Auto occupancy: 2.7.


3. 350 vehicle trips (available spaces in Pavilion garage) go to the garage and the corresponding person trips are not included in the walking trips.








[bookmark: _Toc372618036]Pedestrian Arrivals


The Pavilion garage will serve approximately 350 vehicles for Warriors’ game attendees that pre-purchase parking passes with their premium ticket package. Most attendees will take transit or drive and park at nearby garages and lots, and then walk to the Pavilion. Transit and auto trips to games make up 90% of all trips. The bicycle mode share is expected to be small during NBA games that are almost exclusively played at night during the winter and early spring months, Regardless of their primary mode of travel, most guests will walk the final leg of their trip. Figure 4-1 illustrates the projected routes that pedestrians will take as they walk from nearby transit stops/stations. Table 56 shows the directionality of all walking trips with an off-site origin, including those attendees walking from nearby transit stops/stations and off-site parking facilities, during the one hour immediately prior to an NBA game. 	Comment by VWise: I don’t see Figure 4-1 in this document.  





			[bookmark: _Ref370225367][bookmark: _Toc372618265]
Table 56: Pedestrian Traffic FOR NBA Game (Pre-Game HOUR) 1





			Direction


			In


			Out


			Total


			Percent





			From North:





			  Embarcadero


			7,413


			243


			7,656


			65%





			  Main Street to Bryant Street


			937


			16


			953


			8%





			From South:





			  Embarcadero


			2,222


			27


			2,249


			19%





			  Brannan Street Muni Station


			698


			68


			766


			7%





			From West:





			  Brannan Street


			99


			2


			101


			1%





			Totals


			11,725


			100%





			Notes:


1. Sources: Fehr & Peers, Adavant, 2013.








As illustrated in the table above, the majority of pedestrian traffic is expected to come from north of the site along The Embarcadero, with its direct links to Market Street and major transit hubs. In addition, most attendees arriving from the South are expected to take Muni to the Brannan Street Station for a portion of their trip, so that the vast majority of pedestrians coming from the South will walk along the Embarcadero to the Pavilion, but most will walk a short distance (from Brannan to the Pavilion). Figure 51 illustrates the paths pedestrians will take. 


Arrivals from Caltrain


Approximately 300 attendees will arrive and walk from the Caltrain Station at Fourth and King during the peak pre-game hour.  On weekends, train headways are typically once/hour; thus, most attendees using Caltrain will arrive in a single train. On weekdays, 6-7 trains arrive between 6:00 and 7:00 pm. Although attendees will arrive in smaller batches over several trains, baseline conditions will be heavier because of the weekday PM peak. 


The intersection at 4th and King will see the most pedestrian activity from Caltrain riders due to the presence of the Muni platform and because King Street turns into The Embarcadero, which provides a better walking experience than Townsend Street. Since southbound 4th Street has two dedicated right-turn lanes onto westbound King/I-280 with permitted right-turn-on-red, the western pedestrian crosswalk at this location will be prone to pedestrian-vehicle conflicts. The location of the Muni station in the middle of the crossing will exacerbate the potential for conflicts when Muni trains are present. Traffic controls will be required at this location following each train arrival roughly between 6:00 and 7:00 pm on game days.


Although the intersection of Fourth and Townsend Streets may also see some increase in pedestrian activity, this intersection is smaller, less complex, and will have lower traffic volumes. The intersection should be monitored to determine if traffic control is necessary.


Arrivals from Brannan Muni Platforms


Approximately 700 transit trips will arrive at the Brannan Street Muni platform during the peak pre-game hour. Pre-game arrivals at the platform will create high volumes of pedestrians crossing northbound Embarcadero to access the Pavilion. Traffic controls will be required at this location roughly between 6:30 and 7:30 pm to manage pedestrian flows at the crosswalk.


[bookmark: _Ref370227306][bookmark: _Toc372618248]Figure 51: Pedestrian Paths of Travel from Transit	Comment by Albert, Peter: Add arrow to Ferry Building, show dotted arrow to future Transbay Terminal  



Arrivals from Main Street at Bryant Street


Trip generation and distribution estimates suggest that approximately 800 walking trips will come from the Bryant and Main Street intersection during the peak pre-game hour (many from Downtown, BART and the Transbay Terminal), resulting in a high volume of pedestrian crossings at intersection of Bryant Street and The Embarcadero. Traffic controls will be required at this location roughly between 6:30 and 7:30 pm to minimize pedestrian-vehicle conflicts at the crosswalks.


[bookmark: _Toc372618037]Bicycle Arrivals


Valet bicycle parking will be provided at the center of the site, north of the garage driveway. A minimum of 300 indoor valet bicycle parking spaces will be provided.  Up to 600 additional bicycles will be accommodated for games through a combination of permanent independently accessible outdoor bike racks and temporary staffed outdoor bike valet facilities. An additional (100? 200? Give number) of bicyclist will use the bicycle sharing system stations near the project site. Bicyclists using the Embarcadero multi-use path will have easy access to the bicycle valet coming from either the south or the north direction; however, as pedestrian volume around the Pavilion increases, bicycle riding will become difficult, and more bicyclists will likely choose to use the bike lanes instead.


Based on the mode splits for different events, the most bicycle traffic is expected during Saturday game days, when 1.7% of attendees are projected to ride bicycles, resulting in nearly 310 bicycle trips, of which approximately 215 will arrive in the hour preceding game start. If most bicyclists choose to use the bicycle valet, then the bicycle valet will be filled to capacity during most games.


Bicyclists traveling northbound in The Embarcadero bicycle lane will be able to pull to the right, walk the bicycle up the curb, and walk a short distance to the indoor valet parking. Bicyclists traveling southbound in The Embarcadero bicycle lane will need to cross to the east side of the street at the Bryant Street crosswalk to access the bicycle valet. 


Bicyclists travelling south from the Financial District may take Beale Street or Spear Street, both of which dead-end at Embarcadero. These streets end in a cul-de-sac with sidewalk access to The Embarcadero. Bicyclists taking these routes will need to bring their bicycles up onto the sidewalk and use the pedestrian crosswalks at either Bryant or Brannan to reach the Pavilion.


[bookmark: _Toc372618038]Vehicle Arrivals at Pavilion


The Pavilion parking garage will have approximately 350 spaces available for pre-purchase by a limited number of designated ticketholders. Based on the arrival pattern of Pavilion attendees, 245 vehicles will arrive at the garage in the hour preceding game tipoff, which will coincide with the arrival of nearly 12,000 people by other modes, mostly on foot. 


Since the garage driveway will be located mid-block, all vehicle arrivals will come from the south along The Embarcadero, and all vehicles entering the garage will make a right turn across the Embarcadero sidewalk into the garage. This location will likely require controls to minimize conflicts between pedestrians and bicycles on the sidewalk/multi-use path and the vehicles entering the garage.


On event days, the retail, quick-service restaurant, and sit-down restaurant are expected to generate demand for approximately 44 short-term parking spaces. Although valet parking will be available at all times, off-site parking may need to be used by the valet attendants during peak events. 


[bookmark: _Toc372618039]Taxis and Charter Buses


An evening NBA game is not forecast to attract a significant number of large charter buses[footnoteRef:4]. It is estimated that approximately 252 person-trips will be made by taxi, resulting in 93 vehicle trips[footnoteRef:5].  [4:  Golden State Warriors.]  [5:  Source: Adavant Consulting.] 



While conventions are expected to draw a much smaller number of visitors, nearly half of all trips are forecast to be taken by shuttle bus or taxi (48.8%). A total of 189 shuttles and taxis are forecast to arrive during the p.m. peak hour to pick up a total of approximately 1,485 convention attendees. This will require the use of designated drop-off/pick-up areas as shown on Figures 5-1 and 5.2. 


A taxi stand location will be designated for both peak and small events, and will include enforcement to avoid non-taxi vehicle conflicts and basic amenities for waiting drivers. To minimize conflicts between taxis pulling in and out of the curb and bicycles on the Embarcadero bicycle lanes, the points of entry and exit to the taxi stand should be defined.	Comment by VWise: The drop-off/pick-up accommodations are very important.  Please provide information as to the specific location of these areas and how they will function, particularly on the east side of the Embarcadero adjacent to Route 5.  


[bookmark: _Toc372618040][bookmark: _Toc358019661]Patron Departures 


[bookmark: _Toc372618041]Trip Destinations and Departure Distribution


Table 57 summarizes the known destinations of attendees who currently attend games at the Oakland Pavilion and estimated destinations of future attendees. As shown, it is anticipated that at the proposed new Pavilion site, the breakdown of trip destinations will shift considerably. It is anticipated that fewer attendees will return to the East Bay (33% vs. 53%) and that more attendees will return to San Francisco, the South Bay, and the North Bay. 


			[bookmark: _Ref370225431][bookmark: _Toc372618266]
Table 57: POST-GAME DESTINATIONS OF NBA EVENT ATTENDEESGuests


			





			Origin


			Destinations for Current Oakland Pavilion Location1


			Forecast Destinations for San Francisco Location2





			San Francisco


			16%


			19%





			  Super District 1


			N/A


			9%





			  Super District 2


			N/A


			3%





			  Super District 3


			N/A


			4%





			  Super District 4


			N/A


			3%





			North Bay


			7%


			14%





			East Bay


			53%


			33%





			South Bay


			24%


			29%





			Out of Region


			N/A


			4%





			Notes:


1. Source: Golden State Warriors. 


2. Source: EIR Team estimates.








The existing pattern of departures at the Oakland Pavilion varies depending on game circumstances. In general, 30-40% of fans depart prior to the final buzzer while 60-70% stay through the end of the game. Periodically, there are post-game events that may encourage attendees to stay longer. When this is the case, departure times are more spread out. Overall, departures generally occur over a shorter period of time than the 2-1/2 hour window of pre-game arrivals.


For the purpose of analyzing departures, the busiest post-game hour is the hour following game end, when 80% of attendees will depart.  This time period will require the highest level of traffic control given the concentration of pedestrian activity exiting the Pavilion. 


[bookmark: _Toc372618042]Mode Split


It is anticipated that the departures mode split of Pavilion attendees will be as summarized in Table 58.	Comment by VWise: What about Small events/concerts?  How come this Table is somewhat different from arrivals table (5-4)?  That table has Shuttle Bus/Taxi.  Is no one that arrived by that mode leaving by that mode?  

You need to say what “other” means in the notes.  Global edits.    


			[bookmark: _Ref370225547][bookmark: _Toc372618267]
Table 58: Mode Split for Departing PavilionGuestsNBA EVENT ATTENDEES





			Event Type





			Attendance


			Time Period


			Mode Share1





			


			


			


			Auto


			Transit


			Walk


			Bike


			Taxi


			Other


			Total





			NBA Game


			18,000


			Weekday Eve. Post-Game Hr


			44.0%


			46.0%


			6.4%


			1.0%


			2.0%


			0.6%


			100.0%





			Notes:


1. Source: Adavant Consulting, 2013.








Based on the mode split described above, Table 59 describes the number of people leaving the Pavilion and area garages during the busiest hour.	Comment by VWise: How come this table is different from Table 5-5?  





			[bookmark: _Ref370225570][bookmark: _Toc372618268]
Table 59: PERSON TRIPS, VEHICLE TRIPS, AND WALKING TRIPS DEPARTING THE PAVILION1





			Event Type





			Attendance


			Time Period


			Trips2,3





			


			


			


			Person


			Vehicle


			Walking





			NBA Game


			18,000


			Weekday Eve. Post-Game Hr


			14,500


			2,479


			13,555





			Source and Assumptions:


1. Source: Adavant Consulting, 2013.


2. Auto occupancy: 2.7.


3. 350 vehicle trips depart from to the garage and the corresponding person trips are subtracted from walking trips.








[bookmark: _Toc372618043]Pedestrian Departures


Similar to pre-game conditions, pedestrians leaving the Pavilion are expected to walk primarily along the Embarcadero after the game, as illustrated in Table 510. The volume of pedestrians leaving the Pavilion post-game will be higher in the hour following a game than the volume arriving in the hour pre-game; however, following the first hour, the volume of pedestrians will drop significantly.











			[bookmark: _Ref370225613][bookmark: _Toc372618269]
Table 510: Direction of Pedestrian Traffic Post-Game 





			Direction


			In


			Out


			Total


			Percent





			To North:





			  Embarcadero


			0


			8,691


			8,691


			67%





			  Bryant Street to Main Street 


			0


			1,103


			1,103


			8%





			To South:





			  Embarcadero


			0


			2,623


			2,623


			19%





			  Brannan Street Muni Station


			0


			828


			828


			7%





			To West:





			  Brannan Street


			0


			116


			116


			1%





			Totals


			13,361


			100%





			Notes:


1. Source: Fehr & Peers, Adavant Consulting, 2013.








Departures towards Caltrain


Approximately 300 attendees will take Caltrain from the Station at Fourth and King Streets following game’s end.  Since games end late at night, it is likely that all 300 attendees will board the same train, which may be provided by Caltrain specifically on event nights. Traffic controls will be required at the intersection of Fourth and King Streets following game’s end to manage pedestrian flows.


Departures towards Brannan Muni Platform


Although most pedestrians will be traveling north when they exit the Pavilion, the Muni station to the south at Brannan Street is the closest station to the Pavilion. Over 800 event attendees are forecast to walk south on The Embarcadero and board Muni at the Brannan Street platform, which will generate a high volume of pedestrian crossings at the Brannan Street/Embarcadero intersection. The Brannan MUNI platform may become crowded as pedestrians accumulate while waiting for the next train, so that some people may have to stand close to the platform edge or have to queue up at the crosswalk while they wait to walk up onto the platform. Traffic controls will be implemented at this location as well as on the platform itself.


Departures towards Main Street at Bryant Street


Approximately 1,100 event attendees will walk via Main Street towards the downtown area and BART post-game, which will result in a high volume of pedestrian crossings at intersection of Bryant Street and The Embarcadero. This will coincide with vehicle exits from the Pavilion garage (see below). Traffic controls will be required at the intersection of Bryant Street and The Embarcadero to minimize pedestrian-vehicle conflicts at the crosswalks during the hour following game’s end.


Departures towards Downtown along the Embarcadero


Most other pedestrians would remain along the Embarcadero, to reach transit hubs, garages or final destinations to the north, and would be expected to choose remaining on the Bay side to avoid cross traffic.   


[bookmark: _Toc372618044]Bicycle Departures


For those cyclists using the indoor bicycle valet, departures will be metered by the process of retrieving bicycles. It is forecast that 310 bicycles will depart over approximately 30 minutes with three staff retrieving a bike every 15-20 seconds. Since the multi-use path along the Embarcadero will be congested with pedestrians, most bicyclists are expected to walk their bicycle to the roadway and then use the bicycle lanes along the Embarcadero.


[bookmark: _Toc372618045]Vehicle Departures from Pavilion Garage


Based on the departure pattern of Pavilion attendees, approximately 280 vehicles will exit the garage in the hour following game’s end, which will coincide with the departure of over 13,000 people by other modes, mostly on foot. Since the garage driveway will be located mid-block, all vehicle departures will start with a right-turn onto northbound Embarcadero. Based on the estimated trip distribution, vehicles exiting the Pavilion garage will wish to make movements at Bryant Street as described in Table 511. Figure 52 illustrates the paths vehicles will take. 	Comment by VWise: This is just for regional trips.  What about local trips?  They are described below but not shown.  


			[bookmark: _Ref370225669][bookmark: _Toc372618270]
Table 511: Vehicle Movements from Northbound Embarcadero After Exiting Pavilion Garage 





			Destination


			Total


			Movement Percentage


			Movement Number





			


			


			U-Turn


			Left onto Bryant Street


			Through on Northbound Embarcadero


			U-Turn


			Left onto Bryant Street


			Through on Northbound Embarcadero





			SF SD1


			16


			0%


			5%


			95%


			0


			1


			15





			SF SD2


			8


			0%


			0%


			100%


			0


			0


			8





			SF SD3


			10


			20%


			70%


			10%


			2


			7


			1





			SF SD4


			9


			0%


			90%


			10%


			0


			8


			1





			East Bay


			82


			0%


			100%


			0%


			0


			82


			0





			North Bay


			52


			0%


			0%


			100%


			0


			0


			52





			South Bay1


			91


			100%


			0%


			0%


			91


			0


			0





			Out of Region2


			13


			40%


			23%


			36%


			5


			3


			5





			Totals


			281


			


			


			


			98


			101


			82





			Notes:


1. Whether people wish to take US 101 or I-280, the best route is to take I-280 to US 101, so the assumption is that 100% of vehicles bound for the South Bay will make a U-Turn.


2. Assumes out of region vehicles are distributed based on the same proportion as regional trips.


Source: Fehr & Peers, 2013.








The left-turn pocket on northbound Embarcadero is approximately 300 feet long, which should accommodate all of the U-turning and left-turning vehicles described above assuming they leave the garage in a uniform distribution.


On event days, the retail, quick-service restaurant, and sit-down restaurant land uses are expected to generate demand for approximately 44 short-term parking spaces. Although valet parking will be available at all times, off-site parking may need to be used by the valet attendants during peak events.


[bookmark: _Ref370227405][bookmark: _Toc372618249]Figure 52: Vehicle Routes Departing the Pavilion





[bookmark: _Toc372618046]Taxis and Charter Buses


During games, it is estimated that approximately 288 person-trips will be made by taxi, resulting in 107 vehicle trips[footnoteRef:6]. On convention days, several hundred taxi trips will occur as attendees travel between the Pavilion and nearby hotels and the Moscone Convention Center. Unlike game patron departures for an NBA event, which are heavily concentrated in the first hour following the end of a game, convention attendee departures will be more spread out.   [6:  Source: Adavant Consulting.] 



A taxi stand location will be designated for both peak and small events and will include enforcement to avoid non-taxi vehicle conflicts and basic amenities for waiting drivers. To minimize conflicts between taxis pulling in and out of the curb and bicycles on the Embarcadero bicycle lanes, the points of entry and exit to the taxi stand will be defined.


[bookmark: _Toc372618047]CONTROLS BY EVENT SCENARIO


This chapter describes controls to be implemented around the Pavilion given the range of scenarios previously described, starting with a typical, non-event day; and ending with a day when a Pavilion event coincides with an event at AT&T Park. The primary goals of these controls include ensuring safety through reduction of conflicts between modes, the management of all modes of traffic to ensure orderly access and egress reflecting transportation mode priority, and the reduction of nuisance and inconvenience to surrounding residents.  The level of controls needed increases with the intensity of the scenario; thus, as events get larger, all controls listed for the smaller events are required, and additional controls are added. Controls are numbered for ease of reference. Controls to be implemented prior to events are labeled “A” for “arrivals” whereas controls to be implemented post events are labeled “D” for “departures”.


The Pavilion Transportation Coordinator (PTC) will communicate regularly with the SFMTA Special Events Team (SET) to provide information on events and identify those events that require traffic control.  A summary of the traffic control strategies identified in this chapter for the various event scenarios is provided in described in Table 511.	Comment by VWise: Shouldn’t we have controls for ‘medium’ size events like concerts?  





			[bookmark: _Toc372618271]
Table 61: summary of traffic control strategies by event type 





			








TRAFFIC CONTROL STRATEGY


			SMALL EVENT	Comment by Albert, Peter: Add column for concerts? Ow do we factor for problems that are more uniquely branded as “Concert goer” problems – going into quality of life issues more than a block from the site? 


			PEAK EVENT


			DUAL EVENT





			


			


Convention


(Weekday Daytime)


			


NBA Game


(Pre-game)


			


NBA Game


(Post-game)


			NBA Game plus


AT&T Event


(Post-event)





			Coordinate with SFMTA Special Events Team


			√


			√


			√


			√





			Dedicated Taxi Stand


			√


			√


			√


			√





			Dedicated Shuttle Bus Stop


			√


			√


			√


			√





			PCO Supervisor at Pavilion Control Room


			


			√


			√


			√





			PCO (Traffic Control Officers) – Pavilion Garage


			


			√


			√


			√





			PCO’s – Brannan Street MUNI Station


			


			√


			√


			√





			PCO’s – Caltrain Station (Fourth & King)


			


			√


			√


			√





			PCO’s – Embarcadero/Bryant Intersection


			


			√


			√


			√





			PCO’s – Main/Bryant Intersection


			


			


			√


			√





			PCO’s – Main/Harrison Intersection


			


			


			√


			√





			Temporary Street Closure: Embarcadero from Townsend Street to Bryant Street


			


			


			√


			√





			MUNI Ticket Sales at Pavilion Box Office	Comment by VWise: Why wouldn’t this be the case for all events?  


			


			


			√


			√





			Coordinate with Giants Special Events Staff


			


			


			


			√





			Source: Fehr & Peers, 2013.












[bookmark: _Toc372618048]Traffic Control Recommendations for Non-Event Day Scenario


The number of trips generated by the Pavilion retail and restaurants on a typical non-event day does not warrant special traffic controls. The Pavilion garage will be staffed on a typical day to monitor access for delivery vehicles.  A valet parking stand on The Embarcadero will control traffic into the garage by valet drivers only, who will have experience with the flows of pedestrian and bicycle traffic at the garage access.


[bookmark: _Toc372618049]Controls for Small Event Scenario 


For the purposes of this TMP, a small event scenario is a 6,000 person convention. The number of trips generated by a small event does not warrant special traffic controls.  The Pavilion garage access and valet parking stand will be staff as described above for a typical day. Figures 6-1 and 6-2 show the location of taxi and shuttle/charter bus drop-off/pick-up locations for small events. These areas will be permanently designated curb space.	Comment by VWise: I am a little bit confused about the valet parking situation.  The text seems to be saying that valets will drive your car into the Pavilion garage (or possibly to a satellite parking location).  However, the figure shows valet drop-off north of the Pavilion garage entrance, which implies the valets will have to circulate back south on the Embarcadero to park the cars in the garage.  Is this right?  It doesn’t quite make sense.  


[bookmark: _Toc372618050]Pre- and Post-Event controls


Taxi Stand


Small events are expected to generate a large number of taxi trips; thus, parking will be prohibited along a portion of southbound Embarcadero between Bryant Street and Brannan Street for a taxi stand (Figure 6-1). Entries and exits from the taxi stand will be controlled using temporary safe-hit posts to minimize conflicts between taxis pulling in and out of the curb and bicycles in the southbound bicycle lane of The Embarcadero (Inset 6-1).  


			Inset 6-1 – Example of Controlled Entry into Taxi Stand





			[image: C:\Users\mparreiras\Desktop\20130705 Embarcadero pics\20130705 Embarcadero pics Townsend King Exploratorium 069.JPG]





			Source: Fehr & Peers 2013








[bookmark: _Toc372618250]Figure 61: Small Event: Pre-Event Curb Management


[bookmark: _Toc372618251]Figure 62: Small Event: Post-Event Curb Management






[bookmark: _Toc372618051]Controls for Peak Event Scenario


See Section 2.2 for a description of the peak event scenario. Controls described in this section are to be implemented in addition to controls described in previous sections.


[bookmark: _Toc372618052]General


PCO Supervisor


A PCO Supervisor will be stationed in the Transportation Management Control room starting at least two hours prior to the event’s start time and until pedestrian, bicycle, and vehicle volumes on-street have returned to typical non-event conditions following event’s end. The PCO Supervisor will deploy PCOs and assign transportation control tasks pre-game; monitor traffic conditions before, during, and after the event; and deploy PCOs and assign transportation control tasks post-game. 


The PCO Supervisor will have radio contact will all PCOs on the street and phone contact with relevant city agencies and departments (Muni, SFMTA Signal Shop, SFPD, SFFD), transit operators (Muni, BART, Caltrans) and Pavilion staff (security, valet attendants, etc). He/she will also have authority and discretion in how he/she deploys the PCOs, and may adjust the controls described below as conditions warrant.


[bookmark: _Toc372618053]Pre-Event Controls


Pre-event controls are detailed here and pre-event curb and lane configurations are illustrated on Figure 6-3.


Premium Ticket Holder Drop-Off on Northbound Embarcadero	Comment by Albert, Peter: Disabled as well?


Pavilion premium ticket holders may be dropped off on the east side of The Embarcadero just south of the Pavilion garage entrance as shown on Figure 6-3. This curbside area will be managed by staff who will be checking credentials for entry into the parking garage. Arriving premium ticket holders will be reminded that the pick-up location following event’s end will be located to the north on The Embarcadero, just north of Bryant Street, as shown on Figure 6-4.


Fourth and King Streets


PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of Fourth and King Streets between 6:00 pm and 7:00 pm to manage vehicle flows in all directions and pedestrian flows from the Caltrain Station across King Street and Fourth Street following each train arrival (Figure 6-5). PCOs deployed to this location will be trained on the operation of the traffic signal controller box so that they can implement an all-red phase for vehicles and allow a pedestrian scramble in all crossing directions if conditions warrant. PCOs can also advise bicyclists exiting the Caltrain Station to ride on Townsend Street instead of King Street if they are headed east.


Brannan Muni Station


PCOs will be stationed at the base of the Muni platform at the intersection of Brannan Street and The Embarcadero to manage pedestrian flows from platform to sidewalk and minimize conflicts with vehicles and light rail cars.


[bookmark: _Ref370228207][bookmark: _Toc372618252]Figure 63: Peak Event: Pre-Event Curb Management	Comment by Albert, Peter: Show how disabled et taxi/paratransit drop-off on bay side so they don’t have to cross steet.





Pavilion Garage Driveway


PCOs will be stationed at the Pavilion garage driveway to facilitate vehicle entries into the garage and minimize conflicts with pedestrians and bicycles on the Embarcadero multi-use path. They will work in conjunction with Pavilion staff that will be checking attendees’ tickets for valid access to the garage on game day. Drivers who enter the right-turn pocket but do not have valid parking access will be directed back onto northbound Embarcadero.


If a decision is made to locate the Pavilion parking in one or more of the possible locations described in Section 2.1.3, then this control might not be needed. Since all the alternative parking locations accommodate much fewer vehicles and none of them is along The Embarcadero, where most of the pedestrian and bicycle traffic are expected, no alternative controls are needed.


Intersection of Bryant Street at The Embarcadero


PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of Bryant Street at The Embarcadero to facilitate pedestrian crossings and minimize conflicts with vehicles.


[bookmark: _Toc372618054]Post-Event Controls


Many of the post-event controls are similar to the pre-event controls but are repeated here for ease of understanding when reviewing all post-event controls together, and are post-event curb and lane configurations illustrated on Figure 6-4. 


Northbound Embarcadero Temporary Street Closure


At the direction of the PCO Supervisor, PCOs will close northbound Embarcadero to through traffic between Townsend Street and Bryant Street when attendees start exiting the Pavilion (which may occur before game’s end). The temporary street closure is designed to facilitate the following:


Pedestrian crossings to the Muni platform at Brannan Street and associated fare inspections.


Vehicle exits from the Pavilion garage.


Pedestrian crossings at the Embarcadero and Bryant Street intersection.


The PCO Supervisor will monitor traffic, pedestrian, and bicycle volumes on the street and will direct PCOs to re-open northbound Embarcadero when conditions return to normal and special controls are no longer needed.


Premium Ticket Holder Pick-Up on Southbound Embarcadero	Comment by Albert, Peter: Disabled as well?


The Premium Ticket Holder pick-up location will be different than the pre-event drop-off location because northbound Embarcadero will be closed to through traffic following game’s end.


Parking will be prohibited on southbound Embarcadero near Brannan Street so that a temporary VIP pick-up location can be designated. 


[bookmark: _Ref370228229][bookmark: _Toc372618253]Figure 64: Peak Event: Post-Game Curb Management	Comment by Albert, Peter: Show how disabled get paratransit/cab access without needing to cross street 





Temporary Relocation of Valet Stand


On game days, the garage will not be available for valet parking for visitors to the retail and restaurants, so that valet parking attendants will need to park vehicles elsewhere. Since northbound Embarcadero will be temporarily closed following game’s end, attendants will not be able to drive vehicles back to the standard valet stand/vehicle drop-off location.


At the direction of Pavilion security and in collaboration with the PCO Supervisor, valet attendants will use cones to set up a temporary valet vehicle pick-up location on northbound Embarcadero just north of the Bryant Street intersection. Since no parking lane exists at this location, the temporary vehicle pick-up location will be in the bicycle lane and a portion of the easternmost northbound through lane. Valet attendants will also use cones to create a temporary bicycle lane outboard of the temporary vehicle pick-up location. Also see Control D-8 below.	Comment by VWise: In the traffic lane?  


4th and King Streets


PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of Fourth and King Streets following game’s end to manage vehicle flows in all directions and pedestrian flows to the Caltrain Station across King Street and Fourth Street. Pre-event PCO controls are illustrated on Figure 6-5 and post-event PCO controls are illustrated on Figure 6-6. PCOs deployed to this location will be trained on the operation of the traffic signal controller box so that they can implement an all-red phase for vehicles and allow a pedestrian scramble in all crossing directions if conditions warrant. 


Brannan Muni Station


Northbound Embarcadero will be closed to traffic at this location (see Control D-3).


A portable Muni ticket sales station will be set up on the water side Embarcadero sidewalk across from the Brannan Street Muni platform so that attendees can purchase tickets before boarding the platform.	Comment by VWise: MTA:  do you think we should have a permanent one?  If not here then on the project site?  


PCOs will place temporary barriers in place to allow for fare inspection and to separate the pedestrian path of travel from the light-rail right-of-way. PCOs will also place temporary barriers along the edges of the Muni platform to keep attendees away from the edges and prevent falls or jumping into the tracks.	Comment by VWise: MTA:  You guys are okay with this?  


Fare inspectors and PCOs will be stationed at the base of the Muni platform so that fares can be checked before attendees walk up to the platform to board a train, and so that the flow of pedestrians onto the platform can be controlled to avoid overcrowding. Attendees without valid fares will be directed to the temporary Muni ticket sales station at the sidewalk.


Once the flow of pedestrians to the Muni platform has returned to normal, PCOs will remove the barriers. 


Pavilion Garage Driveway


Northbound Embarcadero will be closed to traffic at this location for approximately 30-45 minutes after a game (see Figure 6-6). The valet stand will be temporarily relocated to the northbound Embarcadero easternmost through lane just north of Bryant Street. Wayfinding will be provided inside the garage so that drivers can position themselves in the appropriate exit lane depending on their desired destination (vehicles bound for the South and East Bays on the left and vehicles bound for the North Bay on the right). 	Comment by VWise: Wait, I thought all the cars will be drive by valets?  Is this just for the 150 staff (basketball players, etc.) people?  


[bookmark: _Ref370229047][bookmark: _Toc372618254]Figure 65: Peak Event: Pre-Event Controls	Comment by Albert, Peter: We should have separate meeting to review this with SFMTA Special Events	Comment by VWise: As part of that meeting, can we talk about integration with the proposed streetscape elements?  


[bookmark: _Ref370229061][bookmark: _Toc372618255]Figure 66: Peak Event: Post-Event Controls 	Comment by Albert, Peter: We should have separate meeting to review this with SFMTA Special Events






At the direction of the PCO Supervisor, PCOs will use cones to close the easternmost northbound Embarcadero lane and northbound bicycle lane and create a temporary bicycle lane so that all northbound vehicles will use a single northbound lane and bicyclists will be protected. This will allow for the temporary relocation of the valet stand (see Control D-5 above).


PCOs will be stationed at the Pavilion garage driveway to minimize conflicts between exiting vehicles and pedestrians and bicycles on the Embarcadero multi-use path; to facilitate vehicle exits from the garage; and to direct northbound through traffic to the center northbound through lane.


If a decision is made to locate the Pavilion parking in one or more of the possible locations described in Section 2.1.3, then this control might not be needed. Since all the alternative parking locations accommodate much fewer vehicles and none of them is along The Embarcadero, where most of the pedestrian and bicycle traffic are expected, no alternative controls are needed.


Intersection of Bryant Street at The Embarcadero


PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of Bryant Street at The Embarcadero to facilitate pedestrian crossings and minimize conflicts with vehicles.


Intersection of Bryant Street at Main Street


PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of Bryant Street at Main Street to direct vehicular traffic.


Intersection of Main Street at Harrison Street


PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of Main Street at Harrison Street to direct vehicular traffic.


Muni Ticket Sales at Pavilion


Pavilion ticket booths will sell tickets to exiting attendees who wish to take Muni.


[bookmark: _Toc372618055]Controls for Peak Event Coinciding with AT&T Park Event Scenario 


See Section 2.2 for a description of the peak event coinciding with AT&T Park event scenario.


[bookmark: _Toc372618056]General


On days where Pavilion events coincide with AT&T Park events, pedestrian, bicycle, and vehicle volumes along The Embarcadero will be greater. Controls implemented as part of the Pavilion TMP will not change, but should be coordinated with controls implemented as part of the AT&T Park TMP so that:


Efforts are not duplicated; and 


Controls are complementary rather than contradictory. 


For example, the AT&T Park TMP includes PCO control at the intersection of Fourth and King Streets, so if events’ start or end times coincide, no additional PCOs will be necessary at that location. In addition, the street closure that is typically implemented on eastbound King Street between Third and Second Streets following Giants games will facilitate the street closure along northbound Embarcadero between Brannan and Bryant Streets (Figure 6-6) by diverting traffic away from The Embarcadero before the closure at Brannan.











[bookmark: _Toc372618057]COMMUNICATION


[bookmark: _Toc372618058]Outreach 


Outreach can educate guests and minimize confusion and risk of conflicts by providing advance information on the best way to arrive or depart the Pavilion depending on mode choice; and by alerting attendees to the location and purpose of temporary controls and measures. The following is an outreach strategy to accompany Pavilion events.


Ticket purchase confirmation will include the following information:


For attendees who do not purchase parking at the Pavilion, a statement explaining that parking will not be available, and detailed information about all options for getting to the Pavilion, including:


List of transit options available, including links to schedules, fare information, and forms of payment (i.e. Clipper card brochure).


[bookmark: _GoBack]Reminder that Muni fares will be checked on the street, prior to walking up the Muni platform; and that Muni tickets must be purchased ahead of time.


Recommended walking paths to the Pavilion from transit hubs and other origins.


Information on bicycle routes (i.e. link to San Francisco’s Bicycle and Walking Map) and bicycle valet.


Directions to general pick-up/drop-off location at cul-de-sac on Spear Street.


Alternative parking options near the Pavilion.


For attendees who do purchase parking in the garage with their ticket:


Directions to the Pavilion from different origins and instructions describing how to access the Pavilion garage.


Information on controls that will be in place following game’s end and how to successfully exit the Pavilion garage towards desired destinations.


[bookmark: _Toc372618059]Wayfinding 


Wayfinding can reduce the risk of conflicts for all modes by directing people away from potential conflict points. The following is a wayfinding strategy to accompany Pavilion events.


[bookmark: _Toc372618060]Technology and Apps


· Include platfroms that give users multiple, real-time advisories to facilitate convenient transportation choices that include taxi, transit, bike sharing, walking


· Provide extensive use of real-time transit info in public assembly areas that reflect the range of transit services in the area     


Pre-Event Wayfinding


Build upon base of permanent, intuitive wayfinding network that highlights local transit hubs and major destinations, and includes estimates walking times along the most comfortable pedestrian corridors   


Temporary signage at southwest and northwest corners of the site directing walk-up attendees to Pavilion entrances along routes that minimize pedestrian crossings of the Pavilion garage driveway.


Temporary signage asking bicyclists to dismount when they reach the sidewalk and directing bicyclists to the indoor bicycle valet parking. Signage should be placed at the following locations:


Southbound Embarcadero just before Bryant Street.


Northbound Embarcadero just before the entry to the garage right-turn pocket.


[bookmark: _Toc372618061]Post-Event Wayfinding


Temporary signage at Pavilion exits that directs pedestrians leaving the site away from the Pavilion garage driveway and towards key destinations such as BART/Temporary Transbay Terminal (north), Caltrain (south), and Muni Brannan Street stop (south).


Temporary signage outside bicycle valet parking directing bicyclists to use the Embarcadero bicycle lanes.


Temporary signage on Bryant Street at Beale Street directing non-Bay Bridge traffic to turn right.


Temporary signage for northbound vehicle traffic on The Embarcadero, south of Townsend Street, providing detour routes for non-event traffic to bypass the temporary street closure.











[bookmark: _Toc372618062]FUTURE WATERFRONT TRANSPORTATION STRATEGIES


The City of San Francisco is currently conducting a comprehensive assessment of transportation strategies for the Waterfront.  This chapter describes those transportation strategies that would provide enhancements in the project vicinity. The following list of projects was developed by SFMTA staff for the Piers 30-32 CAC Transportation Subcommittee. Chapter 9 provides a description of the process through which the TMP would be monitored and refined on a regular basis to respond to new transportation programs and strategies as they are implemented.


[bookmark: _Toc372618063]future muni light rail strategies


The following projects or programs would enhance MUNI light rail service along The Embarcadero and King Street.


1. MUNI Metro Extension (MMX) Optimization: addition of third track in the existing median between platforms at Folsom Street and Fourth and King Streets. This would allow trains to be stored or pass other vehicles during high demand periods. 


2. E-Embarcadero Historic Streetcar Southern Terminal Loop: construction of terminal tracks and loop around or near the terminal at Fourth and King Streets.  This would improve service and reliability on the E line and the N/T, and would allow an extension into Mission Bay.


3. T-Third Travel Time Improvements: implementation of modified transit operations along Third Street T-Third Light Rail route from Sunnydale to Fourth Street and King Street.  These improvements would be designed to improve travel time and reliability on the T-Third.


4. New Light Rail Vehicles: acquisition of new light rail vehicles to support service demands from new developments.


[bookmark: _Toc372618064]future muni BUS strategies


The following projects or programs would enhance MUNI bus service.


1. Advance 22-Filmore Interim Extension to Mission Bay: extension of the 22-Filmore on Sixteenth Street, connecting Mission Bay with the Sixteenth-Mission BART station. 


2. Special Event Route Modifications and Service Augments: this program would be implemented as needed for special events.


3. Transit Preferential Streets for MUNI Buses along Waterfront: provision of transit-only lanes by removing a parking lane for the 14-Mission, 27-Folsom, and 22-Filmore as identified in the TEP.  These improvements would improve travel time and reliability on these bus routes.


4.  Bus “Bridge” Service: expansion or increase of MUNI service to meet capacity demands prior to the Central Subway (2019).


5. Expanded Peak Period Service to Waterfront: increased peak period service on routes such as the 82X, the 81X-Caltrain Express, and the 82-Levi Plaza Express.


6. South of Market Neighborhood Transit: new local east-west transit service for the neighborhood east of Second Street where current service terminates.


[bookmark: _Toc372618065]future bicycle strategies


The following projects would enhance existing bicycle facilities in the Waterfront area.


1. Embarcadero Dedicated Bicycle Facility: construction of a two-way separated bikeway (cycle track) along The Embarcadero. 


2. Expanded Bike Sharing as part of project approvals: provision of new bike sharing stations in new development projects.


3. Bike Facility on Lefty O’Doul (Third Street) Bridge: provision of bike facility on bridge to connect north and south bike route across Mission Creek.


4. Required Bike Valet Parking: dedicated valet bike parking for special events.


5. Expand Bicycle Sharing within Waterfront Area: addition of pods at key locations in the Waterfront Transportation Assessment area.


[bookmark: _Toc372618066]future pedestrian strategies


The following projects would enhance existing pedestrian facilities in the Waterfront area.


1. Pedestrian Safety Projects: implementation of pedestrian improvements including crossing treatments designed to increase walking and reduce the severity and frequency of pedestrian crashes.


2. Fourth & King Improvements: pedestrian crossing improvements at this intersection adjacent to the Caltrain station.


3. Modal Access Coordination and Safety: revise developer garage and driveway design to favor pedestrian circulation.


[bookmark: _Toc372618067]future vehicle Circulation strategies


The following projects would enhance existing vehicle and transit circulation in the Waterfront area.


1. Beale Street Road Diet (restriping): provision of second southbound lane on Beale Street between Folsom Street and Bryant Street, by converting on-street parking to parallel configuration.


2. Beale Street Extension to Embarcadero: extension of Beale Street to connect with The Embarcadero with right-in, right-out movements.


3. Freeway Ramp to City Street Transition Traffic Calming: installation of signs, pavement striping, and other traffic calming measures designed to reduce travel speeds for vehicle traffic exiting freeway ramps.


[bookmark: _Toc372618068]future signal, signage, & wayfinding strategies


The following projects would enhance existing vehicle and transit circulation in the Waterfront area.


1. Traffic Signal System Modifications: improvements to the traffic signal system designed to create safer and more functional traffic patterns, and to prioritize pedestrians and cyclists. 


2. Wayfinding Program: installation of multi-modal wayfinding including transit, bicycle, and pedestrian information.


[bookmark: _Toc372618069]future loading & emergency service strategies


The following strategies would address curbside management and the provision of emergency services.


1. Embarcadero Multi-Use Lanes and Loading Bays: implementation of multi-use lanes and loading bays as provided for the America’s Cup. 


[bookmark: _Toc372618070]future parking strategies


The following programs would provide a range of parking management strategies.


1. Satellite Parking Strategy: program to encourage off-site parking beyond the Piers and neighborhood to minimize traffic caused by drivers searching for parking. 


2. Event-Specific Reserved Parking: program to provide reserved parking for waterfront events coordinated by project sponsors and offered as part of ticket purchase.


3. Parking Management; program to coordinate use of private parking facilities for special events.


4. Project Sponsor Satellite Parking: designation of satellite parking by new development projects. 


5. Neighborhood Parking Program: program to coordinate review of current Residential Permit Parking (RPP) with community/neighborhoods.


[bookmark: _Toc372618071]future taxi, accessible service, & pedicab strategies


The following projects would enhance service to the Waterfront area by taxis and pedicabs.


1. Taxi Share Program: program on high capacity transit routes that would allow customers to share their commute with others at reduced costs. 


2. Taxi Stand Management Program: program to staff taxi stands to facilitate customer access to taxis in an organized manner at key busy locations and/or during major events.


3. Multi-Modal Taxi Coordination: program to provide improved coordination and planning for taxi services around major destinations at key busy locations and/or during major events.  


4. Exclusive Curbside Access: specific dedication of protected, exclusive taxi and paratransit curbside access at the Ferry Building and near Second Street and Townsend (for events at AT&T Park) and at all new Waterfront facilities such as the Warriors Arena.  


5. Port-side Curbside Access Location: specific dedication of pick-up and drop-off locations along the bayside of the Embarcadero that reconcile with the planned bicycle facility. 


6. Taxi Quick Charge Stations: construction of quick-charge stations in new development areas for the growing fleet of electric taxi vehicles.   


7. Taxi Driver Rest Areas: construction of restrooms, possibly in coordination with the above quick charge stations, to improve service delivery.  


8. Pedicab Stands: specific dedication of curbside pedicab stands to load/unload passengers, designed so that they don’t block the bike lane, and located around major destinations at key busy locations and/or during major events.


[bookmark: _Toc372618072]future travel demand management (TDM) strategies


The following programs would reduce vehicular travel demand on the Waterfront transportation system.


1. Transit Pass Fare Embedded in Event Ticket: program to include transit pass fare in special event tickets. 


2. Monthly Transit Subsidy: program to provide monthly transit pass subsidies for employees, residents, and hotel visitors.


3. Satellite Regional Parking Promotion: encouraging the use of parking facilities outside the waterfront area through an ongoing information and marketing effort.


4. Embedded Parking Assignment: program to include reserved parking in satellite garages or lots for special events.


5. TDM Communications: program to coordinate event, local and regional transportation information.


6. Multi-modal Wayfinding: citywide wayfinding program to provide information for pedestrians and bicyclists.


7. Car Share Membership: program to provide free membership to City Car Share for residents and employees.


8. Hotel Provision of Transit Passes: program for hotels to provide MUNI passports or pre-loaded Clipper cards with reservations.


9. Transit Contribution for Special Event Attendees: incentivize travel to events by transit by including transit pass with event tickets.


10. Daycare Center: program to provide on-site day care center with priority to residents and employees who use transit.


11. Large Retail (grocery stores, etc.): program to encourage grocery stores to provide delivery services to reduce the need for driving personal vehicles.


12. Commitment to Mode Share Goals: ongoing monitoring and evaluation of commitment to limit drive-alone trips.


[bookmark: _Toc372618073]future event specific transportation planning strategy


The following program would enhance coordination of transportation planning strategies for special events.


1. Special Event Planning: coordination of transportation management strategies by SFMTA’s Special Events Team (SET). 


[bookmark: _Toc372618074]future BART strategies


The following projects would enhance regional rail service by BART.


1. Embarcadero & Montgomery Capacity Implementation Strategy: near-term capacity improvements to the Embarcadero and Montgomery BART stations. 


2. Metro Core and Metro Commute Service Expansion: capacity expansion to Embarcadero BART station.


3. BART Station Platform/Access Capacity: long-term capacity improvements for Embarcadero and Montgomery station platforms.


4. Embarcadero Station Vertical Circulation Expansion: provision of direction connections between BART and Muni Metro platforms.


5. New Train Control System: new network-wide train control system designed to allow for increased frequency of BART service.


[bookmark: _Toc372618075]future caltrain strategies


The following projects would enhance regional rail service by Caltrain.


1. Caltrain Electrification: full electrification of Caltrain system and expansion of peak and off-peak service levels. 


[bookmark: _Toc372618076]future ferry SERVICE strategies


The following projects would enhance ferry service.


1. Pier 30-32 Water Transit Landing: provision of facilities to accommodate water transport during events.


2. Golden Gate Ferry Service Expansion: modest increase in peak Larkspur ferry service and in the afternoon Sausalito ferry service.


3. WETA Expansion: near-term WETA service corridor expansions (Treasure Island, Richmond, Berkeley) and service headway improvemetns  


[bookmark: _Toc372618077]future regional bus SERVICE strategies


The following projects would enhance Golden Gate Transit (GGT) and AC Transit bus service.


1. Golden Gate Transit and MUNI Service Interlining: route and fare coordination between GGT and MUNI bus service in the northeast quadrant and on Van Ness Avenue to provide greater access to transit through integrated routing and pricing.


2. AC Transit Service Expansion: increased Transbay bus service to provide a viable late night transportation alternative.





[bookmark: _Toc372618078]monitoring and refinement


The Golden State Warriors will monitor and refine the TMP in conjunction with the City of San Francisco.


[bookmark: _Toc372618079]PURPOSE 


The monitoring and refinement of the TMP will be conducted to accomplish the following objectives.


1. Refine traffic control strategies to improve the overall safety and efficiency of pre-event arrival and post-event departure transportation activities.


2. Ensure that a high proportion of project employees and visitors, particularly during peak events and events that have high levels of activity during morning or evening commute periods, are traveling to and from the site via transit, bicycle, or walk modes.


3. Minimize traffic and parking impacts to adjacent neighborhoods.


4. Refine TMP strategies to respond to construction activities adjacent to the site.


5. Refine TMP strategies to respond to new transportation projects or programs as they are completed.


6. Refine TMP strategies to incorporate new travel options as they become available.


[bookmark: _Toc372618080]Monitoring methods


The following methods will be employed to monitor TMP strategies.


1. Quarterly Coordination Meetings – the on-site Transportation Coordinator and key Warriors’ staff will meet quarterly with the City’s designated Special Event Team (SET) to evaluate the TMP strategies during the first year of operation.


2. Inaugural Event Monitoring – a designated team of Warrior and City staff will monitor pre-game and post-game transportation conditions at the first Warriors’ game and concert held at the Pavilion.


3. Curb Pick-Up and Drop-Off Operations – the on-site Transportation Coordinator will regularly monitor curb operations during the first year of operation. 


4. Warrior Attendee Surveys – travel surveys of at least 600 attendees will be conducted during five weekday evening games during the initial season at the Pavilion.  The surveys will identify such data as pre-game origin and post-game destination, arrival and departure times, arrival and departure modes, transit provider, parking location, number of vehicle occupants (auto mode), etc.


5. Warrior Employee Surveys – annual travel surveys of permanent employees will be conducted to identify the same travel information for Warrior attendees as well as to determine their awareness of alternative modes and travel demand management programs that are available to them.


6. Parking Strategies – data will be collected on the effectiveness of on-site and off-site remote parking strategies.


[bookmark: _Toc372618081]  Monitoring DOCUMENTATION


The results of the monitoring process will be documented as follows.


1. TMP Travel Survey Memo – a memorandum will be prepared within three months of the inaugural event that documents the results of the travel surveys as well as ongoing visual event monitoring. 


2. TMP Monitoring Report – a report will be developed at the end of the first year of operation of the Pavilion that addresses how effectively the TMP is meeting the monitoring objectives described above.





[bookmark: _Toc370229313][bookmark: _Toc213830218]Appendix A:
Event activity sequences




















Typical Warriors Game Sequence (7:30 pm tip off)








			Day Prior


			





			2 to 4 pm


			If the game is nationally televised (5-7 games per year), 1-2 TV trucks for the national broadcaster(s) will typically arrive the day before the game.  Trucks are parked in the loading dock and technicians will begin to setup for game broadcast.  





			


			





			Game Day


			





			7 am to noon


			Game day food service deliveries at loading dock (scheduled around TV broadcast and team arrival and departures). Average Time of delivery is scheduled to avoid peak commute hours and other factors that may influence efficiency and impact. Average individual deliveries required per Warriors game is six.  Most if not all are scheduled to occur the day prior.








			


			





			9 am 


			Food service prep team arrives.  Typically 25 to 35 game day personnel plus approximately 30 baseline staff.  Staff will arrive on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			


			Home and visiting team TV trucks (2 trucks) arrive and deploy in the loading dock.  If trucks are in market and the dock is available, they may arrive the day before the event.  Typical call is morning on game day.  The trucks can arrive as late as early afternoon.  





			


			





			10 am


			TV broadcasting crew arrives one hour following TV truck arrival and begins to prepare for the game broadcast.  Typically 40 personnel total. The crew arrives via the loading dock.





			


			





			


			Pre-game shoot around.  Visiting teams will in some cases use an off-site venue for shootaround.  Specific times vary. The window is typically 10 am to 1 pm.  Typically 25 personnel per team.  Visiting team arrives in two buses.  Home team arrives individually.  After pre-game shoot around, visiting players and coaches and home team players will typically leave the building. The visiting team arrives and departs via the loading dock. The home team will either use the loading dock or segregated parking in the Pavilion garage.  





			


			





			1 pm


			Building pre-cleaning crew arrives.  This practice varies from building to building and is more common for outdoor venues.  Personnel vary based on event type and general building practice.  Likely 15 to 20 total.  In some cases, there is no pre-clean. In others, the pre-clean happens early in the morning on game day.  The crew will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			5 to 5:30 pm 


			Teams return for the game.  The visiting team will arrive in two buses via the loading dock. The home team will either use the loading dock or segregated parking in the Pavilion garage.





			


			





			5 to 6 pm


			Game day building staff arrives.  Includes guest service and food service personnel. Typically 500 to 600 total.  Staff will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			5:30 to 6 pm


			Police, building security, and guest services personnel deploy to manage guest ingress approximately 30 minutes prior to doors.





			


			





			6 to 6:30 pm


			Doors open 60 to 90 minutes prior to tip off.  Guests begin to arrive.  We anticipate that approximately 80% of guests will access the building via the entrance at the main plaza.  Arrival distribution varies slightly based on day of week and market dynamics.  80% to 90% of guests are in the building by tip off.  Final guests typically enter by the end of the first quarter.





			


			





			7:30


			Tip off.





			


			





			9:30 pm


			Police, building security, and guest services personnel deploy to manage guest egress approximately 30 minutes prior to anticipated game end.





			


			





			10 pm


			Game ends.  Broadcast technicians immediately begin load-out.





			


			





			


			Cleaning crew arrives and immediately begins post-show clean.  Typically 25 to 50 personnel.  The crew will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			


			Change over crew arrives and immediately begins change over.  Typically 20 personnel.  The crew will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			11 to 11:30 pm


			Venue clear of guests and all event staff.





			


			





			Day After Game





			





			11:30 pm to 12 am


			TV trucks leave the venue.





			


			





			2 to 3 am 


			Post-game clean complete, cleaning crew leaves the building.





			


			





			4 am


			Change over complete.  Crew leaves the building.















Typical Concert Sequence (7:30 pm Show Time)








			Event Day


			





			4 to 8 am


			Show trucks (which carry all show components including the stage, sound equipment and controls, video equipment and controls, props) arrive in market. They will typically stage somewhere off site but close to the venue.  The number of trucks varies based on the size and complexity of the show. An A list show will usually require approximately 20 trucks Once trucks have been unloaded, they are driven off site and will not return until the show is complete and the load-out process begins. 





			


			





			6 to 8 am


			The production team (15 to 30 personnel for A list shows) arrives at the venue as does the local stagehand crew.  Initial production trucks access the loading dock and show load-in commences.  The production team will arrive in tour buses and access the building via the loading dock. The stagehand crew will arrive on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.  The show trucks enter and exit the venue as the show components are unloaded.  Load-in typically occurs over approximately four to six hours.  





			


			





			7 am to noon


			Event day food service deliveries at loading dock (scheduled around other event related arrivals and departures). Average individual deliveries required are six.  Most if not all are scheduled to occur the day prior.








			


			





			9 am 


			Food service prep team arrives.  Typically 25 to 35 event day personnel plus approximately 30 baseline staff.  Staff will arrive on foot and be encouraged to use public transit. 





			


			





			1 pm


			Building pre-cleaning crew arrives.  This practice varies from building to building and is more common for outdoor venues.  Personnel vary based on event type and general building practice.  Likely 15 to 20 total.  In some cases, there is no pre-clean. In others, the pre-clean happens early in the morning on event day.  The crew will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			2 to 4 pm 


			Performer(s) arrive(s) for sound check.  Sound check typically lasts 30 to 60 minutes.  The performer(s) will arrive in tour buses via the loading dock. 





			


			





			5 to 6 pm


			Event day building staff arrives.  Includes guest service and food service personnel. Typically 500 to 600 total and varies based on show type and expected attendance.  Staff will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			5:30 to 6 pm


			Police, building security, and guest services personnel deploy to manage guest ingress approximately 30 minutes prior to doors.





			


			





			6 to 6:30 pm


			Doors open 60 to 90 minutes prior to show time.  Guests begin to arrive.  We anticipate that approximately 80% of guests will access the building via the main entrance for Pavilion shows, and 80% will access the building via the main theatre entrance for theatre shows.  Arrival distribution varies slightly based on day of week and market dynamics.  90%+ of guests are in the building by show time.  Final guests typically enter within another 30 minutes following show time.





			


			





			7:30 pm


			Show time.





			


			





			10 pm


			Police, building security, and guest services personnel deploy to manage guest egress approximately 30 minutes prior to anticipated show end.





			


			





			10:30 pm


			Show ends.  Production team immediately begins load-out. 





			


			





			


			Cleaning crew arrives and immediately begins post-show clean.  Typically 25 to 50 personnel.  The crew will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			


			Change over crew arrives.  Typically 20 personnel.  The crew will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			11:30 to 12 am


			Venue clear of guests and all event staff.





			


			





			Day After Event





			





			1 to 3 am


			Show trucks leave the venue.





			


			





			2 to 3 am 


			Post show clean complete, cleaning crew leaves the building.





			


			





			4 am


			Change over complete.  Crew leaves the building.

















[bookmark: _Toc370229314]Appendix B:
Alternative Parking Locations	Comment by Albert, Peter: Make a note that this references alternatives to the 500-space garage.  The satellite parking concept for the other 2-5000 cars should include a more comprehensive inventory of potential / likely partnership parking garage opportunities within ¾ mile
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From: José I. Farrán
To: Wise, Viktoriya
Cc: Luba C. Wyznyckyj
Subject: RE: GSW
Date: Wednesday, February 12, 2014 2:49:17 PM


I have the numbers, but the memo will take a few days.  We are working on the assignment, which
are more urgent.
 
I already gave the numbers to SFCTA
 
_______________________________________________________
José I. Farrán, P.E.
  Adavant
         Consulting
200 Francisco St.,  2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133
office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com
www.AdavantConsulting.com
 
 
From: Wise, Viktoriya [mailto:viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, February 12, 2014 2:42 PM
To: Jose I. Farran (jifarran@adavantconsulting.com)
Subject: GSW
 
Quick question – we are meeting with GSW right now.  When will the TDM be ready? 



mailto:jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=53ddc14b15cb409584d3f7b15453f64a-Viktoriya Wise

mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com






From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: "Lima, Cindy"
Cc: Beauchamp, Kevin
Subject: RE: UCSF Benioff Children"s Skyline Sign logo change - temp banner and permanent
Date: Wednesday, May 28, 2014 11:49:00 AM
Attachments: image001.png


Cindy – this is on my list to deal with.  Will get any comments in the next day or two.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Lima, Cindy [mailto:Cindy.Lima@ucsfmedctr.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 10:56 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Cc: Beauchamp, Kevin
Subject: UCSF Benioff Children's Skyline Sign logo change - temp banner and permanent
 
Dear Catherine and Tiffany,
 
Hope all is well – I’m sure you are buried with all things Warriors, among everything else.   I’m
writing to you about a change we need to make to the skyline sign on the children’s hospital (near
Mariposa) at Mission Bay, due to a change in our logo.
 
As you’ve likely seen in ads, on January 1, 2014 UCSF Benioff Children’s Hospital and Children’s
Hospital Oakland formerly affiliated.   Oakland is now a subsidiary of the UC Regents and is managed
by UCSF Medical Center.   A gift from The Benioffs to Oakland also resulted in a renaming to UCSF
Benioff Children’s Hospital Oakland. 
 
As part of the rebranding for the integrated children’s organization (and as you’ve likely seen on TV)
, UCSF Benioff Children’s Hospital has dropped the golden gate bridge image and both organizations
are now using the colorful and recognized children historically used by Oakland.
 
The new logo looks like this:


 
So, because of this logo change we need to take down the golden gate bridge from the skyline sign
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and put up the kids.   We do not propose changing the text on the building or adding the words “San
Francisco.”     Additionally, because we can’t get this approved, fabricated and installed for many
months, we would like to put up a temporary banner.
 
Attached are images of both a temporary banner and the final proposed sign.   (I should note that
Marc Benioff has asked for the Children to be “large.”  We have mocked up here what we think is
appropriate.   (Given Marc’s recent $2M donation for Mariposa Park, I hope we can accommodate as
shown here -- also makes it readable given the complexity of the shape.)
 
Could you please confirm if we are good to go with these?  We would like to get the temporary
banner up ASAP. Any flexibility would be appreciated.   Thank you.
 
Cindy
 
p.s. Please save the afternoon/evening of Sept 6 for a community walk and Lights-On Celebration
for the new hospitals!  (Not yet published)
 
 
 
Cindy Lima
Executive Director
Mission Bay Hospitals Project 
UCSF Health - Organizational Program Management
UCSF Medical Center | UCSF Benioff Children’s Hospital
 
2233 Post Street, Suite 204 
San Francisco, CA 94143-1832
Office: 415.353.2729
Cell:  415.218.3105
Analyst: Linda Harkness 415.514.5791


 
 








From: Lima, Cindy
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Beauchamp, Kevin
Subject: RE: UCSF Benioff Children"s Skyline Sign logo change - temp banner and permanent
Date: Wednesday, May 28, 2014 12:11:34 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Thank you, Catherine.
Cindy
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 28, 2014 11:49 AM
To: Lima, Cindy
Cc: Beauchamp, Kevin
Subject: RE: UCSF Benioff Children's Skyline Sign logo change - temp banner and permanent
 
Cindy – this is on my list to deal with.  Will get any comments in the next day or two.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Lima, Cindy [mailto:Cindy.Lima@ucsfmedctr.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 10:56 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Cc: Beauchamp, Kevin
Subject: UCSF Benioff Children's Skyline Sign logo change - temp banner and permanent
 
Dear Catherine and Tiffany,
 
Hope all is well – I’m sure you are buried with all things Warriors, among everything else.   I’m
writing to you about a change we need to make to the skyline sign on the children’s hospital (near
Mariposa) at Mission Bay, due to a change in our logo.
 
As you’ve likely seen in ads, on January 1, 2014 UCSF Benioff Children’s Hospital and Children’s
Hospital Oakland formerly affiliated.   Oakland is now a subsidiary of the UC Regents and is managed
by UCSF Medical Center.   A gift from The Benioffs to Oakland also resulted in a renaming to UCSF
Benioff Children’s Hospital Oakland. 
 
As part of the rebranding for the integrated children’s organization (and as you’ve likely seen on TV)
, UCSF Benioff Children’s Hospital has dropped the golden gate bridge image and both organizations
are now using the colorful and recognized children historically used by Oakland.
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The new logo looks like this:


 
So, because of this logo change we need to take down the golden gate bridge from the skyline sign
and put up the kids.   We do not propose changing the text on the building or adding the words “San
Francisco.”     Additionally, because we can’t get this approved, fabricated and installed for many
months, we would like to put up a temporary banner.
 
Attached are images of both a temporary banner and the final proposed sign.   (I should note that
Marc Benioff has asked for the Children to be “large.”  We have mocked up here what we think is
appropriate.   (Given Marc’s recent $2M donation for Mariposa Park, I hope we can accommodate as
shown here -- also makes it readable given the complexity of the shape.)
 
Could you please confirm if we are good to go with these?  We would like to get the temporary
banner up ASAP. Any flexibility would be appreciated.   Thank you.
 
Cindy
 
p.s. Please save the afternoon/evening of Sept 6 for a community walk and Lights-On Celebration
for the new hospitals!  (Not yet published)
 
 
 
Cindy Lima
Executive Director
Mission Bay Hospitals Project 
UCSF Health - Organizational Program Management
UCSF Medical Center | UCSF Benioff Children’s Hospital
 
2233 Post Street, Suite 204 
San Francisco, CA 94143-1832
Office: 415.353.2729
Cell:  415.218.3105
Analyst: Linda Harkness 415.514.5791


 
 








From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); José I. Farrán (jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com); Luba Wyznyckyj; Reilly, Catherine


(OCII)
Subject: GSW Transportation Analysis
Date: Friday, May 09, 2014 8:09:53 AM


Clarke –


Thanks so much for your suggestions on the study intersections.  In addition to the intersections
immediately adjacent to the project site, the selected intersections represent key intersections on
routes to and from I-80 and I-280, at freeway ramp touchdown locations, and at the entrances to
and from Mission Bay.  With respect to intersections #1 and #2:  they are needed because drivers
from the East Bay will go through them.  It should be noted that data for these intersections was
collected for the Piers 30-32 project and that we only need to collect the supplemental 7-8 pm
period data at these locations.  


With respect to the following comment,  “Intersections I need to be convinced on: #5, #10, #17,
#18, #23 (all appear to be redundant with adjacent/nearby intersections)”, there are a number of
reasons why these intersections should be included.  The analysis should include intersection #5
since it is a Caltrans off-/on-ramp and they would be interested to see how the new arena could
impact (if any) their facility. We expect Caltrans to provide comments on the draft EIR and want to
have our basis covered so gathering data now is key to avoiding any delays further down the line.
Intersections #10, #17 and #18 are access points into and out of Mission Bay.  Intersection #17 is not
redundant to intersection #18 as they quite different geometrically and intersection #17 will become
a 4-leg intersection under cumulative conditions serving as an access point to the UCSF hospital. 
Additionally, we know from prior environmental analyses on a number of projects that these
intersections are problematic.  Intersection #23 is something we need to cover as a point of access
from the south.   


Note that of the 23 intersections, 14 intersections (intersections 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 8, 9, 10, 15, 17, 18, 20,
21, 22) had been previously identified as study intersections for the project and/or off-site
alternative SWL 337 site so data collection at these intersections is limited.


Time periods for traffic data collection should include (except for locations where counts were
already conducted):


Weekday 4 to 8 PM
Weekday 9 to 11 PM
Saturday 7 to 9 PM


For the conditions with the Giants game, it is probably not necessary to collect late weekday 9-11
pm counts.  Therefore, counts during a Giants game should be collected during the following time
periods (except for locations where counts were already conducted):


Weekday 4 to 8 PM
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Saturday 7 to 9 PM


In addition to the above 23 study intersections, we have identified the following locations for
pedestrian and bicycle counts for the same time periods as for the traffic volume counts:


Pedestrian crosswalk counts at 3 intersections: Third/South and Third/16th
Pedestrian sidewalk counts on both sides of Third Street between South and 16th Streets
Bicycle counts in both directions on Third Street between South and 16th Streets, and 16th
Street between Third and Fourth Streets.


Time periods for pedestrian and bicycle data collection should include: 


Weekday 4 to 8 PM
Saturday 7 to 9 PM


Thanks very much for moving quickly on the counts.  On a different but somewhat related issue, we
need to allocate some time to come up with the SOW for the transportation analysis.  When do you
anticipate that we would have a draft of that to look at?  It would be helpful if prior to our review of
the SOW, we did a site visit.  We are happy to conduct one on our own or join a larger one with
other team members if something like that is planned in the near future.








From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
Date: Thursday, May 29, 2014 5:54:00 PM


They are 1-5 on the 1st and 3rd Tuesdays.  Typically I attend them no more than every other, and
sometimes not for months at a time.  I would know several weeks ahead of time if I would not be
available.  The 6/17 is scheduled for me to have an item (now that I look), but after than nothing
scheduled (so far).


Thanks for pulling this together.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 5:13 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
 
Also, what time do you commission meetings start?
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 4:09 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
 
Brett – I filled out the doodle.  I am available Wed afternoons on alternating weeks (the one you
picked worked, but if it is weekly meetings, I cannot make it).  Also, on Tuesday afternoons, I am
usually available, but that is our Commission day, so if I have an item I will not be available.


Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
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PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 8:01 AM
To: Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); David Kelly
(dkelly@warriors.com); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Murphy, Mary G.
(MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com); nsekhri@gibsondunn.com; Reilly, Catherine (OCII);
Immanuel.Bereket@gmail.com; Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Paul Mitchell
(pmitchell@esassoc.com); Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); José I. Farrán
(jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com); Luba C. Wyznyckyj (lubaw@lcwconsulting.com); Matz, Jennifer
(MYR)
Subject: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
 
Use the link below to select the day and time of the week that works best with your schedule. Ignore
the specific dates listed since the goal is to find a weekly day and time to meet.
 
http://doodle.com/54gfh5g3sz8akfck
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From: Kern, Chris
To: Jaime Michaels (jaimem@bcdc.ca.gov); Clarke Miller; Oshima, Diane; Paul Mitchell (PMitchell@esassoc.com);


Paul Curfman (paulcurfman@hotmail.com)
Cc: Bollinger, Brett; Wise, Viktoriya; Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com)
Subject: GSW meeting re visual policy analysis
Date: Monday, February 24, 2014 5:26:17 PM
Attachments: GSW Visual Analysis Process Meeting_Agenda.docx


Hi all,
Attached is the agenda for our meeting at BCDC’s offices at 1:00 tomorrow.
See you then,
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
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Motion No. XXXXXXCASE NO. 200X.XXXXE
[Address]





Hearing Date: [XXXX]








AGENDA





Event Center and Mixed Use Development
at Piers 30-32 and SWL 330


Visual Resources Analysis Meeting





Tuesday, February 25, 2014, 1:00 p.m. to 2 p.m.


BCDC











1. Visual Resource Policy Analysis – Roles and Responsibilities


· Visual resources/policy analysis to support actions by permitting agencies, i.e. BCDC, Port, Planning Commission not CEQA analysis


· Permitting agencies to direct analysis to support their actions


2. Visual Resource Policy Analysis – Process and Schedule


1. Approval of Final Scope of work for Visual Policy Analysis Technical Memorandum, including schedule


1. Final Comments on the List of Visual Policies


1. [bookmark: _GoBack]DRB/WDAC Process and anticipated Schedule


www.sfplanning.org
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From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
Date: Thursday, May 29, 2014 5:12:32 PM


Also, what time do you commission meetings start?
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 4:09 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
 
Brett – I filled out the doodle.  I am available Wed afternoons on alternating weeks (the one you
picked worked, but if it is weekly meetings, I cannot make it).  Also, on Tuesday afternoons, I am
usually available, but that is our Commission day, so if I have an item I will not be available.


Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 8:01 AM
To: Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); David Kelly
(dkelly@warriors.com); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Murphy, Mary G.
(MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com); nsekhri@gibsondunn.com; Reilly, Catherine (OCII);
Immanuel.Bereket@gmail.com; Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Paul Mitchell
(pmitchell@esassoc.com); Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); José I. Farrán
(jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com); Luba C. Wyznyckyj (lubaw@lcwconsulting.com); Matz, Jennifer
(MYR)
Subject: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
 
Use the link below to select the day and time of the week that works best with your schedule. Ignore
the specific dates listed since the goal is to find a weekly day and time to meet.
 
http://doodle.com/54gfh5g3sz8akfck
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From: Reilly, Catherine
To: White, Melissa
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
Date: Wednesday, March 05, 2014 3:05:00 PM


I am going to send out an email to the larger group and include Michelle Davis who called Lila, that
the agenda for the CAC will be emailed at 4 PM on Friday in the form that I sent out unless we hear
otherwise (I guess someone wants 2 hours to do outreach before it is emailed).  And that there is a
3 PM Friday drop dead deadline for changes.  This is getting WAY too complicated. J
 
OK?
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: White, Melissa [mailto:MWhite@cgr.ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 05, 2014 2:59 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
Hey on the agenda, it’s up to Lori.. I think they change things every 10 min.


 


From: Reilly, Catherine [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 05, 2014 2:23 PM
To: White, Melissa
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
I can hold it until Friday – want to wait until the SF meeting it held tomorrow unless you all want to
give us the go ahead before.  Your call.
 
I think that the other item is going to subcommittee, so assume the standard subcommittee process
for now.  I think it is going to LU. 
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: White, Melissa [mailto:MWhite@cgr.ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 05, 2014 2:16 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine
Subject: Re: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
When will it go out? And any more thought on the process? To committee or full board?


Sent from my iPhone


On Mar 5, 2014, at 1:54 PM, "Reilly, Catherine" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Here is the draft agenda.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Morales, Esther [mailto:Esther.Morales@ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 05, 2014 9:43 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine; Yamauchi, Lori; White, Melissa
Cc: Maher, Christine; Beauchamp, Kevin; Takayama, Paul; Haas, Christine
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
Lori & Catherine, this will be subject to Salesforce release from the confidentiality
agreement.  Let me know when it is ready, and I will send it to them and ask for a
release.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 05, 2014 9:33 AM
To: Yamauchi, Lori; White, Melissa
Cc: Maher, Christine; Morales, Esther; Beauchamp, Kevin; Takayama, Paul; Haas, Christine
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
Lori – we will need to include the block numbers.  This is consistent with how we have
treated previous items and to be consistent with the Brown Act.  Also, with the current
news articles about the Warriors and Blocks 29-32, we don’t want to add to additional
confusion.  Finally, if we don’t put the block numbers it will just mean that I get calls
from people asking what the site is.
 
We’re drafting the agenda today and will send a draft to you later today for your
review.


Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
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Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Yamauchi, Lori [mailto:LYamauchi@planning.ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 04, 2014 7:36 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine; White, Melissa
Cc: Maher, Christine; Morales, Esther; Beauchamp, Kevin; Takayama, Paul; Haas, Christine
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
Catherine,
 
Thank you for your response.  Given our nondisclosure agreement, we would like to
drop reference to the block numbers in the agenda item title.  Could it be worded as
“Proposed OPA Amendment and MOU with UCSF to Consent to the Purchase of
Mission Bay property”? 
 
At the meeting, we can reference the specific block numbers in the PPT.  Also, will the
staff introduce the item verbally before I present the matter to the CAC?  If not, we
would like to have the Agency reinforce with the CAC after my presentation that the
City/Agency stands behind the agreement negotiated with UCSF.  Please advise if the
Agency staff will be prepared to do so.
 
I will try to set up the call we discussed with Tiffany, Ken and Seth together with me
and Paul Takayama before the 3/13 CAC meeting.
 
Lori
 
Lori Yamauchi
Associate Vice Chancellor, Campus Planning
Phone:  (415) 476-8312
 
From: Reilly, Catherine [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, March 03, 2014 4:33 PM
To: Yamauchi, Lori; White, Melissa
Cc: Maher, Christine; Morales, Esther; Beauchamp, Kevin; Takayama, Paul; Haas, Christine
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
I would anticipate that the title would be something like:  Proposed OPA Amendment
and MOU with UCSF to Consent to the Purchase of Blocks 33 to 34.  I need to play with
the language, but we’d want to have at least this level of detail.
 
We don’t do any written memos for the CAC, so will be verbal with any PPT that you
want to do.  Folks could request the PPT after, so should be prepared that someone
may ask for it.
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As for the other bodies, there will be written memos.  I can speak more about the OCII
Commission and Oversight Board (but don’t expect that the BOS would be more
detailed than those two bodies).  We now attach the full bodies of the documents
being approved, so the OPA Amendment and MOU would be attachments to the
memo.  The memo would summarize the details and history.  We’d probably need to
include some documentation on how we determined the Affordable Housing Payment
– probably Amy’s worksheet or a summary of it.
 
I’m attaching the memo we did for the Block 7 OPA Amendment so that you can get a
general idea of what we included.  For the Block 1 Amendment and N4P3 OPA
Amendments we also included as attachment the studies done to support the
economic basis of the deal, but it wasn’t necessary for this deal.
 
We will need to have a resolution for introduction to the BOS.  As I told Melissa – we
should have a better idea how the BOS process will go in a day or so due to another
project with a similar ask (ie, the material change to the affordable housing
requirement) going through. 
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Yamauchi, Lori [mailto:LYamauchi@planning.ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Monday, March 03, 2014 2:22 PM
To: White, Melissa; Reilly, Catherine
Cc: Maher, Christine; Morales, Esther; Beauchamp, Kevin; Takayama, Paul; Haas, Christine
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
Catherine,
 
Can you please share how the matter will be worded in the CAC agenda and what staff
report will go to the CAC?  Or when they are ready, can you please share them with us?
 
Also, can you please advise as to what level of detail in the supporting documentation
will be shared with the CAC, the OCII Commission, the Board of Supervisors and the
Oversight Board? 
 
Thank you.
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Lori
 
Lori Yamauchi
Associate Vice Chancellor, Campus Planning
Phone:  (415) 476-8312
 


From: White, Melissa 
Sent: Monday, March 03, 2014 2:14 PM
To: Yamauchi, Lori; Reilly, Catherine
Cc: Maher, Christine; Morales, Esther; Beauchamp, Kevin; Takayama, Paul; Haas, Christine
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
We will also want Supervisor Kim to sign on and introduce as well, if possible.


 


From: Yamauchi, Lori 
Sent: Monday, March 03, 2014 2:12 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine
Cc: Maher, Christine; Morales, Esther; Beauchamp, Kevin; White, Melissa; Takayama,
Paul; Haas, Christine
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
Catherine,
 
Thank you for your reply (and words of support).
 
Thank you for keeping the documents moving.  Can you please advise if the comments
to date have raised major issues to be resolved and if such resolution would best be
done at a meeting?  It would be good to know in advance of Wednesday or Thursday,
so we can discuss them internally. 
 
Thank you for checking with Tiffany re: who will introduce the Board resolution.
 
Lori
 
Lori Yamauchi
Associate Vice Chancellor, Campus Planning
Phone:  (415) 476-8312
From: Reilly, Catherine [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, March 03, 2014 1:14 PM
To: Yamauchi, Lori
Cc: Maher, Christine; Morales, Esther; Beauchamp, Kevin; White, Melissa; Takayama, Paul
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
Hi, Lori – welcome back (and really sorry to hear about your mother.  I hope that she is
getting good care and improving).
 
We are in the process of reviewing the documents you sent over a week ago.  The line
staff and City Attorney have done an initial review and we’re passing it up the line for
Tiffany, Ken and deputies review, as well as to FOCIL).  We’re given everyone a heads
up that it is coming so that they know to keep time open and we’re hoping to get you
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comments back Wednesday/Thursday, but we’ll confirm with folks and let you know if
there is a change in that schedule.
 
We will also be doing an updated calendar to see where we are with overall dates.  I
think that March 11 is aggressive for introduction to the BOS since the item won’t have
gone to the CAC by then.  But, I think that the delay won’t affect the overall schedule
since it is being driven by the CAC date, which then drives when we can get to the OCII
Commission prior to the BOS.  We’ll get an updated schedule to you tomorrow.
 
Finally, I checked with Tiffany and it sounds like the Mayor’s Office would introduce. 
Melissa has outreached to me and I’ll talk with her later today about specifics.
 
Thank you and welcome back.  All our best to your mother.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Yamauchi, Lori [mailto:LYamauchi@planning.ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Saturday, March 01, 2014 3:39 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine
Cc: Maher, Christine; Morales, Esther; Beauchamp, Kevin; White, Melissa; Takayama, Paul
Subject: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
Catherine,
 
I was away on a family medical emergency and got back on Thursday.  My mom is in
the hospital in Honolulu.
 
I wanted to follow up with you regarding the draft MOU and OPA amendment which
Esther Morales sent over.  Can you please advise regarding the status of review by the
Agency and City Attorney? 
 
Also, can you please advise as to who will introduce the MOU and OPA Amendment at
the Board of Supervisors on March 11?  With whom can Melissa White from UCSF
Govt. Relations coordinate for Board review?  T
 
Hope all is well with your parents.  Thank you.
 
Lori
 
Lori Yamauchi
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Associate Vice Chancellor, Campus Planning
654 Minnesota Street, 2nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94143-0286
Phone:  (415) 476-8312
 
 
 


<March 13, 2014 MBCAC Agenda.docx>








From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
Date: Thursday, May 29, 2014 5:12:00 PM


Thanks for the additional schedule info. One question: On average how often are you at the OCII
Commission? I am going to wait until everyone has responded then possibly narrow down the
days/times to the top 3 and see if other can be flexible on times. It took me a couple rounds last
time.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 4:09 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
 
Brett – I filled out the doodle.  I am available Wed afternoons on alternating weeks (the one you
picked worked, but if it is weekly meetings, I cannot make it).  Also, on Tuesday afternoons, I am
usually available, but that is our Commission day, so if I have an item I will not be available.


Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 8:01 AM
To: Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); David Kelly
(dkelly@warriors.com); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Murphy, Mary G.
(MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com); nsekhri@gibsondunn.com; Reilly, Catherine (OCII);
Immanuel.Bereket@gmail.com; Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Paul Mitchell
(pmitchell@esassoc.com); Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); José I. Farrán
(jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com); Luba C. Wyznyckyj (lubaw@lcwconsulting.com); Matz, Jennifer
(MYR)
Subject: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
 
Use the link below to select the day and time of the week that works best with your schedule. Ignore
the specific dates listed since the goal is to find a weekly day and time to meet.
 
http://doodle.com/54gfh5g3sz8akfck
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Wise, Viktoriya; Kern, Chris; Bollinger, Brett; Watty, Elizabeth
Cc: Paul Mitchell (pmitchell@esassoc.com); Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); David Carlock


(david.carlock@machetegroup.com); David Noyola; Jesse Blout; Mary Murphy (MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com);
Jim Abrams (jabrams@gibsondunn.com)


Subject: GSW response to City"s Streetscape comments
Date: Friday, February 07, 2014 10:07:41 PM
Attachments: Streetscape Advisory Team Meeting Notes_GSW Response 20140207 vFinal.docx


City team,
 
Please see the attached response from the GSW team on the City team’s Streetscape comments.
I’m available to discuss any questions you may have.
 
Best regards,
Clarke
 
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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[bookmark: _GoBack]STREETSCAPE ADVISORY TEAM MEETING NOTES 





GSW Mixed-Use Development Project – Pier 30; SWL 330 





Planner: Elizabeth Watty 





Date: December 12, 2013 





Attendees: Elizabeth Watty, Alexis Smith, Nick Perry, Greg Riessen, Maia Small 





The Project includes the construction of a multi-purpose event center, public open space, maritime uses, a parking facility and visitor-serving retail and restaurant uses on the approximately 13-acre Piers 30-32. The Project also includes a mixed-use development on an approximate 2.3 acre area of Seawall Lot 330, located directly across The Embarcadero from Piers 30-32. Seawall Lot 330 would be developed with a variety of mixed uses, including residential, hotel, and retail uses. Collectively, the Piers 30-32 improvements together with the mixed-use development on Seawall Lot 330 comprise the proposed project. 





The team suggests that GSW implement several pedestrian, bicycle, transit and traffic improvements within the project vicinity, as described below and illustrated on the attached drawing. It should be noted that none of these improvements would require any reconfiguration of roadway geometries; in other words, traffic operations would not be affected, and therefore no modifications would be necessary to the GSW traffic study. These improvements would also enable the retention of the majority of on-street parking; only a handful of on-street spaces would have to be removed. 





1. Pier 30 Driveway: 


a. The curb cut and garage opening for Pier 30-32 should be reduced to a maximum width of 22’-0”, with one lane inbound and one lane outbound. Within the garage structure, the driveway/aisle can be wider than 22’, but the width of the driveway as it crosses the Embarcadero promenade should be no wider than 22’. GSW: The project sponsor believes that three lanes (and a corresponding driveway width greater than 22’) provides a significant operational benefit when the garage is being loaded and unloaded before and after events and minimizes disruption on The Embarcadero. Nonetheless, this item is ON HOLD pending conclusion of the discussion of one exit lane versus two exit lanes from the garage.


b. Bulb outs, each ~ 30’ long, should be added adjacent to either side of the Pier’s curb cut. These would maximize visibility at the driveway, improving safety. GSW: The Port requested any bulb-out decisions be deferred until they can perform further study to understand potential impacts to bicycle lanes and existing parking stalls.


c. There should be a KEEP CLEAR stencil on the roadway in front of the driveway. This would enable outbound driveway traffic to access the northbound-left turn pocket for Bryant/Embarcadero without being blocked by queued vehicles. GSW: The project sponsor is willing to accept this recommendation and incorporate this feature into the project description.


d. During arena events, the northbound Embarcadero curb lane should be coned off to become a right-turn-only lane into the arena (as is shown on attached drawing). In the shadow of this single inbound lane would be the single outbound driveway lane. This configuration is simple, would not require traffic attendants to stand in the roadway, and would enable northbound traffic on the Embarcadero to proceed at all times. GSW: MTA disagrees with this recommendation due to safety concerns for bicyclists. Our intent is to use the existing parking lane as a right turn pocket into the garage. In the project sponsor’s proposed design, the bicycle lane would then reside between the existing northbound curbside lane and the right turn pocket; such a design complies with State law that a bike lane not be positioned to the right of a right turn lane (i.e., along the existing curb). 


e. During non-event times, no cones would be required, and the driveway would function like a typical driveway. Both northbound Embarcadero lanes would function as through lanes during non-event times. GSW: The project sponsor agrees that the roadway would continue to operate in its typical manner during non-event times as it does today.


f. To maximize safety for vehicles exiting the driveway and entering the northbound-left turn pocket to Bryant/Embarcadero, the length of the turn pocket should be shortened by ~60 feet so that the turn pocket begins exactly at the driveway. This way, outbound driveway vehicles would only have to merge through one traffic lane (during events, or two lanes during non-event), not two traffic lanes (or three lanes during non-event times). One palm tree should be planted in the expanded median to match the existing tree pattern. GSW: Planning Department dropped this recommendation during our January 22, 2014 meeting.





2. SWL 330: 


a. The Streetscape Advisory Team has concerns about the number and size of the curb cuts on the SWL 330 site, as well as the Porte Cochere, as these substantially detract from the pedestrian realm. GSW: As clarified during the January 22, 2014 meeting, there is no curb cut where the Pedestrian Passageway meets Bryant or The Embarcadero. Additionally, a dedicated passageway for pedestrians enhances the pedestrian realm considerably. Lastly, GSW believes the Porte Cochere is a critical element of removing vehicular loading and unloading from Bryant Street for the benefit of the neighbors and point to a substantial list of hotels in SF with similar conditions.


b. To serve SWL 330, there should be only one consolidated curb cut on Beale Street. There should be no curb cut on Bryant Street. GSW: The project sponsor believes that, similar to other SF residential/hotel projects, there needs to be separation of garage entries for the various uses to reduce confusion in part because the hotel will not have a Beale Street address.


c. Consider opportunities to improve the existing plaza at the south end of the SWL 330 Site, at Beale Street and The Embarcadero. GSW: The project sponsor plans to improve the landscaping and create a small seating area at the existing plaza between Beale Street and The Embarcadero.





3. Pedestrian Improvements: 


a. Along the south sidewalk of Bryant Street, from Main Street (just west of the eastbound stop bar) to the Embarcadero, take advantage of the painted center median and excessive lane widths in order to widen the sidewalk to as wide as possible (at least to 15’), as this will be a major pedestrian route. The widened sidewalk would connect with the point where the proposed paseo meets Main Street, enabling shorter pedestrian crossings for pedestrians traveling to and from Main Street. (May require removal of one parking space, immediately west of Main St intersection.) GSW: The project sponsor is willing to accept this recommendation and incorporate this feature into the project description.


b. To shorten pedestrian crossing distances and enhance pedestrian safety, install bulb-outs at the following locations: GSW: The Port requested any bulb-out decisions be deferred until they can perform further study to understand potential impacts to bicycle lanes and existing parking stalls. Additionally, MTA has its own concerns about the proposed bulb-outs complying with truck and SFFD turning dimensions.


 Northwest corner of Embarcadero/Bryant, bulbing into the westbound curb lane of Bryant St (no parking removal required). 


 Southwest corner of Embarcadero/Bryant, bulbing into the southbound Embarcadero parking lane and connecting with widened Bryant St south sidewalk. (1-2 parking spaces removed) 


 Northeast corner of Main/Bryant, bulbing into the northbound Main St parking lane (no parking removal required due to existing fire hydrant) 


 Northwest corner of Main/Bryant, bulbing into both the southbound Main St parking lane (no parking removal required due to existing pump station driveway) and the westbound Bryant St parking lane (1-2 parking spaces removed) 


 Northeast corner of Beale/Bryant, bulbing into both the westbound Bryant St parking lane (remove only one space due to existing fire hydrant) and the northbound Beale St parking lane (no parking removal required due to existing fire hydrant) 


 Southeast corner of Beale/Bryant, bulbing into the eastbound Bryant St parking lane (1-2 parking spaces removed) 


c. Widen all crosswalks at Embarcadero/Bryant, Main/Bryant and Beale/Bryant, as shown on graphic. Install Continental-style crosswalks, which is Better Streets Plan standard. GSW: The project sponsor is willing to accept this recommendation and incorporate this feature into the project description.





4. Bicycle Improvements: 


a. Install an eastbound bike lane on Bryant between Beale Street and the Embarcadero. This would connect the existing bike lane on Beale Street with the Embarcadero and would be a major inbound bike route for the arena. This lane would take advantage of overly-wide traffic lanes, and not require the removal of parking or reconfiguration of traffic lanes. GSW: The project sponsor is supportive of making bicycle facility improvements, where feasible. However, it is the recommendation of the Port to decline this improvement based on its impact to the availability of on-street residential parking for neighboring projects. Additionally, MTA expressed concern that the recommendations may not reconcile with the Rincon Hill Master Plan. 


b. Install a westbound bike lane on Bryant Street between the Embarcadero and Main Street. Combined with (c) below, this would connect the Embarcadero with Main Street and would be a major outbound bike route for the arena. This would take advantage of overly-wide traffic lanes, and not require the removal of on-street parking or a reduction in travel lanes. GSW: The project sponsor is supportive of making bicycle facility improvements, where feasible. However, MTA expressed concern that the recommendations may not reconcile with the Rincon Hill Master Plan.


c. Install a northbound bike lane on Main between Bryant and Harrison streets. This would take advantage of overly-wide traffic lanes, and not require the removal of on-street parking or a reduction in travel lanes. GSW: The project sponsor is supportive of making bicycle facility improvements, where feasible. However, MTA expressed concern that the recommendations may not reconcile with the Rincon Hill Master Plan.





5. Embarcadero Median: 


a. Remove the 300’ southbound left/U-turn pocket on The Embarcadero as it approaches Bryant Street, and increase the width of the median. This improvement will improve the signal operations (especially for transit) and will shorten pedestrian crossings at what would be a high-volume crosswalk during events at Pier 30. Three palm trees should be planted in this median to match the existing tree pattern. GSW: The project sponsor is willing to accept this recommendation and incorporate this feature into the project description. The palm trees need to be discussed with the Port as we’ve heard there may be concerns about the health and viability of palm trees in those locations.


b. At Embarcadero/Bryant, upgrade the hatched painted medians into upgraded/widened crosswalks, coordinated with 3(c) above (both the north and south sides of the median).  GSW: The project sponsor is willing to accept this recommendation and incorporate this feature into the project description.











6. Embarcadero Cycletrack 


a. Please dimension the sidewalk width along the Embarcadero, between the curb line and the arena building wall. The sidewalk width needs to be sufficient so as to not preclude the planned Embarcadero Cycletrak options currently under study by SFMTA. GSW: The sidewalk is ~50’ from the curb to the retail facades of the Retail buildings which provides sufficient room for a future bicycle facility. The project sponsor is supportive of the Cycletrak and looks forward to working with MTA to ensure that the sponsor’s existing design can accommodate it.










From: Reilly, Catherine
To: White, Melissa
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
Date: Wednesday, March 05, 2014 2:26:00 PM


That’s what I heard, but I need to double check.  Was up to the Supervisor and President.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: White, Melissa [mailto:MWhite@cgr.ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 05, 2014 2:26 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine
Subject: Re: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
I think we wait till after meeting. So land use not budget?


Sent from my iPhone


On Mar 5, 2014, at 2:23 PM, "Reilly, Catherine" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


I can hold it until Friday – want to wait until the SF meeting it held tomorrow unless
you all want to give us the go ahead before.  Your call.
 
I think that the other item is going to subcommittee, so assume the standard
subcommittee process for now.  I think it is going to LU. 
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: White, Melissa [mailto:MWhite@cgr.ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 05, 2014 2:16 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine
Subject: Re: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
When will it go out? And any more thought on the process? To committee or full
board?
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Sent from my iPhone


On Mar 5, 2014, at 1:54 PM, "Reilly, Catherine" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Here is the draft agenda.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San
Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Morales, Esther [mailto:Esther.Morales@ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 05, 2014 9:43 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine; Yamauchi, Lori; White, Melissa
Cc: Maher, Christine; Beauchamp, Kevin; Takayama, Paul; Haas, Christine
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
Lori & Catherine, this will be subject to Salesforce release from the
confidentiality agreement.  Let me know when it is ready, and I will send it
to them and ask for a release.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 05, 2014 9:33 AM
To: Yamauchi, Lori; White, Melissa
Cc: Maher, Christine; Morales, Esther; Beauchamp, Kevin; Takayama, Paul;
Haas, Christine
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
Lori – we will need to include the block numbers.  This is consistent with
how we have treated previous items and to be consistent with the Brown
Act.  Also, with the current news articles about the Warriors and Blocks
29-32, we don’t want to add to additional confusion.  Finally, if we don’t
put the block numbers it will just mean that I get calls from people asking
what the site is.
 
We’re drafting the agenda today and will send a draft to you later today
for your review.


Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
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   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San
Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Yamauchi, Lori [mailto:LYamauchi@planning.ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 04, 2014 7:36 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine; White, Melissa
Cc: Maher, Christine; Morales, Esther; Beauchamp, Kevin; Takayama, Paul;
Haas, Christine
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
Catherine,
 
Thank you for your response.  Given our nondisclosure agreement, we
would like to drop reference to the block numbers in the agenda item
title.  Could it be worded as “Proposed OPA Amendment and MOU with
UCSF to Consent to the Purchase of Mission Bay property”? 
 
At the meeting, we can reference the specific block numbers in the PPT. 
Also, will the staff introduce the item verbally before I present the matter
to the CAC?  If not, we would like to have the Agency reinforce with the
CAC after my presentation that the City/Agency stands behind the
agreement negotiated with UCSF.  Please advise if the Agency staff will be
prepared to do so.
 
I will try to set up the call we discussed with Tiffany, Ken and Seth
together with me and Paul Takayama before the 3/13 CAC meeting.
 
Lori
 
Lori Yamauchi
Associate Vice Chancellor, Campus Planning
Phone:  (415) 476-8312
 
From: Reilly, Catherine [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, March 03, 2014 4:33 PM
To: Yamauchi, Lori; White, Melissa
Cc: Maher, Christine; Morales, Esther; Beauchamp, Kevin; Takayama, Paul;
Haas, Christine
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
I would anticipate that the title would be something like:  Proposed OPA
Amendment and MOU with UCSF to Consent to the Purchase of Blocks 33
to 34.  I need to play with the language, but we’d want to have at least
this level of detail.
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We don’t do any written memos for the CAC, so will be verbal with any
PPT that you want to do.  Folks could request the PPT after, so should be
prepared that someone may ask for it.
 
As for the other bodies, there will be written memos.  I can speak more
about the OCII Commission and Oversight Board (but don’t expect that
the BOS would be more detailed than those two bodies).  We now attach
the full bodies of the documents being approved, so the OPA Amendment
and MOU would be attachments to the memo.  The memo would
summarize the details and history.  We’d probably need to include some
documentation on how we determined the Affordable Housing Payment –
probably Amy’s worksheet or a summary of it.
 
I’m attaching the memo we did for the Block 7 OPA Amendment so that
you can get a general idea of what we included.  For the Block 1
Amendment and N4P3 OPA Amendments we also included as attachment
the studies done to support the economic basis of the deal, but it wasn’t
necessary for this deal.
 
We will need to have a resolution for introduction to the BOS.  As I told
Melissa – we should have a better idea how the BOS process will go in a
day or so due to another project with a similar ask (ie, the material change
to the affordable housing requirement) going through. 
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San
Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Yamauchi, Lori [mailto:LYamauchi@planning.ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Monday, March 03, 2014 2:22 PM
To: White, Melissa; Reilly, Catherine
Cc: Maher, Christine; Morales, Esther; Beauchamp, Kevin; Takayama, Paul;
Haas, Christine
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
Catherine,
 
Can you please share how the matter will be worded in the CAC agenda
and what staff report will go to the CAC?  Or when they are ready, can
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you please share them with us?
 
Also, can you please advise as to what level of detail in the supporting
documentation will be shared with the CAC, the OCII Commission, the
Board of Supervisors and the Oversight Board? 
 
Thank you.
 
Lori
 
Lori Yamauchi
Associate Vice Chancellor, Campus Planning
Phone:  (415) 476-8312
 


From: White, Melissa 
Sent: Monday, March 03, 2014 2:14 PM
To: Yamauchi, Lori; Reilly, Catherine
Cc: Maher, Christine; Morales, Esther; Beauchamp, Kevin; Takayama, Paul;
Haas, Christine
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
We will also want Supervisor Kim to sign on and introduce as well, if


possible.


 


From: Yamauchi, Lori 
Sent: Monday, March 03, 2014 2:12 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine
Cc: Maher, Christine; Morales, Esther; Beauchamp, Kevin; White, Melissa;
Takayama, Paul; Haas, Christine
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
Catherine,
 
Thank you for your reply (and words of support).
 
Thank you for keeping the documents moving.  Can you please advise if
the comments to date have raised major issues to be resolved and if such
resolution would best be done at a meeting?  It would be good to know in
advance of Wednesday or Thursday, so we can discuss them internally. 
 
Thank you for checking with Tiffany re: who will introduce the Board
resolution.
 
Lori
 
Lori Yamauchi
Associate Vice Chancellor, Campus Planning
Phone:  (415) 476-8312
From: Reilly, Catherine [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
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Sent: Monday, March 03, 2014 1:14 PM
To: Yamauchi, Lori
Cc: Maher, Christine; Morales, Esther; Beauchamp, Kevin; White, Melissa;
Takayama, Paul
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
Hi, Lori – welcome back (and really sorry to hear about your mother.  I
hope that she is getting good care and improving).
 
We are in the process of reviewing the documents you sent over a week
ago.  The line staff and City Attorney have done an initial review and we’re
passing it up the line for Tiffany, Ken and deputies review, as well as to
FOCIL).  We’re given everyone a heads up that it is coming so that they
know to keep time open and we’re hoping to get you comments back
Wednesday/Thursday, but we’ll confirm with folks and let you know if
there is a change in that schedule.
 
We will also be doing an updated calendar to see where we are with
overall dates.  I think that March 11 is aggressive for introduction to the
BOS since the item won’t have gone to the CAC by then.  But, I think that
the delay won’t affect the overall schedule since it is being driven by the
CAC date, which then drives when we can get to the OCII Commission
prior to the BOS.  We’ll get an updated schedule to you tomorrow.
 
Finally, I checked with Tiffany and it sounds like the Mayor’s Office would
introduce.  Melissa has outreached to me and I’ll talk with her later today
about specifics.
 
Thank you and welcome back.  All our best to your mother.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San
Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Yamauchi, Lori [mailto:LYamauchi@planning.ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Saturday, March 01, 2014 3:39 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine
Cc: Maher, Christine; Morales, Esther; Beauchamp, Kevin; White, Melissa;
Takayama, Paul
Subject: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
Catherine,
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I was away on a family medical emergency and got back on Thursday.  My
mom is in the hospital in Honolulu.
 
I wanted to follow up with you regarding the draft MOU and OPA
amendment which Esther Morales sent over.  Can you please advise
regarding the status of review by the Agency and City Attorney? 
 
Also, can you please advise as to who will introduce the MOU and OPA
Amendment at the Board of Supervisors on March 11?  With whom can
Melissa White from UCSF Govt. Relations coordinate for Board review?  T
 
Hope all is well with your parents.  Thank you.
 
Lori
 
Lori Yamauchi
Associate Vice Chancellor, Campus Planning
654 Minnesota Street, 2nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94143-0286
Phone:  (415) 476-8312
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Cc: Oerth, Sally (OCII); Maher, Christine (OCII); Hussain, Lila (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Warsh, Ethan


(OCII); Rice, Don (OCII); White, Jeffrey
Subject: Go-to People While I am Out
Date: Tuesday, April 29, 2014 7:42:00 AM


Tiffany – the following is a cheat sheet for who to go to with questions while I am out.  I will also be
checking emails, so feel free to email me if you have a question.
 
Lila – general go to person if item is not listed below.  In addition, lead for MB CAC, N4P3, tours,
budget, parks, Warriors (may refer you to someone else depending on the topic, but she will be the
gatekeeper while I am out)
 
Christine – Block 1, UCSF
 
Manny – General design/permit status (will coordinate with Pedro)
 
Ethan – Block 6E RFP
 
Don – MB billing, reimbursements, will be helping with budget/billing letter for Warriors and
website update (with help from Lila)
 
Jeff – Block 7
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
Date: Thursday, May 29, 2014 5:12:00 PM


Thanks for the additional schedule info. One question: On average how often are you at the OCII
Commission? I am going to wait until everyone has responded then possibly narrow down the
days/times to the top 3 and see if other can be flexible on times. It took me a couple rounds last
time.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 4:09 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
 
Brett – I filled out the doodle.  I am available Wed afternoons on alternating weeks (the one you
picked worked, but if it is weekly meetings, I cannot make it).  Also, on Tuesday afternoons, I am
usually available, but that is our Commission day, so if I have an item I will not be available.


Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 8:01 AM
To: Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); David Kelly
(dkelly@warriors.com); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Murphy, Mary G.
(MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com); nsekhri@gibsondunn.com; Reilly, Catherine (OCII);
Immanuel.Bereket@gmail.com; Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Paul Mitchell
(pmitchell@esassoc.com); Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); José I. Farrán
(jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com); Luba C. Wyznyckyj (lubaw@lcwconsulting.com); Matz, Jennifer
(MYR)
Subject: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
 
Use the link below to select the day and time of the week that works best with your schedule. Ignore
the specific dates listed since the goal is to find a weekly day and time to meet.
 
http://doodle.com/54gfh5g3sz8akfck
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From: Reilly, Catherine
To: White, Melissa
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
Date: Wednesday, March 05, 2014 2:23:00 PM


I can hold it until Friday – want to wait until the SF meeting it held tomorrow unless you all want to
give us the go ahead before.  Your call.
 
I think that the other item is going to subcommittee, so assume the standard subcommittee process
for now.  I think it is going to LU. 
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: White, Melissa [mailto:MWhite@cgr.ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 05, 2014 2:16 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine
Subject: Re: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
When will it go out? And any more thought on the process? To committee or full board?


Sent from my iPhone


On Mar 5, 2014, at 1:54 PM, "Reilly, Catherine" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Here is the draft agenda.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Morales, Esther [mailto:Esther.Morales@ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 05, 2014 9:43 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine; Yamauchi, Lori; White, Melissa
Cc: Maher, Christine; Beauchamp, Kevin; Takayama, Paul; Haas, Christine
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
Lori & Catherine, this will be subject to Salesforce release from the confidentiality
agreement.  Let me know when it is ready, and I will send it to them and ask for a
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release.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 05, 2014 9:33 AM
To: Yamauchi, Lori; White, Melissa
Cc: Maher, Christine; Morales, Esther; Beauchamp, Kevin; Takayama, Paul; Haas, Christine
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
Lori – we will need to include the block numbers.  This is consistent with how we have
treated previous items and to be consistent with the Brown Act.  Also, with the current
news articles about the Warriors and Blocks 29-32, we don’t want to add to additional
confusion.  Finally, if we don’t put the block numbers it will just mean that I get calls
from people asking what the site is.
 
We’re drafting the agenda today and will send a draft to you later today for your
review.


Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Yamauchi, Lori [mailto:LYamauchi@planning.ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 04, 2014 7:36 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine; White, Melissa
Cc: Maher, Christine; Morales, Esther; Beauchamp, Kevin; Takayama, Paul; Haas, Christine
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
Catherine,
 
Thank you for your response.  Given our nondisclosure agreement, we would like to
drop reference to the block numbers in the agenda item title.  Could it be worded as
“Proposed OPA Amendment and MOU with UCSF to Consent to the Purchase of
Mission Bay property”? 
 
At the meeting, we can reference the specific block numbers in the PPT.  Also, will the
staff introduce the item verbally before I present the matter to the CAC?  If not, we
would like to have the Agency reinforce with the CAC after my presentation that the
City/Agency stands behind the agreement negotiated with UCSF.  Please advise if the
Agency staff will be prepared to do so.
 
I will try to set up the call we discussed with Tiffany, Ken and Seth together with me
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and Paul Takayama before the 3/13 CAC meeting.
 
Lori
 
Lori Yamauchi
Associate Vice Chancellor, Campus Planning
Phone:  (415) 476-8312
 
From: Reilly, Catherine [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, March 03, 2014 4:33 PM
To: Yamauchi, Lori; White, Melissa
Cc: Maher, Christine; Morales, Esther; Beauchamp, Kevin; Takayama, Paul; Haas, Christine
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
I would anticipate that the title would be something like:  Proposed OPA Amendment
and MOU with UCSF to Consent to the Purchase of Blocks 33 to 34.  I need to play with
the language, but we’d want to have at least this level of detail.
 
We don’t do any written memos for the CAC, so will be verbal with any PPT that you
want to do.  Folks could request the PPT after, so should be prepared that someone
may ask for it.
 
As for the other bodies, there will be written memos.  I can speak more about the OCII
Commission and Oversight Board (but don’t expect that the BOS would be more
detailed than those two bodies).  We now attach the full bodies of the documents
being approved, so the OPA Amendment and MOU would be attachments to the
memo.  The memo would summarize the details and history.  We’d probably need to
include some documentation on how we determined the Affordable Housing Payment
– probably Amy’s worksheet or a summary of it.
 
I’m attaching the memo we did for the Block 7 OPA Amendment so that you can get a
general idea of what we included.  For the Block 1 Amendment and N4P3 OPA
Amendments we also included as attachment the studies done to support the
economic basis of the deal, but it wasn’t necessary for this deal.
 
We will need to have a resolution for introduction to the BOS.  As I told Melissa – we
should have a better idea how the BOS process will go in a day or so due to another
project with a similar ask (ie, the material change to the affordable housing
requirement) going through. 
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
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415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Yamauchi, Lori [mailto:LYamauchi@planning.ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Monday, March 03, 2014 2:22 PM
To: White, Melissa; Reilly, Catherine
Cc: Maher, Christine; Morales, Esther; Beauchamp, Kevin; Takayama, Paul; Haas, Christine
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
Catherine,
 
Can you please share how the matter will be worded in the CAC agenda and what staff
report will go to the CAC?  Or when they are ready, can you please share them with us?
 
Also, can you please advise as to what level of detail in the supporting documentation
will be shared with the CAC, the OCII Commission, the Board of Supervisors and the
Oversight Board? 
 
Thank you.
 
Lori
 
Lori Yamauchi
Associate Vice Chancellor, Campus Planning
Phone:  (415) 476-8312
 


From: White, Melissa 
Sent: Monday, March 03, 2014 2:14 PM
To: Yamauchi, Lori; Reilly, Catherine
Cc: Maher, Christine; Morales, Esther; Beauchamp, Kevin; Takayama, Paul; Haas, Christine
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
We will also want Supervisor Kim to sign on and introduce as well, if possible.


 


From: Yamauchi, Lori 
Sent: Monday, March 03, 2014 2:12 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine
Cc: Maher, Christine; Morales, Esther; Beauchamp, Kevin; White, Melissa; Takayama,
Paul; Haas, Christine
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
Catherine,
 
Thank you for your reply (and words of support).
 
Thank you for keeping the documents moving.  Can you please advise if the comments
to date have raised major issues to be resolved and if such resolution would best be
done at a meeting?  It would be good to know in advance of Wednesday or Thursday,
so we can discuss them internally. 
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Thank you for checking with Tiffany re: who will introduce the Board resolution.
 
Lori
 
Lori Yamauchi
Associate Vice Chancellor, Campus Planning
Phone:  (415) 476-8312
From: Reilly, Catherine [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, March 03, 2014 1:14 PM
To: Yamauchi, Lori
Cc: Maher, Christine; Morales, Esther; Beauchamp, Kevin; White, Melissa; Takayama, Paul
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
Hi, Lori – welcome back (and really sorry to hear about your mother.  I hope that she is
getting good care and improving).
 
We are in the process of reviewing the documents you sent over a week ago.  The line
staff and City Attorney have done an initial review and we’re passing it up the line for
Tiffany, Ken and deputies review, as well as to FOCIL).  We’re given everyone a heads
up that it is coming so that they know to keep time open and we’re hoping to get you
comments back Wednesday/Thursday, but we’ll confirm with folks and let you know if
there is a change in that schedule.
 
We will also be doing an updated calendar to see where we are with overall dates.  I
think that March 11 is aggressive for introduction to the BOS since the item won’t have
gone to the CAC by then.  But, I think that the delay won’t affect the overall schedule
since it is being driven by the CAC date, which then drives when we can get to the OCII
Commission prior to the BOS.  We’ll get an updated schedule to you tomorrow.
 
Finally, I checked with Tiffany and it sounds like the Mayor’s Office would introduce. 
Melissa has outreached to me and I’ll talk with her later today about specifics.
 
Thank you and welcome back.  All our best to your mother.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Yamauchi, Lori [mailto:LYamauchi@planning.ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Saturday, March 01, 2014 3:39 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine
Cc: Maher, Christine; Morales, Esther; Beauchamp, Kevin; White, Melissa; Takayama, Paul
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Subject: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
Catherine,
 
I was away on a family medical emergency and got back on Thursday.  My mom is in
the hospital in Honolulu.
 
I wanted to follow up with you regarding the draft MOU and OPA amendment which
Esther Morales sent over.  Can you please advise regarding the status of review by the
Agency and City Attorney? 
 
Also, can you please advise as to who will introduce the MOU and OPA Amendment at
the Board of Supervisors on March 11?  With whom can Melissa White from UCSF
Govt. Relations coordinate for Board review?  T
 
Hope all is well with your parents.  Thank you.
 
Lori
 
Lori Yamauchi
Associate Vice Chancellor, Campus Planning
654 Minnesota Street, 2nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94143-0286
Phone:  (415) 476-8312
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
Date: Thursday, May 29, 2014 4:08:00 PM


Brett – I filled out the doodle.  I am available Wed afternoons on alternating weeks (the one you
picked worked, but if it is weekly meetings, I cannot make it).  Also, on Tuesday afternoons, I am
usually available, but that is our Commission day, so if I have an item I will not be available.


Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 8:01 AM
To: Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); David Kelly
(dkelly@warriors.com); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Murphy, Mary G.
(MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com); nsekhri@gibsondunn.com; Reilly, Catherine (OCII);
Immanuel.Bereket@gmail.com; Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Paul Mitchell
(pmitchell@esassoc.com); Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); José I. Farrán
(jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com); Luba C. Wyznyckyj (lubaw@lcwconsulting.com); Matz, Jennifer
(MYR)
Subject: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
 
Use the link below to select the day and time of the week that works best with your schedule. Ignore
the specific dates listed since the goal is to find a weekly day and time to meet.
 
http://doodle.com/54gfh5g3sz8akfck
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Jones, Natasha (OCII); Green, Andrea (CPC)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Help with Meeting Times
Date: Thursday, May 29, 2014 3:35:00 PM


Andrea/Phillip/Natasha – Could you please find some times that work for Tiffany, Jennifer, and John
to meet next week (before Friday, but preferably later in the week) for 1.5-2 hours for an internal
meeting on the design review process for the Warriors project?  We can host here at OCII and there
will be some additional attendees, but we’ll get them on board once we have some times that work
for the important people.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 



mailto:phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org

mailto:natasha.jones@sfgov.org

mailto:andrea.green@sfgov.org

mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/






From: Reilly, Catherine
To: Morales, Esther; Yamauchi, Lori; White, Melissa
Cc: Maher, Christine; Beauchamp, Kevin; Takayama, Paul; Haas, Christine
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
Date: Wednesday, March 05, 2014 9:45:00 AM


Will do.  We need to have Corinne bless it, but will try to get it to you by the end of the day.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Morales, Esther [mailto:Esther.Morales@ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 05, 2014 9:43 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine; Yamauchi, Lori; White, Melissa
Cc: Maher, Christine; Beauchamp, Kevin; Takayama, Paul; Haas, Christine
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
Lori & Catherine, this will be subject to Salesforce release from the confidentiality agreement.  Let
me know when it is ready, and I will send it to them and ask for a release.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 05, 2014 9:33 AM
To: Yamauchi, Lori; White, Melissa
Cc: Maher, Christine; Morales, Esther; Beauchamp, Kevin; Takayama, Paul; Haas, Christine
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
Lori – we will need to include the block numbers.  This is consistent with how we have treated
previous items and to be consistent with the Brown Act.  Also, with the current news articles about
the Warriors and Blocks 29-32, we don’t want to add to additional confusion.  Finally, if we don’t put
the block numbers it will just mean that I get calls from people asking what the site is.
 
We’re drafting the agenda today and will send a draft to you later today for your review.


Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Yamauchi, Lori [mailto:LYamauchi@planning.ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 04, 2014 7:36 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine; White, Melissa
Cc: Maher, Christine; Morales, Esther; Beauchamp, Kevin; Takayama, Paul; Haas, Christine
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
Catherine,
 
Thank you for your response.  Given our nondisclosure agreement, we would like to drop reference
to the block numbers in the agenda item title.  Could it be worded as “Proposed OPA Amendment
and MOU with UCSF to Consent to the Purchase of Mission Bay property”? 
 
At the meeting, we can reference the specific block numbers in the PPT.  Also, will the staff
introduce the item verbally before I present the matter to the CAC?  If not, we would like to have
the Agency reinforce with the CAC after my presentation that the City/Agency stands behind the
agreement negotiated with UCSF.  Please advise if the Agency staff will be prepared to do so.
 
I will try to set up the call we discussed with Tiffany, Ken and Seth together with me and Paul
Takayama before the 3/13 CAC meeting.
 
Lori
 
Lori Yamauchi
Associate Vice Chancellor, Campus Planning
Phone:  (415) 476-8312
 
From: Reilly, Catherine [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, March 03, 2014 4:33 PM
To: Yamauchi, Lori; White, Melissa
Cc: Maher, Christine; Morales, Esther; Beauchamp, Kevin; Takayama, Paul; Haas, Christine
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
I would anticipate that the title would be something like:  Proposed OPA Amendment and MOU with
UCSF to Consent to the Purchase of Blocks 33 to 34.  I need to play with the language, but we’d
want to have at least this level of detail.
 
We don’t do any written memos for the CAC, so will be verbal with any PPT that you want to do. 
Folks could request the PPT after, so should be prepared that someone may ask for it.
 
As for the other bodies, there will be written memos.  I can speak more about the OCII Commission
and Oversight Board (but don’t expect that the BOS would be more detailed than those two
bodies).  We now attach the full bodies of the documents being approved, so the OPA Amendment
and MOU would be attachments to the memo.  The memo would summarize the details and
history.  We’d probably need to include some documentation on how we determined the Affordable
Housing Payment – probably Amy’s worksheet or a summary of it.
 
I’m attaching the memo we did for the Block 7 OPA Amendment so that you can get a general idea
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of what we included.  For the Block 1 Amendment and N4P3 OPA Amendments we also included as
attachment the studies done to support the economic basis of the deal, but it wasn’t necessary for
this deal.
 
We will need to have a resolution for introduction to the BOS.  As I told Melissa – we should have a
better idea how the BOS process will go in a day or so due to another project with a similar ask (ie,
the material change to the affordable housing requirement) going through. 
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Yamauchi, Lori [mailto:LYamauchi@planning.ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Monday, March 03, 2014 2:22 PM
To: White, Melissa; Reilly, Catherine
Cc: Maher, Christine; Morales, Esther; Beauchamp, Kevin; Takayama, Paul; Haas, Christine
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
Catherine,
 
Can you please share how the matter will be worded in the CAC agenda and what staff report will
go to the CAC?  Or when they are ready, can you please share them with us?
 
Also, can you please advise as to what level of detail in the supporting documentation will be shared
with the CAC, the OCII Commission, the Board of Supervisors and the Oversight Board? 
 
Thank you.
 
Lori
 
Lori Yamauchi
Associate Vice Chancellor, Campus Planning
Phone:  (415) 476-8312
 


From: White, Melissa 
Sent: Monday, March 03, 2014 2:14 PM
To: Yamauchi, Lori; Reilly, Catherine
Cc: Maher, Christine; Morales, Esther; Beauchamp, Kevin; Takayama, Paul; Haas, Christine
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
We will also want Supervisor Kim to sign on and introduce as well, if possible.
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From: Yamauchi, Lori 
Sent: Monday, March 03, 2014 2:12 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine
Cc: Maher, Christine; Morales, Esther; Beauchamp, Kevin; White, Melissa; Takayama, Paul; Haas,
Christine
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
Catherine,
 
Thank you for your reply (and words of support).
 
Thank you for keeping the documents moving.  Can you please advise if the comments to date have
raised major issues to be resolved and if such resolution would best be done at a meeting?  It would
be good to know in advance of Wednesday or Thursday, so we can discuss them internally. 
 
Thank you for checking with Tiffany re: who will introduce the Board resolution.
 
Lori
 
Lori Yamauchi
Associate Vice Chancellor, Campus Planning
Phone:  (415) 476-8312
From: Reilly, Catherine [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, March 03, 2014 1:14 PM
To: Yamauchi, Lori
Cc: Maher, Christine; Morales, Esther; Beauchamp, Kevin; White, Melissa; Takayama, Paul
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
Hi, Lori – welcome back (and really sorry to hear about your mother.  I hope that she is getting good
care and improving).
 
We are in the process of reviewing the documents you sent over a week ago.  The line staff and City
Attorney have done an initial review and we’re passing it up the line for Tiffany, Ken and deputies
review, as well as to FOCIL).  We’re given everyone a heads up that it is coming so that they know to
keep time open and we’re hoping to get you comments back Wednesday/Thursday, but we’ll
confirm with folks and let you know if there is a change in that schedule.
 
We will also be doing an updated calendar to see where we are with overall dates.  I think that
March 11 is aggressive for introduction to the BOS since the item won’t have gone to the CAC by
then.  But, I think that the delay won’t affect the overall schedule since it is being driven by the CAC
date, which then drives when we can get to the OCII Commission prior to the BOS.  We’ll get an
updated schedule to you tomorrow.
 
Finally, I checked with Tiffany and it sounds like the Mayor’s Office would introduce.  Melissa has
outreached to me and I’ll talk with her later today about specifics.
 
Thank you and welcome back.  All our best to your mother.
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Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Yamauchi, Lori [mailto:LYamauchi@planning.ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Saturday, March 01, 2014 3:39 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine
Cc: Maher, Christine; Morales, Esther; Beauchamp, Kevin; White, Melissa; Takayama, Paul
Subject: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
Catherine,
 
I was away on a family medical emergency and got back on Thursday.  My mom is in the hospital in
Honolulu.
 
I wanted to follow up with you regarding the draft MOU and OPA amendment which Esther Morales
sent over.  Can you please advise regarding the status of review by the Agency and City Attorney? 
 
Also, can you please advise as to who will introduce the MOU and OPA Amendment at the Board of
Supervisors on March 11?  With whom can Melissa White from UCSF Govt. Relations coordinate for
Board review?  T
 
Hope all is well with your parents.  Thank you.
 
Lori
 
Lori Yamauchi
Associate Vice Chancellor, Campus Planning
654 Minnesota Street, 2nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94143-0286
Phone:  (415) 476-8312
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From: Reilly, Catherine
To: White, Melissa
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
Date: Wednesday, March 05, 2014 3:12:00 PM


All good.  Just sent an email with deadlines.  Hopefully it gives the timeline people need to know to
make whatever decisions they need to make.  There must be ulcers over there with the stress level I
keep getting the vibe of.  I’m good with whatever. J
 
Have a great time in New York!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: White, Melissa [mailto:MWhite@cgr.ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 05, 2014 3:08 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
I’m sorry, I don’t know what she is calling..  you the boss!


 


From: Reilly, Catherine [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 05, 2014 3:05 PM
To: White, Melissa
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
I am going to send out an email to the larger group and include Michelle Davis who called Lila, that
the agenda for the CAC will be emailed at 4 PM on Friday in the form that I sent out unless we hear
otherwise (I guess someone wants 2 hours to do outreach before it is emailed).  And that there is a
3 PM Friday drop dead deadline for changes.  This is getting WAY too complicated. J
 
OK?
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: White, Melissa [mailto:MWhite@cgr.ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 05, 2014 2:59 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
Hey on the agenda, it’s up to Lori.. I think they change things every 10 min.


 


From: Reilly, Catherine [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 05, 2014 2:23 PM
To: White, Melissa
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
I can hold it until Friday – want to wait until the SF meeting it held tomorrow unless you all want to
give us the go ahead before.  Your call.
 
I think that the other item is going to subcommittee, so assume the standard subcommittee process
for now.  I think it is going to LU. 
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: White, Melissa [mailto:MWhite@cgr.ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 05, 2014 2:16 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine
Subject: Re: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
When will it go out? And any more thought on the process? To committee or full board?


Sent from my iPhone


On Mar 5, 2014, at 1:54 PM, "Reilly, Catherine" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Here is the draft agenda.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Morales, Esther [mailto:Esther.Morales@ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 05, 2014 9:43 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine; Yamauchi, Lori; White, Melissa
Cc: Maher, Christine; Beauchamp, Kevin; Takayama, Paul; Haas, Christine
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
Lori & Catherine, this will be subject to Salesforce release from the confidentiality
agreement.  Let me know when it is ready, and I will send it to them and ask for a
release.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 05, 2014 9:33 AM
To: Yamauchi, Lori; White, Melissa
Cc: Maher, Christine; Morales, Esther; Beauchamp, Kevin; Takayama, Paul; Haas, Christine
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
Lori – we will need to include the block numbers.  This is consistent with how we have
treated previous items and to be consistent with the Brown Act.  Also, with the current
news articles about the Warriors and Blocks 29-32, we don’t want to add to additional
confusion.  Finally, if we don’t put the block numbers it will just mean that I get calls
from people asking what the site is.
 
We’re drafting the agenda today and will send a draft to you later today for your
review.


Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Yamauchi, Lori [mailto:LYamauchi@planning.ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 04, 2014 7:36 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine; White, Melissa
Cc: Maher, Christine; Morales, Esther; Beauchamp, Kevin; Takayama, Paul; Haas, Christine
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
Catherine,
 
Thank you for your response.  Given our nondisclosure agreement, we would like to
drop reference to the block numbers in the agenda item title.  Could it be worded as
“Proposed OPA Amendment and MOU with UCSF to Consent to the Purchase of
Mission Bay property”? 
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At the meeting, we can reference the specific block numbers in the PPT.  Also, will the
staff introduce the item verbally before I present the matter to the CAC?  If not, we
would like to have the Agency reinforce with the CAC after my presentation that the
City/Agency stands behind the agreement negotiated with UCSF.  Please advise if the
Agency staff will be prepared to do so.
 
I will try to set up the call we discussed with Tiffany, Ken and Seth together with me
and Paul Takayama before the 3/13 CAC meeting.
 
Lori
 
Lori Yamauchi
Associate Vice Chancellor, Campus Planning
Phone:  (415) 476-8312
 
From: Reilly, Catherine [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, March 03, 2014 4:33 PM
To: Yamauchi, Lori; White, Melissa
Cc: Maher, Christine; Morales, Esther; Beauchamp, Kevin; Takayama, Paul; Haas, Christine
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
I would anticipate that the title would be something like:  Proposed OPA Amendment
and MOU with UCSF to Consent to the Purchase of Blocks 33 to 34.  I need to play with
the language, but we’d want to have at least this level of detail.
 
We don’t do any written memos for the CAC, so will be verbal with any PPT that you
want to do.  Folks could request the PPT after, so should be prepared that someone
may ask for it.
 
As for the other bodies, there will be written memos.  I can speak more about the OCII
Commission and Oversight Board (but don’t expect that the BOS would be more
detailed than those two bodies).  We now attach the full bodies of the documents
being approved, so the OPA Amendment and MOU would be attachments to the
memo.  The memo would summarize the details and history.  We’d probably need to
include some documentation on how we determined the Affordable Housing Payment
– probably Amy’s worksheet or a summary of it.
 
I’m attaching the memo we did for the Block 7 OPA Amendment so that you can get a
general idea of what we included.  For the Block 1 Amendment and N4P3 OPA
Amendments we also included as attachment the studies done to support the
economic basis of the deal, but it wasn’t necessary for this deal.
 
We will need to have a resolution for introduction to the BOS.  As I told Melissa – we
should have a better idea how the BOS process will go in a day or so due to another
project with a similar ask (ie, the material change to the affordable housing
requirement) going through. 
 



mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org





Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Yamauchi, Lori [mailto:LYamauchi@planning.ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Monday, March 03, 2014 2:22 PM
To: White, Melissa; Reilly, Catherine
Cc: Maher, Christine; Morales, Esther; Beauchamp, Kevin; Takayama, Paul; Haas, Christine
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
Catherine,
 
Can you please share how the matter will be worded in the CAC agenda and what staff
report will go to the CAC?  Or when they are ready, can you please share them with us?
 
Also, can you please advise as to what level of detail in the supporting documentation
will be shared with the CAC, the OCII Commission, the Board of Supervisors and the
Oversight Board? 
 
Thank you.
 
Lori
 
Lori Yamauchi
Associate Vice Chancellor, Campus Planning
Phone:  (415) 476-8312
 


From: White, Melissa 
Sent: Monday, March 03, 2014 2:14 PM
To: Yamauchi, Lori; Reilly, Catherine
Cc: Maher, Christine; Morales, Esther; Beauchamp, Kevin; Takayama, Paul; Haas, Christine
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
We will also want Supervisor Kim to sign on and introduce as well, if possible.


 


From: Yamauchi, Lori 
Sent: Monday, March 03, 2014 2:12 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine
Cc: Maher, Christine; Morales, Esther; Beauchamp, Kevin; White, Melissa; Takayama,
Paul; Haas, Christine
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
Catherine,
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Thank you for your reply (and words of support).
 
Thank you for keeping the documents moving.  Can you please advise if the comments
to date have raised major issues to be resolved and if such resolution would best be
done at a meeting?  It would be good to know in advance of Wednesday or Thursday,
so we can discuss them internally. 
 
Thank you for checking with Tiffany re: who will introduce the Board resolution.
 
Lori
 
Lori Yamauchi
Associate Vice Chancellor, Campus Planning
Phone:  (415) 476-8312
From: Reilly, Catherine [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, March 03, 2014 1:14 PM
To: Yamauchi, Lori
Cc: Maher, Christine; Morales, Esther; Beauchamp, Kevin; White, Melissa; Takayama, Paul
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
Hi, Lori – welcome back (and really sorry to hear about your mother.  I hope that she is
getting good care and improving).
 
We are in the process of reviewing the documents you sent over a week ago.  The line
staff and City Attorney have done an initial review and we’re passing it up the line for
Tiffany, Ken and deputies review, as well as to FOCIL).  We’re given everyone a heads
up that it is coming so that they know to keep time open and we’re hoping to get you
comments back Wednesday/Thursday, but we’ll confirm with folks and let you know if
there is a change in that schedule.
 
We will also be doing an updated calendar to see where we are with overall dates.  I
think that March 11 is aggressive for introduction to the BOS since the item won’t have
gone to the CAC by then.  But, I think that the delay won’t affect the overall schedule
since it is being driven by the CAC date, which then drives when we can get to the OCII
Commission prior to the BOS.  We’ll get an updated schedule to you tomorrow.
 
Finally, I checked with Tiffany and it sounds like the Mayor’s Office would introduce. 
Melissa has outreached to me and I’ll talk with her later today about specifics.
 
Thank you and welcome back.  All our best to your mother.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor



mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org





San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Yamauchi, Lori [mailto:LYamauchi@planning.ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Saturday, March 01, 2014 3:39 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine
Cc: Maher, Christine; Morales, Esther; Beauchamp, Kevin; White, Melissa; Takayama, Paul
Subject: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
Catherine,
 
I was away on a family medical emergency and got back on Thursday.  My mom is in
the hospital in Honolulu.
 
I wanted to follow up with you regarding the draft MOU and OPA amendment which
Esther Morales sent over.  Can you please advise regarding the status of review by the
Agency and City Attorney? 
 
Also, can you please advise as to who will introduce the MOU and OPA Amendment at
the Board of Supervisors on March 11?  With whom can Melissa White from UCSF
Govt. Relations coordinate for Board review?  T
 
Hope all is well with your parents.  Thank you.
 
Lori
 
Lori Yamauchi
Associate Vice Chancellor, Campus Planning
654 Minnesota Street, 2nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94143-0286
Phone:  (415) 476-8312
 
 
 


<March 13, 2014 MBCAC Agenda.docx>
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From: Liz Brisson
To: Van de Water, Adam
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya; Albert, Peter; Oshima, Diane; Elizabeth Sall
Subject: Important Follow-up Re Waterfront Phase 2 Scope and Budget
Date: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 6:38:45 PM
Attachments: Waterfront Transportation Assessment Phase 2 Scenarios.docx


Hi Adam,


Here's a summary of what we discussed today for forwarding to Ken/Sonali. The
scenarios referenced are also described in the attached table i shared today. It
would be great to get final direction on how to proceed by the end of the
week. The agreement we came to at the end of the meeting was that the
city would find a way to supplement our budget by $30k and we would
substitute the Giants Game plus Warriors Concert scenarios for the No
Giants Game plus Warriors Basketball Game scenarios.


SFCTA was previously scoped to analyze these 5 scenarios. 
2012 (#1) 
2020 Without Waterfront Development (#2)
2040 Without Waterfront Development (#3)
2020 With Waterfront Development-Warriors Regular Season Game and
No Giants Game (#4)
2040 With Waterfront Development-Warriors Regular Season Game and
No Giants Game (#5)


As of last week's meeting, there is interest in having the analysis look at:
2020 With Waterfront Development: Giants Game and Warriors Concert
(#6)


The rationale for this addition is that this will answer the question of a frequent
occurrence high trip-making activity day that we would want to design our
transportation system to regularly support, but is not the day-after-
thanksgiving worst case scenario of the Giants plus a Warriors basketball game
scenario where special events team type approach fills in the gap


Last week, you guys discussed dropping 2040 to make room for the new
scenario, but this approach overlooks the needs of this work related to the
other developments at Mission Rock and Pier 70, which don't come online by
2020 and will only be shown in 2040. Therefore, it seems critical to keep 2040
if the intention is for this analysis to provide cost-sharing framework type of
answers or identify effective transportation strategies for the Pier 70 and
Mission Rock developments
Today, we discussed removing the Warriors Regular Season Games without
Giants Game scenarios (#4 and #5) to make room for the Giants Game and
Warriors Concert scenarios (#6 and #7/2040 for consistency). The rationale is
that trip-making generated by a Warriors basketball game will be disclosed in
the EIR and on days where there is no Giants games should be totally handle-
able within our existing system since its so much less than a Warriors game.
We can contextualize the level of impact by comparing Warriors to Giants trip-
making, but dont need to identify major transportation strategies to support.
Substituting the Warriors Regular Season Game without Giants Game (#4 and
#5) to make room for the Giants Game plus Warriors Concert scenarios (#6
and #7) is do-able within the schedule we've laid out but requires a $30,000
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Waterfront Transportation Assessment Phase 2 Scenarios


			Scenario


			Previously Scoped


			Used for EIR WTA or Both?


			Level of Effort


			Notes





			1. 2012


			Yes


			WTA


			Easy


			Comparison points for scenarios 4-7





			2. 2020 No Waterfront Dev


			Yes


			WTA


			Easy


			Comparison points for scenarios 4-7





			3. 2040 No Waterfront Dev


			Yes


			WTA


			Easy


			Comparison points for scenarios 4-7





			4. 2020 With Waterfront Dev: Warriors Regular Season Game and No Giants Game


			Yes


			WTA


			Medium (requires custom addition to model to “add” trip table generated by Jose Farran to assign to network)


			





			5. 2040 With Waterfront Dev: Warriors Regular Season Game and No Giants Game


			Yes


			Both


			Medium (but incremental if also doing Scenario 4)


			$20k to do custom model process (needed to provide model outputs for EIR cumulative scenario)





One 2040 scenario is needed for purposes of analyzing effective strategies and cost sharing that includes Mission Rock and Pier 70 as their growth does not come online by 2020





			6. 2020 With Waterfront Dev: Giants Game and Warriors Concert


			No


			WTA


			Hard (requires data from Giants travel behavior to be shared and put in a trip table format to be “added” into model to be assigned to network)


			$30k to do custom model process





			7. 2040 With Waterfront Dev: Giants Game and Warriors Concert


			No


			WTA


			Hard (but incremental if also doing Scenario 6)


			











[bookmark: _GoBack]~$50k for each with development scenario to be analyzed, previously scoped for 2
At min +30k to do additional custom model work
At max +130k to do additional custom model work +2 more scenarios






supplement to our budget because:
We will still need to produce model outputs for Scenario 5 (2040 warriors
regular season game and no giants game) because it is an EIR scenario
even if we dont analyze it for the WTA
Representing Giants game trip-making requires creation of a new special
input that translates Giants survey data into a "trip table" that
disaggregates these trips into origin-destination pairs across the 1000+
transportation analysis zones that are the level of analysis for our travel
model for inputting into our model


If no scenarios are deleted, we require $50k for each additional scenario to be
analyzed in addition to $30k for the additional level of effort of inputting Giants
event trips into the model
As described in the attached the base 2012, 2020 no waterfront dev, and 2040
no waterfront dev scenarios are not substitutable as they are the comparison
points for the with dev scenarios and also represent very small level of effort
and have all completed running at this point.
Regardless of how we proceed, we all agree that in terms of how we
communicate the results of the analysis, different audiences will have different
interests, and the Warriors CAC may not be very interested in 2040. I can
target how the results are communicated as relevant to different stakeholders.


I apologize if I seemed frustrated during the meeting today. I am very committed to
make this analysis as useful as possible to all parties (and indeed one of the
challenges is that i have multiple clients for this work), but it is stressful to do so in
a way that is both technically sound and keeps within in time and financial resource
constraints. I try to be very flexible and adaptable, but the reality is that swapping
out scenarios of even equivalent level of effort already results in extra time needed
for me to get my consultant team back up to speed and sort out implications for our
work plan. I know we all have crazy schedules and I myself was actually 10 minutes
late to our team checkin today, but I do hope that in the future we can aim to
communicate when we are running late to meetings so we can use everyone's time
efficiently.


Thanks, Liz


-- 
Liz Brisson
Senior Transportation Planner
San Francisco County Transportation Authority
1455 Market Street, 22nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
415-522-4838


www.sfcta.org
www.facebook.com/sfcta
www.twitter.com/sanfranciscota
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
Date: Thursday, May 29, 2014 4:08:00 PM


Brett – I filled out the doodle.  I am available Wed afternoons on alternating weeks (the one you
picked worked, but if it is weekly meetings, I cannot make it).  Also, on Tuesday afternoons, I am
usually available, but that is our Commission day, so if I have an item I will not be available.


Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 8:01 AM
To: Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); David Kelly
(dkelly@warriors.com); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Murphy, Mary G.
(MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com); nsekhri@gibsondunn.com; Reilly, Catherine (OCII);
Immanuel.Bereket@gmail.com; Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Paul Mitchell
(pmitchell@esassoc.com); Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); José I. Farrán
(jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com); Luba C. Wyznyckyj (lubaw@lcwconsulting.com); Matz, Jennifer
(MYR)
Subject: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
 
Use the link below to select the day and time of the week that works best with your schedule. Ignore
the specific dates listed since the goal is to find a weekly day and time to meet.
 
http://doodle.com/54gfh5g3sz8akfck



mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

http://doodle.com/54gfh5g3sz8akfck






From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
Date: Thursday, May 29, 2014 5:54:00 PM


They are 1-5 on the 1st and 3rd Tuesdays.  Typically I attend them no more than every other, and
sometimes not for months at a time.  I would know several weeks ahead of time if I would not be
available.  The 6/17 is scheduled for me to have an item (now that I look), but after than nothing
scheduled (so far).


Thanks for pulling this together.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 5:13 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
 
Also, what time do you commission meetings start?
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 4:09 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
 
Brett – I filled out the doodle.  I am available Wed afternoons on alternating weeks (the one you
picked worked, but if it is weekly meetings, I cannot make it).  Also, on Tuesday afternoons, I am
usually available, but that is our Commission day, so if I have an item I will not be available.


Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)



mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/





http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 8:01 AM
To: Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); David Kelly
(dkelly@warriors.com); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Murphy, Mary G.
(MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com); nsekhri@gibsondunn.com; Reilly, Catherine (OCII);
Immanuel.Bereket@gmail.com; Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Paul Mitchell
(pmitchell@esassoc.com); Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); José I. Farrán
(jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com); Luba C. Wyznyckyj (lubaw@lcwconsulting.com); Matz, Jennifer
(MYR)
Subject: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
 
Use the link below to select the day and time of the week that works best with your schedule. Ignore
the specific dates listed since the goal is to find a weekly day and time to meet.
 
http://doodle.com/54gfh5g3sz8akfck
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From: Paul Mitchell
To: Wise, Viktoriya
Cc: Joyce
Subject: List of New Changes to GSW Project Description
Date: Wednesday, February 05, 2014 4:57:40 PM


Viktoriya:
 
Below is a list of the primary new changes to the EIR Project Description include (if you feel I missed any, feel free
to amend it):
 
1.       Streetscape Improvements.  A number of streetscape improvements will included as part of the project; the


list of improvements are being finalized between the City and sponsor.


2.       Off-site Public Benefit Improvements:  As part of the project, a number of off-site public benefit
improvements would be implemented along the Bay shoreline, and may include, rehabilitation of Port historic
structures, removal of structures that currently obstruct public views of the Bay; and bicycle or pedestrian
improvements to enhance public access in the vicinity of Piers 30-32.  For purposes of this EIR, we are also
assuming Pier 28 will be removed as a public benefit improvement.   The Port has also identified a number of
possible fill removal sites along the waterfront that may be considered as well.


3.       Ferry Stop Dock Removed from Project.   The Ferry Stop Dock on the north side of Piers 30-32 is removed as
an element of the project (however included as a project variant; see No. 4, below).


4.       Different Project Variants (Distributed Parking Variant and Ferry Stop Dock Variant):  Two project variants
(slight variations of the proposed project) are analyzed in this EIR at an equal level of detail as the proposed
project:  Variant 1:  Distributed Parking Variant, and Variant 2:  Ferry Stop Dock Variant.
a)        The Distributed Parking Variant (Variant 1) would have less parking at Piers 30-32 than proposed under


the project, but include additional other parking locations to serve the event center, including
underground parking at Seawall Lot 330, and parking at an off-site lot located at 434 Main Street.


b)       The Ferry Stop Dock Variant (Variant 2), would add a floating dock on the north side of Piers 30-32 to
serve as a ferry stop.  All other development on Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330 under Variant 2 would
be identical to the proposed project.
 


5.       Proposed New Dolphin Mooring at Piers 30-32.  Additional mooring structure (which entails additional pile
installation) will be installed near the southeast corner of Piers 30-32 to help assist in mooring of deep water
vessels – details pending


6.       Change in Number of Piles to be Installed and Total Cross-sectional Area of Piles (as a result of removal of
ferry dock. and installation of dolphin mooring); - details pending.


7.       Air Quality Mitigation Measures (from AC34 EIR) included as part of Warriors project.  The sponsor has agreed
to include a number of air quality mitigation measures from the AC34 EIR.  The specific measures to be
included as part of the project are still in flux – final list pending


8.       Sewage and/or Bilge water Pumpout Facilities are now proposed at Piers 30-32 to serve maritime uses;
details pending.


9.       Additional Information on Sea Level Rise; details pending.


10.    Potential Change to SFFD Fire Boat Engines as part of Warriors project. – details pending.



mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com
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11.    Building Elevations changing;  In order to be consistent between the SWL 330 and Piers 30-32,
building/plaza/deck elevations will change slightly; - details pending.


 


Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
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From: Moy, Barbara
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Miller, Don (DPW)
Subject: RE: Updated Invitation: UPDATED LOCATION: GSW City Staff Meeting (ONE-TIME ONLY) @ Tue May 27, 2014


11am - 12pm (piers3032@gmail.com)
Date: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 10:33:31 AM


Thank you.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 10:31 AM
To: Miller, Don; Moy, Barbara
Subject: FW: Updated Invitation: UPDATED LOCATION: GSW City Staff Meeting (ONE-TIME ONLY) @ Tue
May 27, 2014 11am - 12pm (piers3032@gmail.com)
 
Going to see if we can move your item to the front.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 
 
_____________________________________________
From: Gavin, John (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 10:22 AM
To: Phillip Wong; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Malamut, John (CAT); John Gavin; Smith, Jesse (CAT); Wong,
Phillip (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Hussain, Lila (OCII); Miller, Erin (MTA); Van de Water, Adam (MYR);
Kern, Chris (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: Updated Invitation: UPDATED LOCATION: GSW City Staff Meeting (ONE-TIME ONLY) @ Tue
May 27, 2014 11am - 12pm (piers3032@gmail.com)
 
 
Hello All,


Please see attached agenda for today’s 11am meeting.  The meeting will primarily focus on an update
from the Mission Bay Task Force on infrastructure currently in the pipeline. 
 


Note, for today’s purposes the meeting will be held at 1 South Van Ness Ave, 8th Floor, Crissy Field
Room.    CALL-IN: 712-432-1500
       
 
Will see some of you shortly,
John
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-----Original Appointment-----
From: Phillip Wong [mailto:piers3032@gmail.com] 
Sent: Monday, April 07, 2014 9:59 AM
To: Phillip Wong; Chan, Gloria (MYR); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Malamut, John (CAT); John Gavin; Kinard,
Jessica; Pagan, Lisa; Smith, Jesse (CAT); Wong, Phillip (MYR); Navarrete, Joy (CPC); Albert, Peter (MTA);
Hussain, Lila (OCII); Chyi, Leo; Miller, Erin (MTA); Gavin, John (MYR); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Kern,
Chris (CPC); Taupier, Anne (MYR); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Chin, Karen (CAT)
Subject: Updated Invitation: UPDATED LOCATION: GSW City Staff Meeting (ONE-TIME ONLY) @ Tue May
27, 2014 11am - 12pm (piers3032@gmail.com)
When: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 11:00 AM-12:00 PM America/Los_Angeles.
Where: 1 South Van Ness, 8th Floor, Crissy Field Conference Room; Call-in: 712-432-1500, Access Code:
442024#
 
 


This event has been changed.
more details »
Changed: UPDATED LOCATION: GSW City Staff Meeting (ONE-TIME ONLY)


When         Tue May 27, 2014 11am – 12pm Pacific Time        


Where         Changed: 1 South Van Ness, 8th Floor, Crissy Field Conference Room; Call-in: 712-432-1500,
Access Code: 442024# (map)


       


Calendar         piers3032@gmail.com        


Who


        •         Phillip Wong - organizer        


•         gloria.chan@sfgov.org        


•         catherine.reilly@sfgov.org        


•         john.malamut@sfgov.org        


•         John Gavin        


•         jessica.kinard@sfgov.org        


•         lisa.pagan@sfgov.org        


•         jesse.smith@sfgov.org        


•         phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org        


•         joy.navarrete@sfgov.org        


•         peter        


•         lila.hussain@sfgov.org        


•         leo.chyi@sfgov.org        


•         erin.miller@sfmta.com        


•         john.gavin@sfgov.org        


•         adam.vandewater@sfgov.org        


•         chris.kern@sfgov.org        


•         annie        


•         Jennifer.Matz@sfgov.org        


•         karen.chin@sfgov.org        


 


       


Going?   Yes - Maybe  - No    more options »
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Invitation from Google Calendar


You are receiving this  courtesy email at the account john.gavin@sfgov.org because you are an attendee of this  event.


To stop receiving future notifications for this  event, decline this  event. Alternatively  you can sign up for a  Google account at
https://www.google.com/calendar/  and control  your notification settings for your entire calendar.


<< File: invite.ics >>
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From: Michael Gougherty
To: Wise, Viktoriya; Range, Jessica
Cc: Albert, Peter; Kevin Connolly; Paul Mitchell (PMitchell@esassoc.com); Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); Michael Keinath (mkeinath@environcorp.com)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA: Air quality - ferries and fire boats
Date: Friday, January 24, 2014 11:10:57 AM
Attachments: image002.png


image003.png
image004.png
image005.png
image006.png
SF Planning Vessel Worksheet.xlsx


Hi Viktoriya – see attached and let me know if you have any questions.  Thanks, Mike
 


From: Wise, Viktoriya [mailto:viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, December 20, 2013 2:07 PM
To: Range, Jessica; Michael Gougherty
Cc: Albert, Peter; Kevin Connolly; Paul Mitchell (PMitchell@esassoc.com); Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); Michael Keinath (mkeinath@environcorp.com)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA: Air quality - ferries and fire boats
 
Mike-
If we could have this information sometime by mid-January, that would be much appreciated. 
 


From: Range, Jessica 
Sent: Friday, December 20, 2013 1:26 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya; Michael Gougherty
Cc: Albert, Peter; Kevin Connolly; Paul Mitchell (PMitchell@esassoc.com); Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); Michael Keinath (mkeinath@environcorp.com)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA: Air quality - ferries and fire boats
 
Yes this information would be very helpful in addition to the number and size of the engines. 
 
Thank you,
 
 
Jessica Range
Senior Planner, Environmental Planning
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9018 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:Jessica.Range@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org


            
 
Planning Information Center (PIC): 415-558-6377 or pic@sfgov.org
Property Information Map (PIM):http://propertymap.sfplanning.org 
 
 
 


From: Wise, Viktoriya 
Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 6:39 PM
To: Michael Gougherty
Cc: Albert, Peter; Kevin Connolly; Range, Jessica; Paul Mitchell (PMitchell@esassoc.com); Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA: Air quality - ferries and fire boats
 
Hi Mike-
Thanks for your quick reply.  Jessica, would this information be helpful in the AQ analysis?  If so, can you provide a timeline to Mike please. 
 
Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning
 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049│Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org


            
 
From: Michael Gougherty [mailto:Gougherty@watertransit.org] 
Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 3:25 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya
Cc: Albert, Peter; Kevin Connolly
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA: Air quality - ferries and fire boats
 
Hi Viktoriya –What we would probably put together is a reference to EPA Tier IV and CARB regulations for marine diesel engines coming online between 2014-2017, and given the characteristics of WETA’s propulsion systems, when those regulations would become applicable to the purchase of future WETA vessels.  When do you need this by? With the holidays coming up, we might not be able to put it together until early January.  Thanks, Mike
 


From: Albert, Peter [mailto:Peter.Albert@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, December 18, 2013 4:14 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya; Benson, Brad; Kevin Connolly; Michael Gougherty
Cc: Miller, Erin; Range, Jessica; Kern, Chris; Bollinger, Brett
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA: Air quality - ferries and fire boats
 


Hi, Viktoriya: WETA staff Kevin Connolly and Mike Gougherty might best be able to help.
 
Kevin, Mike:
Do you have any more back-up or docs that show WETA’s plan to procure cleaner-fuel vehicles by ( believe) 2017? Or later?
 
If so, please forward to this team.   Thanks!
 
Peter Albert
Manager, SFMTA Urban Planning Initiatives
SF Municipal Transportation Agency
1 South Van Ness Ave, Seventh Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
(: 415.701.4328
: 415.701.4735
*: peter.albert@sfmta.com
 


From: Wise, Viktoriya [mailto:viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, December 18, 2013 10:03 AM
To: Albert, Peter; Benson, Brad
Cc: Miller, Erin; Range, Jessica; Kern, Chris; Bollinger, Brett
Subject: GSW CEQA: Air quality - ferries and fire boats
 
Hi Peter and Brad-
I understand from our meeting with Ken this Monday, that WETA has plans for a cleaner fleet of ferries.  Peter, you mentioned that you had some sort of a report/memo/communication from WETA substantiating their move to a cleaner ferry fleet.  Would you mind forwarding this information to this group so that we can review it and determine its applicability
to the use in the EIR air quality analysis. 
 
I also understood from Brad that there are some discussions about making the fire boats cleaner as well.  Brad, please share this information with Jessica Range, copied here, so that we can incorporate it into our air quality analysis, as appropriate.  Also, let’s connect sometime in January about meeting with BAAQMD. 
 
Thanks. 
 
Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning
 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049│Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org
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Sheet1


						Vessel Class			Number of Ferries			Number of Engines			Engine Size			Emissions Standard			Purchase Date			Notes


			Existing			High-Speed Water Jet Catamaran			2			2			16 cylinder - 4 liter			EPA Tier 2			2009			MARE ISLAND, INTINTOLI


									1			2			12 cylinder - 4 liter			EPA Pre-Tier 1			2001			VALLEJO


									1			2			16 cylinder - 4 liter			EPA Tier 1			2003			SOLANO


			New			High-Speed Water Jet Catamaran			1			2			16 cylinder - 4 liter			EPA Tier 4			est. 2016			planned new build, engine # and size is best guess


			Existing			Propeller Catamaran			4			2			16 cylinder - 2 liter			90% below EPA Tier 2			2008/9			GEMINI, PISCES, SCORPIO, TAURUS


									1			2			16 cylinder - 2 liter			Tier 2			2011			BAY BREEZE


									1			2			16 cylinder - 3 liter			Tier 2			2008			PERALTA


			New			Propeller Catamaran			2			2			16 cylinder - 4 liter			EPA Tier 4			est. 2014+			planned new build, engine # and size is best guess
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From: José I. Farrán
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: "David Carlock"; "Clarke Miller"; "Kate Aufhauser"; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; "Chris Mitchell"; "Paul Mitchell";


joyce@orionenvironment.com
Subject: MB Blocks 29-32
Date: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 3:25:46 PM
Attachments: MB Blocks 29-32 Draft 1 Transportation SOW 2014 05 14 v1.docx


GSW MB EIR - Transportation EIR Preliminary Schedule 2014 05 14.pdf


Viktoriya, Chris, Brett and Catherine,
 
The transportation consultants (Luba, Chris and I) have prepared a first draft scope of work for the
transportation analysis to be conducted for the proposed event center at Blocks 29-32 in Mission Bay,
which we are attaching for your review.  The scope of work is based on the previously approved
version developed for the Piers 30/32 site, which we have now modified for the new site. It also
incorporates some initial discussion we had with Brett and Viktoriya regarding the study intersections
and time periods of analysis.
 
We are also including a preliminary schedule for the completion of the proposed work, which is also
attached.  We understand from Clarke that no schedule has been developed yet for the Blocks 29-32
site EIR, so the attached one should be viewed as a first, preliminary step in that direction.  Clarke
mentioned a couple of dates which we have used as a guide to develop the schedule, such as the
NOP being published in mid-June, the project description in August/September and the DEIR at the
end of December.
 
_______________________________________________________
José I. Farrán, P.E.
  Adavant
         Consulting
200 Francisco St.,  2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133
office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com
www.AdavantConsulting.com
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Scope of Work


[bookmark: OLE_LINK1]Transportation Analysis for the proposed Event Center at Mission Bay South Area Blocks 29-32 EIR 


First Draft: May 14, 2014





Adavant Consulting and LCW Consulting are pleased to submit this scope of work to prepare the transportation section of the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the proposed event center and sports arena to be located in the Mission Bay South Area of San Francisco. This scope of work follows the San Francisco Planning Department’s “Transportation Impact Analysis Guidelines for Environmental Review, October 2002” (SF Guidelines), as applicable. 


Task 1 – Conduct Project Scoping


Planning Department requires that the scope of work for the transportation analysis be reviewed and approved by the designated transportation planner and environmental staff coordinator prior to commencement of any work by the transportation consultants.  The transportation consultants will meet and consult with Environmental Planning staff, the Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII), and other city agencies, as determined by Environmental Planning to review, discuss and modify the draft scope of work and define the required level of detail for the transportation analysis.  The discussions will focus on items such as:


Project definition and components, including alternative(s);


Data collection (traffic counts, locations, day of week, and time of day);


Assumptions (study area, land use types, cumulative growth, etc.);


Methodology (trip generation methodology and appropriate sources, travel forecasts, etc.);


Analysis scenarios – future years, development and transportation network and transit service assumptions;


Extent of analysis of alternative(s) to the proposed project; and


Transportation section schedule and deliverables.


Task 2 – Develop Project Description and Analysis Methodology


The transportation consultants will review the project definition, land use, and transportation circulation assumptions prepared by the project sponsor and will provide written request for clarification and additional data needs that might be necessary to conduct the transportation analysis.


The transportation consultants will meet with Environmental Planning staff to confirm the definition of analysis scenarios and direction on the analysis methodologies proposed for the transportation impact assessment.  The travel demand analysis of the land use program of the proposed project will be conducted using the SF Guidelines, while the travel demand analysis for the arena and other ancillary sport uses will be conducted based on proposed arena seated capacity, travel characteristics at similar facilities (e.g., mode of travel, trip distribution, vehicle occupancy, parking demand, etc.), anticipated transportation infrastructure improvements, and proposed access and egress routes to and from the site. 


The transportation consultants will define the analysis scenarios in detail.  Table 1 on the next page presents the list of transportation analysis scenarios for the proposed project components.


The transportation consultants will prepare a technical memorandum documenting the travel demand methodology, and assumptions for the arena and other proposed uses.  The memorandum will include a description of each of the analysis scenarios and assumptions used for the impact analysis, including land use, background, project- and off-site alternative-related transportation improvements, background traffic assumptions, and parking assumptions.  This technical memorandum will be presented to the Planning Department and OCII for review and approval prior to proceeding with the transportation impact analysis.  


The transportation consultants will work with Environmental Planning staff and the project sponsor to develop the definition of the alternative(s) to the proposed project 





			Table 1 - Scenarios for Transportation Analysis


Event Center at Mission Bay Blocks 29-32





			SCENARIOS





			WEEKDAY PERIODS


			SATURDAY


			Number of Analysis Scenarios 





			


			PM COMMUTE 


(4 To 6 PM)


			EVENING 


(6 to 8 PM)


			LATE PM 


(9 - 11 PM)


			EVENING PERIOD


(7 to 9 PM)


			





			


			w/out SF Giants Game


			with SF Giants Game 


			w/out SF Giants Game


			with SF Giants Game 


			w/out SF Giants Game


			w/out SF Giants Game


			with SF Giants Game 


			





			Existing Scenarios


			


			


			


			


			


			


			


			





			Existing 


			1


			1


			1


			1


			1


			1


			1


			7





			Project Scenarios


			


			


			


			


			


			


			


			





			Existing + Project w/out events on site


			1


			


			


			


			


			1


			


			2





			Existing + Project w/ Basketball Game


			1


			1


			1


			1


			1


			1


			1


			7





			Existing + Project w/ Convention Event


			1


			


			


			


			


			


			


			1





			Existing + Project Alternative?


			1


			


			


			


			


			


			


			1





			Future Year 2040 Cumulative


			


			


			


			


			


			


			


			





			No Project


			1


			


			


			


			


			1


			


			2





			Plus Project at MB Blocks 29-32


- with Basketball Game


- with Convention Event


			


1


1


			


			


			


			


			1


			


			


2


1





			TOTAL


			8


			2


			2


			2


			2


			5


			2


			23











Task 3 – Data Collection


Traffic, pedestrian, bicycle and off-street parking data collection will be conducted for the following time periods:


Weekday p.m. peak commute period (4 to 6 p.m.) with no event at AT&T Park


Weekday evening period (6 to 8 p.m.) with no event at AT&T Park


Weekday late evening period (9 to 11 p.m.) with no event at AT&T Park


Saturday evening (7 to 9 p.m.) with no event at AT&T Park


Weekday p.m. peak commute period (4 to 6 p.m.) with game at AT&T Park


Weekday evening period (6 to 8 p.m.) with game at AT&T Park


Saturday evening (7 to 9 p.m.) with game at AT&T Park


Traffic: The transportation consultants will obtain intersection turning movement volume counts at the 23 study intersections listed in Table 2a for the proposed project site from previously collected traffic count efforts, supplemented with new counts to be performed in May 2014, as appropriate.





			Table 2a - Intersection Analysis Locations





			Location


			Location





			1


			The Embarcadero/Harrison St


			13


			Terry Francois Blvd/16th St





			2


			The Embarcadero/Bryant St


			14


			Illinois St/16th St





			3


			King St/Third St


			15


			Third St/16th St





			4


			King St/Fourth St


			16


			Fourth St/16th St





			5


			King St/Fourth St/I-280 on-/off-ramps


			17


			Owens St/16th St





			6


			Fifth/Harrison/I-80 WB off-ramp


			18


			Seventh St/Mississippi St/16th St





			7


			Fifth/Bryant.I-80 EB on-ramp


			19


			Illinois St/Mariposa St





			8


			Third St/Channel St


			20


			Third St/Mariposa St





			9


			Fourth St/Channel St


			21


			Mariposa St/I-280 NB off-ramp





			10


			Seventh St/Mission Bay Drive


			22


			Mariposa St/I-280 SB on-ramp





			11


			Terry Francois Blvd/South St


			23


			Third St/Cesar Chavez St





			12


			Third St/South St


			


			











The transportation consultants will also gather on-ramp and off-ramp traffic data from Caltrans and from peak period turning movement volume counts at ramp touchdown intersections for the I-80 and I-280 ramp locations shown in Table 2b.  Freeway on-ramps and off-ramps will be analyzed based on peak hour volumes. Freeway ramp volume data will be obtained from the intersection traffic counts listed in Table 2a and supplemented, as necessary. 





			Table 2b – Freeway Ramp Analysis Locations





			Location


			Location





			1


			I-80 EB on-ramp at Sterling/Bryant


			4


			I-280 SB on-ramp at Pennsylvania





			2


			I-80 EB on-ramp at Fifth/Bryant


			5


			I-280 NB off-ramp at Mariposa





			3


			I-80 WB off-ramp at Fifth/Harrison


			6


			I-280 SB on-ramp at Mariposa











Transit: Transit data will be obtained from SFMTA and regional transit operators, as appropriate, for weekday p.m., late evening, and Saturday evening conditions.  The transportation consultants will compile data on all Muni bus routes and rail lines (including motor coach, trolley coach, and light rail service) and stop locations within a study area generally bounded by Townsend Street, Seventh Street, Mississippi Street, and 18th Street.


This work will include a description of Muni’s transit route service hours, peak periods, stops and headways on weekdays and Saturdays for the bus routes and rail lines within the study area.  The latest available weekday p.m., weekday late evening and Saturday evening peak hour ridership and capacity utilization at the maximum load points (MLP) for the Muni routes and lines serving the transportation study area will be requested from Muni for the days and time periods listed in Table 1 (p. 3). 


Existing ridership and capacity utilization information for the Muni bus routes and rail lines will be provided individually, as well as combined, based on access between the transportation study area and the four San Francisco superdistricts.  


Preliminary corridor grouping of Muni routes and lines for the project site (subject to discussion with the SFMTA):


North/South: K Ingleside, T Third, N Judah, 30 Stockton, 45 Union Stockton.


East/West: 10 Townsend, 22 Fillmore, 47 Van Ness.


The transportation consultants will also compile data on regional transit operators (BART, AC Transit, Golden Gate Transit bus and ferry service, SamTrans and Caltrain) including the nearest transit stop location within the study area boundary and the latest scheduled operations on weekdays and Saturdays. Weekday and Saturday ridership and capacity utilization for the regional service providers for the analysis periods identified in Table 1 (p. 3) will be obtained from the regional operators.


Existing Muni and regional service provider weekday p.m. peak hour screenlines will be obtained from the Planning Department.  


Pedestrians: The transportation consultants will collect pedestrian counts at 15-minute intervals for the days and time periods listed in Table 1 at the locations shown in Table 4, with the exception that weekday late evening period (9 to 11 p.m.) without a game at AT&T Park will not be conducted. Effective sidewalk widths will be measured at each sidewalk analysis location, and in the vicinity of the project site.





			Table 4 - Crosswalk and Sidewalk Analysis Locations [a]





			Location


			Location





			Crosswalk Analysis [a]


			Sidewalk Analysis





			1


			Third St/South St


			1


			Both sides of Third St between South and 16th streets 





			2


			Third St/16th St


			


			





			Note:


[a] All crosswalks at the listed intersections.











Bicycles: The transportation consultants will conduct bicycle counts at 15-minute intervals for the days and time periods listed in Table 1 (p. 3) at the locations shown in Table 5, with the exception that weekday late evening period (9 to 11 p.m.) counts without a game at AT&T Park will not be conducted.





			Table 5- Bicycle Analysis Locations 





			Location





			1


			Both sides of Third Street between South and 16th streets





			2


			Both sides of 16th Street between Third and Fourth streets











Parking: The parking study area is generally bounded by Townsend Street, Seventh Street, Mississippi Street, and 18th Street. The transportation consultants will collect off-street public parking supply and occupancy for the days and time periods listed in Table 1 (p. 3) from available sources such as the SFpark, SFMTA, data previously collected for the Piers 30-32 site, and other project technical studies, and conduct additional surveys for facilities and time periods for which parking supply and occupancy data is not available.  Current hours of operation and characteristics of the off-street facilities will be identified.


The transportation consultants will also document current on-street parking regulations and illegal parking on the blocks adjacent to the proposed project, and generally describes the on-street parking regulations and parking occupancy within the parking study area. 


Task 4 – Document Existing Conditions


Using the data collected in Task 3, the transportation consultants will document existing traffic, transit, parking, pedestrian, bicycle and emergency vehicle access conditions within the transportation study areas defined by the study intersections shown in Table 2a, including:


A base map and text for the study area, describing the street designations, street names, number of lanes and traffic flow directions;


A description of existing uses and vehicular access to the project site;


An assessment of existing parking operations at the project site, including hours of operation, supply and hourly utilization;


Intersection level of service (LOS) conditions during the peak hours at the study intersections identified in Table 2a using the 2000 Highway Capacity Manual operations methodology (HCM 2000) and the Synchro traffic analysis software;


Freeway on-ramp and off-ramp LOS conditions during the peak hours at the study locations identified in Table 2b using the 2000 HCM methodology and the HCS analysis software. Freeway on-ramp junctions will be quantitatively evaluated based on the HCM 2000 merge/diverge methodology. Vehicle queuing at freeway off-ramps will be quantitatively assessed based on field observations and intersection HCM 2000 LOS results.


Graphics indicating the existing peak hour traffic volumes and lane configuration at the study intersections identified in Table 2a;


A map and discussion of Muni and regional transit services within the transportation study area, including bus routes and bus stop locations, as well as conditions at each route’s maximum load point. A quantitative description of weekday p.m. commute period, weekday evening, weekday late evening and Saturday evening peak hour transit conditions will be provided for Muni and the regional transit service as available. Planned changes to Muni service in the Transit Effectiveness Program (TEP) will also be described.  Identification of any operational conflicts between buses or streetcars and other vehicles will be described. 


Pedestrian LOS analyses at the study locations identified in Table 4 using the HCM 2000 methodology. A qualitative assessment of pedestrian conditions (conflicts, safety and operational issues) will also be conducted;


Bicycle flows at the study locations identified in Table 5, and a qualitative discussion of general bicycle circulation conditions and the identification of any safety and right-of-way issues in the vicinity of the project and off-site project alternative sites, including the description and mapping of bicycle routes. A description of changes to the bicycle network within the transportation study area being considered by the San Francisco Bicycle Plan and other City proposals;


A qualitative assessment of existing weekday and Saturday on-street commercial loading conditions within the transportation study area;


A description of the existing emergency vehicle access routes to the project site; 


Passenger loading, including disabled loading and parking; and


Quantitative assessment of off-street parking supply and utilization within the parking study area, and qualitative discussion of on-street parking regulations and utilization. 


Task 5 – Determine Project and Project Alternatives Travel Demand


The future travel demand estimates will be developed by the transportation consultant, and reviewed and approved by Planning Department staff prior to use in the transportation impact assessment.  Travel demand estimates will be provided for vehicular, transit, pedestrian, and bicycle modes, and will include internal and external trips for each project and project alternative component listed in Table 1, as appropriate.


Sports Arena: Since sports arenas are considered “special generators,” each with unique trip generation and travel behavior patterns, the analysis of their impact cannot follow some of the methodologies presented in the SF Guidelines.  Thus, the travel demand analysis for the operation of basketball games, conventions, and other events will be conducted based on proposed arena seated capacity, typical weekday and weekend start times of the games/events, available travel characteristics of other venues such as AT&T Park and other comparable venues (e.g., mode split, trip distribution, vehicle assignment, parking demand, transit demand), anticipated transportation infrastructure improvements, and proposed access and egress routes for the new arena. Loading demand for the arena will be based on information obtained from the project sponsor.


Other Project Land Uses: The transportation consultants will estimate the travel demand for standard proposed land uses  (i.e., retail, restaurant, office) using the methodology and information provided in the SF Guidelines (trip generation rates, mode splits, trip distribution, loading demand, parking demand).  Since the SF Guidelines only provide trip generation rates for the weekday p.m. peak hour, weekday evening and weekday late evening travel demand will be estimated based on temporal distribution patterns contained within Pushkarev and Zupan’s Urban Space for Pedestrians, as well as other sources, as determined appropriate by the Planning Department. To determine Saturday evening travel demand appropriate adjustments will be made to obtain similar factors for the Saturday daily based on the Saturday to weekday daily ratio from ITE Trip Generation Report, 9th Edition, Pushkarev and Zupan’s Urban Space for Pedestrians, as well as other sources, as determined appropriate by the Planning Department.


The transportation consultants will estimate the number of vehicle trips associated with the existing public parking lot located at the project site using the methodology described in the SF Guidelines (i.e., actual traffic data collected as part of Task 3, rather than trip generation estimates). Vehicles currently utilizing the existing surface parking facility will be redistributed to park at other nearby off-street facilities based on their existing parking availability data obtained in Task 3.


Documentation: The transportation consultants will prepare a technical memorandum describing the assumptions, methodology and results of the travel demand for the proposed project and project alternative listed in Table 1 (p. 3).  The technical memorandum will summarize the data sources, methodologies and recommended rates and factors to be used in the trip generation, mode choice, vehicle occupancies and parking demand analyses. The technical memorandum will summarize the travel demand estimates for the proposed project and project alternative by land use type, mode of travel and place of origin.  A graphic showing vehicle-trip distributions and assignments will also be included.  This technical memorandum will be submitted to Planning Department staff in paper and electronic format for their review and approval prior to performing the transportation impact analyses (Task 6 – Transportation Impacts Analysis).


Task 6 – Transportation Impact Analysis


The transportation consultants will identify transportation impacts associated with the proposed project and project alternatives listed in Table 1 (p. 3).  This will include impacts on the study intersections, impacts on transit (capacity utilization and operation), pedestrian circulation, bicycle circulation, passenger and freight loading supply and demand conditions, construction related activities, and emergency vehicle access to the site.  A parking supply and demand analysis will also be presented for informational purposes.


Task 6.1 – Traffic Impacts


The transportation consultants will calculate peak hour intersection and freeway ramp LOS using the HCM 2000 methodology for the study intersections identified in Table 2a for the following overall scenarios: 


Existing plus Project


Future year 2040 Cumulative


Table 1 on page 3 details the number of project, project alternatives, and cumulative scenarios and the time periods of analysis.


The traffic volumes at the study intersection and freeway ramps for the 2040 Cumulative conditions will be based on the estimates from the latest travel demand forecasting data available from the San Francisco County Transportation Authority (SFCTA).  The future cumulative traffic conditions at the study intersections and ramps will account for the vehicle trips generated by the proposed project, as well as the general increase in activity in the area.


The proposed project and project alternative’s contribution to the traffic volumes at the study intersections and freeway ramps will be shown in an Existing plus Project traffic volume figure for each analysis period/scenario, which will also identify the critical movement at each location.  Based on this information and the estimated growth in traffic volumes between existing and year 2040 conditions, the transportation consultants will calculate the proposed project contribution to future cumulative conditions at those intersections operating at LOS E or LOS F under 2040 Cumulative with Project conditions, as specified in Table 1 (p. 3).  A series of 2040 Cumulative volume figures will then be prepared, identifying the critical movements at each intersection for the various cumulative scenarios.


A vehicle queuing analysis will be conducted at the entrance(s) to the on-site parking facilities, or other nearby off-street parking locations. 


Freeway on-ramp junctions will be quantitatively evaluated based on the HCM 2000 merge/diverge methodology.  Vehicle queuing at freeway off-ramps will also be quantitatively assessed based on field observations and intersection HCM 2000 LOS results at the freeway off-ramp intersections listed in Table 2b.  The analysis will discuss the potential for project to exacerbate existing queuing; project/alternative contributions to traffic on- and off-ramps will be summarized.  Because these on-ramps are frequently operating over-capacity during the peak hours, the transportation team will work with the Planning Department to identify a methodology for describing the project’s/alternatives’ contribution to these conditions.


Task 6.2 – Transit Impacts


The transportation consultants will calculate transit capacity utilization for Muni and the regional transit providers for the following overall scenarios: 


Existing plus Project


Future year 2040 Cumulative


Table 1 on page 3 details the number of project, project alternatives and cumulative scenarios and the time periods of analysis.


A transit impact analysis will be conducted for:


Muni and regional screenlines – weekday p.m. commute peak hour


Muni and regional routes serving the transportation study area – weekday evening, weekday late evening and Saturday evening


The transit ridership and capacity for the 2040 Cumulative conditions will be based on the estimates from the latest travel demand forecasting data available from the San Francisco County Transportation Authority (SFCTA), as obtained from Environmental Planning and SFMTA.  The future cumulative transit conditions will account for the transit ridership generated by the proposed project, as well as the general increase in activity in the area.


The proposed project’s contribution to the transit capacity utilization will be estimated, and contributions where 2040 Cumulative conditions exceed the transit operator capacity utilization standard will be identified. 


A qualitative assessment of Existing plus Project conditions at the Muni Metro platform on Third Street at South Street will be conducted before and after weekday basketball and non-basketball events, subject to discussion with SFMTA.


Task 6.3 – Pedestrian Impacts


The transportation consultants will perform peak hour pedestrian LOS analyses of Existing plus Project conditions listed in Table 1 (p. 3) at the study locations identified in Table 4 using the HCM 2000 Methodology based on the number of new pedestrians that will be added to the network. Potential pedestrian safety issues will be identified, including vehicular-pedestrian conflicts, interruption of pedestrian circulation and potential safety issues.  A qualitative discussion of the project’s compliance with the Better Streets Plan (applicable?) and the Mission Bay South Area Plan will also be included. Future year 2040 Cumulative pedestrian conditions will be assessed qualitatively.


Task 6.4 – Bicycle Impacts


The transportation consultants will qualitatively evaluate bicycle conditions for the Existing plus Project scenarios listed in Table 1 (p. 3) at the study locations identified in Table 5.  Potential bicycle circulation safety issues will be identified, including bicyclist-vehicular conflicts, interruption of bicycle flow and potential safety issues at the project site, as well as the effect on existing and proposed nearby bicycle routes.  In addition, the Mission Bay South Area Design for Development (D4D)[footnoteRef:1] requirements for bicycle parking and related facilities will be identified and compared to the proposed supply. Future year 2040 Cumulative bicycle conditions will be assessed qualitatively. [1:  In combination with the Development Plan, the Mission Bay South Area Design for Development (D4D) documents supersede the San Francisco Planning Code for the Mission Bay South Area Development Plan.] 



Task 6.5 – Loading Impacts


The transportation consultants will prepare a loading supply/demand analysis for the proposed project and the project alternatives listed in Table 1 (p. 3).  The proposed on-site loading supply will be compared to the Mission Bay South Area D4D or other similarly applicable requirements in terms of their location, number of spaces and minimum dimensions, as applicable.  The loading supply will also be compared to the estimated demand generated by the proposed project, project variant, and the project alternatives.  Additionally, the transportation consultant will assess the proposed loading facilities in terms of their operational characteristics, including truck movement (including truck turning pathways into the loading area), location of trash compactor, storage and removal of garbage. 


Passenger loading/unloading, including taxis, charter buses, limousines, and private autos, before and after events at the proposed arena passenger loading/unloading facilities will be assessed.  


Task 6.6 – Emergency Access Impacts


The transportation consultants will assess any potential impacts to the emergency access that could result from the proposed project and project alternatives listed in Table 1 (p. 3). 


Task 6.7 – Construction Impacts


The transportation consultants will qualitatively assess any potential short-term construction impacts that would be generated by the proposed project, project variant, and the project alternatives listed in Table 1 (p. 3).  Construction impact evaluation will address displacement of existing parking, the staging and duration of construction activity, truck routings, estimated daily truck volumes, street and/or sidewalk closures, impacts on Muni operations, and construction worker parking. 


Task 6.8 – Parking Impacts


The transportation consultants will prepare a parking supply/code/demand analysis for the proposed project and the project alternatives listed in Table 1 (p. 3).  Handicapped-accessible, bicycle and car-share spaces supplied by the project and alternatives will be identified.  As applicable, the proposed parking supply will be compared to the requirements of the Mission Bay South Area D4D or other applicable documents.  Any exceptions to the Mission Bay South Area D4D or other applicable documents will be noted, as appropriate. 


Any deficit or surplus of parking spaces will be quantified, and discussed in relation to the effect on the parking supply in the area surrounding the project sites. The design of the access to the proposed project’s parking facilities will be assessed in terms of operational characteristics.


As described in Task 6.1, a vehicle queuing analysis will be conducted at the project entrance(s) to any proposed parking facility on site other nearby off-street parking locations.


Task 7 – Develop Mitigation/Improvement Measures


Mitigation measures will be proposed to improve operations if significant project-related impacts have been identified, and improvement measures may be proposed where no significant impacts have been identified.  In accordance with City guidelines, the report will clearly distinguish between mitigation measures required under CEQA, and transportation improvement measures not related to CEQA significant impacts, such as pedestrian improvement measures, parking access operations, traffic, parking and pedestrian enforcement etc.  Responsibility for implementation of identified measures will be identified, where possible. 


Task 8 –Alternative Analysis


The No Project and Project Alternative(s) will be assessed qualitatively.  Level of effort to be determined.


Discussion of the alternative(s) will be included in the alternatives chapter of the EIR (to be prepared by ESA). 


Task 9 – Transportation Section of the EIR


The transportation consultants will prepare the transportation setting and impact analysis sections for inclusion in the EIR document.  The transportation discussion will follow the format specified by Planning Department staff, and will include setting, methodology, impact and alternative assessment, and mitigation and improvement measures.  An Administrative Draft 1 of the transportation chapter will be submitted to the Planning Department for review by Planning, SFMTA and OCII staff. 


All stand-alone submittals of the transportation section of the Draft EIR will be in paper copies (five copies), along with an electronic version. Transportation section versions included as part of the overall Administrative Draft EIR will follow the distribution format determined for the EIR.


As part of the transportation section submittal, the transportation consultants will prepare a comprehensive technical appendix that will include, but not be limited to, the following:


Proposed project access and internal/external circulation plans;


Lane geometries at the study intersections;


Traffic summaries showing turning movement volumes at the study intersections for all periods and scenarios listed in Table 1;


Intersection and freeway ramp LOS analysis for the periods and scenarios listed in Table 1;


Transit capacity utilization calculations for Muni and regional transit providers for all the periods and scenarios listed in Table 1;


Travel demand calculations for the proposed project and alternative(s);


Travel demand analysis Technical Memorandum;


Pedestrian counts and LOS, and bicycle counts at all study locations; 


Existing and Existing plus Project parking supply and utilization; and


Draft Transportation Management Plan (to be developed by project sponsor).


Two paper copies and an electronic copy of the draft technical appendix will be submitted to the Planning Department for review by Planning, SFMTA and OCII staff for Preliminary Draft 1 and Preliminary Draft 2 submittals.  


Task 10 – Prepare Data for Air Quality and Noise Analysis


The transportation consultants will summarize and package the Existing, Existing plus Project, and 2040 Cumulative traffic volumes developed in the previous tasks for submittal to the noise and air quality analysts for their studies.


Task 11:  Attendance at Meetings


The transportation consultants will meet with the Planning Department, OCII, and other city agencies, as appropriate, to work out details related to transportation scope of work, impact assumptions, methodology, and development of improvement and/or mitigation measures.


Task 12 – Draft EIR Response to Comments


The transportation consultant will prepare responses to comments made by public agencies and members of the public at large related to the transportation section of the Draft EIR.
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Event Center at Mission Bay South Area Blocks 29-32 EIR Transportation Analysis
Preliminary Draft Schedule For initial discussion purposes only - Subject to change
Date: May 14, 2014



May-14 Jun-14 Jul-14 August-14 September-14 Oct-14 Nov-14 Dec-14



Task/Milestone 05 12 19 26 02 09 16 23 30 07 14 21 28 04 11 18 25 01 08 15 22 29 06 13 20 27 03 10 17 24 01 08 15 22



Land use project data request to GSW/Strada for Travel Demand Analysis ◊



Draft SOW to City ◊



City Comments on SOW ◊



Final SOW ◊



Data Collection



Land Use Project Definition from GSW/Strada for Travel Demand Analysis ◊



Non land use project data request to GSW ◊



Prepare Draft Travel Demand Memo ◊



City Comments on Travel Demand Memo ◊



Revise Travel Demand Memo ◊



City Approval of Travel Demand Memo ◊



Existing Setting



Development of 2040 No Project Forecasts



Shuttle/Transit and Parking Agreements from GSW/Strada ◊



Final Site Plan from GSW/Strada ◊



Draft TMP for use in impact analysis after City review/OK ◊



Final TMP ◊



Traffic Analysis



Transit Analysis



Pedestrian Analysis



Construction Data from GSW/Strada ◊



Bike/Loading/Parking/Emergency Access/Construction Analysis



Develop, Evaluate and Vet Mitigation Measures



Documentation



 - Transportation ADEIR I to ESA ◊



 - Transportation ADEIR I to City ◊



 - City comments on Transportation ADEIR I ◊



 - Revisions to Transportation ADEIR II and resubmit to City ◊



  - City comments on Transportation ADEIR II ◊



 - Revisions to Transportation ADEIR II and submit DEIR Screencheck to City ◊



 - City comments on Screencheck Transportation Draft EIR ◊



 - Finalize Transportation Draft EIR ◊



 = Transportation Consultant Action  = City Action



 = GSW/Strada Action ◊  = Deliverable/Milestone













From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Melissa Chau
Subject: RE: Updated contact information
Date: Sunday, April 27, 2014 3:30:00 PM


Have a great time and let me know where you end up!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Melissa Chau [mailto:MChau@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 23, 2014 10:45 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Maher, Christine (OCII)
Cc: melissa.a.chau@gmail.com
Subject: Updated contact information
 
Catherine and Christine,
 
I wanted to share my personal contact information with both of you (below and attached in v-card). 
Again, it was a pleasure working with both of you on Block 1.  I look forward to keeping in touch and
reading about the development of that and the new Warriors arena in the paper soon J
 
Email: Melissa.a.chau@gmail.com
Mobile: 415-692-6837
 
Best,
 
Melissa A. Chau
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420
San Francisco, CA 94105
(w)   415.263.9146
(m)   415.692.6837
mchau@stradasf.com
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From: José I. Farrán
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA: trip distribution by time of day
Date: Thursday, March 27, 2014 3:44:40 AM
Attachments: Distribution by time of day questions.pdf


Viktoriya/Brett – I am responding now as I did not have a chance to see the charts on my phone
earlier.  To expand upon Luba’s comments:
 


-        The Giants games seems to be front and center in this presentation.  On the other hand, it was
my understanding that the data I provided to SFCTA for a Giants game was going to be used
as an overlay in the model for some of the scenarios SFCTA was planning to evaluate, similar
to the EIR, where we have some scenarios with a concurrent Giants game but most of them
do not.  I stand behind the use of the Giants estimates for such a background evaluation but
SFCTA should keep in mind that the Giants estimates have not been fully vetted or validated
at the same level as the Warriors arena.
 


-        In addition, something is wrong with the charts (see attached).  It looks as if there are many
people arriving/departing hours after or before the expected times.
 


-        As Luba suggested, it will be very useful if SFCTA would prepare a summary table indicating
the arrivals/departures during the 3 EIR analysis periods (peak hour of 4-6, peak hour of 7-9,
and peak hour of 9-11) using their model and place them side-by-side with the estimates
shown in the travel demand memo.  This can be used as a double check and will make it
easier to compare results from the two models.


 
_______________________________________________________
José I. Farrán, P.E.
  Adavant
         Consulting
200 Francisco St.,  2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133
office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com
www.AdavantConsulting.com
 
 
From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com [mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 26, 2014 10:45 AM
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Jose I. Farran (jifarran@adavantconsulting.com); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: Re: GSW CEQA: trip distribution by time of day
 
Questions related to the charts.
 
1. What is the Waterfront defined as? It would be good for us to have the land uses
associated with the existing, 2020 and 2040 conditions.
2. What is meant by "Events"? A basketball game plus all the other land uses? Perhaps a
better title?
3. Need better reference to the information provided by Adavant Consulting. They have the
travel demand memo, which included peak hour trips for our analysis time periods, plus
temporal inbound and outbound distribution percentages for a basketball game. We did not
provide them with temporal inbound and outbound distribution percentages for the other land
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uses.
Also Jose gave them Giants hourly trips for the same analysis time periods as the project.
4. The Giants trips were just for the analysis hours.  How did they develop the distribution in
the charts?  Have they checked this against any information or with the Giants? If the
ballpark has more seats than the arena, shouldn't the trips to and from the ballpark be greater
than the arena?  
5. I don't really understand how they got to the event center numbers in the charts, and they
don't look right to me.  Seems like they have more people arriving and departing than what
can fit into the arena.  I would like to see how the Event Center trips add up to what is in our
travel demand memo. Could they provide us with the specific numbers of trips that they
incorporated into the chart so that we can review and compare to our memorandum. 
 
 
Luba C. Wyznyckyj, AICP
LCW Consulting
3990 20th Street
San Francisco, CA 94114
(t) 415-252-7255
(c) 415-385-7031
 


 
On Mar 26, 2014, at 9:11 AM, Wise, Viktoriya (CPC) wrote:


SFCTA is preparing trip distribution graphics by time of day (see attached
preliminary graphics and Liz Brisson’s email below). 
Liz’s email:  We are working on an updated trip distribution by time of day
chart that will reflect all trips "passing through" the Waterfront area of focus,
instead of just those going to/from that were represented in the draft version of
the chart that i shared last week (attached here for reference, but was not
shared publicly). We need to do additional processing of model output to pull
this together, so it may be 2 weeks until you see a draft, but it should be ready
for our April 30 subcommittee meeting. I know last week Dianne had has
some concern about representing the trips outside of the peak hours since
those aren't being looked at in the EIR, and wanted Viktoriya to weigh in, so
this may be a good place to discuss.
Given the graphics, I don’t think this presents a problem for our EIR analysis
since we are layering the later arrivals on top of the peak hour but let me
know if you disagree (by noon today J ). 
 
 
Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning







 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049│Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org
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From: José I. Farrán
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: "David Carlock"; "Clarke Miller"; "Kate Aufhauser"; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; "Chris Mitchell"; "Paul Mitchell";


joyce@orionenvironment.com
Subject: MB Blocks 29-32
Date: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 3:26:18 PM
Attachments: MB Blocks 29-32 Draft 1 Transportation SOW 2014 05 14 v1.docx


GSW MB EIR - Transportation EIR Preliminary Schedule 2014 05 14.pdf


Viktoriya, Chris, Brett and Catherine,
 
The transportation consultants (Luba, Chris and I) have prepared a first draft scope of work for the
transportation analysis to be conducted for the proposed event center at Blocks 29-32 in Mission Bay,
which we are attaching for your review.  The scope of work is based on the previously approved
version developed for the Piers 30/32 site, which we have now modified for the new site. It also
incorporates some initial discussion we had with Brett and Viktoriya regarding the study intersections
and time periods of analysis.
 
We are also including a preliminary schedule for the completion of the proposed work, which is also
attached.  We understand from Clarke that no schedule has been developed yet for the Blocks 29-32
site EIR, so the attached one should be viewed as a first, preliminary step in that direction.  Clarke
mentioned a couple of dates which we have used as a guide to develop the schedule, such as the
NOP being published in mid-June, the project description in August/September and the DEIR at the
end of December.
 
_______________________________________________________
José I. Farrán, P.E.
  Adavant
         Consulting
200 Francisco St.,  2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133
office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com
www.AdavantConsulting.com
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Scope of Work


[bookmark: OLE_LINK1]Transportation Analysis for the proposed Event Center at Mission Bay South Area Blocks 29-32 EIR 


First Draft: May 14, 2014





Adavant Consulting and LCW Consulting are pleased to submit this scope of work to prepare the transportation section of the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the proposed event center and sports arena to be located in the Mission Bay South Area of San Francisco. This scope of work follows the San Francisco Planning Department’s “Transportation Impact Analysis Guidelines for Environmental Review, October 2002” (SF Guidelines), as applicable. 


Task 1 – Conduct Project Scoping


Planning Department requires that the scope of work for the transportation analysis be reviewed and approved by the designated transportation planner and environmental staff coordinator prior to commencement of any work by the transportation consultants.  The transportation consultants will meet and consult with Environmental Planning staff, the Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII), and other city agencies, as determined by Environmental Planning to review, discuss and modify the draft scope of work and define the required level of detail for the transportation analysis.  The discussions will focus on items such as:


Project definition and components, including alternative(s);


Data collection (traffic counts, locations, day of week, and time of day);


Assumptions (study area, land use types, cumulative growth, etc.);


Methodology (trip generation methodology and appropriate sources, travel forecasts, etc.);


Analysis scenarios – future years, development and transportation network and transit service assumptions;


Extent of analysis of alternative(s) to the proposed project; and


Transportation section schedule and deliverables.


Task 2 – Develop Project Description and Analysis Methodology


The transportation consultants will review the project definition, land use, and transportation circulation assumptions prepared by the project sponsor and will provide written request for clarification and additional data needs that might be necessary to conduct the transportation analysis.


The transportation consultants will meet with Environmental Planning staff to confirm the definition of analysis scenarios and direction on the analysis methodologies proposed for the transportation impact assessment.  The travel demand analysis of the land use program of the proposed project will be conducted using the SF Guidelines, while the travel demand analysis for the arena and other ancillary sport uses will be conducted based on proposed arena seated capacity, travel characteristics at similar facilities (e.g., mode of travel, trip distribution, vehicle occupancy, parking demand, etc.), anticipated transportation infrastructure improvements, and proposed access and egress routes to and from the site. 


The transportation consultants will define the analysis scenarios in detail.  Table 1 on the next page presents the list of transportation analysis scenarios for the proposed project components.


The transportation consultants will prepare a technical memorandum documenting the travel demand methodology, and assumptions for the arena and other proposed uses.  The memorandum will include a description of each of the analysis scenarios and assumptions used for the impact analysis, including land use, background, project- and off-site alternative-related transportation improvements, background traffic assumptions, and parking assumptions.  This technical memorandum will be presented to the Planning Department and OCII for review and approval prior to proceeding with the transportation impact analysis.  


The transportation consultants will work with Environmental Planning staff and the project sponsor to develop the definition of the alternative(s) to the proposed project 





			Table 1 - Scenarios for Transportation Analysis


Event Center at Mission Bay Blocks 29-32





			SCENARIOS





			WEEKDAY PERIODS


			SATURDAY


			Number of Analysis Scenarios 





			


			PM COMMUTE 


(4 To 6 PM)


			EVENING 


(6 to 8 PM)


			LATE PM 


(9 - 11 PM)


			EVENING PERIOD


(7 to 9 PM)


			





			


			w/out SF Giants Game


			with SF Giants Game 


			w/out SF Giants Game


			with SF Giants Game 


			w/out SF Giants Game


			w/out SF Giants Game


			with SF Giants Game 


			





			Existing Scenarios


			


			


			


			


			


			


			


			





			Existing 


			1


			1


			1


			1


			1


			1


			1


			7





			Project Scenarios


			


			


			


			


			


			


			


			





			Existing + Project w/out events on site


			1


			


			


			


			


			1


			


			2





			Existing + Project w/ Basketball Game


			1


			1


			1


			1


			1


			1


			1


			7





			Existing + Project w/ Convention Event


			1


			


			


			


			


			


			


			1





			Existing + Project Alternative?


			1


			


			


			


			


			


			


			1





			Future Year 2040 Cumulative


			


			


			


			


			


			


			


			





			No Project


			1


			


			


			


			


			1


			


			2





			Plus Project at MB Blocks 29-32


- with Basketball Game


- with Convention Event


			


1


1


			


			


			


			


			1


			


			


2


1





			TOTAL


			8


			2


			2


			2


			2


			5


			2


			23











Task 3 – Data Collection


Traffic, pedestrian, bicycle and off-street parking data collection will be conducted for the following time periods:


Weekday p.m. peak commute period (4 to 6 p.m.) with no event at AT&T Park


Weekday evening period (6 to 8 p.m.) with no event at AT&T Park


Weekday late evening period (9 to 11 p.m.) with no event at AT&T Park


Saturday evening (7 to 9 p.m.) with no event at AT&T Park


Weekday p.m. peak commute period (4 to 6 p.m.) with game at AT&T Park


Weekday evening period (6 to 8 p.m.) with game at AT&T Park


Saturday evening (7 to 9 p.m.) with game at AT&T Park


Traffic: The transportation consultants will obtain intersection turning movement volume counts at the 23 study intersections listed in Table 2a for the proposed project site from previously collected traffic count efforts, supplemented with new counts to be performed in May 2014, as appropriate.





			Table 2a - Intersection Analysis Locations





			Location


			Location





			1


			The Embarcadero/Harrison St


			13


			Terry Francois Blvd/16th St





			2


			The Embarcadero/Bryant St


			14


			Illinois St/16th St





			3


			King St/Third St


			15


			Third St/16th St





			4


			King St/Fourth St


			16


			Fourth St/16th St





			5


			King St/Fourth St/I-280 on-/off-ramps


			17


			Owens St/16th St





			6


			Fifth/Harrison/I-80 WB off-ramp


			18


			Seventh St/Mississippi St/16th St





			7


			Fifth/Bryant.I-80 EB on-ramp


			19


			Illinois St/Mariposa St





			8


			Third St/Channel St


			20


			Third St/Mariposa St





			9


			Fourth St/Channel St


			21


			Mariposa St/I-280 NB off-ramp





			10


			Seventh St/Mission Bay Drive


			22


			Mariposa St/I-280 SB on-ramp





			11


			Terry Francois Blvd/South St


			23


			Third St/Cesar Chavez St





			12


			Third St/South St


			


			











The transportation consultants will also gather on-ramp and off-ramp traffic data from Caltrans and from peak period turning movement volume counts at ramp touchdown intersections for the I-80 and I-280 ramp locations shown in Table 2b.  Freeway on-ramps and off-ramps will be analyzed based on peak hour volumes. Freeway ramp volume data will be obtained from the intersection traffic counts listed in Table 2a and supplemented, as necessary. 





			Table 2b – Freeway Ramp Analysis Locations





			Location


			Location





			1


			I-80 EB on-ramp at Sterling/Bryant


			4


			I-280 SB on-ramp at Pennsylvania





			2


			I-80 EB on-ramp at Fifth/Bryant


			5


			I-280 NB off-ramp at Mariposa





			3


			I-80 WB off-ramp at Fifth/Harrison


			6


			I-280 SB on-ramp at Mariposa











Transit: Transit data will be obtained from SFMTA and regional transit operators, as appropriate, for weekday p.m., late evening, and Saturday evening conditions.  The transportation consultants will compile data on all Muni bus routes and rail lines (including motor coach, trolley coach, and light rail service) and stop locations within a study area generally bounded by Townsend Street, Seventh Street, Mississippi Street, and 18th Street.


This work will include a description of Muni’s transit route service hours, peak periods, stops and headways on weekdays and Saturdays for the bus routes and rail lines within the study area.  The latest available weekday p.m., weekday late evening and Saturday evening peak hour ridership and capacity utilization at the maximum load points (MLP) for the Muni routes and lines serving the transportation study area will be requested from Muni for the days and time periods listed in Table 1 (p. 3). 


Existing ridership and capacity utilization information for the Muni bus routes and rail lines will be provided individually, as well as combined, based on access between the transportation study area and the four San Francisco superdistricts.  


Preliminary corridor grouping of Muni routes and lines for the project site (subject to discussion with the SFMTA):


North/South: K Ingleside, T Third, N Judah, 30 Stockton, 45 Union Stockton.


East/West: 10 Townsend, 22 Fillmore, 47 Van Ness.


The transportation consultants will also compile data on regional transit operators (BART, AC Transit, Golden Gate Transit bus and ferry service, SamTrans and Caltrain) including the nearest transit stop location within the study area boundary and the latest scheduled operations on weekdays and Saturdays. Weekday and Saturday ridership and capacity utilization for the regional service providers for the analysis periods identified in Table 1 (p. 3) will be obtained from the regional operators.


Existing Muni and regional service provider weekday p.m. peak hour screenlines will be obtained from the Planning Department.  


Pedestrians: The transportation consultants will collect pedestrian counts at 15-minute intervals for the days and time periods listed in Table 1 at the locations shown in Table 4, with the exception that weekday late evening period (9 to 11 p.m.) without a game at AT&T Park will not be conducted. Effective sidewalk widths will be measured at each sidewalk analysis location, and in the vicinity of the project site.





			Table 4 - Crosswalk and Sidewalk Analysis Locations [a]





			Location


			Location





			Crosswalk Analysis [a]


			Sidewalk Analysis





			1


			Third St/South St


			1


			Both sides of Third St between South and 16th streets 





			2


			Third St/16th St


			


			





			Note:


[a] All crosswalks at the listed intersections.











Bicycles: The transportation consultants will conduct bicycle counts at 15-minute intervals for the days and time periods listed in Table 1 (p. 3) at the locations shown in Table 5, with the exception that weekday late evening period (9 to 11 p.m.) counts without a game at AT&T Park will not be conducted.





			Table 5- Bicycle Analysis Locations 





			Location





			1


			Both sides of Third Street between South and 16th streets





			2


			Both sides of 16th Street between Third and Fourth streets











Parking: The parking study area is generally bounded by Townsend Street, Seventh Street, Mississippi Street, and 18th Street. The transportation consultants will collect off-street public parking supply and occupancy for the days and time periods listed in Table 1 (p. 3) from available sources such as the SFpark, SFMTA, data previously collected for the Piers 30-32 site, and other project technical studies, and conduct additional surveys for facilities and time periods for which parking supply and occupancy data is not available.  Current hours of operation and characteristics of the off-street facilities will be identified.


The transportation consultants will also document current on-street parking regulations and illegal parking on the blocks adjacent to the proposed project, and generally describes the on-street parking regulations and parking occupancy within the parking study area. 


Task 4 – Document Existing Conditions


Using the data collected in Task 3, the transportation consultants will document existing traffic, transit, parking, pedestrian, bicycle and emergency vehicle access conditions within the transportation study areas defined by the study intersections shown in Table 2a, including:


A base map and text for the study area, describing the street designations, street names, number of lanes and traffic flow directions;


A description of existing uses and vehicular access to the project site;


An assessment of existing parking operations at the project site, including hours of operation, supply and hourly utilization;


Intersection level of service (LOS) conditions during the peak hours at the study intersections identified in Table 2a using the 2000 Highway Capacity Manual operations methodology (HCM 2000) and the Synchro traffic analysis software;


Freeway on-ramp and off-ramp LOS conditions during the peak hours at the study locations identified in Table 2b using the 2000 HCM methodology and the HCS analysis software. Freeway on-ramp junctions will be quantitatively evaluated based on the HCM 2000 merge/diverge methodology. Vehicle queuing at freeway off-ramps will be quantitatively assessed based on field observations and intersection HCM 2000 LOS results.


Graphics indicating the existing peak hour traffic volumes and lane configuration at the study intersections identified in Table 2a;


A map and discussion of Muni and regional transit services within the transportation study area, including bus routes and bus stop locations, as well as conditions at each route’s maximum load point. A quantitative description of weekday p.m. commute period, weekday evening, weekday late evening and Saturday evening peak hour transit conditions will be provided for Muni and the regional transit service as available. Planned changes to Muni service in the Transit Effectiveness Program (TEP) will also be described.  Identification of any operational conflicts between buses or streetcars and other vehicles will be described. 


Pedestrian LOS analyses at the study locations identified in Table 4 using the HCM 2000 methodology. A qualitative assessment of pedestrian conditions (conflicts, safety and operational issues) will also be conducted;


Bicycle flows at the study locations identified in Table 5, and a qualitative discussion of general bicycle circulation conditions and the identification of any safety and right-of-way issues in the vicinity of the project and off-site project alternative sites, including the description and mapping of bicycle routes. A description of changes to the bicycle network within the transportation study area being considered by the San Francisco Bicycle Plan and other City proposals;


A qualitative assessment of existing weekday and Saturday on-street commercial loading conditions within the transportation study area;


A description of the existing emergency vehicle access routes to the project site; 


Passenger loading, including disabled loading and parking; and


Quantitative assessment of off-street parking supply and utilization within the parking study area, and qualitative discussion of on-street parking regulations and utilization. 


Task 5 – Determine Project and Project Alternatives Travel Demand


The future travel demand estimates will be developed by the transportation consultant, and reviewed and approved by Planning Department staff prior to use in the transportation impact assessment.  Travel demand estimates will be provided for vehicular, transit, pedestrian, and bicycle modes, and will include internal and external trips for each project and project alternative component listed in Table 1, as appropriate.


Sports Arena: Since sports arenas are considered “special generators,” each with unique trip generation and travel behavior patterns, the analysis of their impact cannot follow some of the methodologies presented in the SF Guidelines.  Thus, the travel demand analysis for the operation of basketball games, conventions, and other events will be conducted based on proposed arena seated capacity, typical weekday and weekend start times of the games/events, available travel characteristics of other venues such as AT&T Park and other comparable venues (e.g., mode split, trip distribution, vehicle assignment, parking demand, transit demand), anticipated transportation infrastructure improvements, and proposed access and egress routes for the new arena. Loading demand for the arena will be based on information obtained from the project sponsor.


Other Project Land Uses: The transportation consultants will estimate the travel demand for standard proposed land uses  (i.e., retail, restaurant, office) using the methodology and information provided in the SF Guidelines (trip generation rates, mode splits, trip distribution, loading demand, parking demand).  Since the SF Guidelines only provide trip generation rates for the weekday p.m. peak hour, weekday evening and weekday late evening travel demand will be estimated based on temporal distribution patterns contained within Pushkarev and Zupan’s Urban Space for Pedestrians, as well as other sources, as determined appropriate by the Planning Department. To determine Saturday evening travel demand appropriate adjustments will be made to obtain similar factors for the Saturday daily based on the Saturday to weekday daily ratio from ITE Trip Generation Report, 9th Edition, Pushkarev and Zupan’s Urban Space for Pedestrians, as well as other sources, as determined appropriate by the Planning Department.


The transportation consultants will estimate the number of vehicle trips associated with the existing public parking lot located at the project site using the methodology described in the SF Guidelines (i.e., actual traffic data collected as part of Task 3, rather than trip generation estimates). Vehicles currently utilizing the existing surface parking facility will be redistributed to park at other nearby off-street facilities based on their existing parking availability data obtained in Task 3.


Documentation: The transportation consultants will prepare a technical memorandum describing the assumptions, methodology and results of the travel demand for the proposed project and project alternative listed in Table 1 (p. 3).  The technical memorandum will summarize the data sources, methodologies and recommended rates and factors to be used in the trip generation, mode choice, vehicle occupancies and parking demand analyses. The technical memorandum will summarize the travel demand estimates for the proposed project and project alternative by land use type, mode of travel and place of origin.  A graphic showing vehicle-trip distributions and assignments will also be included.  This technical memorandum will be submitted to Planning Department staff in paper and electronic format for their review and approval prior to performing the transportation impact analyses (Task 6 – Transportation Impacts Analysis).


Task 6 – Transportation Impact Analysis


The transportation consultants will identify transportation impacts associated with the proposed project and project alternatives listed in Table 1 (p. 3).  This will include impacts on the study intersections, impacts on transit (capacity utilization and operation), pedestrian circulation, bicycle circulation, passenger and freight loading supply and demand conditions, construction related activities, and emergency vehicle access to the site.  A parking supply and demand analysis will also be presented for informational purposes.


Task 6.1 – Traffic Impacts


The transportation consultants will calculate peak hour intersection and freeway ramp LOS using the HCM 2000 methodology for the study intersections identified in Table 2a for the following overall scenarios: 


Existing plus Project


Future year 2040 Cumulative


Table 1 on page 3 details the number of project, project alternatives, and cumulative scenarios and the time periods of analysis.


The traffic volumes at the study intersection and freeway ramps for the 2040 Cumulative conditions will be based on the estimates from the latest travel demand forecasting data available from the San Francisco County Transportation Authority (SFCTA).  The future cumulative traffic conditions at the study intersections and ramps will account for the vehicle trips generated by the proposed project, as well as the general increase in activity in the area.


The proposed project and project alternative’s contribution to the traffic volumes at the study intersections and freeway ramps will be shown in an Existing plus Project traffic volume figure for each analysis period/scenario, which will also identify the critical movement at each location.  Based on this information and the estimated growth in traffic volumes between existing and year 2040 conditions, the transportation consultants will calculate the proposed project contribution to future cumulative conditions at those intersections operating at LOS E or LOS F under 2040 Cumulative with Project conditions, as specified in Table 1 (p. 3).  A series of 2040 Cumulative volume figures will then be prepared, identifying the critical movements at each intersection for the various cumulative scenarios.


A vehicle queuing analysis will be conducted at the entrance(s) to the on-site parking facilities, or other nearby off-street parking locations. 


Freeway on-ramp junctions will be quantitatively evaluated based on the HCM 2000 merge/diverge methodology.  Vehicle queuing at freeway off-ramps will also be quantitatively assessed based on field observations and intersection HCM 2000 LOS results at the freeway off-ramp intersections listed in Table 2b.  The analysis will discuss the potential for project to exacerbate existing queuing; project/alternative contributions to traffic on- and off-ramps will be summarized.  Because these on-ramps are frequently operating over-capacity during the peak hours, the transportation team will work with the Planning Department to identify a methodology for describing the project’s/alternatives’ contribution to these conditions.


Task 6.2 – Transit Impacts


The transportation consultants will calculate transit capacity utilization for Muni and the regional transit providers for the following overall scenarios: 


Existing plus Project


Future year 2040 Cumulative


Table 1 on page 3 details the number of project, project alternatives and cumulative scenarios and the time periods of analysis.


A transit impact analysis will be conducted for:


Muni and regional screenlines – weekday p.m. commute peak hour


Muni and regional routes serving the transportation study area – weekday evening, weekday late evening and Saturday evening


The transit ridership and capacity for the 2040 Cumulative conditions will be based on the estimates from the latest travel demand forecasting data available from the San Francisco County Transportation Authority (SFCTA), as obtained from Environmental Planning and SFMTA.  The future cumulative transit conditions will account for the transit ridership generated by the proposed project, as well as the general increase in activity in the area.


The proposed project’s contribution to the transit capacity utilization will be estimated, and contributions where 2040 Cumulative conditions exceed the transit operator capacity utilization standard will be identified. 


A qualitative assessment of Existing plus Project conditions at the Muni Metro platform on Third Street at South Street will be conducted before and after weekday basketball and non-basketball events, subject to discussion with SFMTA.


Task 6.3 – Pedestrian Impacts


The transportation consultants will perform peak hour pedestrian LOS analyses of Existing plus Project conditions listed in Table 1 (p. 3) at the study locations identified in Table 4 using the HCM 2000 Methodology based on the number of new pedestrians that will be added to the network. Potential pedestrian safety issues will be identified, including vehicular-pedestrian conflicts, interruption of pedestrian circulation and potential safety issues.  A qualitative discussion of the project’s compliance with the Better Streets Plan (applicable?) and the Mission Bay South Area Plan will also be included. Future year 2040 Cumulative pedestrian conditions will be assessed qualitatively.


Task 6.4 – Bicycle Impacts


The transportation consultants will qualitatively evaluate bicycle conditions for the Existing plus Project scenarios listed in Table 1 (p. 3) at the study locations identified in Table 5.  Potential bicycle circulation safety issues will be identified, including bicyclist-vehicular conflicts, interruption of bicycle flow and potential safety issues at the project site, as well as the effect on existing and proposed nearby bicycle routes.  In addition, the Mission Bay South Area Design for Development (D4D)[footnoteRef:1] requirements for bicycle parking and related facilities will be identified and compared to the proposed supply. Future year 2040 Cumulative bicycle conditions will be assessed qualitatively. [1:  In combination with the Development Plan, the Mission Bay South Area Design for Development (D4D) documents supersede the San Francisco Planning Code for the Mission Bay South Area Development Plan.] 



Task 6.5 – Loading Impacts


The transportation consultants will prepare a loading supply/demand analysis for the proposed project and the project alternatives listed in Table 1 (p. 3).  The proposed on-site loading supply will be compared to the Mission Bay South Area D4D or other similarly applicable requirements in terms of their location, number of spaces and minimum dimensions, as applicable.  The loading supply will also be compared to the estimated demand generated by the proposed project, project variant, and the project alternatives.  Additionally, the transportation consultant will assess the proposed loading facilities in terms of their operational characteristics, including truck movement (including truck turning pathways into the loading area), location of trash compactor, storage and removal of garbage. 


Passenger loading/unloading, including taxis, charter buses, limousines, and private autos, before and after events at the proposed arena passenger loading/unloading facilities will be assessed.  


Task 6.6 – Emergency Access Impacts


The transportation consultants will assess any potential impacts to the emergency access that could result from the proposed project and project alternatives listed in Table 1 (p. 3). 


Task 6.7 – Construction Impacts


The transportation consultants will qualitatively assess any potential short-term construction impacts that would be generated by the proposed project, project variant, and the project alternatives listed in Table 1 (p. 3).  Construction impact evaluation will address displacement of existing parking, the staging and duration of construction activity, truck routings, estimated daily truck volumes, street and/or sidewalk closures, impacts on Muni operations, and construction worker parking. 


Task 6.8 – Parking Impacts


The transportation consultants will prepare a parking supply/code/demand analysis for the proposed project and the project alternatives listed in Table 1 (p. 3).  Handicapped-accessible, bicycle and car-share spaces supplied by the project and alternatives will be identified.  As applicable, the proposed parking supply will be compared to the requirements of the Mission Bay South Area D4D or other applicable documents.  Any exceptions to the Mission Bay South Area D4D or other applicable documents will be noted, as appropriate. 


Any deficit or surplus of parking spaces will be quantified, and discussed in relation to the effect on the parking supply in the area surrounding the project sites. The design of the access to the proposed project’s parking facilities will be assessed in terms of operational characteristics.


As described in Task 6.1, a vehicle queuing analysis will be conducted at the project entrance(s) to any proposed parking facility on site other nearby off-street parking locations.


Task 7 – Develop Mitigation/Improvement Measures


Mitigation measures will be proposed to improve operations if significant project-related impacts have been identified, and improvement measures may be proposed where no significant impacts have been identified.  In accordance with City guidelines, the report will clearly distinguish between mitigation measures required under CEQA, and transportation improvement measures not related to CEQA significant impacts, such as pedestrian improvement measures, parking access operations, traffic, parking and pedestrian enforcement etc.  Responsibility for implementation of identified measures will be identified, where possible. 


Task 8 –Alternative Analysis


The No Project and Project Alternative(s) will be assessed qualitatively.  Level of effort to be determined.


Discussion of the alternative(s) will be included in the alternatives chapter of the EIR (to be prepared by ESA). 


Task 9 – Transportation Section of the EIR


The transportation consultants will prepare the transportation setting and impact analysis sections for inclusion in the EIR document.  The transportation discussion will follow the format specified by Planning Department staff, and will include setting, methodology, impact and alternative assessment, and mitigation and improvement measures.  An Administrative Draft 1 of the transportation chapter will be submitted to the Planning Department for review by Planning, SFMTA and OCII staff. 


All stand-alone submittals of the transportation section of the Draft EIR will be in paper copies (five copies), along with an electronic version. Transportation section versions included as part of the overall Administrative Draft EIR will follow the distribution format determined for the EIR.


As part of the transportation section submittal, the transportation consultants will prepare a comprehensive technical appendix that will include, but not be limited to, the following:


Proposed project access and internal/external circulation plans;


Lane geometries at the study intersections;


Traffic summaries showing turning movement volumes at the study intersections for all periods and scenarios listed in Table 1;


Intersection and freeway ramp LOS analysis for the periods and scenarios listed in Table 1;


Transit capacity utilization calculations for Muni and regional transit providers for all the periods and scenarios listed in Table 1;


Travel demand calculations for the proposed project and alternative(s);


Travel demand analysis Technical Memorandum;


Pedestrian counts and LOS, and bicycle counts at all study locations; 


Existing and Existing plus Project parking supply and utilization; and


Draft Transportation Management Plan (to be developed by project sponsor).


Two paper copies and an electronic copy of the draft technical appendix will be submitted to the Planning Department for review by Planning, SFMTA and OCII staff for Preliminary Draft 1 and Preliminary Draft 2 submittals.  


Task 10 – Prepare Data for Air Quality and Noise Analysis


The transportation consultants will summarize and package the Existing, Existing plus Project, and 2040 Cumulative traffic volumes developed in the previous tasks for submittal to the noise and air quality analysts for their studies.


Task 11:  Attendance at Meetings


The transportation consultants will meet with the Planning Department, OCII, and other city agencies, as appropriate, to work out details related to transportation scope of work, impact assumptions, methodology, and development of improvement and/or mitigation measures.


Task 12 – Draft EIR Response to Comments


The transportation consultant will prepare responses to comments made by public agencies and members of the public at large related to the transportation section of the Draft EIR.
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Event Center at Mission Bay South Area Blocks 29-32 EIR Transportation Analysis
Preliminary Draft Schedule For initial discussion purposes only - Subject to change
Date: May 14, 2014



May-14 Jun-14 Jul-14 August-14 September-14 Oct-14 Nov-14 Dec-14



Task/Milestone 05 12 19 26 02 09 16 23 30 07 14 21 28 04 11 18 25 01 08 15 22 29 06 13 20 27 03 10 17 24 01 08 15 22



Land use project data request to GSW/Strada for Travel Demand Analysis ◊



Draft SOW to City ◊



City Comments on SOW ◊



Final SOW ◊



Data Collection



Land Use Project Definition from GSW/Strada for Travel Demand Analysis ◊



Non land use project data request to GSW ◊



Prepare Draft Travel Demand Memo ◊



City Comments on Travel Demand Memo ◊



Revise Travel Demand Memo ◊



City Approval of Travel Demand Memo ◊



Existing Setting



Development of 2040 No Project Forecasts



Shuttle/Transit and Parking Agreements from GSW/Strada ◊



Final Site Plan from GSW/Strada ◊



Draft TMP for use in impact analysis after City review/OK ◊



Final TMP ◊



Traffic Analysis



Transit Analysis



Pedestrian Analysis



Construction Data from GSW/Strada ◊



Bike/Loading/Parking/Emergency Access/Construction Analysis



Develop, Evaluate and Vet Mitigation Measures



Documentation



 - Transportation ADEIR I to ESA ◊



 - Transportation ADEIR I to City ◊



 - City comments on Transportation ADEIR I ◊



 - Revisions to Transportation ADEIR II and resubmit to City ◊



  - City comments on Transportation ADEIR II ◊



 - Revisions to Transportation ADEIR II and submit DEIR Screencheck to City ◊



 - City comments on Screencheck Transportation Draft EIR ◊



 - Finalize Transportation Draft EIR ◊



 = Transportation Consultant Action  = City Action



 = GSW/Strada Action ◊  = Deliverable/Milestone













From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Beauchamp, Kevin
Subject: RE: Updating Map
Date: Tuesday, April 29, 2014 12:11:00 PM


Thanks.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Beauchamp, Kevin [mailto:KBeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 29, 2014 11:24 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Franke, Paul
Cc: Hussain, Lila (OCII); Luke Stewart
Subject: Fwd: Updating Map
 
Catherine--we'd be happy to help.


Paul--could you please take a look and see if any of the UCSF information needs to be
updated. 


Thanks--


Kevin


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
To: "Beauchamp, Kevin" <KBeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu>
Cc: "Luke  Stewart (LStewart@mbaydevelopment.com)"
<LStewart@mbaydevelopment.com>, "Hussain, Lila (OCII)"
<lila.hussain@sfgov.org>
Subject: Updating Map


Kevin – I was wondering if you might be willing to help us.  We are reviewing
the map that MBDG has created to clean up things with all the recent changes
(going to be updating our website in prep for the Warriors outreach). Could you
please take a look at the UCSF info and see if the numbers, etc. match what
UCSF states?  Thanks


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
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  Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San
Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/






From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW MB preliminary design meeting
Date: Thursday, May 29, 2014 3:56:00 PM


Oops – sorry for throwing you on the organization email.  Wanted you to know it was moving, but
didn’t think you’d be spammed.  J
 
Fun to watch the three of them go – they work well together.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 2:40 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW MB preliminary design meeting
 
Great – thanks!
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 2:30 PM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC); Rahaim, John (CPC); Joslin, Jeff (CPC)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Oerth,
Sally (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW MB preliminary design meeting
 
Thank you, Chris.  We can host the meeting at our offices and will put together an agenda.  Since
John, Tiffany, and Jennifer’s schedules are the hardest to work on, I would suggest that Natasha,
Phillip, and Andrea find a few times that work for them and then the rest of us can make those
times work.  I think that it would be best if the Planning staff person that will be serving as OCII staff
was also identified before that meeting so that they can attend from the beginning.  I know that
Tiffany has outreached to John on that request, and I think Viktoriya was going to touch base with
John on the topic (and I’ll check in with Tiffany today as well).
 
I will ask Natasha to outreach to Phillip and Andrea to see what times would be best for Jennifer,
John, and Tiffany and get those times to you to follow up with the google to the larger group.  I am
going to do that on a small email chain so that not everyone has to participate in the scheduling
task.
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Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 12:50 PM
To: Rahaim, John (CPC); Joslin, Jeff (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: GSW MB preliminary design meeting
 
Hi John, Jeff, and Catherine,
I’m following up on Jennifer’s request to schedule a meeting with GSW to provide preliminary design
direction for the Mission Bay development. Jennifer would like this meeting to take place before
GSW meets with the team owners next Friday.
 
Please let me know who to invite from Planning and OCII and I’ll follow up with a Doodle Poll to find
a time next week that works for everyone…
Thanks,
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
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From: Miller, Erin
To: "Clark Miller"; Wise, Viktoriya
Subject: Meeting Contact list
Date: Friday, January 10, 2014 10:34:56 AM


Clark,
 
Following is the list of all the invitees I sent notice to about the meeting on 1/17 at MTA to review
the draft TMP.  It will be useful to send them a copy of the most recent draft of the TMP to be sure
that all are familiar with and working from the same document.  As far as attendees go, I don’t think
that Ken is necessary, but I wanted him to know about the meeting.  Adam is not available.  I have
heard from almost everyone else though, and there will be a very good turnout.
 
As you know, I will not be available for the meeting.  Would that work for you to take the lead on
the agenda?  I’m copying Viktoriya here as an important part of this meeting is to get consolidated
response/feedback from MTA, and I see her as a lead for the meeting as well.  You have the room


(Civic Center, the large conference room on 3rd floor) for 1.5 hours as you need it.
 
I am around next week until Thursday, so feel absolutely free to contact me for support in helping
you get ready for the meeting (both of you).
 
Best,
Erin
 


Rich, Ken <Ken.Rich@sfgov.org>;
Van de Water, Adam <Adam.VandeWater@sfgov.org>;
Yee, Bond <Bond.Yee@sfmta.com>;
Robbins, Jerry <Jerry.Robbins@sfmta.com>;
Albert, Peter <Peter.Albert@sfmta.com>;
Paine, Carli <Carli.Paine@sfmta.com>;
Grabarkiewctz, Christopher P <christopher.grabarkiewctz@sfmta.com>;
Wong, Arleen <Arleen.Wong@sfmta.com>;
Nestor, John <john.nestor@sfgov.org>;
Wise, Viktoriya <Viktoriya.Wise@sfgov.org>;
'Chris Mitchell (C.Mitchell@fehrandpeers.com)';
'Bob Grandy (B.Grandy@fehrandpeers.com)';
Samii, Camron <Camron.Samii@sfmta.com>;
'David Carlock (david. carlock@machetegroup.com)'
David Noyola <dnoyola@stradasf.com>;
Clark Miller cmiller@stradasf.com
 
Erin Miller
 
Project Manager, Waterfront Transportation Assessment
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Join the Waterfront Transportation Assessment Mailing List
 
Sustainable Streets-Strategic Planning & Policy
Urban Planning Initiatives
 
 


 SFMTA | Municipal Transportation Agency
1 South Van Ness Ave, 7th Floor-7067 -  SF, CA 94103
Office:   415 701 5490
Mobile: 415 971 7429
 



https://docs.google.com/forms/d/1pLb9NiXBn9ZBAEam9pEBPborM74DJY9d9xgLKw84Aq8/viewform






From: Berman, Richard (PRT)
To: Benson, Brad (PRT); Reel, Steven (PRT); Williamson, Phil (PRT); Bach, Carol (PRT)
Cc: Paul Mitchell; Joyce; Oshima, Diane (PRT); Kern, Chris (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: RE: Urgent Data Request - Exploratorium and Brannan Street Wharf SWPPPs
Date: Friday, March 21, 2014 2:57:00 PM
Attachments: EPP-SignedFinal 10-13-10.pdf


Hi All,


Exploratorium
As I recall, it was determined that the Exploratorium was not subject to the State General
Construction Stormwater Permit, which is the regulatory basis for the SWPPP.  The reason was that
being a pier over water with no area over land, i.e. dirt, the project would not disturb one acre of
land, which is the regulatory threshold for the permit.  In lieu of this requirement an Environmental
Protection Plan was required (see attached).
 
I will look into the Brannan Street Wharf and get back to you.
 
Rich
________________________
Richard Berman
Port of San Francisco
Pier 1, San Francisco CA  94111
(415) 274-0276


 
 
 
 


From: Benson, Brad (PRT) 
Sent: Friday, March 21, 2014 2:45 PM
To: Reel, Steven (PRT); Williamson, Phil (PRT); Bach, Carol (PRT); Berman, Richard (PRT)
Cc: Paul Mitchell; Joyce; Oshima, Diane (PRT); Kern, Chris (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: Urgent Data Request - Exploratorium and Brannan Street Wharf SWPPPs
 
Hi Steven, Phil, Carol & Rich:
 
The Piers 30-32 CEQA team has the following information requests:
 
Exploratorium and Brannan Street Wharf SWPPPs.  If available, please provide a a copy of
the SWPPP for both the Exploratorium and the Brannan Street Wharf?  With respect to the
Exploratorium we were provided with the stormwater control plan for post-construction
controls, but not the SWPPP.  With respect to the Brannan Street Wharf, the sponsor
previously provided us with following link https://sfport.box.com/s/pklpqkurriihajgc6ws2,
however, this link doesn't work.  
 
Can you please help with this response?
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Contractor’s Environmental Protection Plan (“EPP”) 
For Construction of Improvements at Piers 15 and 17  



And Fill Removal Off-Site 



1.0 General Project, Work and Site Information 



The Exploratorium Relocation Project (Project) is located at Piers 15 and 17 (Site), in the 
City and County of San Francisco on The Embarcadero at Green Street.  The Project 
involves rehabilitation of the existing structure at Pier 15, including seismic upgrades, 
removal of the "valley" between Piers 15 and 17, construction of an Observatory Building 
in the area of the existing connector building, upgrade of utility infrastructure at Pier 17, 
repair of the north apron of Pier 17 for Baydelta Maritime, Inc. to occupy, and renovation 
of the interior of Pier 17.  The work to be performed by Contractor is to provide structural 
repairs to the substructures and superstructures of Piers 15 and 17, as outlined in 
Section 2, and construct the upgrades and improvements necessary for the 
Exploratorium museum and storage facilities.  
 
Type of Work:    Pier substructure and superstructure structural repairs, demolition, and 
construction 
 
Construction Limits: Piers 15 and 17, San Francisco, CA 
 
Estimated Beginning Date:  October 2010 
 
Estimated Completion Date:  October 2012 
 
Contractor:   Nibbi Bros. Associates, Inc., a California corporation 
  180 Hubbell Street 
  San Francisco, CA 94107 
  (415) 863-1820 
 
Contractor’s Representative:   Axel Boren 
        (415) 863-1820 
 
Owner:   Port of San Francisco 
     Pier 1  
     San Francisco, CA 94111 
     (415) 274-0400 
 
Owner’s Representative: Chris Bigelow 
    (415) 274-0457 
 
Developer and Project Sponsor: 



The Exploratorium, a California not-for-profit Corporation 
  Palace of Fine Arts 
  3601 Lyon Street 
  San Francisco, CA 94123 
  (415) 563-7337 
 
Developer’s Representative:   Wilson Meany Sullivan, a Limited Partnership 



    James Suh, Project Manager 
     (415) 905-5364 
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2.0 General Overview and Purpose 



 
2.1 Overview of the Work 
 
The work includes the following elements, with full descriptions and locations of work 
outlined in the Project drawings and specifications: 
 
o Demolition and repair/seismic upgrade of existing buildings, structural elements, and 



portions of pier deck. 
o Pile repairs and replacement, pile wrapping, concrete pile patching and epoxy 



injection, timber pile cap and stringer replacement, and pavement patching. 
o Installation of new piles, pile caps, beams, and new concrete deck. 
o Construction of new buildings, internal structures, utilities, landscaping, and painting. 
o Removal of the Valley area between Piers 15 and 17 
 
The Work shall comply with all applicable permits and authorizations that contain 
conditions relevant to pollution prevention and natural resources protections.    These 
include the resource agency permits (Corps of Engineers, Regional Water Quality 
Control Board, Bay Conservation and Development Commission, and National Marine 
Fisheries Service), mitigation measures set forth in the Project Environmental Impact 
Report, the dredging permit, and building permits (“Permits”).  If, during the course of the 
Project, construction of a temporary nature is required, it will be built in such a way to 
comply with the provisions of this document. 
 
2.2 Purpose of the Environmental Protection Plan (EPP) 
 
The purpose of this EPP is to: 
 



• Plan for and provide environmental protective measures to control pollution 
that may occur during normal construction practice. 



• Plan for and provide environmental protective measures required to correct 
conditions that develop during the construction of permanent or temporary 
features associated with the Work. 



• Ensure and document compliance with Federal, State, and local regulations 
and “best management practices” (BMPs) pertaining to the environment, 
including fish and wildlife resources, water, air, solid waste, hazardous waste 
and substances, oily substances, and noise pollution. 



 
The preparation of this EPP is based on the principle of Caltrans’ BMPs and other 
applicable BMPs for construction recommended by the California Association of 
Stormwater Quality Agencies. 
 
This EPP is dynamic, viable, and will be modified and amended when there is a change 
in construction or operations which have the potential to impact issues covered by this 
EPP or create new issues contemplated by this EPP. The EPP will also be amended if it 
is in violation of any condition of the Permit or has not achieved the general objective of 
reducing pollutants in stormwater runoff or other potential pollutant release from the Site. 
A sample amendment log is attached.  
 



Page 2  



DocuSign Envelope ID: 043435F3-1851-42FB-AAEB-E0F32A5A13C5











The Contractor will make a "best faith effort" to comply with the EPP requirements. 
Robert Ortiz, Contractor’s Quality Assurance/Quality Control (QA/QC) staff, shall enforce 
a strict compliance with the EPP and the contract documents.  



3.0 Protection of Natural Resources 
 
The purpose of this section is to discuss means and methods to prevent release of 
pollutants from within the Project boundaries outside the limits of the Work and outline 
construction requirements required by permits to prevent adverse impacts to natural 
resources from proposed construction activities.  Construction activities will be confined 
to within the limits of the work as indicated on the drawings. 



3.1 Trees, Landscaping and Vegetation 
 
As the vast majority of the work will be on or over the water, no trees, shrubs, 
landscaping or other vegetation are anticipated to be impacted.  If it is determined during 
the course of the Project that any work will be done that will interfere with trees, 
landscaping or other vegetation, the Owner’s permission will be obtained prior to the 
work beginning.  



3.2 Fish and Wildlife Resources 
 
Fish and wildlife species, including marine mammals, have the potential to be impacted 
by Project construction activities. If, during the course of construction, significant impacts 
to fish or wildlife are encountered, the work will be halted until it is determined that the 
continuation of the work poses no further threat.  The Work will not continue until 
measures developed to mitigate any identified impacts are followed.  Specific 
construction measures to avoid impacts to biological resources are summarized below 
based on regulatory agency permits and the Project Final Environmental Impact Report 
(FEIR)1: 
 
Pile Driving with Vibratory Hammer 
 
o Pile driving using a vibratory hammer may occur at any time of the year.   
o A qualified biologist, approved by the California Department of Fish and Game 



(“Biological Monitor”), will be present on the Site for monitoring the presence of 
herring in the Bay during any pile-driving activities conducted between December 1 
and February 28.  If a herring spawning event is observed, work will cease for two (2) 
weeks following the spawning event, and the area will be surveyed by the Biological 
Monitor prior to resumption of work.  See Appendix E, Water Quality Certification 
from the Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB), dated June 30, 2010. 



o A soft-start procedure must be implemented.  The soft start procedures required in 
the permits include:   



A. Initiate noise from the vibratory hammer for 15 seconds at 40– 60% 
reduced energy followed by a 1- minute waiting period.   



B. The procedure would be repeated two additional times before full energy 
may be achieved.  



                                                 
1 The measures listed may differ somewhat, but are consistent with, measures described in the FEIR.  
Measures have been modified through the permitting process to reflect resource agency requirements and 
recommendations for current and best management practices for biological resources.  For reference 
purposes, FEIR Mitigation Measure M-BI-2 regarding pile-driving is attached hereto in Appendix G. 
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C. The soft-start procedure would be conducted prior to driving each pile if 
vibratory hammering ceases for more than 30 minutes.  



 
o According to the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) Incidental Harassment 



Authorization (IHA), marine mammal monitoring is required to take place twice a 
week during pile driving activities2.  If required by the IHA, a Marine Mammal 
Monitor, approved by NMFS, will be hired and will require access to the construction 
site according to health and safety procedures. 



 
Pile Driving with Impact Hammer 
 
o Pile driving with an impact hammer will occur only between June 1 and November 



30. 
o In the event that an impact hammer is necessary, a bubble curtain in combination 



with a wood block would be used as an attenuation device to reduce hydroacoustic 
sound levels to avoid the potential for injury to aquatic biological resources. If other 
combinations are proposed, the site Biological Monitor should be consulted to ensure 
that they would satisfy NMFS requirements. 



o Underwater sound monitoring is required for the first two piles of each size driven 
with an impact hammer to determine if sound attenuation devices are adequately 
reducing sound levels3.  



o A Marine Mammal Monitor is required at all times during pile driving with an impact 
hammer, subject to the provisions of the IHA.  If marine mammals are observed 
within 1,000 feet of the Project Site, pile-driving must cease until such animals have 
left the 1,000-foot area. 



o A ‘‘soft-start’’ technique is required for impact hammers.  The soft start technique 
described by the agency permits requires an initial set of three strikes from the 
impact hammer at 40% energy, followed by a 1-minute waiting period, then two 
subsequent three-strike sets.  



 
Western Gulls 
 
Currently, the roofs of Piers 15 and 17 provide a suitable breeding habitat for Western 
Gulls (Larus occidentalis).  As detailed in the FEIR Mitigation Measure M-BI-1 (see 
Appendix G), measures to avoid impacts to nesting gulls in compliance with the 
Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) include: 
 



o To the extent feasible, the Contractor shall undertake construction or demolition 
activities associated with the roof between August 1 and February 28 in order to 
avoid impacts to nesting gulls.   



 
o If construction involving disturbance to the roof must occur during the nesting 



season (March 1 through July 31), the Contractor may implement a combination 
of measures in order to avoid impacts to gulls.  The Project Biological Monitor 
should be contacted prior to the start of the breeding bird season for guidance on 



                                                 
2 As of the effective date of this EPP, no IHA has been issued by the Department of Fish and 
Game.  In the absence of an IHA, a Marine Mammal Monitor is required daily during pile driving 
activities.  Marine mammal monitoring would need to adhere to observation and reporting 
standards contained within the NMFS IHA. 
3 Sound monitoring would need to be consistent with protocols outlined in the NMFS consultation 
letter for the Project (Appendix F). 
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nesting birds.  Recommendations for project scheduling to address the issue of 
nesting birds are provided below. 



 
Based on bird deterrent work implemented in 2010, a combination of project scheduling 
and audio and visual deterrents is recommended if roof work is required during the gull 
breeding season in 2011 or beyond.   
 



o It is recommended that roof work be initiated as close to the end of the work 
window as possible (the last week in February) in order to demonstrate a 
significant level of roof disturbance prior to the initiation of potential nest building.   



o Project scheduling should attempt to insure a daily level of roof work and 
disturbance between late March and early June, the period of observed active 
nesting.   



o On weekends, audio and visual deterrents should be employed under the 
consultation of the Project Biological Monitor, who must be a qualified biologist.  
A consistent level of disturbance during the appropriate time of year may deter 
this species from nesting on the roofs of Piers 15 and 17 in 2011. 



o It may be possible to obtain a Depredation Permit from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service (USFWS), allowing for disturbance of nesting gulls.  The Biological 
Monitor should be contacted prior to the start of the breeding season work 
window to address the status of this potential permit. 



3.3 Aquatic Resources 
 
No stream crossings are anticipated for this Project.  No Work is anticipated to be 
completed in a wetlands area.  Some Work will take place below the wharf and pier 
structures, in the waters of San Francisco Bay (Bay).  The Bay is the only aquatic 
resource potentially impacted by the Work.  The pollution prevention measures 
described in this EPP are focused on preventing water quality impacts to the bay.  
Authorization has been obtained by applicable resource agencies to place fill in the Bay 
associated with the Project. 



4.0 Archeological Resources 



4.1 Protection of Historic and Archaeological Resources 
 
The pier structural work may be completed in areas of historic or archeological interest.  
Work will take place above, at, or below deck, above or in the waters of the Bay. 
Measures established in the FEIR to ensure protection of archeological resources are 
incorporated by reference into this EPP.  (See FEIR Mitigation Measure M-CP-2 in 
Appendix G).  Measures to be implemented by the Contractor are summarized below: 
 
o The San Francisco Planning Department archeological resource “ALERT” sheet will 



be distributed to all project subcontractors (including demolition, excavation, grading, 
foundation, pile driving, etc. firms); or utilities firms involved in soils disturbing 
activities within the Project Site (see Appendix A).   



o The “ALERT” sheet will be circulated to all field personnel including, machine 
operators, field crew, pile drivers, supervisory personnel, etc. (see Appendix A)   



o The Project Sponsor shall provide the Environmental Review Officer (ERO) with a 
signed affidavit from the responsible parties (prime contractor, subcontractor(s), and 
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utilities firm) to the ERO confirming that all field personnel have received copies of 
the Alert Sheet (see Appendix A). 



o Should any indication of an archeological resource be encountered during any soils 
disturbing activity of the project, the project Head Foreman and/or Project Sponsor 
shall immediately notify the ERO and shall immediately suspend any soils disturbing 
activities in the vicinity of the discovery until the ERO has determined what additional 
measures should be undertaken.  Work will not resume until directed by the 
Developer’s Representative. 



o If the ERO determines that an archeological resource may be present within the 
Project Site, the Project Sponsor shall retain the services of a qualified archeological 
consultant to advise on how to proceed.   



5.0 Pollution Prevention During Construction 
 
Project construction stormwater management requirements are described as part of the 
Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) Water Quality Certification and FEIR.  
Implementation of the conditions contained in these approvals is described below.  As 
required by the RWQCB permit, applicable construction BMPs contained in the San 
Francisco Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC) San Francisco Urban Watershed 
Management Plan (see Appendix B) will be implemented at the Project Site.  Applicable 
Measures from the San Francisco Urban Watershed Management Plan are identified 
below.  Special conditions apply to work on the Pier as stormwater generally drains 
directly to the Bay by sheet flow, and does not flow into a storm drain system. 



5.1 Repair, Replacement and New Construction Over Water 
 
The Project will involve construction and demolition over water associated with removal 
of Pier decking, repair and installation of support piles, and construction of new areas of 
Pier decking.  Measures to prevent introduction of pollutants into the Bay as part of this 
work may vary by activity and area.  These measures are described more fully below.   
 
Pier Decking Demolition Pollution Prevention 
 
Demolition will be conducted to contain falling materials and prevent demolition debris 
from entering the Bay.  The methods utilized to accomplish this may differ based on 
location on the piers, as different areas of demolition contain different access 
constraints.  Applicable methods for each site will be determined by the project 
demolition subcontractor given site conditions, and include, but are not limited to: 
 



o Cutting and dropping demolished decking material onto an over-water barge or 
scow for transport off site 



o Cutting portions of decking and removing from over water areas via crane 
o Installation of netting or containment vessels beneath the surface of the Pier 



decking to catch falling debris.  Containment materials will be removed using 
methods to prevent deposition of demolition materials into the Bay. 



o Using work platforms with toe boards to capture and contain falling materials 
o A containment boom will be installed surrounding the work area to contain 



floating debris.  The containment boom will be inspected daily at the end of each 
work day for materials to be removed from the water and disposed of at the work 
site. 
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o An oil-absorbent boom will be deployed around any work with potential for oil 
release. 



 
Pile Repair and Installation 
 
Pile repair methods vary slightly for pile types in different areas of the Pier, as detailed in 
the construction plans.  The following pollution prevention measures will be 
implemented: 
 



o Application of materials such as grout, chlorine inhibitors, surface protectants, 
glues, and other hazardous materials will be completed in a dry environment 
isolated from the Bay.  Where in-Bay application of these materials is necessary, 
a coffer dam, work form, or similar mechanism will be installed prior to application 
of these materials.   



o Wet material (grout, chlorine inhibitors, surface protectants, etc.) applied to piles 
will be allowed to cure completely prior to removal of the coffer dam, work form, 
or other isolation mechanism.   



o Activities involving removal of pile sections will utilize methods to prevent the 
removed pile section from entering the Bay.  This may include removal of cut 
sections via crane, loading cut sections onto a barge, or other appropriate 
methods to accomplish this purpose. 



o Installation of new piles will follow measures to avoid impacts to fish and wildlife 
resources described above in Section 3.0 



 
Construction of New Decking 
 
New deck construction will utilize methods to prevent materials from entering the Bay.  
Many of these methods would be similar to those employed for decking demolition.  Wet 
materials, including concrete, grout, surface protectants, etc., that may be necessary to 
finish decking will be stored and handled according to methods described below in 
Sections 5.3 and 7.0.   
 



o A containment boom will be deployed around the work area for all new decking 
construction 



o Work platforms with toe boards will be used to capture and contain falling 
materials 



o Decking will be constructed and installed to avoid contact with the water column. 
 
Construction Dust Control 
 
Any Site preparation or construction activities (whether over land or water) that have the 
potential to create dust, or that will expose or disturb soil, are subject to San Francisco 
Health Code Article 22B, which implements the City’s Dust Control Ordinance.  Article 
22B requires submittal of a Dust Control Plan for approval by the Department of Public 
Health (DPH) prior to issuance of a building permit.  As described in Section III.G.15 of 
the FEIR, the Port’s Building Department will not issue a building permit without written 
notification from the Director of Public Health that the permit applicant has a Site-specific 
Dust Control Plan, or the Director waives the requirement or determines that these 
requirements do not apply due to project size or other factors.  Developer’s 
Representative or Contractor will seek DPH approval or waiver of a dust control plan.  
Any dust control measures required to comply with Article 22B will be incorporated into 
this EPP as an amendment. 
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Many of the measures described in this EPP serve to control dust from construction 
activities.  The Contractor will wet down or tarp areas of soil being disturbed to control 
dust; wet down areas of demolition just enough to control dust but not too much to cause 
run-off pollution to the Bay; monitor wind direction and conditions and dust particulate 
accumulation; establish shut-down conditions based on wind, soil migration, etc.; limit 
the amount of soil in hauling trucks to the size of the truck bed and securing with a 
tarpaulin; enforce a 15-mile per hour (mph) speed limit for vehicles entering and exiting 
construction areas; sweep the Site to reduce particulate emissions; install and utilize 
wheel washers to clean truck tires if needed; and apply soil stabilizers to inactive areas. 
The Contractor will designate an individual to monitor compliance with dust control 
requirements. 
 
General Housekeeping and Maintenance 
 
The Contractor will ensure proper housekeeping through daily cleaning and debris 
removal.  Housekeeping and maintenance measures include: 
 



o Inactive material stockpiles must remain covered at all times. Active stockpiles 
must be covered daily at completion of construction during the wet season or 
during periods of high wind (SFPUC BMP C21 and C23). 



o Active debris boxes must remain covered to prevent rain water contact during the 
wet season and dispersal of debris during periods of high wind. 



o Removal and recovery of sediments and particulates on Pier surfaces is required 
daily by manual or mechanical methods. Per SFPUC draft Construction Site 
Stormwater Runoff Control ordinance, power washing is not an approved 
cleanup method. 



o If dewatering activities discharge to the City stormwater system, a batch 
discharge permit is required from the SFPUC Bureau of Environmental 
Regulation and Management (SFPUC BMP 27).   



o Washout areas that prevent the run-off of wash water must be established for 
disposal of wet residual construction materials (see SFPUC "Keep It On Site!" 
brochure in Appendix C).  This includes, but is not limited to: concrete, stucco, 
paint, and mortar. Washout areas will be surrounded by a gravel bag, fiber roll, or 
other measures to prevent run-off into surrounding areas.  No other areas are 
permitted for washing wet construction materials. 



o Straw bales, wattles, fiber rolls, gravel bags, or other devices will be installed 
along the perimeter of the Pier to filter runoff entering the Bay.  The BMPs 
installed at the perimeter of the Pier will be installed to prevent falling or blowing 
into the Bay.  If construction activities necessitate removal of the perimeter 
control BMPs, they will be replaced as soon as possible after completion of the 
activity.   



 
 
 
5.2 Construction on Land 
 
Potentially Hazardous Constituents in Soil 
 
Construction will include trenching, excavation and grading, primarily beneath Herb 
Caen Way.  If these activities disturb 50 cubic yards or more of soil (excluding imported 
backfill in utility trenches or other subsurface material that can be conclusively 
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demonstrated to be imported clean fill), then San Francisco Health Code Article 22A 
applies.  Article 22A requires analysis of contaminants in soil and submittal of a soil 
characterization report to DPH.  Depending upon the findings of soil characterization, 
DPH may require additional health and safety or soil management measures.  If so, such 
measures will be incorporated into this EPP as an amendment.  DPH approval is 
required prior to beginning work. 
 
5.3 Vehicle and Equipment Storage and Service 
 



o Contractor’s vehicles will be parked on-site in designated parking area(s). 
o Equipment will be parked on-site close to where needed to operate (refer to 



equipment staging layout).   
o Diesel-fueled, off-road vehicles/or equipment will be operated in compliance with 



FEIR Mitigation Measure M-AQ-1 (See Appendix G) and 13 CCR 2449, 
including registration and labeling requirements and idling limits. 



o All maintenance/repairs of equipment will be performed off-site (SFPUC BMP 
C25).   



o Fueling areas will be located away from any storm inlets and at least 100 feet 
from the water's edge.  If it is not possible to keep refueling areas 100 feet from 
the water's edge, refueling will use catch basins or absorbent pads when 
refueling.  The primary fueling station will be at the same location as the vehicle 
staging area, as shown on the attached Site Logistics Plan, Exhibit B.    



o Spill kits will be on hand at fueling areas.  Fueling will likely occur with a fuel truck 
provided by Contractor’s vendor.  Contractor will contact vendor as needed to 
fuel equipment.  Any equipment that needs fueling will be required to come to the 
designated fueling area. 



o Equipment washdown on site is prohibited unless a designated washdown 
station is established with run-off prevention BMPs (SFPUC BMP S42 and S45). 



o See FEIR Mitigation Measure M-AQ-1 in Appendix G. 
 
5.4 Construction Materials Management 
 
Materials brought onto the Site may include: 
 



o Wood: These will be for forms and roof repairs and will be stored on site.  
o Paints/Solvents/Epoxies: Will be stored in designated areas inside the shed.  5-



gallon cans of paints are stacked adjacent to the painters jockey box.  Inside the 
jockey box the solvents and other materials are stored. 



o Fuel: Operations will rely on a fuel truck.  Fuel storage on site will be avoided if 
possible.  It is possible that there will be a 55-gallon fuel drum with pump on site, 
and it will be located in the Fueling Area shown on the attached Site Logistics 
Plan, Exhibit B.  The drum will be covered and will sit in a containment pan 
surrounded by a wattle and will not be located near any storm inlets or the 
water’s edge.   



o Metal Components: There will be rebar, structural steel, metal studs, and misc 
metals to be used throughout the project.  These items will staged and stored in 
such a manner as to maintain the schedule of construction and minimize excess 
materials stored on site.  These items will likely be stored inside the facility but if 
stored outside and found necessary, wattles may be placed around them or they 
may be covered with tarps. 



o Concrete: No concrete will be stored on-site.  After trucks are finished placing 
concrete, they will washout in a designated area which is likely to be near the 
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staging area.  Washout will be done into plastic kid pools.  Once dried, the 
concrete is then disposed of in a concrete debris box and taken off site. 



o Asphalt: There will be no asphalt storage. 
 
These materials will be stored at designated storage sites and managed according to 
good housekeeping BMP procedures, including covering during rainy or windy periods.  
Measures for storage of hazardous materials are detailed below in Section 7.0. 
 
 
5.5 Changes to Existing Drainage  
 
Storm water runoff currently drains directly into the Bay and will continue doing so during 
much of the construction period.  However, the new construction will result in changes to 
existing drainage systems, including collection of runoff from a portion of the roof area in 
a below-deck cistern, fitting all roof drains with filter baskets, and plumbing all floor 
drains to discharge to the sanitary sewer line.  If, during the course of the Project, the 
existing drainage system is to be impacted, it will be modified by the Contractor to 
remain functioning in the event of a storm.   



6.0 Control and Disposal of Solid Waste 



6.1 General 
 
The purpose of this section is to outline practices for the proper management and 
disposal of wastes.  Solid waste generated during this Project will include construction 
debris, broken piling, concrete rubble, timber, asphalt and litter.  Solid waste will be 
collected into covered containers and removed from the Site on a regular basis to 
prevent accumulation of debris.  Contractor will comply with Chapter 14 of the City and 
County of San Francisco Environmental Code, including development of a construction 
and demolition debris recycling plan that provides for a minimum of 65% diversion from 
landfill disposal to re-use or recycling.  Requirements and forms are available at 
http://sfgov.org/site/frame.asp?u=http://www.sfenvironment.org. All wastes, including oil, 
concrete and wooden debris, will be removed from the Site for disposal in compliance 
with Federal, State, and local regulations. 
 
The discharge of solid waste pollutants by stormwater runoff to adjacent surface water 
bodies will be reduced or prevented by providing designated waste collection areas and 
containers, shown as “Solid Waste Storage” Area on the attached Site Logistics Plan, 
Exhibit B, arranging for regular disposal, and training employees and contractors.  The 
following steps will be taken to keep a clean site and reduce pollution: 
 



o Select designated waste collection areas on-site. 
o Place dumpsters under roofs or cover them with plastic sheeting during rainy 



and/or windy weather. If plastic is used, dumpster contents shall be protected 
from stormwater by securing the plastic around the outside of the dumpster 
(SFPUC BMP C46). 



o Never clean out a dumpster by hosing it down on the construction site. Return 
dumpsters to the trash-hauling contractor for cleaning. 



o Locate sanitary facilities in a convenient location at least 50 feet from drainage 
conveyance systems and from the water's edge. 



Page 10  



DocuSign Envelope ID: 043435F3-1851-42FB-AAEB-E0F32A5A13C5











o Sanitary/septic facilities shall be regularly maintained in good working condition 
and not allowed to overflow. 



o Debris shall be managed so as to prevent the material from entering the Bay or 
drainage conveyances. All material shall be collected for disposal or recycling at 
a properly credentialed facility. Details on waste management practices for work 
over water will consist of work platforms to catch any debris that might enter the 
Bay.  Also, craftsmen working on over-water portions of the work will be briefed 
as to proper housekeeping and containment of materials.  



6.2 Litter Control 
 
The Contractor shall conduct a daily pickup of litter around the construction site.  The 
collection of litter is especially important during windy weather or before the onset of 
rains. This litter shall be removed promptly and placed in a designated storage facility.  



7.0 Hazardous Materials 
 
7.1 Hazardous Materials 
 
Classes of hazardous materials anticipated to be brought on site include paints, 
solvents, protectants, and fuels/oil.  The Contractor will maintain a list of hazardous 
materials, such as epoxy, solvents, surface protectants, etc. brought and stored on site.  
Material Safety Data Sheet (MSDS) information will be submitted to the Contractor, 
along with estimated amounts, prior to the material arriving on site. The list will be 
updated for work conducted by subcontractors as needed.  Records will be kept detailing 
the days on site, the amount on site, the maximum amount on site at any one time, how 
the material was used and how much of the material was used on the Project. Fuel and 
oil will be delivered periodically to fuel vehicles and equipment, but will not be stored on-
site.  See section 7.3 for fueling procedures to prevent spills. 
 
General BMPs for hazardous material storage and handling are listed below. 
 



o A designated hazardous materials storage area will be established at least 100 
feet from the water's edge4.  This area is shown as “Regulated Waste Storage” 
on the attached Site Logistics Plan, Exhibit B.  Where it is not possible to store 
these materials 100 feet from the water's edge, appropriate storage and 
containment measures will be utilized to ensure containment of hazardous 
materials.  Examples include storage sheds, lock boxes and other similar 
enclosures.  Storage containers will be 10% larger than the volume of the 
containers (SFPUC BMP S20) 



o Where hazardous materials are being used near water during construction, they 
will be used in conjunction with absorbent pads and a spill kit will be kept nearby. 



o All hazardous material will be stored in its original container with an NFPA label 
or its equivalent.  All relevant MSDS sheets will be kept on site and provided to 
the Developer’s Representative at the end of the Project.   



o Tools and equipment used to apply and transport grout, paints, solvents, 
protectants, etc. will be washed only into a hazardous materials storage basin, 
into the original container, or using other means to contain the wash water 
(SFPUC BMPs C32, C33, C34, C35, S08, S09, S11) 



                                                 
4 Per RWQCB Construction and Post-construction Management Measures #6. 
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o Empty hazardous waste containers will be disposed of properly according to the 
instructions on the container (SFPUC BMP S07). 



o Unused hazardous materials will be removed from the Site and reused or 
disposed of properly according to instructions on the container (SFPUC BMP 
S10). 



o All special instructions on the container labels for handling of hazardous 
materials will be followed. 



o Paint: All paint to be stored indoors will be in a designated adequately 
ventilated room.  All containers will be closed when not in use and caution will be 
taken to prevent spilling any paint.  The paint will only be delivered on site when 
needed to prevent overstocking.  Paint will be used immediately following its 
delivery to the jobsite.   



o All lead and asbestos-containing materials that will be impacted by the Project 
will be abated prior to beginning construction or demolition work in the particular 
area, in accordance with the abatement and clearance protocols described in 
submittals for Building Permit Nos. B-2010-0040 and B-2010-0059. 



o Roof Replacement: Debris from the existing roof will be removed from the Site 
daily via proper containers. 



 
 
7.2 Hazardous Waste 
 
Hazardous waste that may be generated by construction activities include used oil, 
waste paint, creosote-treated wood debris and waste from lead-based paint removal.  
Hazardous waste will be identified, labeled, handled, stored and disposed of in 
accordance with all Federal, State and local regulations.  Hazardous waste generated on 
the Project or in other locations requiring bay fill removal will be identified as being 
generated by the Developer for the purposes of manifesting and disposal.  Prior to 
removal from the Site, all manifests will be signed by Developer’s Representative. 
 
If the Work requires the storage of hazardous waste, a Regulated Waste Storage Area 
will be provided by Contractor.  This will be requested in writing, and provide the 
following information: 
 



• Contract Number 
• Contractor Name 
• Type of Hazardous waste 
• Hazardous waste contact person and phone number 
• Type and source of hazardous waste 
• Emergency point of contact and phone number 
• Location of the storage site (with site plan) 



 
No hazardous wastes will be brought onto the Project Site.  All hazardous waste, 
including waste oil and lubricants, will be disposed of in accordance with all Federal, 
Sate and local requirements.  
 
Used oil: Will be put into oil drums and removed by a specified qualified company.   
  
All wood debris: Will be handled with proper housekeeping techniques.   
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7.3 Spill Prevention and Response  
 
A continuing program shall be established to educate employees and subcontractors on 
the prevention of and prompt action for accidental discharges on site.  Subcontractors 
will educate their own employees about spill prevention and response at toolbox 
meetings.  Contractor will collect copies of subcontractor‘s toolbox meeting notes to 
ensure that proper training is administered.  
 
Containment of the spill shall be as quick as possible based on the magnitude and 
nature of the discharge.  Minor spills such as small quantities of gasoline, oil, etc. can be 
contained quickly by the first responder to the discovery.  The practice commonly 
followed for a minor spill is to contain the spill, recover spilled materials, clean the 
contaminated areas and properly dispose of contaminated materials. For minor 
discharge clean-up, an adequate supply of absorbent cleaning materials shall be 
available on-site. For significant or hazardous spills that cannot be controlled by 
personnel, these shall be reported immediately to Owner’s Representative, to 
Developer’s Representative, to the Coast Guard and, if dangerous, to the local 
emergency authorities by dialing 911.  Any release of petroleum or other hazardous 
substance to the water shall be reported immediately to: 
 
REQUIRED AGENCY NOTIFICATION: 
National Response Center: 800-424-8802 
California State Office of Emergency Services: 800-852-7550 
Department of Fish & Game, Oil Spill Prevention and Response: 916-445-0045  



or 916-358-1300 
U.S. Coast Guard, Marine Safety Office: 510-437-3073 
 
Owner’s Representative 
Developer’s Representative 
 
 
Only qualified staff shall clean up hazardous spillage. Contractor shall have on-site at all 
times sufficient absorbent materials and cleanup supplies, which shall be kept both on 
land and on barges. Contractor’s representative responsible for reporting spills and 
directing response is named in Section 9. 
 
Release of hazardous materials due to fueling of construction equipment at the Site will 
be prevented.  The following practices shall be used:  
 



o One (1) on-site fueling station shall be allowed, consisting of a double-walled 
stationary fuel storage tank, located away from the pier edge and surrounded by 
portable curbing. Refer to the attached Site Logistics Plan, Exhibit B,  showing 
fueling station location 



o A stockpile of spill cleanup materials will be readily accessible at the fueling 
station, including absorbent material, drip pans and booms (for spills in water). 



o Contractor shall avoid mobile (i.e., by truck) fueling of construction equipment at 
the site.  Instead, equipment shall be transported to the designated fueling 
station or off-site. 



o A stockpile of spill prevention equipment and spill clean-up kits shall be readily 
available at various locations around the Project site. Additionally, spill materials 
are to be available at the designated fueling station.  
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o All equipment will carry oil-absorbent mats.  



8.0 Non-Stormwater Management 
 



8.1 Non-Stormwater Discharges 
 
No non-stormwater discharges are anticipated at the Project site but if Contractor 
identifies any unavoidable non-stormwater discharges, then the Contractor will be 
responsible for identification of all potential discharges as an addendum to this EPP.  In 
addition, Contractor will provide the following information on each discharge: 
 
1. Quantity/Quality of discharge 
2. Location of discharge 
3. Frequency of discharge 
4. Management practices (procedures) associated with the discharge 
5. Control measures (treatment) associated with the discharge 
6. Inspection and monitoring of discharge 
 
All vehicle washing shall be done off-site at a commercial facility; therefore there will be 
no non-stormwater discharges resulting from vehicle washing. 



8.2 Illicit Discharges 
 
The construction site shall be inspected at the beginning of the Work for any evidence of 
illicit discharges. Thereafter, regular inspections for the same purpose shall be carried 
out and any such evidence shall be reported immediately to the Developer’s 
Representative and in turn the Developer’s Representative will report immediately to 
Owner’s Representative. Illicit discharges could be any of the following: motor oil, 
unlabeled materials in containers, lost construction debris, run-on from adjacent 
property, and abnormal water flow during the dry weather season. Although Contractor 
is not responsible for the investigation and clean up of illicit discharges not generated by 
them, the Developer’s Representative may direct Contractor to clean up discharged 
material as a result of illegal dumping or littering on the construction site. 
 
Illicit discharges by Contractor's operation will not be allowed. Illegal dumping within the 
Site will be immediately reported to Owner, to Developer’s Representative and to the 
Coast Guard or other appropriate authority.  



9.0 Emergency Contacts 
 
The following is a list of persons to contact to solve potential problems in the event of 
emergency: 
 
Contractor Representatives  
 
Name Mobile Office



1.  Robert Ortiz (415) 748-1587 (415) 863-1820 Ext. 192 



2.  Axel Boren (415) 290-8465 (415) 863-1820 



3.  Alfonso Rocciola (415) 260-0908 (415) 863-1820 
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Owner Representatives 
 
Name Mobile Office 



1.  Chris Bigelow  415-999-8552 415-274-0457 



2.  Carol Bach 415-819-8065 
(Call office phone first) 



415-274-0568  



 
Developer Representatives 
 



Name Mobile Office 



1.  James Suh, WMS  (650) 773-2557 (415) 905-5364 



2. Mike Van Brunt, VBA 
Associates 



(510) 928-4444 (925) 685-5900 



10.0 Training 
 
Prior to commencing work on the Site, Contractor’s personnel will be briefed on this 
EPP.  Persons who have specific responsibilities under this EPP for monitoring, 
inspections, etc. will be specifically instructed in those duties by Contractor’s Project 
Superintendent or his designee.  Information provided shall include basic “Best 
Management Practices”, the requirements of the Project permit(s) and the site-specific 
environmental controls. Specifically, the training will focus on implementation, inspection 
and maintenance of environmental controls. 



11.0 List of Contractors and Subcontractors 
 
The implementation of this EPP will be the responsibility of Contractor.  Contractor shall 
notify all subcontractors of the EPP requirements. Subcontractors shall be made aware 
of their responsibilities under the EPP.   



12.0 Other Plans and/or Permits 
 
This Project is subject to and must comply with the requirements of all applicable 
permitting agencies.  Permit conditions have been described herein to the extent 
necessary for Contractor implementation.  Additional monitors may need to be consulted 
as indicated above for more specific detailed information regarding the issue of concern. 



13.0 Monitoring Program and Reports 
 
A monitoring program and reporting system is a record keeping process to find out how 
well the BMPs are working and to evaluate whether additional BMPs are required. The 
Contractor shall assume responsibility for implementing this EPP.  The Developer will 
ensure compliance with the permit requirements and contract specifications; however, 
the Contractor will be required to conduct inspections and monitoring in accordance with 
the following: 
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13.1 Site Inspections 
 
Inspections of the construction site are required to identify deficient EPP measures as 
follows: 
1. Prior to a forecasted storm 
2. After each storm event 
3. At 24-hours intervals during extended precipitation events 
4. Routinely, on a weekly basis, unless otherwise specified above. 
 
A San Francisco Public Utilities Commission Wastewater Enterprise/Collection System 
Division Construction Site Assessment Form is provided for site inspections in 
Appendix D.  



13.2 Compliance Certification 
 
During construction, the person designated to be responsible for compliance with the 
EPP (per Section 2.2) shall conduct monthly inspections of the Project Site for 
implementation of BMPs and compliance with this EPP.  The EPP shall be reviewed and 
updated as needed. 
 



13.3 Non-Compliance Reporting 
 
Any non-compliance shall be reported at the time of discovery to the Owner’s 
Representative and to the Developer’s Representative. The report shall be a written 
submission containing a description of the non-compliance and its cause; the period of 
non-compliance, including exact dates and times; corrective actions, including the 
expected time of ending of non-compliance; and steps taken or planned to reduce, 
eliminate and prevent recurrence of non-compliance. 



13.4 Responsibility for Implementation of the Environmental Protection Plan 
 
Robert Ortiz, Contractor’s Site Safety Officer, shall be responsible for implementation of 
this Environmental Protection Plan.  Robert Ortiz shall report directly to Contractor’s 
project manager and shall have the authority to act for Contractor in all environmental 
protection matters. 



14.0 AMENDMENTS 
 
The Contractor and Developer are responsible for updating this EPP to reflect the actual 
field conditions. All substantive changes will be incorporated into the EPP and recorded 
on the Amendment Log, attached hereto as Exhibit A. 
 
All EPP amendments shall be in letter format and shall include the following information: 
 



• Who requested the amendment 
• Description of the location of the proposed amendment 
• Description of the reason for the amendment 
• Description of the original BMP proposed, if any 
• Description of the new BMP proposed 
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Each amendment shall be approved when the following certification has been signed 
and dated by the Developer or Developer’s Representative: 



 
 "I certify under penalty of law that this document and all attachments were 
prepared under my direction or supervision in accordance with a system 
designed to ensure that qualified personnel properly gather and evaluate the 
information submitted. Based on my inquiry of the person or persons who 
manage the system, or those persons directly responsible for gathering the 
information, the information submitted, is, to the best of my knowledge and belief, 
true, accurate and complete." 
 
Signature: ___________________   
 
Date:  ___________________ 
 
Name and Title: ___________________ 



 
 



15.0 REFERENCES 
 
This Environmental Protection Plan consists of this document plus the following: 
 
Project Plans entitled “Exploratorium at Piers 15 and 17”, dated 1/22/2010 
Project Master Specifications Volumes 1 through 3, dated 1/22/2010 
Caltrans Stormwater Quality Handbook Construction Contractor's Guide and 
Specifications 
 
These documents are available for review by any interested party during normal working 
hours at Contractor’s construction trailer in Pier 17 and at Pier 1, San Francisco, 
California. 
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CERTIFICATION 
 



I certify, under penalty of law, that this document and all attachments were 
prepared under my direction or supervision in accordance with a system 
designed to ensure that qualified personnel properly gather and evaluate the 
information submitted. Based on my inquiry of the person or persons who 
manage the system, or those persons directly responsible for gathering the 
information, the information submitted, is, to the best of my knowledge and belief, 
true, accurate and complete. 
 
I further certify that this EPP has been incorporated into the construction contract 
between Developer and Contractor and is in compliance with the construction 
plans and specifications for the Project. 
 
 



Contractor 
Nibbi Bros. Associates, Inc., a California corporation 
 
 
By             
Robert Nibbi, President 
Date________________ 
 
 
Approved and Certified by: 
 
Developer 
The Exploratorium, a California not-for-profit corporation 
 
 
By            
Laura Zander, Chief Operating Officer 
Date _______________ 
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EXHIBIT A:  AMENDMENT LOG 
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Prepared By 
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Owner’s Rep 
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EXHIBIT B:  SITE LOGISTICS PLAN 
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APPENDIX A:  SFPUC "Alert Sheet" for Archaeological Resources 
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ALERT ! 
 
 
 
 
This is to notify you that this project site may be located in an archeologically 
sensitive area.  If you notice anything that indicates the presence of an 
archeological resource within the project site, the San Francisco Environmental 
Review Officer must be contacted immediately.  If you see anything that appears 
like archeological remains call: (415) 575-9029 or 575-9048 or 575-9025.  All 
work within the vicinity of the discovery must stop until the Environmental Review 
Officer has evaluated the discovery.  You should be on the lookout for both 
prehistoric and historical archeological sites.  It is not always easy to identify 
archeological sites when they are encountered.  Below are some things that may 
indicate the presence of an archeological site. 
 
PREHISTORIC ARCHEOLOGICAL SITE 
 Concentrations of shellfish remains 
 Evidence of fire (ashes, charcoal, burnt earth, fire-cracked rocks) 
 Concentrations of bones 



Recognizable Native American artifacts (arrowheads, shell beads, stone 
mortars (bowls), humanly shaped rock) 



 
HISTORICAL ARCHEOLOGICAL SITE 
 Building foundation remains 
 Trash pits 
 Privies (Out-house holes) 
 Floor remains 
 Wells  



Concentration of bottles, broken dishes, shoes, buttons, cut animal bones, 
hardware, household items, barrels, etc. 



Debris from the Great 1906 Earthquake and Fire (thick layers of burned 
building debris, charcoal, nails, fused glass, burned plaster, burned 
dishes, etc.) 



Wood structural remains (building, ship, wharf, etc.) 
Clay roof/floor tiles 
Stone walls or footings 
Gravestones    
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APPENDIX B:  List of SFPUC Construction Site Stormwater BMPs 
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BMP Business_Activity TEXT
C21 Dirt and Grading Stockpiles covered each day with a tarp during rainy season.
C23 Dirt and Grading Tarps available and onsite to cover 125% of exposed areas during the rainy season (October - April).
C25 Earthmoving Equipment Scheduled maintenance and repair conducted off site.
C26 Earthmoving Equipment All tracks and trails left by equipment leading to and from the site cleaned up immediately.
C27 Dewatering Activities A batch discharge permit is required before releasing any construction site wastewater.  Call 415-7310 for more information.
C31 Paint and Stucco All paint and stucco materials stored on the site are contained and covered.
C32 Paint and Stucco Paintbrushes and spray guns washed/cleaned out into a hazardous materials barrel or original container.
C33 Paint and Stucco Paint containers and waste disposed of properly.
C34 Paint and Stucco Latex paint dried in its container and placed in the garbage.
C35 Paint and Stucco Oil paint and thinners recycled as hazardous wastes.
C38 Material Storage Construction staging area
C39 Material Storage Chemical storage
C40 Material Storage Fuel and oil storage
C41 Material Storage Hazardous materials storage
C42 Concrete Operations Saw cutting and drilling bmp
C43 Concrete Operations Concrete truck washout pad
C45 Construction site access drive Entrance used by all vehicles to limit tracks of mud onto the streets
C46 Dumpsters & Debris Management Dumpsters kept covered
C47 Dumpsters & Debris Management Areas around dumpsters swept daily
S02 Building/Grounds Maintenance Cleaning of outdoor surfaces is done in a way that reduces pollution
S03 Building/Grounds Maintenance Integrated pest management is used
S04 Building/Grounds Maintenance Pesticides are used exactly according to directions as last resort
S06 Building Repair/Construction Construction materials and wastes are stored to prevent contact with runoff.
S07 Building Repair/Construction Containers of paints, chemicals, solvents, and other hazardous materials are labeled and stored in secondary containment.
S08 Building Repair/Construction Wastes are collected routinely and disposed of properly.
S09 Building Repair/Construction Oil-based paints, tools and equipment are cleaned in a way to prevent discharge to the sewer system.
S10 Building Repair/Construction Unwanted thinners, solvents, oil-based or latex paint are disposed of as hazardous waste.
S11 Building Repair/Construction Concrete, grout, mortar equipment and trucks are washed out in a way to prevent discharges to the sewer system.
S12 Building/Grounds Maintenance Good Housekeeping
S13 Building Repair/Construction Good Housekeeping
S14 Outdoor Container Storage Good Housekeeping
S15 Outdoor Loading/Unloading Good Housekeeping
S16 Outdoor material, Storage Good Housekeeping
S62    Outdoor Waste Storage/Disposal    Liquids are kept out of dumpsters and waste receptacles
S63    Fleet Operations                              Perform maint. indoors or under roof
S64    Fleet Operations                              Provide dead-end sump in maint. areas
S65    Fleet Operations                              Vehicle/Equipment washing performed in designated area
S66    Fleet Operations                              Runoff and wash water is directed to treatment unit
S68    Vehicle/Equipment Washing            Washing is performed offsite at commercial facility
S69    Vehicle/Equipment Washing           They do not use acid based wash soap
S70    Vehicle/Equipment Washing            No vehicle/equip maintenance is performed on wash pad
S71    Transportation Corridor                   Street swept on regular basis
S72    Transportation Corridor                   Street drains maintained
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BMP Business_Activity TEXT
S17 Outdoor Parking Areas Good Housekeeping
S18 Outdoor Process/Manufacturing Good Housekeeping
S19 Outdoor Container Storage Items are stored in contained areas to prevent leaks or spills from directly/indirectly entering storm drains.
S20 Outdoor Container Storage The containment area is 10% greater then the total volume of all containers.
S23 Outdoor Loading/Unloading Roof runoff is prevented from draining onto loading/unloading.
S24 Outdoor material, Storage Materials are stored away from outside drains and high traffic.
S25 Outdoor material, Storage Materials are labeled.
S26 Outdoor material, Storage Outside storage areas for hazardous materials or wastes are covered and have secondary containment.
S27 Outdoor material, Storage Secondary containments are kept clean, dry, and free of debris.
S28 Outdoor material, Storage There is a spill kit located at chemical storage area.
S29 Outdoor Parking Areas Trash receptacle is kept is on site for the storage of refuse.
S30 Outdoor Parking Areas Storm drains and catch basins are clean-out regularly to keep clear of refuse and excessive build-up of leaves and sediments.
S31 Outdoor Parking Areas Parking stalls and drive through surfaces are free from excessive oil and/or motor fluids, stains litter and food waste.
S33 Outdoor Process/Manufacturing Roof runoff is prevented from draining onto outdoor process equipment areas.
S34 Outdoor Process/Manufacturing Outdoor process equipment areas are kept clean and free of debris and materials.
S35 Outdoor Waste Storage/Disposal Watertight dumpster is been used and the lid kept closed
S36 Outdoor Waste Storage/Disposal All hazardous waste are stored within approved secondary containment.
S37 Outdoor Waste Storage/Disposal The facility is stored more than 20 gallons of hazardous waste on site for more than 90 days.
S38 Rooftop Equipment The rooftop equipment have a secondary containment or a weather resistant enclosure.
S39 Vehicle/Equipment Fueling Fuel dispensing areas are maintained with dry cleanup method.
S41 Vehicle/Equipment Fueling Roof runoff is prevented from draining onto fuel dispensing areas.
S42 Vehicle/Equipment Fueling Washdowns are prohibited unless the wash water is treated or collected and disposed of properly.
S43 Fleet Operations Fluid changes are done properly
S44 Fleet Operations Fluid from leaking vehicles/equipment is captured
S45 Vehicle/Equipment Washing Vehicle/equipment washing is done in a designated area with grading or a low berm to contain the wastewater.
S46 Vehicle/Equipment Washing The wastewater from vehicle/equipment washing is treated in an oil/water separator.
S47 Recordkeeping Employees storm water-related training
S48 Recordkeeping BMP maintenance record keeping
S49 Outdoor Waste Storage/Disposal Good Housekeeping
S50 Vehicle/Equipment Fueling Good Housekeeping
S51 Fleet Operations Good Housekeeping
S52 Vehicle/Equipment Washing Good Housekeeping
S53 Building/Grounds Maintenance Materials are stored in a protected area
S54 Building/Grounds Maintenance Stockpiles are kept covered
S55 Building/Grounds Maintenance Stormdrains protected with gravel bags or other sediment control
S56 Building/Grounds Maintenance Spills and leaks are cleaned up properly
S60 Outdoor Container Storage Containers are properly labelled
S61 Outdoor material, Storage Stockpiles are kept covered when possible
S73    Transportation Corridor                   Side sewer vents in place 
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APPENDIX C:  SFPUC "Keep It on Site!" Brochure 



  



DocuSign Envelope ID: 043435F3-1851-42FB-AAEB-E0F32A5A13C5











W
at



er
 P



ol
lu



ti
on



 P
re



ve
nt



io
n 



P
ro



gr
am



Sa
n 



Fr
an



ci
sc



o 
P



ub
lic



 U
til



iti
es



 C
om



m
iss



io
n



C
ity



 a
nd



 C
ou



nt
y 



of
 S



an
 F



ra
nc



isc
o



38
01



 3
rd



 S
tre



et
, S



ui
te



 6
00



Sa
n 



Fr
an



ci
sc



o 
C



A
, 9



41
24



Keep it on Site
Pollution  Prevention Guide



for the



Construction Industry



San Francisco Public Utilities Commission 



Don’t Be Caught
Unaware



New
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Prevention
Requirements



for the
Construction



Industry
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New
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Prevention
Requirements



for the
Construction



Industry



DocuSign Envelope ID: 043435F3-1851-42FB-AAEB-E0F32A5A13C5











The San Francisco Public Utilities Commission
(SFPUC) is pleased to announce Keep it on
Site, as part is its new program to prevent



water pollution at construction sites. 



Runoff from construction sites is a major source of
water pollution, and is subject to requirements such
as the development of a stormwater pollution pre-
vention plan, a plan review, stormwater treatment
measures, runoff monitoring and increased site
inspections.



As part of our Construction Site Water Pollution
Prevention Program, this brochure will assist con-
struction professionals understand and comply with
the new State and Federal laws.  Here, you will find
valuable information on methods used on construc-
tion sites to keep pollution, such as dirt and construc-
tion site debris out of our sewage treatment system
and sensitive local water bodies.



We hope to make your job easier while keeping our
city clean by providing you with the information to
create an efficient and environmentally safe con-
struction site.



Together, we have the ability to preserve the quality
of life in San Francisco.



Water Pollution Prevention Program
San Francisco Public Utilities Commission
City and County of San Francisco
3801 3rd Street, Suite 600
San Francisco CA, 94124



Constuction Site Runoff: (415) 695-7310
http://pollutionprevention.sfwater.org



jeopardizing San Francisco’s sewer system, and
polluting surrounding local water bodies. 



Contractors are now required to implement what
are known as Best Management Practices (BMPs)
on all construction sites. BMPs are methods used to
keep pollution out of our storm drains and catch
basins and off of City property such as sidewalks,
streets, and alleys. Installing and maintaining these
BMPs on the construction site is critical to protect-
ing our sensitive water bodies. 



If your project is greater than 1 acre, you are
required to prepare a formal Stormwater Pollution
Prevention Plan (SWPPP). Please contact SFPUC’s
Environmental Regulation and Management for
more information at (415) 695-7310.



The following is a list of BMPs and pollution 
prevention measures that must be implemented 
at all construction sites.



Identify all storm drains and catch basins 
near the construction site and ensure all 
workers are aware of their locations to 
prevent pollutants from entering them.



Protect all storm drain and catch basin inlets.



Develop an erosion control and sediment 
control plan for wind and rain.



Develop spill response and containment 
procedures.



Inspect site regularly to ensure that BMPs 
are intact.



Conduct daily site cleanings as needed.



Educate employees and subcontractors 
about BMPs.



Regularly maintain all BMPs at project site.



Keep it on Site



h t t p : / / p o l l u t i o n p r e v e n t i o n . s f w a t e r . o r g  ( 4 1 5 )  6 9 5 - 7 3 1 0



The goal of the Water Pollution Program is to control
pollution at its source in order to protect the Bay,
ocean, creeks and lakes. 



Useful links about other pollution prevention 
programs throughout San Francisco:



San Francisco Water Pollution Prevention Program
http://pollutionprevention.sfwater.org



State Water Board
www.waterboards.ca.gov/sanfranciscobay



International BMP Database
www.bmpdatabase.org



California Stormwater Quality Association
www.cabmphandbooks.com



Emergency Phone Numbers



To report illegal dumping of hazardous materials or
wastes to the storm drain or sewer system, call San
Francisco Water Pollution Prevention Program hot-
line: (415) 695-2020



Hazardous Spills:  911



Inspection and Enforcement Program
The Construction Site Inspection and Enforcement
Program was established to ensure that all businesses
operate in compliance with all appropriate stormwa-
ter laws and other City requirements. Contractors,
site supervisors and property owners can be held
responsible for violations, which may lead to a civil
penalty of up to $25,000 per day and reimbursing
the City for all expenses associated with clean up1.



Construction materials such as paint, dirt, and 
trash often find their way into our storm drains,



Best Management PracticesWater Pollution Prevention Program



1 San Francisco Sewer Use Ordinance Article 4.1, Public Works Codes
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Site Overview
This drawing illustrates Best Management Practices



(BMPs) that must be followed at all construction sites 
in San Francisco. 



Preserve existing vegetation
Preserving existing trees and vegetation where possible



will prevent erosion.



Paint and Stucco
All paint and stucco materials stored on the site must be



contained and covered. It is illegal for contractors to wash
out paintbrushes in the street or dump any residues in the



sewer or the storm drain. Paintbrushes and spray guns
shall be washed/cleaned out into a hazardous materials



barrel or put back into its original container and disposed
of properly. Latex paint should be dried in its container



and placed in the garbage. Oil paint and thinners need to
be recycled as hazardous wastes.



Perimeter Controls
Gravel bags, silt fences, and fiber roles are 



acceptable perimeter controls, and shall be used to 
surround the entire site. Upstream perimeter controls 
prevent water from running into your site and down-



stream controls prevent sediment from leaving your site.
Avoid running over perimeter controls with vehicles or



heavy equipment, as they can damage the materials.
Replace any damaged perimeter controls immediately.



Keep extra absorbent materials and/or a wet/dry vacuum
on site to quickly pick up unintended spills. Sites must also



be checked and maintained daily. 



Building Materials / Staging areas
Construction materials must be stored onsite at all times.



The only exception is if you have a right-way-permit.
Building materials should always be covered when not in



use to prevent runoff caused by wind or rain. To apply for
a right-of-way permit, contact the Bureau of Streets Use



and Mapping at (415) 554-5810. 



Storm Drains and Catch Basins
Storm drains must be protected at all times with perimeter



controls, such as fiber rolls or gravel bags. 



Concrete Trucks / Pumpers
Any concrete pumpers parked in public streets or alleys
must be surrounded by perimeter controls, such as berms,
gravel bags or fiber rolls. Tarps also must be placed
beneath concrete pumpers at all times. Residual materials
must be cleaned up as well.



Washout Area
The disposal of “wet” construction materials should be
handled in the washout area. This includes paint, stucco,
and concrete. Use a gravel bag or fiber roll and tarp to
collect evaporation and prevent run-off in nearby areas.
The washout area must be checked and maintained daily
to ensure compliance.



Dirt and Grading
Mounds of dirt or gravel should be stored on site and
covered each day with a tarp. When in use, all exposed
dirt piles should be sprayed with water to prevent
excessive dust. Tarps must be available and onsite to 
cover 125% of exposed areas during the rainy season 
(October-April).



Earthmoving Equipment
All earthmoving equipment should be stored onsite.
Maintenance and repair should never be conducted on
the site. All tracks and trails left by equipment leading to
and from the site should be cleaned up immediately. 



Construction site stone or rock access drives
Stone or rock access drives at any construction site should
be made of 3-4 inch fractured stone aggregate with a
geo-textile liner below the grade of the road. This is to be
used by all vehicles to limit tracks of mud onto the streets.



Dewatering Activities
A batch discharge permit is required before releasing any
construction site wastewater. Call 415-695-7310 for 
more information.



Dumpsters
Keep dumpsters covered. Areas around dumpsters 
should be swept daily. 



Water Pollution Prevention Program
San Francisco Public Utilities Commission
City and County of San Francisco 
3801 3rd Street, Suite 600
San Francisco CA, 94124
(415) 695-7310



siterunoff@sfwater.org
http://pollutionprevention.sfwater.org



Original artwork and concepts developed by the City of Coronado, CA
revised by SFPUC Graphics staff personnel.
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APPENDIX D: SFPUC Construction Site Assessment Form 
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Inspection # __________
SAN FRANCISCO PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
Wastewater Enterprise/Collection System Division



WATER POLLUTION PREVENTION PROGRAM
Construction Site Assessment Form



Discharger ID# :__________
Construction Permit# :__________



Exp. Date: __________



Facility Information
Storm-related?       Yes            No              



Start Time End Time



Contact Name Email



Construction Area (sq ft)



Contact Name Phone/Fax
Address Email



1) Business Activities



Applicable Implemented Poorly 
Implemented



Not 
Implemented



Construction Erosion Training?                                                                                  Yes                      No



Contractor Information



a) Material Storage



j) Fueling & Maint. Area



Best Management Practices Evaluation 



Phone/Fax



f) Dumpsters & Debris Management



b) Concrete Operations
c) Construction site access drives
d) Dewatering Activities



Weather Condition



Contact Addess 



Project Name



e) Dirt and Grading



g) Earthmoving Equipment
h) Paint and Stucco



Wastewater Sample Collected?               Yes            No Photographs Taken?         Yes             No



Primary Business Activity



Date of Inspection Inspector's Name (s)



Inspection Pre Announced?         Yes         No



Reason for Inspection:       Initial Inspection        Follow-up Inspection         Compliance Inspection              



Location
Property Owner



i) Slope Stabilization



Primary Contract DBA



During



1 of 3
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2) Overall Site Conditions



Applicable Implemented Poorly 
Implemented



Not 
Implemented



Applicable Implemented Poorly 
Implemented



Not 
Implemented



3) Water Pollution Prevention Outreach Materials:



Item Code How many? Yes No



Item Code How many?



b) Inspect site regularly to ensure that BMPs 
are intact
c) Conduct daily site cleanings as needed



Preliminary requirements 



j) Evidence of sediment on area streets
k) Construction wastewater discharge



Rainy season requirements



a) Regularly maintain all BMPs at project 
site



f) Educate employees and subcontractors 
about BMPs
g) Preserving existing trees and vegetation 
where possible will prevent erosion
h) Protection of natural resource areas
i) Discharge points free of sediment



a) Identify all storm drains and catch basins 
near the construction site and ensure all 
workers are aware of their locations to 
prevent pollutants from entering them.



b) Protect all storm drain and catch basin 
inlets
c) Develop an erosion control and sediment 
control plan for wind and rain



Sign Posted?



Guides



Signs



d) Develop spill response and containment 
procedures



2 of 3
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4) Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan                 Applicable? Yes No
Yes No



Applicable Implemented Poorly 
Implemented



Not 
Implemented



5) Comments
Question # Comment



Refer for further assessment to:



Enforcement Pollution Prevention Inspection Type:___________________
Remove from active file DPH       Other



Representative's Signature:



Date:



k) Areas impacted by run-on
l) % paved, curbed area



d) Significant leaks/spills
e) Storm water drainage areas
f) Material exposed to rain



a) Facility boundaries



b) Storm drain inlets
c) Structural controls



g) Areas of erosion
h) Impervious areas
i) Areas of industrial activity/storage
j) Direction of flow



Inspector:



   Date: ___________________SWPPP updated? 



3 of 3
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APPENDIX E:   Water Quality Certification from the Regional Water Quality Control 
Board, June 30, 2010
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Preserving, enhancing, and restoring the San Francisco Bay Area’s waters for over 50 years 
 



  Recycled Paper 



California Regional Water Quality Control Board 
San Francisco Bay Region 



1515 Clay Street, Suite 1400, Oakland, California 94612 
(510) 622-2300  Fax (510) 622-2460 



http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/sanfranciscobay 
 
 



  Linda S. Adams 
Secretary for  



Environmental Protection 



Arnold Schwarzenegger 
Governor 



 



 



 
Date: June 30, 2010 
Site Number: 02-38-C0127 (mll) 
CIWQS Place No.  747374  



 
 



Sent via electronic mail:  No hard copy will follow 
 
Ms. Laura Zander, Chief Operating Officer 
The Exploratorium 
3601 Lyon Street 
San Francisco, CA  94123 
Attn:  Justin Semion, WRA Inc. 
semion@wra-ca.com 
 
 
SUBJECT: WATER QUALITY CERTIFICATION – THE EXPLORATORIUM RELOCATION 



PROJECT, PIERS 15 AND 17, SAN FRANCISCO BAY WATERSHED, SAN 
FRANCISCO CITY AND COUNTY.  CORPS FILE NO. 2009-00417S. 



 
Dear Ms. Zander: 



We have reviewed the water quality certification application submitted by WRA Environmental 
Consultants on behalf of the Exploratorium (Applicant) for the proposed Exploratorium 
Relocation Project (Project) located at Piers 15 and 17 along the San Francisco Bay waterfront 
in the City of San Francisco. We have determined that the Project, as proposed, will not violate 
State water quality standards, and accordingly issue conditional Clean Water Act Section 401 
water quality certification for the Project. You have also applied to the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers (Corps) for a permit pursuant to Clean Water Act Section 404 (33 U.S.C.S 1344) and 
Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899 (33 U.S.C. Section 403).   



Project:  The Applicant is requesting water quality certification for the discharge of fill material 
associated with the proposed renovation and partial reconfiguration of Piers 15 and 17 to allow 
the Exploratorium to relocate from its current location at the Palace of Fine Arts.  The Project 
site (owned by the Port of San Francisco) is located about one quarter mile north of the Ferry 
Building at the Embarcadero at the intersection with Green Street in downtown San Francisco.  
The Project will occur in two phases.  Activities in Phase I include demolition and removal of 
existing structures; installation, repair and removal of piles; installation of a heating and cooling 
system that will draw water from the San Francisco Bay; construction of a new building; and 
seismic upgrades.  Phase II, to be undertaken sometime in the future, will integrate Pier 15 and 
most of Pier 17 into a single, publicly accessible facility for the Exploratorium.  All fill activities 
will occur during Phase I.  The Project will result in minimal new fill and will result in a net 
creation of about 1.08 acres of open waters.  Minor temporary impacts may occur during 
construction.  Additional information is provided in the attached Project Information Checklist.  
Water Board staff finds that the applicant has undertaken and planned appropriate measures to 
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  Recycled Paper 



minimize and then to mitigate impacts on the affected water bodies, as required in the Basin 
Plan.   



Certification:  I hereby issue an order certifying that any discharge from the referenced project 
will comply with the applicable provisions of sections 301 (Effluent Limitations), 302 (Water 
Quality Related Effluent Limitations), 303 (Water Quality Standards and Implementation Plans), 
306 (National Standards of Performance), and 307 (Toxic and Pretreatment Effluent Standards) 
of the Clean Water Act, and with other applicable requirements of State law.  This discharge is 
also regulated under State Water Resources Control Board Order No.  2003 - 0017 - DWQ, 
"General Waste Discharge Requirements for Dredge and Fill Discharges That Have Received 
State Water Quality Certification" which requires compliance with all conditions of this Water 
Quality Certification.  The following conditions are associated with this certification: 



Construction and Post-construction Management Measures 



1. The Applicant shall implement appropriate construction and post-construction 
management measures as required by the local Urban Watershed Management 
Program.    



2. The Applicant shall implement appropriate measures to protect fish and marine 
mammals as specified in the National Marine Fisheries Service response to consultation 
(May 28, 2010). 



3. If the Project disturbs 1 or more acres of soil, or less than 1 acre but is part of a larger 
common plan of development that in total disturbs 1 or more acres, the applicant shall 
apply for coverage under, and comply with, the State’s National Pollutant Discharge 
Elimination System General Permit for Storm Water Discharges Associated with 
Construction Activity, and incorporate appropriate post-construction Best Management 
Practices into the Project that promote the following conditions: a) prevention and control 
of erosion and sedimentation, b) source control of potential pollutants, c) control and 
treatment of runoff, and d) protection of water quality resources. 



4. All construction debris and associated materials shall be removed from the work site 
upon completion of this project.  



5. Refueling of mobile and/or portable equipment will not occur within 100 feet of a 
drainage or water body.  When circumstances do not permit this, refueling of sedentary 
equipment will use catch basins and absorbent pads while refueling within 100 feet of a 
drainage or water body. 



6. Hazardous materials (fuels, lubricants, solvents, etc.) will not be stored within 100 feet of 
a drainage or water body.  When circumstances do not permit this (e.g., work conducted 
from barge), appropriate storage and containment measures shall be utilized to ensure 
containment of hazardous materials.   



7.  The Applicant shall comply with Regional Water Quality Control Board Order No. R2-
2010-0082, NPDES No. CA0030198, regulating the discharge from the Exploratorium’s 
Bay Water Heating and Cooling System.   
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General Conditions 
8. This certification action applies to the Project as proposed in the application materials.  



All work shall be implemented according to the plans and descriptions submitted as part 
of the Application and in addendum documents submitted to the Water Board.  



9. All Standard and Special Conditions of the Corps’ permit authorization shall be fully 
implemented.  



10. This certification action does not allow for the take, or incidental take of any State or 
Federal listed threatened or endangered listed species.  The Applicant is required, as 
prescribed in the State or Federal endangered species acts, to consult with the 
appropriate agency prior to commencement of the Project.  Any unauthorized take of 
such listed species may result in prosecution. 



11. A copy of this document must be provided to the contractor and all subcontractors and 
must be in their possession at the work site. 



Standard Conditions 
12. This certification action is subject to modification or revocation upon administrative or 



judicial review, including review and amendment pursuant to section 13330 of the 
California Water Code (CWC) and section 3867 of Title 23 of the California Code of 
Regulations (23 CCR). 



13. This certification action is not intended to and shall not be construed to apply to any 
discharge from any activity involving a hydroelectric facility requiring a Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission (FERC) license or an amendment to FERC license unless the 
pertinent certification application was filed pursuant to 23 CCR subsection 3855(b) and 
the application specifically identified that a FERC license or amendment to a FERC 
license for a hydroelectric facility was being sought. 



14. Certification is conditioned upon total payment of the full fee required in the State 
regulations (23 CCR section 3833) and owed by the Applicant.  The full fee of $1,190.00 
has been received. 



This certification action applies to the Project as proposed in the application materials.  
Please be advised that failure to implement the Project as proposed is a violation of water 
quality certification.  Any violation of water quality certification is a violation of state law and 
is subject to administrative civil liability pursuant to CWC Section 13350.  Failure to meet 
any condition of a certification may subject you to civil liability imposed by the Board to a 
maximum of $5,000 per day of violation or $10 for each gallon of waste discharged in 
violation of this certification.  



Should new information come to our attention that indicates a water quality problem with this 
project, the Water Board may issue Waste Discharge Requirements pursuant to 23 CCR 
section 3857. 



If you have any questions, please contact Marla Lafer at (510) 622-2348 or email at 
mlafer@waterbords.ca.gov. 
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Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 



Bruce H. Wolfe 
Executive Officer 



 
Electronic cc (with Attachment): 
 



SWRCB-DWQ, Mr. Bill Orme, Stateboard401@waterboards.ca.gov 
U.S. EPA R9, Mr. Jason Brush, R9-WTR8-Mailbox@epa.gov  
RWQCB-Watershed Division, Mr. Fred Hetzel, fhetzel@waterboards.ca.gov  
RWQCB-NPDES Division, Mr. Derek Whitworth, dwhitworth@waterboards.ca.gov  
ACOE, SF Regulatory Branch 



Mr. Gregory Brown, gregory.g.brown@usace.army.mil   
Ms. Laurie Monarres, laurie.a.monarres@usace.army.mil  
Mr. Cameron Johnson, cameron.l.johnson@usace.army.mil 
Ms. Jane Hicks, jane.m.hicks@usace.army.mil     



NOAA  
Mr. Gary Stern, gary.stern@noaa.gov 
Ms. Jennifer Kunzelman, Jennifer.kunzelman@noaa.gov    



BCDC, Ms. Ming Young, mingy@bcdc.ca.gov  
DFG, Mr. George Isaac, gisaac@dfg.ca.gov  



   San Francisco Port Authority, Mr. John Mundy, john.mundy@sfport.com 
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ATTACHMENT:  PROJECT INFORMATION CHECKLIST 
 



Project Name Exploratorium Relocation Project 



Applicant Laura Zander, Chief Operating Officer 



Applicant 
Representative 



Justin Semion, WRA 
semion@wra-ca.com   



Application Date Application package received October 11, 2009. 



Notes 



Applicant is processing a separate application through DMMO for 
maintenance dredging at Pier 15/17 through 17/19.  Proposed dredging would 
remove 85,000 CY of sediment during a single episode.   
Water Board Contact – Beth Christian. 
Corps Contact – Jessica Burton Evans. PN No. 2009-00163S. 



Project Location 



Piers 15 & 17 The Embarcadero (at Green Street) 
37.7908N, 122.3847 W 
Site is about one quarter mile north of the Ferry Building and one half mile 
south of Pier 39 in Fisherman’s Wharf.   



County San Francisco 



Receiving Water(s) San Francisco Bay 



Construction  Construction to begin in 2010, ~ 26-month construction period. 



Existing Conditions 



• Piers 15 and 17 are adjacent piers adjoined by a parking area.  Each pier 
has a long building occupying most of the space.  At the eastern end, Piers 
15 and 17 are joined by a rectangular “Connector Building,” and at the 
western end, a small building is located between the two piers.  Concrete 
walkways (referred to as the “North Apron” and “South Apron”) are 
located on the outer edges of the two piers.   



• A portion of Pier 15 and most of its south apron are currently used by the 
Baydelta Maritime Tugboat Company.  While other uses of Piers 15 and 17 
will cease in order to make room for the new Exploratorium, Baydelta 
Maritime is likely to continue using the Piers for some time as an active tug 
and tow operation.    



Project Description 
(purpose/goal) 



Project will occur in two phases.  Activities in Phase 1 include demolition and 
removal of pier surface in the parking area, installation, repair and removal of 
piles associated with Piers 15 and the North Apron, expansion of portions of 
the South Apron, and installation of a heating and cooling system that will 
draw water from the San Francisco Bay.  In addition, Phase I will involve 
above ground work including the relocation of the Exploratorium to Pier 15, 
demolition of the shack and Connector Building, construction of a new Bridge 
Building, and seismic upgrades.  Activities that will take place during Phase I 
for Pier 17 include the construction of building improvements for Baydelta 
Maritime, including 5,500 SF of shed for office/warehouse use, and repair of 
the Pier 17 North Apron.  Phase II, to be undertaken sometime in the future, 
will integrate Pier 15 and most of Pier 17 into a single, publicly accessible 
facility for the Exploratorium. 
Activities involving jurisdictional waters: 
• Installation of ~ 69 new steel pipe piles. 
• Repair up to 1,026 existing piles. 
• Extend up to 120 piles to support rebuilt walkways and public spaces. 
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• Cut up to 837 piles at the mudline.  
• Cut up to 306 piles at higher elevations to be used for structural support and 



to create the landscape “pile garden” feature in the open water Valley area. 
• Repair of the North Apron (removal of steel beams and timber framing, 



replaced with a new apron deck). 
• Widen southwest apron by ~ 3,400 SF (34’ x 100’). 
• Widen southeast apron by ~ 4,370 SF (23’ x 190’). 
• Construct water taxi landing along South Apron.  
• Remove ~ 56,000 SF) of the existing 98,350 SF paved asphalt Valley 



decking. 
Activities outside of Federal jurisdictional waters: 
• Demolition of the existing Connector Building. 
• Construction of a new two-story Bridge Building. 
• Rehabilitation of the Pier 15 Shed. 
• Addition of a second floor mezzanine within the Pier 15 Shed. 
• Replacement of all existing exterior light fixtures on Pier 15.  
• Demolition of free-standing office shack at west end of Valley. 
• Demolition of a small office building on the Pier 17 North Apron. 
• Relocation of Baydelta Maritime from Pier 15 to Pier 17. 
• Reinforcement of the existing pile foundations (refers to attachment 



between pile and ground surface; occurs above the High Tide Line). 



Fill/Excavation Area 



~  528 CY new fill for installation of new piles  
Net increase in open water of 1.08 AC 



~ 1.26 AC beneath parking area will be converted to open water.  
~ 0.18 AC of new pier decking will be added to the South Apron. 



Species/Habitats 
of Concern 



Central California Coast steelhead (Oncorhynchus mykiss) 
Central Valley steelhead (Oncorhynchus mykiss) 
Central Valley Spring-run Chinook Salmon (Oncorhynchus tshawytscha) 
Sacramento River Winter-run Chinook Salmon (Oncorhynchus tshawytscha) 
Green Sturgeon (Acipenser medirostris) 
California Brown Pelican (Pelecanus occidentalis californicus) 
Longfin Smelt (Spirinchus thaleichthys)  
Harbor Seal (Phoca vitulina) 
Pacific Herring (Clupea pallasi)  
Critical habitat for Steelhead, Chinook and Green Sturgeon 



Preliminary Water 
Quality Concerns 



NPDES discharge (Contact – Derek Whitworth). 
Temporary construction-related impacts. 
Post-construction impacts. 



Design & Construction 
Elements to Avoid 



Adverse Effects 



New Pile Installation 
The Project will implement measures to minimize potential impact on aquatic 
species consistent with the "Not Likely to Adversely Affect" Consultation, 
developed jointly between the Corps, USFWS, and NMFS in 2006 and 2007 
for pile driving and other "in-water" work in San Francisco Bay.  Measures 
include: 
• A biological monitor approved by CDFG for Herring monitoring will be 



present on site during pile installation conducted between December 1 and 
February 28.  If a Herring spawning event is observed, work will cease for 
a period of two weeks following the spawning event.  The area will be 
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surveyed by the biological monitor prior to resumption of work to ensure 
that further work will not impact spawning or newly hatched Herring.  



• A vibratory hammer will be used during pile driving to the greatest extent 
feasible.  If site conditions require the use of an impact hammer to obtain 
the required pile depth for seismic stability, the following measures will be 
implemented additional prescribed safety will be implemented.  



• Pile driving with an impact hammer will only occur between June 1 and 
November 30, the applicable work windows for avoidance of potential 
impacts to fish species in this region of the Bay;  b) A wood cushion will be 
placed between the pile and impact hammer, if feasible based on pile size;  
c) If it is not feasible to use a wood cushion, either a bubble curtain or air 
barrier will be placed around the pile during pile driving to attenuate under 
water sound levels to below thresholds established by NMFS. 



• If marine mammals are observed within 1,000’ of the Project Site, allow 
them to completely exit the Project Site before resuming pile-driving. 



Repair and Extension of Existing Piles 
Repair and extension of existing piles will be performed by installing a 
fiberglass form around the existing pile, and pouring cement grout into the 
form.  The fiberglass form will be left in place following construction.  The 
fiberglass material is not expected to require a protective coating prior to 
installation.  Care will be taken to ensure that no cement grout comes into 
contact with the water of the Bay during pile repair.   



Demolition and Construction of the Piers, Aprons, and Parking Area 
The Project requires demolition of portions of the existing Pier decking, 
debris removal, and construction of new decking.  Demolition of existing 
asphalt decking will be performed by cutting and removing sections using a 
crane or other equipment.  



Pollution Prevention 
An Environmental Protection Plan (EPP) has been written to provide 
protective measures to control pollution that may occur during project 
construction.  The EPP was prepared to ensure that the Project remains in 
compliance with federal, state and local regulations and “best management 
practices” (BMPs) pertaining to the environmental, including water, air, 
solid waste, hazardous waste and substances, oily substances and noise 
pollution.  Pollution prevention methods will be used during construction to 
minimize impact to fish and wildlife. 



Compensatory 
Mitigation 



None required.  Project will result in net increase of open water.  Minimal 
permanent impacts; temporary impacts minimized. 



Water Board Site No. – 02-38-0127 
CIWQS Place No. – 747374  



USACOE Permit Nos. 2009-00417S, Letter of Permission 
Contact – Greg Brown - (415) 503-6791 



FWS Consultation None required. 



NMFS Consultation NLAA determination issued May 28, 2010 
Contact – Dan Logan, Jennifer Kunzelman  



DFG  EFH consultation 
Contact – George Isaac 



BCDC Permit Major Permit, No. 9-06.  In review. 
Contact – Ming Yeung (415-352-3616) 
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Storm Water 
Compliance 



Status – Plan consistent with new Guidelines, Final document to be completed 
early January. 
Contact – John Mundy, SF Port Authority  



CEQA Compliance Final EIR, SCH No. 2007052052 dated July 09 2009. 
Lead Agency, City and County of San Francisco. 



Application Fee $1,190.00 
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APPENDIX F:   Sound Attenuation & Monitoring Measures, National Marine 
Fisheries, May 28, 2010 
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APPENDIX G:  Mitigation Measures, Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) 
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Appendix G 



Mitigation Measure M-CP-2: Archaeological Resources.   



Based on the reasonable potential that archaeological resources may be present within the Project 
Site, the following Mitigation Measures shall be undertaken to avoid any potentially significant 
adverse effect from the Project and Expanded Project on buried or submerged historical 
resources.  The Project Sponsor shall distribute the Planning Department archeological resource 
“ALERT” sheet to the project prime contractor; to any project subcontractor (including 
demolition, excavation, grading, foundation, pile driving, etc. firms); or utilities firm involved in 
soils disturbing activities within the project site.  Prior to any soils disturbing activities being 
undertaken each contractor is responsible for ensuring that the “ALERT” sheet is circulated to all 
field personnel including, machine operators, field crew, pile drivers, supervisory personnel, etc.  
The Project Sponsor shall provide the Environmental Review Officer (ERO) with a signed 
affidavit from the responsible parties (prime contractor, subcontractor(s), and utilities firm) to the 
ERO confirming that all field personnel have received copies of the Alert Sheet. 



Should any indication of an archeological resource be encountered during any soils 
disturbing activity of the project, the project Head Foreman and/or Project Sponsor shall 
immediately notify the ERO and shall immediately suspend any soils disturbing activities in the 
vicinity of the discovery until the ERO has determined what additional measures should be 
undertaken. 



If the ERO determines that an archeological resource may be present within the Project 
Site, the Project Sponsor shall retain the services of a qualified archeological consultant.  The 
archeological consultant shall advise the ERO as to whether the discovery is an archeological 
resource, retains sufficient integrity, and is of potential scientific/historical/cultural significance.  
If an archeological resource is present, the archeological consultant shall identify and evaluate the 
archeological resource.  The archeological consultant shall make a recommendation as to what 
action, if any, is warranted.  Based on this information, the ERO may require, if warranted, 
specific additional measures to be implemented by the Project Sponsor. 



Measures might include: preservation in situ of the archeological resource; an 
archaeological monitoring program; or an archeological testing program.  If an archeological 
monitoring program or archeological testing program is required, it shall be consistent with the 
Major Environmental Analysis (MEA) division guidelines for such programs.  The ERO may 
also require that the Project Sponsor immediately implement a site security program if the 
archeological resource is at risk from vandalism, looting, or other damaging actions. 



The project archeological consultant shall submit a Final Archeological Resources Report 
(FARR) to the ERO that evaluates the historical significance of any discovered archeological 
resource and describing the archeological and historical research methods employed in the 
archeological 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 final 
report. 



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 
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documentation for nomination to the National Register of Historic Places/California Register of 
Historical Resources.  In instances of high public interest or interpretive value, the ERO may 
require a different final report content, format, and distribution than that presented above. 



 



Mitigation Measure M-BI-1: Western Gulls.   



To the extent feasible, the Project Sponsor will not undertake construction or demolition activities 
between March 1 and August 1.  If construction occurs within the nesting season (March 1 
through August 1), the Project Sponsor shall implement one of the following measures: 



a. Prior to the nesting season, all potential nesting areas on the roofs of the pier and 
Connector Building can be netted to prevent gulls from nesting there.  An avian biologist shall be 
present when the netting is installed.  The size of the potential nesting area presents some unique 
challenges, but bird netting is available in sizes large enough to cover the area required.  The 
netting materials to be used are specifically developed for bird exclusion.  The netting shall be 
inspected weekly by an avian biologist to ensure that the barrier is functioning properly. 



b. An alternate method to prevent gulls from nesting on the roof would be to set up 
a grid of wires (no more than 1 foot squares) across the nesting area, approximately 1 foot or 
more above the surface.  The wires would have to be thin enough to not provide a stable surface 
for gulls to perch on, but strong enough that they do not break.  An avian biologist shall be 
present when the wires are installed.  The grid wires shall be inspected weekly by an avian 
biologist to ensure that the barrier is functioning properly. 



c. If netting the entire potential nesting area is not feasible, netting could be 
installed over smaller areas covering only where the birds are known to nest, followed by hazing 
of the areas outside the netting.  An avian biologist shall be present when the netting is installed. 
Hazing is the intentional disturbance and removal of nests prior to egg laying to prevent birds 
from nesting during the construction period.  Beginning at least two weeks prior to the onset of 
nesting season, hazing would require that one or more avian biologists inspect the roof at least 
every other day with a broom or leaf blower to disrupt any nests outside the netted areas before 
they have eggs in them (once they have eggs, they can't be disturbed).  There must be no more 
than two days between visits, and hazing must be repeated throughout the nesting season, while 
construction is occurring.  



 



Mitigation Measure M-BI-2: Pile-driving Noise Measures for Aquatic Species.   



The Project Sponsor shall plan pile-driving to minimize potential impact on aquatic species, 
including: 



● When finalizing Project design, reduce the number and size of piles, if feasible, 
and use wood or other solid piles to the extent feasible. 



● Drive piles with a vibratory device instead of an impact hammer to the greatest 
extent possible. 



● Schedule pile-driving to occur between June 1 and November 30 (Table III.H 2, 
p. III.H-19). 
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● Utilize a cushioning block between the hammer head and pile. 



● Drive piles only during periods of minimal current (slack tide). 



● If marine mammals are observed within 1,000 feet of the Project Site, allow them 
to completely exit the Project Site before pile driving resumes. 



During pile-driving, the Project Sponsor shall monitor underwater sound level in 
accordance with a monitoring plan approved by NOAA Fisheries.  Depending on the pile 
specifics, (material, size, hammer, etc) pile-driving may exceed limits on peak underwater sound 
pressure (for single strikes) or accumulated sound exposure level (for multiple strikes).  Project 
Sponsor shall implement noise attenuation measures (e.g. bubble curtain or air barrier) to reduce 
underwater sound pressure to below applicable thresholds:  206 dB referenced to 1 micropascal 
for peak pressure (single strike) and 183 dB referenced to 1 micropascal squared-second for 
accumulated sound exposure level (multiple strikes).  It may be necessary to restrict pile driving 
to periods of low tide to minimize the in-water portion of the pile and therefore the sound created. 



If seasonal or tidally-based work restrictions are not feasible, it will be necessary to 
install an air barrier between the pile and the surrounding water.  This approach effectively 
disrupts the sound pressure as it travels from water to air then back to water.  One way to do this 
is encase the new piles within a slightly larger hollow pile and pump air into the gap.  
Alternatively, bubble curtains created by pipes placed on the seabed where the pile enters the 
ground also effectively disrupt pressure waves. 



 
Mitigation Measure M-AQ-1: Construction Air Quality – Diesel Emissions 
 



The Project Sponsor shall require the Project contractor(s) to maintain and operate 
construction equipment so as to minimize exhaust emissions of particulates and other pollutants.  The 
construction contractor shall, to the extent possible, be required to implement feasible measures to 
reduce diesel particulate matter in construction equipment and vehicle exhaust, such as use of late 
model or retrofitted equipment, use of alternative fuels or fuel additives, and/or use of particulate traps 
on diesel engines.  Without limitation, the contractor shall be required to maintain properly tuned 
equipment and to prohibit idling motors when equipment is not in use or when trucks are waiting in 
queues, and implementation of specific maintenance programs to reduce emissions for equipment that 
would be in frequent use for much of the construction period. 
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Thank you.


Best,
BRad








From: Kern, Chris (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW MB preliminary design meeting
Date: Thursday, May 29, 2014 2:40:18 PM


Great – thanks!
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 2:30 PM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC); Rahaim, John (CPC); Joslin, Jeff (CPC)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Oerth,
Sally (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW MB preliminary design meeting
 
Thank you, Chris.  We can host the meeting at our offices and will put together an agenda.  Since
John, Tiffany, and Jennifer’s schedules are the hardest to work on, I would suggest that Natasha,
Phillip, and Andrea find a few times that work for them and then the rest of us can make those
times work.  I think that it would be best if the Planning staff person that will be serving as OCII staff
was also identified before that meeting so that they can attend from the beginning.  I know that
Tiffany has outreached to John on that request, and I think Viktoriya was going to touch base with
John on the topic (and I’ll check in with Tiffany today as well).
 
I will ask Natasha to outreach to Phillip and Andrea to see what times would be best for Jennifer,
John, and Tiffany and get those times to you to follow up with the google to the larger group.  I am
going to do that on a small email chain so that not everyone has to participate in the scheduling
task.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 12:50 PM
To: Rahaim, John (CPC); Joslin, Jeff (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: GSW MB preliminary design meeting
 
Hi John, Jeff, and Catherine,
I’m following up on Jennifer’s request to schedule a meeting with GSW to provide preliminary design
direction for the Mission Bay development. Jennifer would like this meeting to take place before
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GSW meets with the team owners next Friday.
 
Please let me know who to invite from Planning and OCII and I’ll follow up with a Doodle Poll to find
a time next week that works for everyone…
Thanks,
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
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To Piers 30-32 Citizens Advisory Committee
and Interested Citizens:
Please note the meeting time correction for the Piers 30-32 CAC:


Monday, February 3, 2014
6:00-8:00 pm (previously sent out as 6:30 - 8:30 pm)
Port of San Francisco, Pier 1, San Francisco CA, 94111
Bayside Conference Room


Please see the meeting agenda below. Also, a reminder: CAC Transportation
Subcommittee meeting will be held this Wednesday, January 29, 2014, 6:30 –
8:30 pm at the Port of San Francisco
  
For updates and more information, visit the Pier 30-32 CAC homepage.
 
Thank you for your continued participation!


MEETING AGENDA 2.3.14
1) Welcome and Roll Call
 
2) Endorsement of November 12, 2013 Minutes (6:05pm)
    (Discussion & Possible Action Item)
     -Public Comment
 
3) Presentation of Updated Golden State Warriors (GSW) Project Schedule and
Presentation of Project Approvals Process and Documents (6:10-6:50 pm)
    (Discussion & Possible Action Item)
     - Public Comment


From: Port of San Francisco
To: Reilly, Catherine
Subject: Meeting Time Correction: Piers 30-32 CAC Meeting Feb. 3, 2014
Date: Tuesday, January 28, 2014 8:15:20 AM


Meeting Time Correction: Piers 30-32 CAC Meeting Feb. 3, 2014


 



http://us6.campaign-archive1.com/?u=0b980a9210b3deb295a5b48ce&id=fe12835588&e=ea692f4066

http://sfport.us6.list-manage1.com/track/click?u=0b980a9210b3deb295a5b48ce&id=762f2da6cb&e=ea692f4066

http://sfport.us6.list-manage.com/track/click?u=0b980a9210b3deb295a5b48ce&id=c4137ed4eb&e=ea692f4066
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4) Arena Event Program (6:50 – 7:30 pm)
    (Discussion & Possible Action Item)
     - Public Comment
 
5) Briefing on Planning for BCDC Off-site Public Benefits for the GSW Project,
      as Required in  AB1273 (7:30-7:45 pm)
    (Discussion & Possible Action Item)
    - Public Comment
 
6) Subcommittee Updates and Upcoming Meetings (7:45-7:50pm)
    (Discussion and Possible Action Item)
     - Public Comment
 
7) General Public Comment  (7:50-8:00pm)
    At this time, members of the public may address the CAC on items of interest to
the     public that are within the subject matter jurisdiction of the CAC but do not
appear on       the agenda. With respect to agenda items, the public will be given an
opportunity to       address the CAC when the item is reached in the meeting. Each
member of the           public may address the Committee for up to two minutes.
 
8)Adjournment (8:00pm)
 


If you have questions, please contact Diane Oshima at Diane.Oshima@sfport.com
or 415-274-0553.


EMAIL NOTICING OF PIER 30-32 CAC EVENTS – If you would like to be notified
of Pier 30-32 CAC meetings, please fill in the Meeting Sign-In Sheet at the CAC
meetings, or online at sfport.com/pier30-32cac.  To receive notices via US mail
instead of email, you must provide your mailing address. If you have questions
about this project, please comment at sfgov.org/piers3032. Thank You.
 
ACCESSIBLE MEETING INFORMATION
Pier 1:
The Port’s fully-accessible offices are in the west end of Pier 1.  There are two
entrances: the main entrance on the west (Embarcadero), and the Port History walk
entrance on the south apron.  Each of these entrances is provided with an
automatically operated door.  Both entrances lead to the Bayside Conference
Rooms.  Accessible public restrooms, drinking fountains, payphone and TTY are on
the first floor near the main entrance.  The public spaces of the Port’s offices are
equipped with remote infrared signage (Talking Signs) identifying all primary







entrances, paths of travel, meeting rooms and amenities.  Accessible seating areas
and assistive listening devices will be available in the Bayside Conference Rooms.
 
The closest accessible BART and MUNI Metro station is Embarcadero located at
Market & Spear Streets.  Accessible MUNI lines serving the Ferry Building area are
the F-Line, 9, 31, 32 and 71.  For more information about MUNI accessible services,
call (415) 923-6142. 
 
The nearest accessible parking is located as follows:
A)            3 spaces in the off-street pay parking lot on the west side of the
Embarcadero at Washington Street
B)            1 space on the south side of Washington Street at the Embarcadero
C)             Hourly and valet parking in the off-street pay parking lot at Pier 3.  This lot
is accessed through the Pier 3 bulkhead building entrance on the east side of the
Embarcadero.  This lot is located on the pier deck, adjacent to the Ferry Boat Santa
Rosa.
 
Additional covered accessible off-street pay parking is available in the Golden
Gateway Garage, which is bounded by Washington, Clay, Drumm and Battery
Streets.  Entrance is on Clay St. between Battery and Front Streets.  There is no
high-top van parking.  Metered street parking is available on the Embarcadero,
Washington St., Folsom St. and Drumm Street.
 
Accessible meeting information policy:
In order to assist the City’s efforts to accommodate persons with severe allergies,
environmental illness, multiple chemical sensitivity or related disabilities, attendees
at public meetings are reminded that other attendees may be sensitive to various
chemical-based products.  Please help the City to accommodate these individuals. 
A sign language interpreter and alternative format copies of meeting agendas and
other materials can be provided upon request made at least 72 hours in advance of
any scheduled meeting.  Contact Wendy Proctor, Port’s ADA Coordinator, at 415-
274-0592.  The Port’s TTY number is 415-274-0587.
 
Prohibition of Ringing of Sound-Producing Devices:
The ringing of and use of cell phones, pagers and similar sound-producing
electronic devices are prohibited at this meeting.  Please be advised that the Chair
may order the removal from the meeting room of any person(s) responsible for the
ringing or use of a cell phone, pager or other similar sound-producing electronic
device.


Know Your Rights Under the Sunshine Ordinance 
Government’s duty is to serve the public, reaching its decisions in full view of the
public. Commissions, boards, councils and other agencies of the City and County
exist to conduct the people’s business. This ordinance assures that deliberations are







conducted before the people and that City operations are open to the people’s
review.


For information on your rights under the Sunshine Ordinance (Chapters 67 of the
San Francisco Administrative Code) or to report a violation of the ordinance, please
contact: Chris Rustom, Administrator, Sunshine Ordinance Task Force, 415-554-
7724. Copies of the Sunshine Ordinance can be obtained from the Administrator of
the Sunshine Task Force, the San Francisco Public Library and on the City’s
website at www.sfgov.org.


Lobbyist Ordinance


Individuals and entities that influence or attempt to influence local legislative or
administrative action may be required by the San Francisco Lobbyist Ordinance
(Administrative Code Section 16.520-534) to register and report lobbying activity.


For more information about the Lobbyist Ordinance, contact the Ethics Commission
at 1390 Market Street, Suite 701, San Francisco, CA94102, (415) 554-9510, FAX
(415) 703-1021, or visit its website at http://www.sfgov.org/ethics.
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From: Oshima, Diane (PRT)
To: Berman, Richard (PRT); Benson, Brad (PRT); Reel, Steven (PRT); Williamson, Phil (PRT); Bach, Carol (PRT)
Cc: Paul Mitchell; Joyce; Kern, Chris (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: RE: Urgent Data Request - Exploratorium and Brannan Street Wharf SWPPPs
Date: Friday, March 21, 2014 3:26:58 PM


Thanks, Rich.  No need to spend time on BSW SWPPP, I provided to ESA
already.
 
Have a good weekend all.
Diane
 
Diane Oshima
Assistant Deputy Director, Waterfront Planning
Port of San Francisco
Pier 1, San Francisco, CA  94111
Diane.Oshima@sfport.com
415/274-0553
 
From: Berman, Richard (PRT) 
Sent: Friday, March 21, 2014 2:57 PM
To: Benson, Brad (PRT); Reel, Steven (PRT); Williamson, Phil (PRT); Bach, Carol (PRT)
Cc: Paul Mitchell; Joyce; Oshima, Diane (PRT); Kern, Chris (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: RE: Urgent Data Request - Exploratorium and Brannan Street Wharf SWPPPs
 
Hi All,


Exploratorium
As I recall, it was determined that the Exploratorium was not subject to the State General
Construction Stormwater Permit, which is the regulatory basis for the SWPPP.  The reason was that
being a pier over water with no area over land, i.e. dirt, the project would not disturb one acre of
land, which is the regulatory threshold for the permit.  In lieu of this requirement an Environmental
Protection Plan was required (see attached).
 
I will look into the Brannan Street Wharf and get back to you.
 
Rich
________________________
Richard Berman
Port of San Francisco
Pier 1, San Francisco CA  94111
(415) 274-0276


 
 
 
 


From: Benson, Brad (PRT) 
Sent: Friday, March 21, 2014 2:45 PM
To: Reel, Steven (PRT); Williamson, Phil (PRT); Bach, Carol (PRT); Berman, Richard (PRT)
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Cc: Paul Mitchell; Joyce; Oshima, Diane (PRT); Kern, Chris (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: Urgent Data Request - Exploratorium and Brannan Street Wharf SWPPPs
 
Hi Steven, Phil, Carol & Rich:
 
The Piers 30-32 CEQA team has the following information requests:
 
Exploratorium and Brannan Street Wharf SWPPPs.  If available, please provide a a copy of
the SWPPP for both the Exploratorium and the Brannan Street Wharf?  With respect to the
Exploratorium we were provided with the stormwater control plan for post-construction
controls, but not the SWPPP.  With respect to the Brannan Street Wharf, the sponsor
previously provided us with following link https://sfport.box.com/s/pklpqkurriihajgc6ws2,
however, this link doesn't work.  
 
Can you please help with this response?


Thank you.


Best,
BRad



https://sfport.box.com/s/pklpqkurriihajgc6ws2






From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Kern, Chris (CPC); Rahaim, John (CPC); Joslin, Jeff (CPC)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Oerth, Sally (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW MB preliminary design meeting
Date: Thursday, May 29, 2014 2:30:00 PM


Thank you, Chris.  We can host the meeting at our offices and will put together an agenda.  Since
John, Tiffany, and Jennifer’s schedules are the hardest to work on, I would suggest that Natasha,
Phillip, and Andrea find a few times that work for them and then the rest of us can make those
times work.  I think that it would be best if the Planning staff person that will be serving as OCII staff
was also identified before that meeting so that they can attend from the beginning.  I know that
Tiffany has outreached to John on that request, and I think Viktoriya was going to touch base with
John on the topic (and I’ll check in with Tiffany today as well).
 
I will ask Natasha to outreach to Phillip and Andrea to see what times would be best for Jennifer,
John, and Tiffany and get those times to you to follow up with the google to the larger group.  I am
going to do that on a small email chain so that not everyone has to participate in the scheduling
task.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 12:50 PM
To: Rahaim, John (CPC); Joslin, Jeff (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: GSW MB preliminary design meeting
 
Hi John, Jeff, and Catherine,
I’m following up on Jennifer’s request to schedule a meeting with GSW to provide preliminary design
direction for the Mission Bay development. Jennifer would like this meeting to take place before
GSW meets with the team owners next Friday.
 
Please let me know who to invite from Planning and OCII and I’ll follow up with a Doodle Poll to find
a time next week that works for everyone…
Thanks,
 
Chris Kern
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Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
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To Piers 30-32 Citizens Advisory Committee
and Interested Citizens:
Please note the meeting time correction for the Piers 30-32 CAC:


Monday, February 3, 2014
6:00-8:00 pm (previously sent out as 6:30 - 8:30 pm)
Port of San Francisco, Pier 1, San Francisco CA, 94111
Bayside Conference Room


Please see the meeting agenda below. Also, a reminder: CAC Transportation
Subcommittee meeting will be held this Wednesday, January 29, 2014, 6:30 –
8:30 pm at the Port of San Francisco
  
For updates and more information, visit the Pier 30-32 CAC homepage.
 
Thank you for your continued participation!


MEETING AGENDA 2.3.14
1) Welcome and Roll Call
 
2) Endorsement of November 12, 2013 Minutes (6:05pm)
    (Discussion & Possible Action Item)
     -Public Comment
 
3) Presentation of Updated Golden State Warriors (GSW) Project Schedule and
Presentation of Project Approvals Process and Documents (6:10-6:50 pm)
    (Discussion & Possible Action Item)
     - Public Comment


From: Port of San Francisco
To: Reilly, Catherine
Subject: Meeting Time Correction: Piers 30-32 CAC Meeting Feb. 3, 2014
Date: Tuesday, January 28, 2014 8:15:20 AM


Meeting Time Correction: Piers 30-32 CAC Meeting Feb. 3, 2014


 



http://us6.campaign-archive1.com/?u=0b980a9210b3deb295a5b48ce&id=fe12835588&e=ea692f4066

http://sfport.us6.list-manage1.com/track/click?u=0b980a9210b3deb295a5b48ce&id=762f2da6cb&e=ea692f4066

http://sfport.us6.list-manage.com/track/click?u=0b980a9210b3deb295a5b48ce&id=c4137ed4eb&e=ea692f4066
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4) Arena Event Program (6:50 – 7:30 pm)
    (Discussion & Possible Action Item)
     - Public Comment
 
5) Briefing on Planning for BCDC Off-site Public Benefits for the GSW Project,
      as Required in  AB1273 (7:30-7:45 pm)
    (Discussion & Possible Action Item)
    - Public Comment
 
6) Subcommittee Updates and Upcoming Meetings (7:45-7:50pm)
    (Discussion and Possible Action Item)
     - Public Comment
 
7) General Public Comment  (7:50-8:00pm)
    At this time, members of the public may address the CAC on items of interest to
the     public that are within the subject matter jurisdiction of the CAC but do not
appear on       the agenda. With respect to agenda items, the public will be given an
opportunity to       address the CAC when the item is reached in the meeting. Each
member of the           public may address the Committee for up to two minutes.
 
8)Adjournment (8:00pm)
 


If you have questions, please contact Diane Oshima at Diane.Oshima@sfport.com
or 415-274-0553.


EMAIL NOTICING OF PIER 30-32 CAC EVENTS – If you would like to be notified
of Pier 30-32 CAC meetings, please fill in the Meeting Sign-In Sheet at the CAC
meetings, or online at sfport.com/pier30-32cac.  To receive notices via US mail
instead of email, you must provide your mailing address. If you have questions
about this project, please comment at sfgov.org/piers3032. Thank You.
 
ACCESSIBLE MEETING INFORMATION
Pier 1:
The Port’s fully-accessible offices are in the west end of Pier 1.  There are two
entrances: the main entrance on the west (Embarcadero), and the Port History walk
entrance on the south apron.  Each of these entrances is provided with an
automatically operated door.  Both entrances lead to the Bayside Conference
Rooms.  Accessible public restrooms, drinking fountains, payphone and TTY are on
the first floor near the main entrance.  The public spaces of the Port’s offices are
equipped with remote infrared signage (Talking Signs) identifying all primary







entrances, paths of travel, meeting rooms and amenities.  Accessible seating areas
and assistive listening devices will be available in the Bayside Conference Rooms.
 
The closest accessible BART and MUNI Metro station is Embarcadero located at
Market & Spear Streets.  Accessible MUNI lines serving the Ferry Building area are
the F-Line, 9, 31, 32 and 71.  For more information about MUNI accessible services,
call (415) 923-6142. 
 
The nearest accessible parking is located as follows:
A)            3 spaces in the off-street pay parking lot on the west side of the
Embarcadero at Washington Street
B)            1 space on the south side of Washington Street at the Embarcadero
C)             Hourly and valet parking in the off-street pay parking lot at Pier 3.  This lot
is accessed through the Pier 3 bulkhead building entrance on the east side of the
Embarcadero.  This lot is located on the pier deck, adjacent to the Ferry Boat Santa
Rosa.
 
Additional covered accessible off-street pay parking is available in the Golden
Gateway Garage, which is bounded by Washington, Clay, Drumm and Battery
Streets.  Entrance is on Clay St. between Battery and Front Streets.  There is no
high-top van parking.  Metered street parking is available on the Embarcadero,
Washington St., Folsom St. and Drumm Street.
 
Accessible meeting information policy:
In order to assist the City’s efforts to accommodate persons with severe allergies,
environmental illness, multiple chemical sensitivity or related disabilities, attendees
at public meetings are reminded that other attendees may be sensitive to various
chemical-based products.  Please help the City to accommodate these individuals. 
A sign language interpreter and alternative format copies of meeting agendas and
other materials can be provided upon request made at least 72 hours in advance of
any scheduled meeting.  Contact Wendy Proctor, Port’s ADA Coordinator, at 415-
274-0592.  The Port’s TTY number is 415-274-0587.
 
Prohibition of Ringing of Sound-Producing Devices:
The ringing of and use of cell phones, pagers and similar sound-producing
electronic devices are prohibited at this meeting.  Please be advised that the Chair
may order the removal from the meeting room of any person(s) responsible for the
ringing or use of a cell phone, pager or other similar sound-producing electronic
device.


Know Your Rights Under the Sunshine Ordinance 
Government’s duty is to serve the public, reaching its decisions in full view of the
public. Commissions, boards, councils and other agencies of the City and County
exist to conduct the people’s business. This ordinance assures that deliberations are







conducted before the people and that City operations are open to the people’s
review.


For information on your rights under the Sunshine Ordinance (Chapters 67 of the
San Francisco Administrative Code) or to report a violation of the ordinance, please
contact: Chris Rustom, Administrator, Sunshine Ordinance Task Force, 415-554-
7724. Copies of the Sunshine Ordinance can be obtained from the Administrator of
the Sunshine Task Force, the San Francisco Public Library and on the City’s
website at www.sfgov.org.


Lobbyist Ordinance


Individuals and entities that influence or attempt to influence local legislative or
administrative action may be required by the San Francisco Lobbyist Ordinance
(Administrative Code Section 16.520-534) to register and report lobbying activity.


For more information about the Lobbyist Ordinance, contact the Ethics Commission
at 1390 Market Street, Suite 701, San Francisco, CA94102, (415) 554-9510, FAX
(415) 703-1021, or visit its website at http://www.sfgov.org/ethics.
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From: Luong, Peter (PRT)
To: Benson, Brad (PRT)
Cc: Paul Mitchell; Joyce; Oshima, Diane (PRT); Kern, Chris (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Prasad, Uday (PRT);


Roger, Joe (PRT)
Subject: RE: Urgent Data Request
Date: Friday, March 21, 2014 4:22:15 PM
Attachments: 20120313 AC34 Pier 30-32 Alt4 Improvement memo.pdf


Hi Brad,
 
It took me a while, but I dug through the Pier 30-32 reports in the engineering drives.   I was able to


find this report.  See page 4, 2nd paragraph.
 
Seems to be what you’re looking for.  Hope that helps.
 
Peter Luong, P.E. LEED AP
Port of San Francisco
Pier 1 (Engineering)
The Embarcadero
San Francisco, CA 94111
Phone (415) 274-0595
 


From: Benson, Brad (PRT) 
Sent: Friday, March 21, 2014 2:39 PM
To: Prasad, Uday (PRT); Luong, Peter (PRT)
Cc: Paul Mitchell; Joyce; Oshima, Diane (PRT); Kern, Chris (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: Urgent Data Request
 
Hi Uday and Peter:
 
Remaining Life of Piers 30-32.  The Port has previously made statements made that Piers 30-32 has
a remaining life of approximately 10 years before it may be come condemned.  Is there any engineering
report completed by the Port or other entity that we can cite in the Piers 30-32 EIR for any statements
made regarding the remaining life for Piers 30-32?
 
Thank you.
 
Best,
Brad
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March 13, 2012        11943-11-011.33010 
 
 
Mr. Uday Prasad, S.E. 
Port of San Francisco 
Pier One 
San Francisco, CA  94111 
 
Re: Port of San Francisco, AC34 Technical Advisory Services 



Conceptual Budgetary Cost Estimates for P30-32 Alternative Improvement to 
Accommodate AC34 Team Bases 
 



 
Dear Mr. Prasad: 
 
Per your request, Winzler & Kelly / Structural Design Engineers is pleased to provide you with a 
revised budgetary cost estimate for one alternative for Pier 30-32 improvement.  This proposed 
improvement concept will accommodate near-term AC34 event team base activities and provide 
for future access to the Pier 30-32 east berth for future cruise ship operations.  The number of 
AC34 team bases accommodated by this concept is five (5).  The attached cost estimate is based 
on our meetings today with Port and AC34 personnel and revisions to the improvement concept 
as a result of these discussions, and is based on very rough unit costs and quantities related to us 
by the EA.  Dredge costs, while desired by the Port, are included although dredge quantities and 
unit costs are very preliminary at this time. 
 
This proposed alternative improvement concept is shown on Figure 1 and includes the following 
components: 
 



1) Perform required repairs to the marginal wharf to support public promenade use.  
Damage survey data of the marginal wharf is unavailable.  A unit cost of $30/sf is applied 
for marginal wharf substructure repairs. 
 



2) Provide HS-20 truck access from the Embarcadero to the western end of the center in-fill 
depressed area.  This access roadway will consist of a one-lane “U” shaped roadway, 
approximately 18 feet wide over its longitudinal alignments and 45 feet wide along its 
transverse alignment to accommodate 40-foot radii for HS-20 turning.  An additional 75 
foot long extension to service the event quadrangle area is included.  Total square footage 
excluding marginal wharf is estimated at 13,200 sf.  It is assumed that continuing access 
from this location to the proposed east berth will be by bus or H-15 equivalent vehicles 
along the railway alignments in the depressed center in-fill area and that this center in-fill 
and east berth substructures are presently adequate with minimal repair to accommodate 
such vehicles.  This HS-20 access includes curb cuts into the Embarcadero and removal 
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of any seat blocks that interfere with this access alignment.  Future ramps at the east end 
of this infill access will need to be provided by the Port. 



 
3) Provide substructure beam, girder and under-deck slab repair of the substructure 



supporting the team base quadrangle area.  This substructure repair will accommodate a 
minimum live load of 250 psf or vehicle wheel loads of 8,000 pounds.  The proposed 
substructure repair is significantly reduced relative to previously proposed repair required 
for AC34 EA operations. 
 



4) Provide pile repairs supporting EA event tower crane operations. 
 



5) Provide bio-swale structure within the depressed central in-fill area to accommodate 
drainage requirements due to structural alteration in the team base quadrangle area.  The 
size of this bio-swale structure is based on Bioretention Alternative 2, reducing the 
required size in proportion to the drainage area served.  The estimated required size of 
this bio-swale structure is 60 feet long, 10 feet wide and 3 feet high.  Twenty media 
filters in the depressed area of Pier 32 serving the EA are included.  Media filters outside 
of EA quadrangle and team bases are not included in this proposed improvement 
alternative. 
 



6) Provide dredging south of Pier 32 to accommodate EA event and marine operations.  
This proposed dredging is reduced relative to previously proposed dredging required for 
AC34 EA operations.  Assuming dredging to a -15 feet MLLW, estimated dredge 
quantity is 33,300 CY based on bathymetric information for the adjacent BSW project in 
our possession. 
 



7) Provide site utilities consisting of temporary surface runs for electrical, potable water and 
communication. 
 



8) Provide patching and seal of remaining pier surface exclusive of the quadrangle and 
center in-fill areas of the pier.  Two sealing alternatives are provided. 
 



9) Provide structural alteration of a rectangular area of Pier 32 to accommodate AC34 team 
bases and associated operations.  Structural alteration will consist of an 8-inch thick two-
way reinforced concrete slab designed to support a live load of 250 psf or vehicle wheel 
loads of 8,000 pounds.  The estimated quadrangle and associated structural alteration will 
be about 300 feet long and 237 feet wide (71,100 sf).  This component provides a 
permanent raised slab treatment in this area that may be desirable for future use of the 
pier but is not explicitly needed for AC34 activities.  This item is shown as a concept 
alternative in the table below. 
 



Our cost estimate was developed from the previous cost estimates provided to you by us and by 
the EA for the EA permit submittal.  We revised, deleted or added items consistent with this 
proposed improvement alternative. 
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Conceptual Budgetary Cost Estimate  
for Proposed Improvement Alternative for Pier 30-32 / AC34 Event 



Proposed  
Improvement  



Item 



Estimated 
Direct Costs 



(USD) 



Estimated 
Direct Costs + Hard 



Costs (USD) 



Estimated 
Direct Costs + Hard 
+ Soft Costs (USD) 



    
1. Marginal Wharf 



Repairs 
530,000 689,000 896,000 



2. HS-20 Access (13,230 
sf) 



1,506,000 1,958,000 2,545,000 



3. Substructure Repair 
below AC34 EA 
quadrangle area. 



220,000 286,000 372,000 



4.  Pile repairs below 
proposed EA crane 
tower support 
structure. 



80,000 104,000 135,000 



5.  Bio-swale structure 
and needed media 
filters. 



280,000 364,000 473,000 



6. Dredging south of 
Pier 32. 



1,166,000 1,516,000 1,971,000 



7. Utilities 150,000 195,000 254,000 
8A. Base case patching 



and sealing of pier 
surface.  Fog seal 
(black). 



250,000 325,000 422,000 



8B. Alternative case 
patching and sealing 
of pier surface.  Gray 
slurry seal. 



800,000 1040,000 1,352,000 



    
Totals w/ 8A 4,182,000 5,437,000 7,068,000 
Totals w/ 8B 4,732,000 6,152,000 7,998,000 



    
9A. Substructure 



Structural Alteration 
of AC34 EA 
quadrangle area. 



1,067,000 1,387,000 1,803,000 



    
Totals w/ 8A & 9A 5,249,000 6,824,000 8,871,000 
Totals w/ 8B & 9A 5,799,000 7,539,000 9,801,000 



Hard costs at 30%, soft costs at 30%. 
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The preliminary budgetary cost estimate summaries, exclusive of dredging, are attached for the 
proposed improvement alternative.  Costs are summarized above and include 30% contingency 
for hard costs, and an additional 30% contingency for soft costs. 
 
Due to the present structural condition of Pier 30-32, the present use of the remaining structure is 
limited to vehicle parking.  We have not conducted a condition survey of the Pier 30-32 
substructure but it is our understanding that the without repairs in the near future, the usable life 
of this structure is on the order of 5 to 10 years.  The proposed improvements presented here, 
properly engineered and constructed, would be expected to last up to 40 to 50 years with proper 
;maintenance.  However, the proposed improvements presented here are only partial with respect 
to the entire pier structure, and pier structure that is not repaired or improved in the near future 
would have a useful life of 5 to 10 years. 
 
We appreciate this opportunity to assist the Port of San Francisco in this endeavor.  Please do not 
hesitate to contact us if you have any comments or questions. 
 
 
Sincerely,  
WINZLER & KELLY / SDE 
 



 
Clay S. Serrahn, S.E. 
Project Manager 
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Figure 1 – Pier 30-32 Concept 













From: Kern, Chris (CPC)
To: Joslin, Jeff (CPC); Kelley, Gil (CPC)
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW MB preliminary design meeting
Date: Friday, May 30, 2014 12:12:52 PM


Hi all,
Sorry for the late notice, but if possible please hold Monday 6/2 9:00-12:00 or 3:30-5:00 for
this meeting. These times work for John and Tiffany Bohee, but we’re still waiting for
confirmation from Jennifer Matz.
Thanks,
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 
 
 
 


From: Rahaim, John (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 12:57 PM
To: Joslin, Jeff (CPC); Kelley, Gil (CPC)
Cc: Jones, Sarah (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: FW: GSW MB preliminary design meeting
 
Need to know who from your shops will be involved in GSW 2.0. 
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 12:50 PM
To: Rahaim, John (CPC); Joslin, Jeff (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: GSW MB preliminary design meeting
 
Hi John, Jeff, and Catherine,
I’m following up on Jennifer’s request to schedule a meeting with GSW to provide preliminary design
direction for the Mission Bay development. Jennifer would like this meeting to take place before
GSW meets with the team owners next Friday.
 
Please let me know who to invite from Planning and OCII and I’ll follow up with a Doodle Poll to find
a time next week that works for everyone…
Thanks,
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
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From: HPS CAC
To: info@hpscac.com
Subject: 2nd Notice, of revised Meeting Agendas for the HPS CAC"s Full Committee meeting (5-12-14) and the Business


& Employment Subcommittee meeting (5-15-14)
Date: Friday, May 09, 2014 7:06:12 PM
Attachments: Full CAC 5-12-14 Rvsd 5-9.pdf


Business and Employment 5-15 rvsd 5-9.pdf


Notice:


Please find the attached revised meeting agendas for the Mayor's Hunters Point Shipyard
Citizens Advisory Committee meeting being held Monday, May 12, 2014 at 6:00pm and for
the Business & Employment Subcommittee meeting being held Thursday, May 15, 2014 at
3:00pm for your reference.


Please contact us with any questions or concerns.


Thank you,


HPS Citizens Advisory Committee (HPSCAC)
HPS SASFRA Site Office
Administrative Support
415.822.4622
415.822.4840 Fx
sanfranciscocac@aol.com
info@hpscac.com
P.O. Box 885063
San Francisco, CA 94188
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For additional information, please contact SASFRA/HPSY Site Office at (415)822-4622 or mailto:info@hpscac.com, www.hpscac.com 
Revised 05/09/2014 



The Mayor’s Hunters Point Shipyard  
Citizens Advisory Committee (HPSCAC)  



 
Monday, May 12, 2014 



6:00pm - 8:00pm  
Location: South East Community Facility (Alex Pitcher Community Room)  



1800 Oakdale Ave., San Francisco, 94124 
 LIVE BROADCAST KPOO 89.5 FM 



 
CHAIR 



Dr. Veronica Hunnicutt 



VICE-CHAIR 



Ollie Mixon 



SECRETARY 



Elder Gerald Gage 



MEMBERS: 



 



 
Mary Booker 



Pastor Josiah Bell  



 



Servio Gomez 
Richard Laufman 



Scott Madison 
Sululagi Palega 



Dedria Smith 
Dorris Vincent 



 



Regular Meeting Agenda 
 



1.  Call to Order: (6:00pm)                   Dr. Veronica Hunnicutt, Chair 



2.  A. Roll Call:                                                  Dr. Veronica Hunnicutt, Chair 
     B. Approval of Agenda: May 12, 2014 
     C. Approval of Minutes: April 14, 2014 
     D. Announcements: 



 
 
3. Continuing Business 



A. Chair’s Report:  Dr. Veronica Hunnicutt 
                       1. Implementation Committee Update 



2. Legacy Foundation for Bayview Hunters Point Update 
 



B. Secretary’s Report:  
 



 



C.  CAC Subcommittee Chair Reports: 
1. Business & Employment, Dorris Vincent 
2. Executive Subcommittee, Dr. Veronica Hunnicutt 
3. Environment & Reuse, Dr. Veronica Hunnicutt 
4. Housing, Pastor Josiah Bell & Dedria Smith 



a. General Construction Update………………………………………….Jermaine Smith(Lennar) 
5. Planning Development & Finance, Richard Laufman 



                            
      Presentations/Updates 
 



A. SASFRA Report/OCII…………………………….Thor Kaslofsky( Office of Community Investment & Infrastructure) 
a. Community Facilities District No. 7&8 Update  



B. Shipyard Developer Report………………………………………….…Anye Spivey (Development Manager- Lennar) 
a. Block 52 Design Presentation 



C. Update San Francisco County Transportation Authority, Quint Street Project…..…Colin Dental Post(SFCTA Rep.) 
                                                                                                                                            



 
 5.   Public Comment: (On non-agenda items)      
 6.   Adjournment: (8:00pm)………………………………………….………………………..Dr. Veronica Hunnicutt, Chair 
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ACCESSIBLE MEETING POLICY 
 



 
For additional information about Agenda items, please call the CAC office at 415-822-4622 
 
1. Meetings are held at the Hunters Point Shipyard, Site Office Trailer (600 Innes Ave. S.F. 94124), or at 



the Southeast Community Facility (Alex Pitcher Community Room, 1800 Oakdale Ave. S.F. CA 94124), 
or at an alternative, accessible location in the Bayview Hunters Point community in San Francisco. The 
meeting rooms are wheelchair accessible and have accessible seating for persons with disabilities and 
those using wheelchairs. 



 
2. The closest accessible BART station is 24th and Mission to both the Site Office Trailer and the Southeast 



Community Facility. Accessible Muni lines serving the Site Office Trailer includes the #19 Polk bus; lines 
serving the Southeast Community Facility include #23 Monterey, #24 Divisadero, #44 O’Shaughnessy, and 
#54 Felton buses, and the T Third Street LRT.  Further information can be obtained by calling 415-923-
6142. 



 
3. There is accessible parking on the street at the Site Office Trailer and the Southeast Community Facility. In 



addition, limited parking is available in the Site office parking lot. 
 
4. The following services are available by calling 415-822-4622 at least 72 hours prior to the meeting: 



American Sign Language interpreters, use of a reader during a meeting, or a sound enhancement system. 
Following a meeting, minutes can be made available upon request by CD or alternative formats after 
transcription is completed. 



 



5. In order to assist the CAC’s efforts to accommodate persons with severe allergies, environmental illness, 
multiple chemical sensitivity or related disabilities, attendees at public meetings are requested to refrain 
from using various scented or chemical based products because other attendees may be sensitive to these 
products. Please help the CAC to accommodate these individuals. 
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The Mayor’s Hunters Point Shipyard  



Citizens Advisory Committee (HPSCAC)  



 
 



BUSINESS & EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY SUBCOMMITTEE 
Thursday, May 15, 2014 



3:00pm-4:30pm  



 



****Location: Hunters Point Shipyard, Site Office Trailers (Conference Room) 
 



 
CHAIR 



Dorris Vincent 



VICE-CHAIR 



Dedria Smith 



SECRETARY 



Scott Madison 



MEMBER  



Ollie Mixon 



 



Meeting Agenda 
 



 



1.  Call to Order:                          Dorris Vincent, Chair  



2.  A. Roll Call:                          Dorris Vincent, Chair 



     B. Approval of Agenda: May 15, 2014  



     C. Approval of Minutes: April 17, 2014 



     D. Announcements: 



3.  Continuing Business:  
 



A. IAM Followup Discussion………………………………………………………………...Committee 



B. Community Facilities District No. 7&8 Update…………………………..….Thor Kaslofsky-OCII 



C. Asset Management Program Update……………………………………SFHDC Representative 



      
 



 
4.  Public Comment on Non-agenda Items:  (Please limit time to two minutes)  



5.   Agenda Items for 6/19/2014 meeting:                                                           Dorris Vincent, Chair 



6.  Adjournment:                           Dorris Vincent, Chair 
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ACCESSIBLE MEETING POLICY 
 



For additional information about Agenda items, please call the CAC office at 415-822-4622 
 



1. Meetings are held at the Hunters Point Shipyard, Site Office Trailer (600 Innes Ave. S.F. 94124), or at 



the Southeast Community Facility (Alex Pitcher Community Room, 1800 Oakdale Ave. S.F. CA 94124), 
or at an alternative, accessible location in the Bayview Hunters Point community in San Francisco. The 
meeting rooms are wheelchair accessible and have accessible seating for persons with disabilities and 
those using wheelchairs. 



 
2. The closest accessible BART station is 24th and Mission to both the Site Office Trailer and the Southeast 



Community Facility. Accessible Muni lines serving the Site Office Trailer includes the #19 Polk bus; lines 
serving the Southeast Community Facility include #23 Monterey, #24 Divisadero, #44 O’Shaughnessy, and 
#54 Felton buses, and the T Third Street LRT.  Further information can be obtained by calling 415-923-
6142. 



 
3. There is accessible parking on the street at the Site Office Trailer and the Southeast Community Facility. 



In addition, limited parking is available in the Site office parking lot. 
 
4. The following services are available by calling 415-822-4622 at least 72 hours prior to the meeting: 



American Sign Language interpreters, use of a reader during a meeting, or a sound enhancement system. 
Following a meeting, minutes can be made available upon request by CD or alternative formats after 
transcription is completed. 



 



5. In order to assist the CAC’s efforts to accommodate persons with severe allergies, environmental illness, 
multiple chemical sensitivity or related disabilities, attendees at public meetings are requested to refrain 
from using various scented or chemical based products because other attendees may be sensitive to 
these products. Please help the CAC to accommodate these individuals. 
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From: Kern, Chris
To: Bollinger, Brett; Luba C. Wyznyckyj (lubaw@lcwconsulting.com); José I. Farrán


(jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com)
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya; Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); Paul Mitchell (pmitchell@esassoc.com)
Subject: RE: Warriors Project - Tideline Projections
Date: Friday, January 24, 2014 9:47:58 AM


Before we consider the schedule implications of this, we first need to discuss how to account for
water taxi service in the transportation analysis. It seems speculative to assume any particular
number of trips by water taxi, so maybe we should just address water taxis qualitatively rather than
attempt to assign specific numbers of trips to this mode, i.e., don’t include water taxis in model, but
discuss qualitatively that some small number of trips may be by water taxi rather than other modes,
but that this would not change any significance determinations.
 
Thoughts?
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 
 
 


From: Bollinger, Brett 
Sent: Friday, January 24, 2014 9:14 AM
To: Luba C. Wyznyckyj (lubaw@lcwconsulting.com); José I. Farrán (jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com)
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya; Kern, Chris; Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); Paul Mitchell
(pmitchell@esassoc.com)
Subject: FW: Warriors Project - Tideline Projections
 
Luba/Jose: What are the implications to the schedule of adding water taxi to the transportation
analysis? See the email chain below for more information.
 


From: Kern, Chris 
Sent: Friday, January 24, 2014 9:07 AM
To: Bollinger, Brett
Subject: FW: Warriors Project - Tideline Projections
 
Hi Brett,
Has the transportation team discussed this (including water taxis in analysis)?
 


From: Taupier, Anne 
Sent: Thursday, January 23, 2014 12:25 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya; Kern, Chris
Cc: Van de Water, Adam
Subject: FW: Warriors Project - Tideline Projections
 
Viktoriya and Chris,



x-msg://202/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=DE60665E3EBB43CF95F7AEC0F6E03AA8-CHRIS KERN

x-msg://202/brett.bollinger@sfgov.org
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x-msg://202/jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com

x-msg://202/jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com

x-msg://202/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=53ddc14b15cb409584d3f7b15453f64a-Viktoriya Wise
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x-msg://202/pmitchell@esassoc.com
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Adam and I received the this today from GSW regarding projected water taxi demand/capacity and
boat specs.  They are asking for this to be incorporated into transportation analysis.  Can you let us
know if this is reasonable and possible at this stage and what impacts this may have on schedule
(and if it is worth those impacts?)
 
Anne
 
 
Anne Taupier
Project Manager, OEWD
City Hall, Room 448
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102
(415) 554-6614
anne.taupier@sfgov.org
 
 
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 10:01 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam; Taupier, Anne
Cc: Benson, Brad; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); David Noyola; Mary Murphy
(MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com); Jim Abrams (jabrams@gibsondunn.com)
Subject: FW: Warriors Project - Tideline Projections
 
Adam, Anne,
See below for forecasted estimates of water taxi demand related to the arena from one of the two
water taxi operators. To my knowledge, Jose/Luba aren’t applying any trips to water taxi, but we’d
like to understand what substantiation other than below would be required to incorporate it into
the overall transportation analysis.
Thanks,
Clarke
 
 


From: Robinson Gardner [mailto:Gardner@tidelinesf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 2:17 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Benson, Brad
Cc: Lewis Taylor
Subject: Warriors Project - Tideline Projections
 
Good afternoon, Clark and Brad.
 
Here are the answers for the purposes of responding to the Warriors questions.
These are the numbers that we project for our vessels capacity and count in 2015/16.


1. Boat size - We will be operating two (2) twin 59' Chesapeakes.
2. Passenger capacity - Each boat will carry a maximum of 35 passengers.
3. Boats engines - Each boat has twin CAT 1000hp diesel engines. *2007 model C - rated



x-msg://202/anne.taupier@sfgov.org

x-msg://202/CMiller@stradasf.com

x-msg://202/david.carlock@machetegroup.com
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for commercial use and coded for environmental friendly emission control.
4. Runs - Depending on demand, we forecast each boat making two runs, so 140


passengers total.
5. Pick-up locations - Sausalito, Tiburon, and possibly East Bay (Jack London Square


and/or Berkeley).
6. Season numbers - With 140 guests per game at 41 games per year - 5,740


passengers/season
7. Income - Warriors will generate approximately $300,000 in revenue for Tideline.
8. Impact - We will effectively be taking 70+ cars off of the road and parking lots per


game.
9. Off-Season - We will use the new landing site year-round, not just for Warrior games.


10. Environmental - If successfully launched, we will be operating electric boats with
OGG - emission-free.


This is the best of our ability to project into 2015 and beyond.
Hope it helps establish our ability an desire to partner with the Warriors.
And more importantly, the viability of using the waterways as a better means of crossing the
Bay.
 
Please let me know if there is anything else we can provide.
Thank you both.
 
GR
 


Gardner J.H. Robinson
President
Tideline Marine Group
415.608.0437
www.tidelinesf.com
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From: Robbins, Jerry
To: Miller, Erin
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya; Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: Warriors Transportation Management Plan
Date: Friday, January 17, 2014 8:54:52 AM
Attachments: SF Warriors Arena TMP Draft_NOV 13-paa vwise cp JR 1-17-14.docx


Hi Erin:
 
I made a comment on page 60 regarding electronic Changeable Message Signs, flashing beacon signs
and a transportation management center for traffic operations.
 
Thanks,
 
Jerry
 
From: Miller, Erin 
Sent: Wednesday, January 15, 2014 11:46 AM
To: Robbins, Jerry
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya
Subject: Warriors Transportation Management Plan
 
Jerry,
 
Viktoriya is hoping to get comments on this from you.  IF you plan to attend the Friday meeting, you
could provide feedback there, but if not, please add yours here with revisions on and save as with
your initials at the end, and forward to me, Peter and Viktoriya.
 
Thank you,
 
Erin Miller
Project Manager, Waterfront Transportation Assessment
 
Join the Waterfront Transportation Assessment Mailing List
 
Sustainable Streets-Strategic Planning & Policy
Urban Planning Initiatives
 
 


 SFMTA | Municipal Transportation Agency
1 South Van Ness Ave, 7th Floor-7067 -  SF, CA 94103
Office:   415 701 5490
Mobile: 415 971 7429
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[bookmark: _Toc372617990]EXECUTIVE SUMMARY	Comment by VWise: General comments:  
 The TMP needs to address loading at the Pavilion, not just passenger but freight.  Loading operations for the Piers and SWL 330 have to be discussed.  Consider adding a chapter titled “Driveway and Loading Operations Plan.”  
Vehicular access to SWL 330 and other land uses that use The Embarcadero between Townsend and Bryant post events needs to be described. We had to include this for Candlestick and AC34.
Concerts should probably be included in the TMP as they are different from conventions, and will be the most common event.  Because we will not be conducting a quantitative analysis of concerts in the EIR, we will need to rely on and refer heavily to the TMP for our discussion of how pedestrian and vehicular traffic would be managed. 
We would like to see more discussion of how the garage driveway and pedestrians and bicyclists on The Embarcadero would be managed. The discussion is very light - just that PCOs will likely have to manage the situation. Or we can include the mitigation measure that we had for the cruise terminal (and I think the Exploratorium).  
 Please provide information about travel demand management during non-event conditions.   How would the driveway across The Embarcadero be managed, for example?  


The Transportation Management Plan (TMP) is a management and operating plan designed to provide multi-modal access to a range of events at the new Golden State Warriors Pavilion in San Francisco as well as activities at the mixed-use development on Seawall Lot 330 located directly across The Embarcadero from the new Pavilion. The purpose of the plan is to reduce vehicular impacts to the South Beach/China Basin Waterfront and in adjacent neighborhoods while providing access to the Pavilion and adjacent retail uses, with a focus on promoting and facilitating use of the extensive, nearby public transit services and pedestrian and bicycle infrastructure. 


The TMP is a working document that will remains continuously informed by the on-going “Waterfront Transportation Assessment” (WTA) led by the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency (SFMTA), and will be expanded and refined by the Warriors, the City of San Francisco, and other agencies responsible for carrying out the plan. An active monitoring process will occur during the first year of operation to make any necessary adjustments.  It is also anticipated that subsequent refinements will be made to respond to changing event types and schedules, new transportation access and parking opportunities, and planned transportation improvements that are implemented in the Pavilion vicinity.


The TMP provides a summary of planned major transportation projects, the Pavilion project description, event scenarios that are addressed in this document, existing transportation facilities, travel characteristics of  Pavilion attendees, transportation control recommendations, and communication strategies. The travel characteristic assumptions for the new Pavilion are based on the analysis prepared for the project environmental impact report.


The scenarios addressed in this plan are as follows.


· Typical Day (Non-Event Day)


· Small Event – a weekday convention with 6,000 attendees


· Concert – a weeknight event with 9,000 attendees	Comment by Albert, Peter: I recommend adding this since the concert-goers will likely be more one-time, transit-based and (due to age, other characteristics) of possible greater “management” concern to area residents.   	Comment by VWise: I agree.  The only other thing I would consider is doing the analysis on the same level of attendees as the EIR.  
We are doing 9,000 for weekday convention.  We are not analyzing concerts but for the Travel Demand calculations, we are assuming 14K.  Just FYI.  


· Peak Event (pre-game) – Warriors game with 18,000 attendees


· Peak Event (post-game) – Warriors game with 18,000 attendees


· Peak Event coinciding with AT&T Event


Transportation control strategies that are identified in the Plan include provision of an on-site Transportation Management Center (TMC) in the Pavilion, designation of a Parking Control Officer (PCO) supervisor who will staff the TMC and manage game day controls, the location of PCO’s who will direct vehicular and pedestrian traffic under various event scenarios, a post-game street closure on the Embarcadero for the peak event, designation of a temporary taxi stand for a convention event, and designation of peak event drop-off and pick-up locations. 


The transportation control strategies also address transit boarding at the nearby Brannan MUNI station, pedestrian control at the Pavilion garage driveway on the Embarcadero, support for taxi loading and a temporary pick-up location for the vehicular valet stand during the peak event.


Communication strategies that are identified in the Plan include promotion, outreach and wayfinding strategies designed to inform event attendees of the various transportation options that are available and provide directions on how to access them.  This includes a description of transportation information that will be provided by the Warriors and event promoters with event ticket purchases. The wayfinding strategies include a series of temporary signs that will be placed to facilitate pedestrian, bicycle, and vehicle circulation and access.
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[bookmark: _Toc358019627][bookmark: _Toc372617991]INTRODUCTION


This introduction describes the purpose, goals, and objectives of the Transportation Management Plan (TMP) for the Golden States Warriors Pavilion project (“Pavilion”). It gives a project overview within the San Francisco context, including ongoing and upcoming projects that will change the transportation system in the area and may prompt adjustments to the TMP in the coming years. It then lists organizations and agencies with a stake in the project with their respective roles and responsibilities, and discusses the overall TMP implementation strategy, including coordination between stakeholders. Finally, it outlines the information contained in the remainder of the TMP. 


[bookmark: _Toc372617992][bookmark: _Toc358019628]TMP Purpose, Goal and Objectives 


The purpose of the TMP is to outline strategies to optimize access to and from the Pavilion within the constraints inherent to a large public event. Its main goal is to minimize negative impacts to the surrounding neighborhood. In particular, it seeks to minimize conflicts between vehicles, pedestrians, bicycles, and transit.


The objectives of the TMP are:


To maximize traffic safety for all road users at key locations around the Pavilion site and broader neighborhood during event ingress and egress; 


To facilitate and promote use of non-automobile transportation by people attending and supporting Pavilion events; and


To ensure efficient exit of vehicles from the Pavilion garage located mid-block on The Embarcadero between Bryant Street and Brannan Street.


The TMP is a living document and may will be amended from time to time as travel patterns change as a result of development and changes to the roadway infrastructure and operations, upon the City’s prior approval. The Golden State Warriors is committed to complying with the TMP.


[bookmark: _Toc372617993][bookmark: _Toc358019630]Key Stakeholders 


Key stakeholders in the TMP and their respective roles and responsibilities are listed in Table 11Table 11.





			[bookmark: _Ref370224854][bookmark: _Toc372618256]
Table 11: Key Stakeholders, Roles, and Responsibilities 





			Key Stakeholders


			Roles and Responsibilities





			Golden State Warriors (GSW)


			The GSW is the project sponsor and is responsible for compliance with the TMP.





			San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency (SFMTA)


			The SFMTA has jurisdiction over the City’s public right-of-way (ROW) and manages all surface transportation infrastructure and systems in the City, including roads, sidewalks, bicycle lanes, parking, transit, and traffic control1. This includes San Francisco’s bus and light rail service under the Muni brand, which will provide access to the Pavilion. Recommendations related to physical changes to the ROW have to be reviewed and approved by the SFMTA.





			Caltrans


			Caltrans is California’s Department of Transportation and has jurisdiction over the freeways that provide regional vehicle access to the proposed Pavilion site.





			Port of San Francisco (Port)


			The Port of San Francisco (Port) has jurisdiction over San Francisco’s waterfront, including The Embarcadero and a few city blocks inland from the water’s edge1. The Port also oversees operation of the ferry terminals at the near-by Ferry Building as well as general water taxi and transit access facilities.  Revenues from parking meters on those street segments belong to the Port, and street uses on those segments, such as designated passenger pick-up and drop-off locations, have to be coordinated and approved by the Port.





			San Francisco Bay Conservation and Development Commission (BCDC)


			The BCDC is the federally-designated state coastal management agency for the San Francisco Bay segment of the California coastal zone. This designation empowers the Commission to use the authority of the federal Coastal Zone Management Act to ensure that federal projects and activities are consistent with the policies of the Bay Plan and state law2. 





			San Francisco County Transportation Authority (SFCTA)


			The SFCTA serves as the Congestion Management Agency (CMA) for San Francisco County.





			San Francisco Planning Department


			The Planning Department is responsible for reviewing project applications, including the assessment of environmental impacts on the City and its residents, as well as complying and enforcing the Planning and Zoning Code and implementing the General Plans.





			San Francisco Department of Public Works (DPW)


			DPW is responsible for street maintenance and implementation of streetscape projects in San Francisco, including curb ramp installations and upgrades. Recommendations for physical changes to the ROW would be implemented by DPW under direction of SFMTA.





			San Francisco Police Department (SFPD)


			SFPD is responsible for emergency response, oversight/override of traffic control plans, incident management, and coordination with SFFD and the California Highway Patrol as needed.





			San Francisco Fire Department (SFFD)


			SFFD provides fire suppression and emergency medical services to the residents, visitors, and workers within San Francisco.





			Caltrain


			Caltrain is a California commuter rail line connecting San Francisco to the Peninsula and Santa Clara Valley to the South. Its terminal station in the north is at 4th and King Streets, approximately 1 mile south of the project site.





			Bay Area Rapid Transit (BART)	Comment by VWise: Please consider including the ferry providers as well (GGT, WETA).  


			BART is a rapid transit system that serves the San Francisco Bay Area. It operates five routes with 44 stations in four counties. Downtown San Francisco is roughly the geographic center of the BART system, and its Embarcadero station is less than one mile from the project site.





			San Francisco Bicycle Coalition (SFBC)	Comment by VWise: This is the only non-governmental organization included in the list.  If we include them, should we include others as well?  Like the CAC, for instance.  


			The SFBC is San Francisco’s bicycle advocacy group and provides free, volunteer bicycle valet parking services at several events around the City, including Giants games at AT&T Park. The SFBC also has an interest in bicyclist circulation and safety, particularly along designated bicycle routes.





			Notes:


1. Although the Port has jurisdiction over certain street segments in San Francisco, SFMTA still manages all aspects of surface transportation on those streets under agreement with the Port.


2. Source: http://www.bcdc.ca.gov/history.shtml.


Source: Fehr & Peers, 2013.











[bookmark: _Toc372617994][bookmark: _Toc358019629]Project Context 


The proposed Pavilion site consists of Piers 30-32 along the waterfront in the South Beach neighborhood of San Francisco and is well-served by local and regional transit (Muni, BART, ferries, regional buses and Caltrain) as well as bicycle and pedestrian facilities, a robust roadway network, and freeway access. The project location is illustrated on Figure 11Figure 11. The project site plan is illustrated on Figure 11Figure 11.  


Over the past several years, many projects in the area have affected the transportation system, including the opening of the Giants baseball stadium in 2000, the construction of several residential towers, and the opening of the T-third light rail line connecting San Francisco’s Financial District to Sunnydale, which started operation in 2007. Several additional, significant transportation investments at or near the site are projected to begin operation within the next 5-10 years, including SFMTA’s Central Subway, the electrification of Caltrain and expansion and upgrades to the ferry terminals.  These types of capacity and service enhancements are included in the WTA and provide essential context for planning safe, efficient transportation access to the Pavilion, adjacent retail uses and Seawall Lot 330.          


The projects listed in the following sections, which are either ongoing or upcoming, will also impact the transportation system in the area and may warrant changes to the TMP. Note that although there are no projects specifically intended for pedestrians, many projects include pedestrian improvements or have implications for pedestrian circulation and safety.





[bookmark: _Ref370226860][bookmark: _Toc372618244]Figure 11: Project Location
	Comment by Albert, Peter: The inset map on this page is key to illustrating the transit-rich setting, so it should also show  “Ferry Building,” “Future Transbay Terminal” and Muni Metro platforms at Folsom and Brannan. 


[bookmark: _Toc372618245]Figure 12: Site Plan	Comment by Albert, Peter: Considering importance of Transit, I recommend extending map a bit south to show Brannan Street Muni station.





[bookmark: _Toc372617995]Transit Projects


SFMTA


Several major near-term and long-term SFMTA Muni projects are proposed that directly improve service frequency, capacity, travel time, cost-effectiveness and reliability in the vicinity of the project site.


SFMTA Transit Effectiveness Project (TEP) – This is an ongoing SFMTA program that aims to improve Muni service and reliability. The project includes both general improvements throughout the system and measures for specific transit lines. Implementation is ongoing and scheduled for completion in 2016. The following changes are scheduled to take place in the project area:


· Increased service frequency and transit travel priority treatments to key Muni bus and streetcar corridors within ½ mile of the project site, including the F Market, 14 Mission, 1 California, 5 Fulton, 38 Geary, 21 Hayes and 31 Balboa.,      


· Introduction of the E Embarcadero streetcar line, connecting Fisherman’s Wharf with the Fourth and King Caltrain station (nearest stop: Brannan Station).


· Realignment of the 10 Townsend to serve the Mission Bay neighborhood (nearest stop: Second Street and Bryant Street).


· Introduction of the 11 Downtown Connector, providing service to Van Ness Avenue and Bay Street via North Beach and Van Ness Muni Station via Folsom/Harrison (nearest stop: Second Street and Harrison Street), and related discontinuation of the 12 Folsom bus route (with same nearest stop).


· Frequency and Capacity enhancements for Muni Metro, including the two lines that run closest to the site (the N Judah and T Third but affecting all five Muni Metro lines which serve the Embarcadero Station 2/3 from the project site,


· Select “pilot” trials on lines within ½ mile of the project site that speed up corridor travel time and may become standard service plan features, such as the 5 Fulton “Limited”Discontinuation of the 12 Folsom bus route (nearest stop: Second Street and Harrison Street).


SFMTA Central Subway – SFMTA Muni proposes to operate a light rail subway at high frequency between Chinatown, Union Square, Yerban Buena Gardens and the Caltrain depot at 4th and King Streets (about 3/4 mile from the project site) beginning in 2019.  The T Third would be divered north of the Channel to serve this subway, and would no longer operate along the waterfront.  Construction of this project is well underway.


SFMTA Bus Rapid Transit – SFMTA proposes to build and operate two Muni “rapid bus” corridors with terminals within ¾ mile from the project site:  the Van Ness corridor (with one of two lines terminating at 4th & King Streets) and the Geary Corridor.  These service and infrastructure enhancements are expected to be in operation by 2020, bringing faster, higher-capacity transit between the site and Northwest San Francisco.  


Transbay Transit Center – The new Transbay Transit Center, currently under construction and scheduled for completion in 2017, will be a major hub serving 11 transit providers. It will be located between Beale, First, Mission and Howard Streets, approximately ½-mile from the project site. During construction, AC Transit, Muni, and SamTrans (among others) are utilizing the Temporary Transbay Terminal facilities located between Howard, Folsom, Main, and Beale Streets, approximately 1/3-mile from the project site. All bus operations will move to the Transit Center after construction is complete. The relocation of bus operations will include the reinstatement of this facility as a major Muni terminal and hub close to the project site and will not substantially affect the pedestrian paths of Pavilion attendees who utilize these bus services since the terminals are in close proximity. 


The Transit Center will also eventually become the northern terminus for Caltrain service, which will bring this service approximately ½-mile closer to the Pavilion as compared to the current northern terminus, one mile away at Fourth and King Streets. This change will affect pedestrian patterns of Pavilion attendees who utilize Caltrain service. The Caltrain Downtown Extension (DTX) is a planned project that has not been fully funded or environmentally cleared. 


Transbay Center District Plan – This Public Realm Plan component of the Transbay Center District Plan implements the changes to the circulation network to accommodate the projected levels of density and activity generated by the Transbay Transit Center. Changes relevant to the Pavilion site:


· Removal of vehicular travel lanes on Fremont Street, Beale Street, Main Street, and southbound Spear Street north of Folsom Street.


· On Folsom Street, adding a vehicular travel lane in the westbound direction from Fremont Street to The Embarcadero and removing a lane in the eastbound direction between The Embarcadero and Third Street.


· Sidewalk widening on both sides of the street on Folsom Street (between The Embarcadero and Third Street) and north of Folsom Street on Fremont Street and Beale Street.


· Sidewalk widening on the west side of Main Street and Spear Street.


· Pedestrian bulbouts at intersections along Folsom Street (from Spear Street to First Street), and along Spear Street and Main Street (north of Folsom Street).


These network changes will have impacts onaffect the vehicular and pedestrian flows near the proposed Pavilion site.


Ferry Building Landings and Terminals – the Port of San Francisco operates the ferry terminals at the Ferry Building ½ mile from the project site, in cooperation with the Water Emergency Transportation Authority (WETA) and Golden Gate Transit.  Frequent, daily ferry service is provided between this site and seven cities in Alameda, Solano, San Mateo and Marin Counties.  The Ferry Building is also a major Muni bus and streetcar terminal hub, serving numerous cross-town and downtown lines..


[bookmark: _Toc372617996]Bicycle Projects


The 2009 Bike Plan includes several improvements to the bicycle network throughout the City. Of the improvements approved for implementation in the near-term, the following projects will affect bicycle circulation in the vicinity of the site: 


The installation of a Class II[footnoteRef:1] bicycle lane on Fremont Street (one-way northbound) between Harrison Street and Howard Street. [1:  Class II facilities are striped lanes on roadways designated for use by bicycles.] 



The conversion of the Class III[footnoteRef:2] bicycle facility on Howard between The Embarcadero and Fremont Street into a Class II bicycle lane. [2:  Class III facilities are designated roadways where bicycles and vehicles share travel lanes.] 



The conversion of the Class III bicycle facility on 2nd Street to Class II bicycle lanes.


Expansion and extension of the Folsom Street Class II bicycle lanes. 


SFMTA is also considering the addition of a two-way Class I (physically separated from automobile traffic) cycle track along The Embarcadero (Inset 1-1). Although this project is not currently included in the Bike Plan, grant funding has recently been awarded to SFMTA to design the cycle track.





			Inset 1-1 – Cycle Track Illustration





			[image: C:\Users\bgrandy\Desktop\SF Arena\Draft TMP v2 (Nov 13)\Embarcadero Cycle Track.png]





			Source: SPUR, Buildling the EmBIKEadero Waterfront Bike Path








Bicycle Sharing – the Bay Area Air Quality Management District and the SFMTA’ debuted the Bay Area Bicycle Sharing program in 2013 with 35 bicycle stations and 350 bicycles in and around Downtown San Francisco, including directly across the Embarcadero from the project site.  SFMTA has plans to expand this network and intensity distribution within this core to reach at least 500 bikes within the next year.  


As these projects are implemented, modifications to the control strategies outlined in the TMP may be warranted.





[bookmark: _Toc372617997]Regional Traffic Projects


Proposal to remove the northern section of Interstate 280 – This proposal is currently being explored by the City and would remove the I-280 terminus on- and off-ramps from their current location adjacent to the Caltrain Station at Fourth and King Streets. This removal may have various benefits, including uniting the neighborhoods currently split by the freeway, opening up land for development, reducing the complexity of the downtown rail extension, and reducing vehicle-pedestrian conflicts at the crossing outside the Caltrain Station. If this project moves forward, it will affect access to the Pavilion.


[bookmark: _Toc372617998][bookmark: _Toc358019631]Implementation Strategy 


[bookmark: _Toc372617999]Coordination with Agencies and Transit Providers


Traffic controls proposed in the TMP will require coordination with several of the agencies described in section 1.2. Table 12Table 12 summarizes the necessary coordination between the Warriors and public agencies and transit providers during Pavilion events.


			[bookmark: _Ref370224905][bookmark: _Toc372618257]
Table 12: Control and Service Coordination Summary





			Control or Service


			Agency


			Coordination





			Post-game special train service to South Bay


			Caltrain


			Real-time communication between Transportation Management Control (TMC) and Caltrain during games so that train can be put into service at 4th/King station at appropriate time.





			Changeable message sign on I-280


			Caltrans, SFMTA


			Location, installation, and operation of changeable message signs alerting drivers on northbound I-280 of closures on The Embarcadero.





			Use of existing SFgo video cameras for observation of traffic conditions on streets pre-, during, and post-event


			SFMTA


			Permission from SFMTA to see live streams from video cameras from the TMC room at the Pavilion.





			Traffic management by Parking Control Officers (PCOs) on the streets pre-, during, and post-event 


			SFMTA


			Real-time communication between TMC and PCOs on the street. 





			Post-game special northbound light rail service 


			SFMTA (Muni)


			Real-time communication between TMC and SFMTA (Muni) during games so that additional light rail trains can be put into service at 4th/King station at appropriate time.





			Valet bicycle parking during events	Comment by VWise: Is valet bicycle parking available only during events?  Is the SFBC really going to provide valet parking for up to 200+ events at the site?  


			SFBC


			The provision of free valet bicycle parking at the Pavilion must be coordinated with the SFBC.





			Curb Cuts and Curb ramp upgrades	Comment by VWise: This does not strike me as a control strategy.  It is just a positive attribute of the project.  I recommend deleting. 


			DPW


			Installation of curb cuts, curb ramps at street intersections where they are missing, and curb ramp upgrades must be coordinated with DPW’s Ramp Upgrade Program.





			Enhanced post-game BART service on event days


			BART


			Coordination of game schedules so that BART augment service by providing additional train cars post-game. 





			On-street parking special event pricing


			SFMTA (SFpark), Port


			Provide event schedule to SFpark’s group within SFMTA and the Port for implementation of special event pricing at on-street parking meters during events.	Comment by VWise: We will need to define a boundary of where this applies at some point.  I recommend suggesting a boundary in this document and adding an explanation that the boundary is flexible and will be responsive to changing parking conditions/needs.  





			Source: Fehr & Peers 2013.











[bookmark: _Toc372618000][bookmark: _Toc358019632]Document Organization 


Chapter 2 summarizes the Pavilion project and outlines the event scenarios. Chapter 3 describes the existing transportation system in the project vicinity, including the street network, transit, bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure, and regional traffic access. Chapter 4 describes the travel demand management program that will be implemented to increase the level of access to the project by transit, bicycling and walking. Chapter 5 describes the anticipated characteristics of Pavilion attendees, including the key assumptions on which the TMP recommendations are based. Chapter 6 describes the proposed controls and is organized by event scenario, ranging from the simplest event (i.e. a typical day) to most complex event (Pavilion event concurrent with event in AT&T Park), and is organized so that the controls listed in each section add to the controls listed in each of the previous sections. Finally, Chapter 7 discusses communication strategies designed to complement the controls listed in Chapter 6, and includes wayfinding and outreach. Chapter 8 describes how the TMP will be monitored and refined over time. 	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: What about a typical day (no events)?  This is one of the scenarios listed in the summary of this document.  Will there be any transportation management during non-event days?  


[bookmark: _Toc372618001]PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND EVENT SCENARIOS


[bookmark: _Toc372618002]Project Description 	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Now that the EIR project description is almost final, please make sure what is presented in this document is consistent with what is in the EIR.  It would also be advisable to use the same terminology.  


[bookmark: _Toc372618003]General


The proposed site is comprised of Piers 30-32, located along The Embarcadero at Bryant Street; and Seawall Lot 330, across the Embarcadero from Piers 30-32, at the corner of Bryant Street. The current program for the Pavilion site includes the following:	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: The description for this portion of the project is not included in this section except for one small sentence towards the end.  


Seating capacity: 18,064.


90,000 square feet of retail in multiple buildings along the Embarcadero sidewalk.


Red’s Java House, currently located at the northwest corner of the site, will be relocated to the southwest corner of Piers 30-32 and have outdoor seating.


18,470 square foot fire house with capacity for three boats along the north side of the pier.


7.6 acres of open space.	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Consider adding another bullet point or two to acknowledge that the project also includes ancillary offices, GSW practice facility, water and ferry docks.  


The public realm zones and uses for the pavilion are shown below in Inset 2-1. There will be two entries to the Pavilion, one at the North Entry Plaza at the northwest corner and one at the South Plaza at the southwest corner of Pier 30-32.   The North Entry Plaza is an accessible entry from Embarcadero that provides access to the retail uses and the Pavilion. Pedestrians will be able to gain access to retail uses and the upper plaza/terraces via a series of ramps or stairs. The South Plaza is an accessible entry that provides access to upper venues via the Grand Stair that will have both accessible ramps and stairs. The South Plaza will include a large event space and the relocated Red’s Java House.


			Inset 2-1 – Pavilion Public Realm Zones and Uses	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: This graphic is hard to read.  Suggest making it larger or full page.  





			[image: C:\Users\bgrandy\Desktop\SF Arena\Draft TMP v2 (Nov 13)\Site Plan Public Realm Uses.png]





			Source: Golden State Warriors











The Pier 30-32 improvements maximize public access and open space. The primary outdoor public spaces on the Pier include:


The North Entry Plaza located on the northwest side of the Pier adjacent to the Embarcadero


The South Plaza located on the southwest side of the Pier adjacent to the Embarcadero;


The Bay Promenade, a Pier walk wrapping the North, East and South East edge of the pier;


The Grand Stairs, connecting the South Plaza to the Event Plaza;


The Event Plaza located at Main Concourse Level;


The Upper View Terrace; and


The View Terrace, located on the North side overlooking the Bay.


 Seawall Lot 330 will have a 227 room hotel, 176 residential units, and 30,000 square feet of retail space.	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: At a minimum please add information about parking and loading.  


[bookmark: _Toc372618004]Maritime Uses


The Bay Promenade will be a working waterfront that will include maritime uses such as fireboats, a water taxi landing, a possible ferry landing, and a cruise ship berth on the north and east sides of Piers 30-32. 


A deep water berth along the east edge of the pier. This existing berth is currently used as overflow for the cruise ship terminal at Pier 35 and occasionally for ceremonial ships (i.e. during Fleet Week), and its use would not change. 


A ferry landing (capacity for 1 boat at a time) on the  north side of the pier;


Fireboat landings (capacity for 32 boats at once) on the north side of the pier, for boats relocated from Pier 22½; and


A water taxi landing on the north side of the pier.


[bookmark: _Toc372618005]Vehicle Parking


The current Pavilion program includes a 500-space parking garage broken down as described below:


150 spaces reserved for players, coaches, and the Fire Department;


350 spaces available to the public on non-event days and dedicated for premium ticket holders during an NBA game.


The number of on-site parking spaces may be reduced as the final plans for the Pavilion are developed. This reduction would be part of a distributed parking strategy that would involve a reduced level of on-site parking and additional parking at one or more of three alternative sites.


Site 1: 63 surface or 85 valet parking spaces at Seawall Lot 328, located on the Embarcadero just north of Spear Street (under the bridge), with access on Spear Street.


Site 2: 232 parking spaces at the Caltrans Corp Yard at 434 Main Street (at Bryant Street) with access on Beale Street, Main Street, and Bryant Street.


Site 3: 224 underground parking spaces at the Seawall Lot 330 site (in addition to the original provision) across from the Pavilion, with access on Beale Street.


Site 4: A combination of two or more options as described above.


For diagrams illustrating these locations, please see Appendix B. 


Attendees who purchase reserved parking will receive instructions for entering and exiting the Pavilion garage (or other location) with their ticket confirmation. The parking operation on event days will consist of attendants checking entering vehicles for valid parking access to a space in the garage or lot.	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Could you please elaborate how this will work?  If not properly managed, this could be very inefficient.  Where would this occur (on the Embarcadero, inside the garage?)


Under the current scenario (500-space garage at Pavilion site), on non-event days and on event days with evening events, the garage will be available for public parking to support the retail. Garage operation will consist of attended valet parking. The valet parking drop-off and pick-up location will be on northbound Embarcadero, north of the garage driveway, where the majority of the retail is located. This placement will require coordination with SFMTA and the Port so that a white curb (passenger loading) can be painted and the curb can be reserved for this purpose. Although valet parking for retail and restaurant users will be available on most event days, vehicles may be parked offsite for some events.	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Please consider providing more information about what happens when all 500 spaces are full.  


In addition to the distributed parking strategy for the 500 spaces described above, the Pavilion program also includes coordination and facilitation with incentives to utilize the over 10,000 parking spaces in garages within a ¾ mile from the project site that are currently underutilized or closed to the public after 6:30 pm on weekdays and on weekends.  More details about this parking strategy are included in Chapter 4: Travel Demand Management.      


.


[bookmark: _Toc372618006]Bicycle Parking


The site will include space for up to 100 bicycles for employees. In addition, it will include a valet bicycle parking facility accessible from the sidewalk at the center of the site, with space for up to 300 bicycles. The valet parking facility will be attended from two hours before tipoff to approximately one hour after the final buzzer.	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Please check for consistency with the EIR PD.  
Will the valet parking be provided during the other 100++ events?  


In addition to the valet bicycle parking program, the Pavilion program will include support for expanding the capacity and number of stations dedicated to the Bay Area Bicycle Sharing program.


[bookmark: _Toc372618007]Event Scenarios 


The primary event scenarios anticipated for the Pavilion are as follows:


Typical Day (Non-Event Day). 


Small Event – convention with 6,000 attendees.


Concert – a weeknight event with 9,000 attendees


Pavilion Peak Event (pre-game) – Warriors game with 18,000 attendees.


Peak Event (post-game) – Warriors game with 18,000 attendees


Peak Event coinciding with AT&T Event (with 41,500 attendees)


The event scenarios and time periods analyzed in the TMP are designed to provide a range of typical scenarios. Transportation control measures for events not specifically described (i.e. concerts) will be derived based on reviewing the plans for events with comparable attendance levels included in the TMP and making adjustments, as needed.


[bookmark: _Toc372618008]Typical Day (Non-Event Day)


The retail, restaurant, and public open space uses located adjacent to the Pavilion will be open 365 days a year.


[bookmark: _Toc372618009]Small Event


Small events (3,000 to 9,000 attendees) may consist of conventions, theater events, small concerts, family shows, non-NBA sporting events, and other types of events to be decided. For the purpose of the TMP, a small event is defined as a convention with an attendance of 6,000 people.


Concert


PLEASE ADD DESCRIPTION – something like “Concerts will range from 7500-9000, happen at night, draw a different type of user than the typical attendee of a Small or Peak Event and who will likely be younger, more transit-dependent, and a less-regular Pavilion user..,    	Comment by Albert, Peter: Need text here


[bookmark: _Toc372618010]Peak Event


Peak events are defined in this TMP as events where more than half the seating capacity of the Pavilion will be occupied; i.e. events with more than 9,000 attendees. These include all GSW pre-season, regular season, and post-season games as well as some larger concerts. The peak event analyzed in detail in the TMP is a sold out basketball game that fills the Pavilion to capacity (18,000 attendees).	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Fyi:  EIR considers 18,064 and some events could be 18,500.  


The NBA regular season consists of 41 home games. 


The majority of games take place in the evening (7:30 pm tipoff). In the 2012-2013 season, there was one daytime game (1:00 pm tipoff) during the regular season and it took place on a holiday (Martin Luther King Day, 01/21/13). Since most concerts typically take place in the evening, most of the egress from the Pavilion will occur at night, during off-peak traffic conditions. At least some games and concerts, however, will have ingress activity during the weekday evening commute period.


[bookmark: _Toc372618011]Peak Event Concurrent with Event at AT&T Park


The traffic controls section of the TMP proposes increasing levels of traffic controls ranging from the smallest event requiring the least control (i.e. typical day scenario) to the most complex event requiring the most controls (i.e. an Pavilion event coinciding with an AT&T Park event). 


[bookmark: _Toc372618012]Typical Annual Event Distribution 


It is anticipated that the Pavilion will have a total of approximately 200-220 events each year, distributed as follows:


43-59 GSW home games (2 pre-season + 41 regular season + a maximum possible of 16 home playoff games), all taking place from 7:30 pm to 10:30 pm.


45 concerts/theater events, mostly on Friday and Saturday nights from 7:30-10:30 pm, concentrated during late Fall, Winter, and Early Spring. 


55 family shows. Tours typically perform 10 shows in the building over 5 days (Wed-Sun) as described in Table X-X.


Approximately 60 other sporting events and conventions distributed throughout the year as the building schedule permits.


Table 21Table 21 summarizes the annual event distribution. 






			[bookmark: _Ref370224949][bookmark: _Toc372618258]
Table 21: Typical Annual PAVILION Event Distribution 





			Event Description 


			Quantity


			Event Type1


			Event Time


			Daytime or Evening





			Warriors Events


			43-59	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: 60?  Because that is the absolute maximum.  3+41+16.  


			


			


			





				Pre-season


			2-3


			Peak Event


			7:30 pm – 10:30 pm


			Evening





				Season


			41


			Peak Event


			7:30 pm – 10:30 pm


			Evening





				Post-season


			0-16


			Peak Event


			7:30 pm – 10:30 pm	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: EIR end times in Table 3-10 say the event ends at 9:40.  


			Evening





			Non-Warriors Events


			161


			


			


			





				Concerts


			45


			Peak Event


			Fri-Sat 7:30 pm – 10:30 pm


			Evening





				Family Shows


			55


			Small Event


			


			





			


			15


			Small Event


			Wed-Fri 7:30 pm-9:00 pm


			Evening





			


			5


			Small Event


			Fri 10:30 am-12:00 pm


			Daytime	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: EIR says there are Friday night shows.  





			


			20


			Small Event


			Sat-Sun 11:00 am-1:00 pm


Sat-Sun 3:00 pm-4:30 pm


			Daytime





			


			10


			Small Event


			Sat-Sun 7:00 pm-8:30 pm


			Evening





			


			5	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: The 5 rows above are a subset of the 55 but the way the table is set up, this is not ready apparent.  Please consider modifying table design.  Also, may want to add total number of events.  


			Small Event


			TBD


			TBD





				Other Sporting Events


			30


			TBD


			TBD


			TBD





				Other Events	Comment by VWise: This is called Conventions/Corporate events in the EIR.  I would suggest making all the information consistent with the EIR project description (in this case especially because the TMP references convention events throughout the document).  


			31


			TBD


			TBD


			TBD





			Notes:


1. Of the peak events, it is anticipated that fewer than 10 will overlap with events at AT&T Park.


Source: Golden State Warriors.














[bookmark: _Toc372618013]EXISTING CONDITIONS


Chapter 3 describes existing transportation systems serving the Pavilion site, including the street network, freeways, transit hubs and bicycle facilities.  Select commitments to make near-term significant changes in conditions are certain and fully-funded are noted.  


[bookmark: _Toc372618014]Street Network 


Since the Pavilion site is on the waterfront, the street network serving it extends to the north, west, and south only. 


[bookmark: _Toc372618015]Local Access


Local access to the site is provided by a square grid of streets running northwest-southeast and northeast-southwest; however, for simplification, this document uses the following convention:


Northwest = North


Southeast = South


Northeast = East


Southwest = West


This section describes the streets that are most relevant for access to the immediate vicinity of the site and discusses their relevance for particular modes as appropriate. 


The Embarcadero, where the site is located, is a two-way north-south roadway that runs along San Francisco’s waterfront between King and Taylor Streets. In general, The Embarcadero has two or three travel lanes in each direction. The San Francisco General Plan identifies it as a Major Arterial in the Congestion Management Plan (CMP) Network, a Metropolitan Transportation System (MTS) Street, a Transit Preferential Street (Transit Important Street), and a Neighborhood Commercial Pedestrian Street. Muni lines N Judah and T Third operate along the median between Howard and King Streets, although the T Third is proposed to divert to the Central Subway along 4th Street when that project opens in 2019.. Bicycle Route 5 runs along The Embarcadero (Class II between King and North Point Streets, and Class I between North Point and Taylor Streets). The sidewalk along the water side of The Embarcadero, which is designated a portion of the Bay Trail, is approximately 30 feet wide and serves as a mostly uninterrupted multi-use path for pedestrians and bicyclists.


Approximately ½-mile south of the site, The Embarcadero transitions to King Street, a four-lane east-west roadway that connects to the terminus of I-280. Muni lines N Judah and T Third operate in the median along King Street between The Embarcadero and Fourth Street. AT&T Park, home of the San Francisco Giants, is located on King Street between Second and Third Streets. Caltrain has its terminus station on Fourth Street between King and Townsend Streets. Although King Street is not directly adjacent to the Pavilion project site, it plays a major role in providing access to and from the site. 


Townsend Street runs east-west between The Embarcadero and Division Street/Eighth Street. There are between one and two travel lanes in each direction with a two-way left turn lane in some places. Between The Embarcadero and Second Street, bicycles share the lane with vehicle traffic. There are Class II bike lanes along the length of Townsend Street to the west of Second Street, and Caltrain has its terminus station on Fourth Street between King and Townsend Streets. 


Bryant Street originates at The Embarcadero across from the Pavilion site at Piers 30-32 and extends to Precita Avenue in Peralta Heights. Between The Embarcadero and Second Street, Bryant Street operates two-way in the east-west direction with two to three lanes; however, the presence of the elevated freeway limits accessibility to and from Bryant Street between Beale and Second Streets. Vehicles traveling west on Bryant Street past Beale Street may be forced onto the I-80 East freeway on-ramp just after First Street if they do not turn off of Bryant Street at one of the local street intersections to the South. 


The following three streets run north-south from Market Street towards the site: Spear Street (easternmost), Main Street, and Beale Street (westernmost). Together with The Embarcadero, they are the primary roadways providing pedestrian and bicycle access to the site from the financial district and transit hubs to the north, including the Embarcadero BART Station and the temporary and future (permanent) Transbay Terminals.


Main Street is a north-south roadway that runs between Market and Bryant Streets. It generally operates one-way northbound with four travel lanes, except between Bryant and Folsom Streets where it operates two-way with one lane in the northbound direction and two lanes in the southbound direction. Multiple Muni and regional bus routes operate on Main Street between Market Street and the Temporary Transbay Terminal at Howard Street.


Beale Street is a north-south roadway that runs between Market Street and a cul-de-sac adjacent to The Embarcadero, immediately south of SWL 330. Between Market and Folsom Streets, Beale Street operates in the southbound direction with three or four travel lanes. South of Folsom Street, Beale Street operates with one lane in each direction and has a Class II bicycle lane in the southbound direction to Bryant Street. 


Spear Street is a north-south roadway that runs between Market Street and a cul-de-sac adjacent to The Embarcadero. It operates in the southbound direction only with three travel lanes.	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Consider moving up after Bryant so you list streets east to west.  


Vehicular access to the proposed Pavilion site via Beale and Spear Streets is limited because of their one-way operation and the fact that both terminate in cul-de-sacs (i.e. they are separated from The Embarcadero by wide sections of sidewalk). This minimizes vehicular traffic on these two streets, and makes them good environments for walking and bicycling towards the Pavilion from the Embarcadero BART station on Market Street between Main and Spear Streets. While pedestrians can walk uninterrupted from both streets onto The Embarcadero, in the current configuration of the cul-de-sacs bicyclists have to dismount and lift their bicycles onto the sidewalk, and then lower them onto the bicycle lanes on The Embarcadero.	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: This is not quite true for Beale Street because it provides access to Bryant and certainly will provide access to SWL 330 development.  	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: On Beale they will make a left onto Bryant towards the Pavilion before they ever travel to the end of Beale, especially since there is no crosswalk at the end of Beale.  


Fourth Street is a principal north-south arterial between Market Street and Channel Street. It operates in the southbound direction with four travel lanes. At King Street, where the Caltrain Station and a Muni platform are located, it has two dedicated right-turn lanes for vehicular access to I-280.


Brannan Street is an east-west roadway that runs between The Embarcadero and Tenth Street. It generally operates two-way with two travel lanes in each direction. The light rail platform for Muni’s N Judah and T Third lines closest to the proposed site is located in the center island of The Embarcadero at Brannan Street. 


Essex Street runs in the north-south direction for one block between Folsom Street and Harrison Street. It has two general travel lanes and two transit only lanes in the southbound direction. At Harrison Street, Essex Street connects to the I-80 eastbound on-ramp. Muni route 108 Treasure Island and AC Transit Transbay lines run on Essex Street.


Harrison Street runs in the east-west direction between The Embarcadero and Thirteenth/Division Streets, operating one-way westbound between Third and Tenth Streets. In the downtown area, Harrison Street is a primary route to the I-80 freeway, with on-ramps at the intersections of First Street and Essex Street, and to U.S. 101 southbound, with an on-ramp at Fourth Street. Northbound left turns are prohibited from The Embarcadero onto Harrison Street.	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Above why talk about 4th Street but not mention any of the other north/south streets.  For example 2nd Street.  


[bookmark: _Toc372618016]Transit Network 


[image: Description: N:\temp\Libi\Icons\Transit-01.png]This section discusses transit provision to the proposed Pavilion site with a focus on the most active transit hubs, including BART and Caltrain stations, Muni light rail platforms, the Ferry Building and the temporary Transbay Terminal. This section is organized in order of proximity to the site, starting with the transit hub that is furthest away (Caltrain Station) and ending with the one that is closest (Muni light rail platforms) (Figure 31Figure 31).


[bookmark: _Toc372618017]Caltrain (Regional)


Caltrain provides passenger rail service on the Peninsula between San Francisco and Downtown San Jose with several stops in San Mateo and Santa Clara Counties. Limited service is available south of San Jose. Within San Francisco, Caltrain terminates at a station located on Fourth Street between King and Townsend Streets, approximately one mile southwest of the proposed Pavilion site. The Fourth/King station is served by local, limited, and “Baby Bullet” trains. 


Caltrain service headways in the non-peak direction during the PM peak, which will serve Pavilion events, are variable depending on the specific service provided by the train (bullet or limited); however, there are typically 6 or 7 arrivals in one hour. With the service improvements from electrification of the system by 2019, Caltrain is considering increasing train serving frequencies that this enhancement makes possible. On weekends, headways are once per hour, so that most Pavilion attendees will likely arrive in a single train. Finally, Caltrain currently provides special post-game train service following Giants games. 


[bookmark: _Toc372618018]Bay Area Rapid Transit (BART, Regional)


BART provides regional commuter rail service in the Bay Area. San Francisco’s Financial District is centrally located within the system, which provides service to the East Bay (Pittsburg/Bay Point, Richmond, Dublin/Pleasanton and Fremont) and to San Mateo County (San Francisco International Airport and Millbrae) with operating hours between 4 AM and midnight. In the Financial District, BART operates underground below Market Street. The BART station closest to the proposed project site is Embarcadero Station, located on Market Street with exits near Main Street and Spear Street.  During the weekday PM peak period, when event-goers are expected to arrive at Embarcadero Station, headways are generally 5 to 15 minutes for each line. Off-peak headways are generally 20 minutes for each line. BART trains range from 3 to 10 cars depending on time of day and demand. BART will extend its service to Warm Springs in 2015 and to San Jose in 2018, and via eBART to east Contra Costa County in 2016.  BART is also proposing early phases of its “BART Metro” project (that increases Transbay Tube/SF frequency) and to introduce higher-capacity train cars within the next 5-10 years.   The BART system map is illustrated below.


[bookmark: _Ref370392465][bookmark: _Ref370392461][bookmark: _Toc372618246]Figure 31: Existing Transit Facilities
	Comment by Albert, Peter: Good map – please consider calling out “Embarcadero BART/Muni Metro Station,” “Brannan Street Muni Metro Station” “Folsom Street Muni Metro Station” and “4th & King Caltrain Terminal” on map as you do Ferry Building, Future Transbay Terminal, etc.?	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: The project site includes the Watermark building.  Please take that out of the blue colored project site.  This is a global comment for all figures.  	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Please consider showing some of the bus lines that could serve the site (e.g., 14).  
Please consider adding street names for some of the main east/west streets.  
Please consider adding the T-third platform/station on Fourth Street between King and Berry streets.  


			[bookmark: _Toc372618259]Bart System Map	Comment by Albert, Peter: Use map showing eBART, Warm Springs and SJ extensions.  This clarifies how many new population centers will become within rapid transit access to the site.





			[image: N:\Projects\2013 Projects\SF13-0682_SF Warriors Arena TMP\Data Collection\Maps\system-map.gif]





			Source: www.bart.gov








[bookmark: _Toc372618019]Ferry Building


 WETA, Blue & Gold and Golden Gate operate regular ferry service between the San Francisco Ferry Building (1/2 mile from the project site) and Vallejo, Larkspur, Sausalito, Tiburon, Oakland, Alameda and South San Francisco.  Golden Gate and WETA also provide event-level service to AT&T Park 2/3 mile from the project site. The Ferry Building is also a terminal / hub for Muni and Amtrak/Amtrak Capital Corridor service,  


San Francisco Muni (Local)


Muni operates bus, cable cars, streetcars, and light rail lines within San Francisco. The primary lines that most-directly serveing the proposed Pavilion site are the KT Ingleside-Third Street and the N Judah-Metro light rail lines, which operate in a dedicated right-of-way in the center of The Embarcadero, but the majority of all Muni bus, streetcar and metro lines terminate or stop within 1 mile of the project site. 


KT Ingleside-Third Street – The T Third Street light rail route connects Visitacion Valley to Market Street BART/Muni Stations in Downtown San Francisco via the Bayview, Dogpatch, AT&T Park, and South Beach. In Downtown, the line continues as the K Ingleside and connects to Balboa Park BART Station via the Castro, West Portal and St Francis Wood. It operates weekdays and weekends from approximately 4 AM to 1 AM. This line will be diverted to the Central Subway in 2019, and its 4th/Brannan station is within 2/3 mile of the project site.  


N Judah-Metro – The N Metro light rail route connects Ocean Beach to Market Street BART/Muni Stations in Downtown San Francisco via Outer and Inner Sunset, the University of California San Francisco Parnassus Campus and the Cole Valley, the California Pacific Medical Center, and the Lower Haight. From Downtown, the N connects to the San Francisco Caltrain station at Fourth and King Streets via Market Street, the Embarcadero, South Beach, and the AT&T Ballpark. On weekdays it operates from approximately 4:30 AM to 2 AM. On weekends, it operates from approximately 6:30 AM to 1:30 AM. 


Although there is no Muni light rail platform at Bryant Street, both lines stop at raised platforms located along The Embarcadero at the following locations:


Just south of Brannan Street (1/8-mile south of the site) 


Just north of Harrison Street (1/4-mile north of the site)


Just west of 4th and King Streets, adjacent to the Caltrain station	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Is there no stop @ Second Street too?  


In addition, all other Muni light rail lines and several east-west Muni bus lines overlap the KT and N lines at the Downtown stations, including the Embarcadero BART/Muni Station and other Market Street Muni bus/rail hubs that range from ½ to ¾ mile away. Event-goers coming from other parts of San Francisco can transfer to either line or walk to the Pavilion from Market Street. Within five years, Muni expects to operate several enhanced service routes benefitting from the TEP, which could include the 14 Mission, 22 Fillmore, N Judah, T Third, and E Embarcadero.  Two new Muni Bus Rapid Transit corridors (Van Ness and Geary) will have at least one of the programmed lines terminate within ¾ mile of the project site within the next 5-8 years.  Lastly, many major Muni some bus lines have terminus stations at the Temporary Transbay Terminal, Caltrain Terminal and Ferry Building (see below).


[bookmark: _Toc372618020]Temporary Transbay Terminal


The Temporary Transbay Terminal provides temporary bus terminal facilities during construction of the new multi-modal Transbay Transit Center, which is scheduled for completion at a site one block closer to the project site in 2017. The Temporary Terminal is located in the area bounded by Main, Folsom, Beale and Howard Streets, approximately ½-mile north of the project site. It currently serves AC Transit, WestCAT Lynx, Muni, Golden Gate Transit, and SamTrans passengers. 


[bookmark: _Toc372618021]Parking 


[insert data from EIR team]


[bookmark: _Toc372618022]Pedestrian Facilities 


All streets in the vicinity of the project site have continuous sidewalks. All major intersections are signalized and have pedestrian countdown signals; however, many intersections have pedestrian recall buttons. 


The Bay Trail is a planned 500-mile recreational shoreline corridor that, when complete, will encircle San Francisco and San Pablo Bays with a continuous network of bicycling and hiking trails. In the project vicinity, the Bay Trail coincides with The Embarcadero sidewalk, which is designated as a multi-use trail shared by pedestrians and bicycles. As a major mostly uninterrupted pedestrian facility, this path will carry a significant proportion of pedestrian flow to and from the Pavilion and between the Pavilion and major regional transit hubs and bikeshare stations.





[bookmark: _Toc372618023]Bicycle Facilities 


[bookmark: _Toc270004431]Bicyclists may use all roadways in the city, not just designated bicycle routes; however, the City of San Francisco has an extensive bicycle network. The three classes of bicycle facilities[image: Description: N:\temp\Libi\Icons\Cyclist-01.png] are described below.








			[image: Description: http://sfcitizen.com/blog/wp-content/uploads/2010/06/IMG_0575-copy.jpg]


			Class I (Multi-use paths) are paved trails separated from roadways. The City of San Francisco has Class I facilities in large parks (e.g., Golden Gate Park or the Panhandle) and in areas where bicycling on the street would be challenging (e.g., US 101/Cesar Chavez Interchange). 


Class I facilities are generally shared with pedestrians and may be adjacent to an existing roadway, or may be entirely independent of existing vehicular facilities. 





			[image: PotreroBikeLane_sfbike-org]


			Class II (Bicycle Lanes) are striped lanes on roadways designated for use by bicycles through striping, pavement legends, and signs.





			[image: MissionSharrow_sf-streetsblog-org]


			Class III (Bicycle Routes) are designated roadways for shared bicycle/vehicle use indicated by signs only; may or may not include additional pavement width for cyclists. The majority of San Francisco’s bicycle facilities are Class III facilities. In San Francisco, Class III Bicycle Routes are routinely striped with the shared-lane arrow, or “sharrow,” reminding drivers and cyclists to share the roadway.








Current on-street bicycle facilities in the vicinity of the project are shown in Figure 32Figure 32 and described below. The majority of the study area is flat, with limited changes in grade, facilitating bicycling within and through the area; however, bicycling between the areas north and south of I-80 is inhibited by the interstate between Beale and Second Streets. In addition, while there is an established network of bicycle routes in the study area, dedicated bicycle lanes are not provided on all routes. Lastly, during peak commute periods, bicyclists share the road with high volumes of traffic on some routes.


The Bay Trail, described above, connects the Financial District, Embarcadero BART Station, Routes #30 and #50 to the north to AT&T Park and bicycle routes #11 and #36 to the south.


Route #5 runs along the Embarcadero and King Street between Mission Street and 2nd Street as a Class II bike lane and continues for an additional block to Third Street as a Class III bicycle facility. This route connects the Financial District, Embarcadero BART Station, Routes #30 and #50 to the north to AT&T Park and bicycle routes #11 and #36 to the south. 


Route #11 runs along Second Street between King Street and Mission Street as a Class III bicycle facility. It connects to AT&T Park and Routes #5 and #36 to the south, and to the Montgomery BART station and Routes #30 and #50 to the north. 


Route #30 runs along Howard Street (one-way westbound) and Folsom Street (one-way eastbound) mostly as a Class II bike lane between The Embarcadero and Eleventh Street. The section of Route #30 on Howard Street between The Embarcadero and Fremont Street is a Class III bicycle facility. The westbound section of Route #30 on Folsom Street continues past Eleventh Street onto Fourteenth Street. This route connects Routes #5 and # 11 to the east with Routes #19, #23, #25, and #36 to the west.


Route #36 runs along Townsend Street between The Embarcadero and Fourth Street as a Class II bike lane. It connects AT&T Park, the waterfront, and Routes #5 and #11 to the east with the Caltrain Station at Fourth and King Streets and Routes #19, #23, and #123 to the west.


Beale Street also has a two-block section of southbound Class II bicycle lane between Folsom Street and the I-80 underpass and Bryant Street.


There is currently a Bay Area Bike Share (BABS) pod with space for 15 bicycles on the sidewalk at the corner of Embarcadero and Bryant, and six others within ½ mile from the project site. Bikeshare bikes do not have a means to be securely locked except for when they are docked. If guests pick up bikeshare bikes at transit stations such as BART and ride to the Pavilion, it’s possible that the pod will run out of docks. 	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Which corner (NW, SW?)


SFMTA has yet not created a specific plan for episodic demand for bikeshare bikes at sports games and other events. During Nationals games in Washington DC, bike pots are attended so that overflow bikes can be parked in an impromptu bike corral.  The attendant then manages the bikes and docks so that people can still use the station, which could otherwise be overwhelmed[footnoteRef:3].  [3:  Email from Heath Maddox, SFMTA, 5/17/13.] 



[bookmark: _Ref370227146][bookmark: _Toc372618247]Figure 32: Existing Bicycle Facilities 	Comment by Albert, Peter: Include Bikeshare stations within 1/2 mile http://bayareabikeshare.com/stations






[bookmark: _Toc372618024]Regional Traffic 


Interstate 80 (I-80): I-80 provides the primary regional access by car to the project area. It connects to United States Highway 101 (U.S. 101) to the south, providing access to the Peninsula/South Bay; and to the East Bay and other major freeways (I-580 and I-880) via the San Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge. Within San Francisco, I-80 generally has eight lanes (four lanes in each direction). On- and off-ramps serving the site are located as follows:


Off-ramps: 


Westbound: Freemont Street at Folsom Street and at Harrison Street; Harrison Street at Fifth Street.


Eastbound: Bryant Street at Fourth Street


On-ramps:


Westbound: Fourth Street at Harrison Street


Eastbound: Bryant Street between First and Second Streets; First Street at Harrison Street; Essex Street at Harrison Street; Bryant Street at Fifth Street.


In the project vicinity, I-80 consists of a two-level bridge deck with piers at The Embarcadero/Spear Street, Main Street, and Beale Street, where the bridge transitions to an elevated freeway. While surface streets continue uninterrupted under the bridge deck, street level circulation is interrupted by the elevated freeway section between Beale and 2nd Streets.


Interstate 280 (I-280): I-280 is generally a six-lane freeway that provides regional access to San Francisco from the South Bay and Peninsula. There is a freeway interchange between I-280 and U.S. 101 approximately 5 miles south of the site, so that I-280 can be accessed via I-80 to U.S. 101. I-280 has a terminus (both on- and off-ramps) at Fourth and King Streets, adjacent to the Caltrain Station (see below), which has implications for pedestrian circulation at that intersection.	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: When referencing other parts of the document, consider adding a page number to facilitate readability.  





Draft TMP – Golden State Warriors San Francisco Pavilion


November 2013








[image: Description: 2011Logo_transparent]	61


[bookmark: _Toc372618025]TRAVEL DEMAND MANAGEMENT	Comment by carlipaine: Transportation 


The purpose of the strategies described in this chapter is to increase the level of access to the project by transit, bicycling and walking while discouraging the use of automobiles, particularly solo drivers. The strategies identified in this chapter will be reviewed and refined both during the initial year of operation and as new transportation facilities are developed in the project vicinity. They benefit users attending Pavilion events as well as future residents and visors to Seawall Lot 330  


[bookmark: _Toc372618026]EMPLOYEE AUTOMOBILE REDUCTION STRATEGIES


Measures that will be implemented to reduce the effects of employee vehicular traffic include:


1. Appoint Hire a Pavilion Transportation Coordinator (PTC) – manage the transportation needs of employees, provide information and education materials, implement and administer various TDM elements, coordinate with nearby employers and with third party event/conference facility renters, promote use of rideshare, encourage use of public transportation and bicycle use, and conduct periodic surveys to determine travel trip mode and other relevant information. This coordinator could also be a resource for employees at the adjacent retail uses and at development at Seawall Lot 330, or that function could be handled separately.	Comment by carlipaine: Appoint sounds like someone who gets appointed to be floor fire warden—a side responsibility for a full-time worker.





2. Provide a subsidy or value incentive for employees who take transit to work, such as a transit fare subsidy.     





3. Support Ridesharing Program – participate in free-to-employees ride-matching program through www.511.org.





4. Emergency Ride Home Program – participate in ERH program through the City of San Francisco (www.sferh.org). 





5. Shall not If offering offer free or subsidized employee parking subsidy on-site or in nearby off-site lots, offer a parking “cash out” program to those employees who do not drive to work under California HSC Section 43845.


6. [bookmark: _Toc372618027]VISITOR AUTOMOBILE REDUCTION STRATEGIES	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: I think GSW may need to come up with some more robust strategies than just the basics listed here.  The transit incentives referenced below is a good start but needs to be developed a lot more (e.g., transit ticket included in the price of event ticket [not just basketball, any event]), etc.  How about a shuttle from Caltrain (see comment below)?  Also, why don’t you talk about how your relatively minimal parking supply should help facilitate a higher non-vehicle mode split.  This is probably your only opportunity to highlight how relatively few parking spaces you are providing.  

…Ah, I see Peter has added some info about the transit subsidy below.  


Measures that will be implemented to reduce the effects of visitor vehicular traffic include:


1. As much as feasible, plan start and end times for events that minimize overlap with commute peak traffic.





2. Develop transit incentives to offset the costs of transit fares that recognize the variety of transit services within close proximity to the project site, and the users’ needs for flexibility in choosing among these services.   	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: I suggest that in the next few months the sponsor develop some specifics about this.  What will this program look like?  This is one of the most effective ways to shift mode so it would be great to see some innovative suggestions here (e.g., price of Muni included in the purchase of a ticket; X percent off concessions if you show your transit ticket, etc.).  





3. Include Promote transit and bicycle access as the best ways to arrive in advertisements, promotions, website, etc. information in literature and advertisements when appropriate for the event type.	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Please consider providing a shuttle from the Caltrain Station to the Pavilion.  This is probably not necessary at the beginning of the game but at 9:40 – 10 pm folks are not going to want to walk all the way back to the Caltrain station.  


[bookmark: _Toc372618028]parking demand REDUCTION STRATEGIES	Comment by Albert, Peter: How is garage managed for non-Peak events?  It might be harder to manage all 500 spaces if they are constantly attracting traffic.   


Measures that will be implemented to reduce parking demand include:


1. Establish a market base fee structure for parking in the Pavilion garage to discourage driving


2. Establish both peak and non-peak Event parking pricing structures to further discourage driving and reduce conflicts at the Pavilion driveway


3. Promote and ensure a “satellite” parking strategy, in partnership with public and private garage operators, integrated with ticket purchase and / or other advance notice opportunities, designed to 1) intercept cars at a 1/3 - 3/4 mile periphery of the Pavilion and 2) utilize the large quantity of unused garage parking spaces in existing structures.	Comment by Albert, Peter: I think GSW are already interested in this, open to wording that demonstrates a commitment to advance and refine this strategy


4. Use ticketholder/pass-holder lists to develop a geographic parking allocation strategy that encourages use of the spaces made available through the garage partnerships that are closest to the origins of the travelers, thereby reducing intensity of event-generated automobile traffic in the immediate vicinity of the project site.  





5. Encourage carpooling and vanpooling by designating/reserving some Pavilion garage parking spaces for employees who use those modes	Comment by carlipaine: I do not agree that we should be making parking easier by promoting pre-reservation.





6. Provide ample advance real-time notice, supported by technology, to indicate when the garage is full to discourage traffic congestion in vicinity and conflicts with other modes at driveway  





7. Provide free on-site carsharing  parking spaces in a convenient location (with incentives) for residents of the Seawall Lot 330 project.	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Also may want to consider subsidizing carshare membership.  






[bookmark: _Toc372618029]public transit STRATEGIES


Measures that will be implemented to increase the use of public transit include:


1. Provide a ticket-holder transit fare subsidy for all events, including conferences,that reflects and accommodates the need for choice access and fare off-sets to facilitate all major nearby transit services. 


2. Provide a transit fare subsidy for employees of the Pavilion, its retail uses and the Seawall Lot 330 project


3. Provide a per-household transit fare subsidy for residents of the project at Seawall Lot 330.  .


4. Provide transit passes to all employees.


5. Sell transit passes on site to employees (transportation coordinator) and visitors (at ticket booths or other locations/kiosks/fare machines after events).





6. Participate in pre-tax commuter benefitsCommuter Check Programs, a federal program that allows employees to reduce their commuting costs by up to 40% using tax-free dollars to pay for their commuting expenses.





7. Provide Promote transit on Pavilion and Pavilion events’ websites with interactive trip planning tools, a transit maps identifying , showing routes to the Pavilion, information on how to use transit fare subsidy, etc., on the Pavilion web site


8. Locate high-profile, publicly-viewable “real-time” transit monitors in public gathering areas on the project site. .


[bookmark: _Toc372618030]BICYCLE STRATEGIES


Measures that will be implemented to increase the use of bicycles include:


1. Provide an on-site indoor bicycle valet facility.	Comment by carlipaine: Free?


2. Provide on-site secure or staffed parking for visitors, employees, patrons





3. Provide outdoor bicycle storage/racks in safe, visible location.





4. Provide temporary outdoor bike valet parking areas for peak daytime events that experience bicycle storage demands that exceed the 300 space indoor valet facility.





5. Provide expanded bicycle sharing station capacity within 1/ mile of the Pavilion.


6. Provide free bicycle sharing memberships for residents of SWL 330 and for full-time employees 





7. Promote bicycling to the Pavilion on Pavilion and Pavilion events’ websites, including trip mapping tools,information about bike parking and bike sharing, and information about taking bicycles on transit. Provide a bicycle map, showing routes to the Pavilion, on the Pavilion web site.





8. Provide a minimum of one shower and locker facility on-site for employee use.	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Please consider more showers and lockers.  There are going to be a lot of employees on-site on non-event days.  One shower probably won’t suffice.  	Comment by carlipaine: Agreed!





9. Participate in public events that encourage bicycling such as the annual “Bike to Work” day	Comment by carlipaine: Could consider discounts on food/drink etc. with showing of bike helmet or bike valet ticket.





COMMUNICATIONS AND MARKETING


 Promote transit, walking, and/or bicycling as the primary mode of access to the Pavilion for all events, using event promotion materials, ticketing, websites, and other primary points of interface.


-Coordinate and co-market with neighborhood merchants for pre- and post-event activities to spread out peak travel


TARGETS


Establish mode split targets, make a commitment to the targets, and design the TDM program to incentivize target-complying travel behavior and monitor/evaluate effectiveness of TDM measures in meeting target, Monitor and evaluate the performance (actual mode split of visitors and employees and residents) and adjust TDM program if needed to meet the targets.   	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: I could not agree more with this edit.  However, in addition to this statement, please consider actually developing these targets and specifying the monitoring program in the TMP.  

I am simply suggesting this from experience with CPMC when as a result of BOS hearings we had to come up with targets and monitoring language.  To the extent possible, let’s get ahead now rather than scrambling at the Board.  


Design a mechanism to allow program, measures and target revision based on current technologies, trends and network conditions.     


[bookmark: _Toc372618031]TRAVEL CHARACTERISTICS OF PAVILION GUESTS


This chapter describes the travel characteristics of current Oakland Pavilion attendees and the assumptions for the new Pavilion based on the analysis prepared for by the EIR Team, focusing on travel patterns typical of game days. For typical sequences of events on game and concert days, please see Appendix BA.


[bookmark: _Toc372618032][bookmark: _Toc358019659]NBA EVENT Attendance Levels 


The NBA regular Season consists of 82 games total with half of them played at the home Arena. Home games over the year would typically consist of the following:


2-3 pre-season games;


41 regular season home games;


0-16 post-season home games (should the Warriors reach the playoffs, the minimum number of home games is 2 and the maximum is 16) 


The monthly distribution of home games tends to be evenly spread at about 7 games/month over 6 months (November-April), with a typical month having 1-3 games on Fridays, 1-3 games on Saturdays, 0-1 game on Sundays, and 2-6 games on Mondays through Thursdays. 


The capacity of the existing Oakland Arena is 19,596. Average attendance levels at home games over the last 10 years are summarized in Table 51Table 51. 


			[bookmark: _Ref370225100][bookmark: _Toc372618260]
Table 51: WARRIORS HISTORIC Game Attendance Levels by Year 





			Season


			Average Attendance


			Occupancy





			2012-13


			19,374


			99%





			2011-12


			18,858


			96%





			2010-11


			18,693


			95%





			2009-10


			18,027


			92%





			2008-09


			18,942


			97%





			2007-08


			19,631


			100%





			2006-07


			18,104


			92%





			2005-06


			18,273


			93%





			2004-05


			16,350


			83%





			2003-04


			16,235


			83%





			Source: Golden State Warriors.


			








Based on the information above, games have, on average, almost filled the Arena to capacity. As a result, the discussion and controls in the following sections are based on 18,064 attendees.


[bookmark: _Toc372618033][bookmark: _Toc358019660]Patron Arrivals 	Comment by VWise: This subchapter is a bit hard to follow because it starts out talking about Small and Peak events and then focuses on presenting the information for the Peak events only while on occasion interspersing that information with Small event info like the convention discussion at the top of page 40.  
I would suggest reorganizing this somewhat to specifically discuss each type of event.   


[bookmark: _Toc372618034]Trip Origins and Arrival Distribution


Table 52Table 52 summarizes the known origins of attendees who currently attend games at the Oakland Arena and estimated origins of future attendees. As shown, it is anticipated that at the proposed new Pavilion site, the breakdown of trip origins will shift considerably. It is anticipated that fewer attendees will come from the East Bay (33% vs. 53%) and that more attendees will come from San Francisco, the South Bay, and the North Bay.  


			[bookmark: _Ref370225155][bookmark: _Toc372618261]
Table 52: PRE-GAME ORIGINS OF NBA EVENT ATTENDEES 


			





			Origin


			Origins for Current Oakland Arena Location1


			Forecast Origins for San Francisco Location2	Comment by VWise: This note is missing from the table.  Please cite the source of information.  





			San Francisco


			16%


			22%





			  Super District 1


			N/A


			11.1%





			  Super District 2


			N/A


			3.4%





			  Super District 3


			N/A


			4.2%





			  Super District 4


			N/A


			3.3%





			North Bay


			7%


			13%





			East Bay


			53%


			33%





			South Bay


			24%


			28%





			Out of Region


			N/A


			4%





			Notes:


1. Source: Golden State Warriors. 








For a 7:30 PM game tipoff time, attendees currently arrive as shown in the distribution in Table 53Table 53. 


			[bookmark: _Ref370225200][bookmark: _Toc372618262]
Table 53: PRE-_GAME NBA EVENT Arrival DISTRIBUTION





			Arrival Time


			Percent of Attendees


			Corresponding No. of Atendees1





			5:30-6:29


			12%


			2,160





			6:30-6:59


			20%


			3,600





			7:00-7:29


			34%


			6,120





			7:30-7:59


			27%


			4,860





			8:00 and after


			7%


			1,260





			Notes:


1. Based on peak event (18,000 attendees).


Source: Golden State Warriors.








The project sponsor estimates that the arrival pattern for other events will be similar to the arrival pattern observed for game-goers. Assuming the pattern is similar for the proposed Pavilion site, it can be expected that patron arrivals at the Pavilion will begin approximately 2 hours prior to event start, peak during the ½ hour prior to event start, and continue after the event is under way. Furthermore, nearly two thirds of arrivals are expected to occur during the hour starting ½-hour prior to event start.	Comment by VWise: I don’t’ think this assumption makes sense for other events.  I could see coming to a basketball/baseball/football game within the first 30 minutes of its start but are we really saying that 7 percent of attendees are going to be late by up to 30 minutes to a family show or to a concert?  What about conventions?  Do we expect the same kind of distribution?  	Comment by VWise: How are you getting two thirds?


[bookmark: _Toc372618035]Mode Split


It is anticipated that the arrivals mode split of Pavilion attendees will be as summarized in Table 54Table 54. 	Comment by VWise: The following two tables are different than what is presented in the PDF version of the document.  The PDF tables are better as they provide more comprehensive information.  Not sure what happened.  


			[bookmark: _Ref370225261][bookmark: _Toc372618263]
Table 54: Mode Split by Scenario and Time Period 





			Event Type





			Attendance


			Time Period


			Mode Share1





			


			


			


			Auto


			Transit


			Walk


			Bike


			Taxi


			Other


			Total





			Small Event2	Comment by Albert, Peter: I’d expect “Concert” as an added event would have higher transit mode split, lower drive-along split.


			6,000


			Weekday PM Peak Hr


			10.7%


			6.1%


			32.8%


			1.0%


			48.8%


			0.6%


			100.0%





			NBA Game


			18,000


			Sat. Eve. Pre-Game Hr


			44.0%


			46.0%


			2.7%


			1.7%


			2.3%


			3.3%


			100.0%





			Notes:


1. Source: Adavant Consulting, 2013.


2. Assumes the same mode share and trip rates as the convention event in the EIR.








Based on the scenarios and mode share described above, Table 55Table 55 describes the number of people arriving at the Pavilion and area garages during the busiest hour. 


			[bookmark: _Ref370225297][bookmark: _Toc372618264]
Table 55: Person Trips, Vehicle Trips, and Walking Trips Arriving at the PAVILION 1





			Event Type





			Attendance


			Time Period


			Trips2,3





			


			


			


			Person


			Vehicle


			Walking





			Small Event	Comment by Albert, Peter: See above


			6,000


			Weekday PM Peak Hr


			2,029


			355


			1,072





			NBA Game


			18,000


			Sat. Eve. Pre-Game Hr


			12,600


			2,147


			11,493





			Source and Assumptions:


1. Source: Adavant Consulting, 2013.


2. Auto occupancy: 2.7.


3. 350 vehicle trips (available spaces in Pavilion garage) go to the garage and the corresponding person trips are not included in the walking trips.








[bookmark: _Toc372618036]Pedestrian Arrivals


The Pavilion garage will serve approximately 350 vehicles for Warriors’ game attendees that pre-purchase parking passes with their premium ticket package. Most attendees will take transit or drive and park at nearby garages and lots, and then walk to the Pavilion. Transit and auto trips to games make up 90% of all trips. The bicycle mode share is expected to be small during NBA games that are almost exclusively played at night during the winter and early spring months, Regardless of their primary mode of travel, most guests will walk the final leg of their trip. Figure 4-1 illustrates the projected routes that pedestrians will take as they walk from nearby transit stops/stations. Table 56Table 56 shows the directionality of all walking trips with an off-site origin, including those attendees walking from nearby transit stops/stations and off-site parking facilities, during the one hour immediately prior to an NBA game. 	Comment by VWise: I don’t see Figure 4-1 in this document.  





			[bookmark: _Ref370225367][bookmark: _Toc372618265]
Table 56: Pedestrian Traffic FOR NBA Game (Pre-Game HOUR) 1





			Direction


			In


			Out


			Total


			Percent





			From North:





			  Embarcadero


			7,413


			243


			7,656


			65%





			  Main Street to Bryant Street


			937


			16


			953


			8%





			From South:





			  Embarcadero


			2,222


			27


			2,249


			19%





			  Brannan Street Muni Station


			698


			68


			766


			7%





			From West:





			  Brannan Street


			99


			2


			101


			1%





			Totals


			11,725


			100%





			Notes:


1. Sources: Fehr & Peers, Adavant, 2013.








As illustrated in the table above, the majority of pedestrian traffic is expected to come from north of the site along The Embarcadero, with its direct links to Market Street and major transit hubs. In addition, most attendees arriving from the South are expected to take Muni to the Brannan Street Station for a portion of their trip, so that the vast majority of pedestrians coming from the South will walk along the Embarcadero to the Pavilion, but most will walk a short distance (from Brannan to the Pavilion). Figure 51Figure 51 illustrates the paths pedestrians will take. 


Arrivals from Caltrain


Approximately 300 attendees will arrive and walk from the Caltrain Station at Fourth and King during the peak pre-game hour.  On weekends, train headways are typically once/hour; thus, most attendees using Caltrain will arrive in a single train. On weekdays, 6-7 trains arrive between 6:00 and 7:00 pm. Although attendees will arrive in smaller batches over several trains, baseline conditions will be heavier because of the weekday PM peak. 


The intersection at 4th and King will see the most pedestrian activity from Caltrain riders due to the presence of the Muni platform and because King Street turns into The Embarcadero, which provides a better walking experience than Townsend Street. Since southbound 4th Street has two dedicated right-turn lanes onto westbound King/I-280 with permitted right-turn-on-red, the western pedestrian crosswalk at this location will be prone to pedestrian-vehicle conflicts. The location of the Muni station in the middle of the crossing will exacerbate the potential for conflicts when Muni trains are present. Traffic controls will be required at this location following each train arrival roughly between 6:00 and 7:00 pm on game days.


Although the intersection of Fourth and Townsend Streets may also see some increase in pedestrian activity, this intersection is smaller, less complex, and will have lower traffic volumes. The intersection should be monitored to determine if traffic control is necessary.


Arrivals from Brannan Muni Platforms


Approximately 700 transit trips will arrive at the Brannan Street Muni platform during the peak pre-game hour. Pre-game arrivals at the platform will create high volumes of pedestrians crossing northbound Embarcadero to access the Pavilion. Traffic controls will be required at this location roughly between 6:30 and 7:30 pm to manage pedestrian flows at the crosswalk.


[bookmark: _Ref370227306][bookmark: _Toc372618248]Figure 51: Pedestrian Paths of Travel from Transit	Comment by Albert, Peter: Add arrow to Ferry Building, show dotted arrow to future Transbay Terminal  



Arrivals from Main Street at Bryant Street


Trip generation and distribution estimates suggest that approximately 800 walking trips will come from the Bryant and Main Street intersection during the peak pre-game hour (many from Downtown, BART and the Transbay Terminal), resulting in a high volume of pedestrian crossings at intersection of Bryant Street and The Embarcadero. Traffic controls will be required at this location roughly between 6:30 and 7:30 pm to minimize pedestrian-vehicle conflicts at the crosswalks.


[bookmark: _Toc372618037]Bicycle Arrivals


Valet bicycle parking will be provided at the center of the site, north of the garage driveway. A minimum of 300 indoor valet bicycle parking spaces will be provided.  Up to 600 additional bicycles will be accommodated for games through a combination of permanent independently accessible outdoor bike racks and temporary staffed outdoor bike valet facilities. An additional (100? 200? Give number) of bicyclist will use the bicycle sharing system stations near the project site. Bicyclists using the Embarcadero multi-use path will have easy access to the bicycle valet coming from either the south or the north direction; however, as pedestrian volume around the Pavilion increases, bicycle riding will become difficult, and more bicyclists will likely choose to use the bike lanes instead.


Based on the mode splits for different events, the most bicycle traffic is expected during Saturday game days, when 1.7% of attendees are projected to ride bicycles, resulting in nearly 310 bicycle trips, of which approximately 215 will arrive in the hour preceding game start. If most bicyclists choose to use the bicycle valet, then the bicycle valet will be filled to capacity during most games.


Bicyclists traveling northbound in The Embarcadero bicycle lane will be able to pull to the right, walk the bicycle up the curb, and walk a short distance to the indoor valet parking. Bicyclists traveling southbound in The Embarcadero bicycle lane will need to cross to the east side of the street at the Bryant Street crosswalk to access the bicycle valet. 


Bicyclists travelling south from the Financial District may take Beale Street or Spear Street, both of which dead-end at Embarcadero. These streets end in a cul-de-sac with sidewalk access to The Embarcadero. Bicyclists taking these routes will need to bring their bicycles up onto the sidewalk and use the pedestrian crosswalks at either Bryant or Brannan to reach the Pavilion.


[bookmark: _Toc372618038]Vehicle Arrivals at Pavilion


The Pavilion parking garage will have approximately 350 spaces available for pre-purchase by a limited number of designated ticketholders. Based on the arrival pattern of Pavilion attendees, 245 vehicles will arrive at the garage in the hour preceding game tipoff, which will coincide with the arrival of nearly 12,000 people by other modes, mostly on foot. 


Since the garage driveway will be located mid-block, all vehicle arrivals will come from the south along The Embarcadero, and all vehicles entering the garage will make a right turn across the Embarcadero sidewalk into the garage. This location will likely require controls to minimize conflicts between pedestrians and bicycles on the sidewalk/multi-use path and the vehicles entering the garage.


On event days, the retail, quick-service restaurant, and sit-down restaurant are expected to generate demand for approximately 44 short-term parking spaces. Although valet parking will be available at all times, off-site parking may need to be used by the valet attendants during peak events. 


[bookmark: _Toc372618039]Taxis and Charter Buses	Comment by carlipaine: Where do pedicabs fit?


An evening NBA game is not forecast to attract a significant number of large charter buses[footnoteRef:4]. It is estimated that approximately 252 person-trips will be made by taxi, resulting in 93 vehicle trips[footnoteRef:5]. 	Comment by carlipaine: Can charter buses be encouraged through marketing? Do any NBA arenas have a significant number of charters? What about for other arena events? This is a good way to move a lot of people who want door to door service without waiting for transit…. [4:  Golden State Warriors.]  [5:  Source: Adavant Consulting.] 



While conventions are expected to draw a much smaller number of visitors, nearly half of all trips are forecast to be taken by shuttle bus or taxi (48.8%). A total of 189 shuttles and taxis are forecast to arrive during the p.m. peak hour to pick up a total of approximately 1,485 convention attendees. This will require the use of designated drop-off/pick-up areas as shown on Figures 5-1 and 5.2. 


A taxi stand location will be designated for both peak and small events, and will include enforcement to avoid non-taxi vehicle conflicts and basic amenities for waiting drivers. To minimize conflicts between taxis pulling in and out of the curb and bicycles on the Embarcadero bicycle lanes, the points of entry and exit to the taxi stand should be defined.


[bookmark: _Toc372618040][bookmark: _Toc358019661]Patron Departures 


[bookmark: _Toc372618041]Trip Destinations and Departure Distribution


Table 57Table 57 summarizes the known destinations of attendees who currently attend games at the Oakland Pavilion and estimated destinations of future attendees. As shown, it is anticipated that at the proposed new Pavilion site, the breakdown of trip destinations will shift considerably. It is anticipated that fewer attendees will return to the East Bay (33% vs. 53%) and that more attendees will return to San Francisco, the South Bay, and the North Bay. 


			[bookmark: _Ref370225431][bookmark: _Toc372618266]
Table 57: POST-GAME DESTINATIONS OF NBA EVENT ATTENDEESGuests


			





			Origin


			Destinations for Current Oakland Pavilion Location1


			Forecast Destinations for San Francisco Location2





			San Francisco


			16%


			19%





			  Super District 1


			N/A


			9%





			  Super District 2


			N/A


			3%





			  Super District 3


			N/A


			4%





			  Super District 4


			N/A


			3%





			North Bay


			7%


			14%





			East Bay


			53%


			33%





			South Bay


			24%


			29%





			Out of Region


			N/A


			4%





			Notes:


1. Source: Golden State Warriors. 


2. Source: EIR Team estimates.








The existing pattern of departures at the Oakland Pavilion varies depending on game circumstances. In general, 30-40% of fans depart prior to the final buzzer while 60-70% stay through the end of the game. Periodically, there are post-game events that may encourage attendees to stay longer. When this is the case, departure times are more spread out. Overall, departures generally occur over a shorter period of time than the 2-1/2 hour window of pre-game arrivals.


For the purpose of analyzing departures, the busiest post-game hour is the hour following game end, when 80% of attendees will depart.  This time period will require the highest level of traffic control given the concentration of pedestrian activity exiting the Pavilion. 


[bookmark: _Toc372618042]Mode Split


It is anticipated that the departures mode split of Pavilion attendees will be as summarized in Table 58Table 58.	Comment by VWise: What about Small events/concerts?  How come this Table is somewhat different from arrivals table (5-4)?  That table has Shuttle Bus/Taxi.  Is no one that arrived by that mode leaving by that mode?  

You need to say what “other” means in the notes.  Global edits.    


			[bookmark: _Ref370225547][bookmark: _Toc372618267]
Table 58: Mode Split for Departing PavilionGuestsNBA EVENT ATTENDEES





			Event Type





			Attendance


			Time Period


			Mode Share1





			


			


			


			Auto


			Transit


			Walk


			Bike


			Taxi


			Other


			Total





			NBA Game


			18,000


			Weekday Eve. Post-Game Hr


			44.0%


			46.0%


			6.4%


			1.0%


			2.0%


			0.6%


			100.0%





			Notes:


1. Source: Adavant Consulting, 2013.








Based on the mode split described above, Table 59Table 59 describes the number of people leaving the Pavilion and area garages during the busiest hour.	Comment by VWise: How come this table is different from Table 5-5?  





			[bookmark: _Ref370225570][bookmark: _Toc372618268]
Table 59: PERSON TRIPS, VEHICLE TRIPS, AND WALKING TRIPS DEPARTING THE PAVILION1





			Event Type





			Attendance


			Time Period


			Trips2,3





			


			


			


			Person


			Vehicle


			Walking





			NBA Game


			18,000


			Weekday Eve. Post-Game Hr


			14,500


			2,479


			13,555





			Source and Assumptions:


1. Source: Adavant Consulting, 2013.


2. Auto occupancy: 2.7.


3. 350 vehicle trips depart from to the garage and the corresponding person trips are subtracted from walking trips.








[bookmark: _Toc372618043]Pedestrian Departures


Similar to pre-game conditions, pedestrians leaving the Pavilion are expected to walk primarily along the Embarcadero after the game, as illustrated in Table 510Table 510. The volume of pedestrians leaving the Pavilion post-game will be higher in the hour following a game than the volume arriving in the hour pre-game; however, following the first hour, the volume of pedestrians will drop significantly.











			[bookmark: _Ref370225613][bookmark: _Toc372618269]
Table 510: Direction of Pedestrian Traffic Post-Game 





			Direction


			In


			Out


			Total


			Percent





			To North:





			  Embarcadero


			0


			8,691


			8,691


			67%





			  Bryant Street to Main Street 


			0


			1,103


			1,103


			8%





			To South:





			  Embarcadero


			0


			2,623


			2,623


			19%





			  Brannan Street Muni Station


			0


			828


			828


			7%





			To West:





			  Brannan Street


			0


			116


			116


			1%





			Totals


			13,361


			100%





			Notes:


1. Source: Fehr & Peers, Adavant Consulting, 2013.








Departures towards Caltrain


Approximately 300 attendees will take Caltrain from the Station at Fourth and King Streets following game’s end.  Since games end late at night, it is likely that all 300 attendees will board the same train, which may be provided by Caltrain specifically on event nights. Traffic controls will be required at the intersection of Fourth and King Streets following game’s end to manage pedestrian flows.


Departures towards Brannan Muni Platform


Although most pedestrians will be traveling north when they exit the Pavilion, the Muni station to the south at Brannan Street is the closest station to the Pavilion. Over 800 event attendees are forecast to walk south on The Embarcadero and board Muni at the Brannan Street platform, which will generate a high volume of pedestrian crossings at the Brannan Street/Embarcadero intersection. The Brannan MUNI platform may become crowded as pedestrians accumulate while waiting for the next train, so that some people may have to stand close to the platform edge or have to queue up at the crosswalk while they wait to walk up onto the platform. Traffic controls will be implemented at this location as well as on the platform itself.


Departures towards Main Street at Bryant Street


Approximately 1,100 event attendees will walk via Main Street towards the downtown area and BART post-game, which will result in a high volume of pedestrian crossings at intersection of Bryant Street and The Embarcadero. This will coincide with vehicle exits from the Pavilion garage (see below). Traffic controls will be required at the intersection of Bryant Street and The Embarcadero to minimize pedestrian-vehicle conflicts at the crosswalks during the hour following game’s end.


Departures towards Downtown along the Embarcadero


Most other pedestrians would remain along the Embarcadero, to reach transit hubs, garages or final destinations to the north, and would be expected to choose remaining on the Bay side to avoid cross traffic.   


[bookmark: _Toc372618044]Bicycle Departures	Comment by carlipaine: Add bicycles departing from racks, bikeshare--- not all will use valet.


For those cyclists using the indoor bicycle valet, departures will be metered by the process of retrieving bicycles. It is forecast that 310 bicycles will depart over approximately 30 minutes with three staff retrieving a bike every 15-20 seconds. Since the multi-use path along the Embarcadero will be congested with pedestrians, most bicyclists are expected to walk their bicycle to the roadway and then use the bicycle lanes along the Embarcadero.


[bookmark: _Toc372618045]Vehicle Departures from Pavilion Garage


Based on the departure pattern of Pavilion attendees, approximately 280 vehicles will exit the garage in the hour following game’s end, which will coincide with the departure of over 13,000 people by other modes, mostly on foot. Since the garage driveway will be located mid-block, all vehicle departures will start with a right-turn onto northbound Embarcadero. Based on the estimated trip distribution, vehicles exiting the Pavilion garage will wish to make movements at Bryant Street as described in Table 511Table 511. Figure 52Figure 52 illustrates the paths vehicles will take. 	Comment by VWise: This is just for regional trips.  What about local trips?  They are described below but not shown.  


			[bookmark: _Ref370225669][bookmark: _Toc372618270]
Table 511: Vehicle Movements from Northbound Embarcadero After Exiting Pavilion Garage 





			Destination


			Total


			Movement Percentage


			Movement Number





			


			


			U-Turn


			Left onto Bryant Street


			Through on Northbound Embarcadero


			U-Turn


			Left onto Bryant Street


			Through on Northbound Embarcadero





			SF SD1


			16


			0%


			5%


			95%


			0


			1


			15





			SF SD2


			8


			0%


			0%


			100%


			0


			0


			8





			SF SD3


			10


			20%


			70%


			10%


			2


			7


			1





			SF SD4


			9


			0%


			90%


			10%


			0


			8


			1





			East Bay


			82


			0%


			100%


			0%


			0


			82


			0





			North Bay


			52


			0%


			0%


			100%


			0


			0


			52





			South Bay1


			91


			100%


			0%


			0%


			91


			0


			0





			Out of Region2


			13


			40%


			23%


			36%


			5


			3


			5





			Totals


			281


			


			


			


			98


			101


			82





			Notes:


1. Whether people wish to take US 101 or I-280, the best route is to take I-280 to US 101, so the assumption is that 100% of vehicles bound for the South Bay will make a U-Turn.


2. Assumes out of region vehicles are distributed based on the same proportion as regional trips.


Source: Fehr & Peers, 2013.








The left-turn pocket on northbound Embarcadero is approximately 300 feet long, which should accommodate all of the U-turning and left-turning vehicles described above assuming they leave the garage in a uniform distribution.


On event days, the retail, quick-service restaurant, and sit-down restaurant land uses are expected to generate demand for approximately 44 short-term parking spaces. Although valet parking will be available at all times, off-site parking may need to be used by the valet attendants during peak events.


[bookmark: _Ref370227405][bookmark: _Toc372618249]Figure 52: Vehicle Routes Departing the Pavilion





[bookmark: _Toc372618046]Taxis and Charter Buses


During games, it is estimated that approximately 288 person-trips will be made by taxi, resulting in 107 vehicle trips[footnoteRef:6]. On convention days, several hundred taxi trips will occur as attendees travel between the Pavilion and nearby hotels and the Moscone Convention Center. Unlike game patron departures for an NBA event, which are heavily concentrated in the first hour following the end of a game, convention attendee departures will be more spread out.   [6:  Source: Adavant Consulting.] 



A taxi stand location will be designated for both peak and small events and will include enforcement to avoid non-taxi vehicle conflicts and basic amenities for waiting drivers. To minimize conflicts between taxis pulling in and out of the curb and bicycles on the Embarcadero bicycle lanes, the points of entry and exit to the taxi stand will be defined.


[bookmark: _Toc372618047]CONTROLS BY EVENT SCENARIO


This chapter describes controls to be implemented around the Pavilion given the range of scenarios previously described, starting with a typical, non-event day; and ending with a day when a Pavilion event coincides with an event at AT&T Park. The primary goals of these controls include ensuring safety through reduction of conflicts between modes, the management of all modes of traffic to ensure orderly access and egress reflecting transportation mode priority, and the reduction of nuisance and inconvenience to surrounding residents.  The level of controls needed increases with the intensity of the scenario; thus, as events get larger, all controls listed for the smaller events are required, and additional controls are added. Controls are numbered for ease of reference. Controls to be implemented prior to events are labeled “A” for “arrivals” whereas controls to be implemented post events are labeled “D” for “departures”.


The Pavilion Transportation Coordinator (PTC) will communicate regularly with the SFMTA Special Events Team (SET) to provide information on events and identify those events that require traffic control.  A summary of the traffic control strategies identified in this chapter for the various event scenarios is provided in described in Table 511Table 511.	Comment by VWise: Shouldn’t we have controls for ‘medium’ size events like concerts?  





			[bookmark: _Toc372618271]
Table 61: summary of traffic control strategies by event type 





			








TRAFFIC CONTROL STRATEGY


			SMALL EVENT	Comment by Albert, Peter: Add column for concerts? How do we factor for problems that are more uniquely branded as “Concert goer” problems – going into quality of life issues more than a block from the site? 


			PEAK EVENT


			DUAL EVENT





			


			


Convention


(Weekday Daytime)


			


NBA Game


(Pre-game)


			


NBA Game


(Post-game)


			NBA Game plus


AT&T Event


(Post-event)





			Coordinate with SFMTA Special Events Team


			√


			√


			√


			√





			Dedicated Taxi Stand


			√


			√


			√


			√





			Dedicated Shuttle Bus Stop


			√


			√


			√


			√





			PCO Supervisor at Pavilion Control Room


			


			√


			√


			√





			PCO (Traffic Control Officers) – Pavilion Garage


			


			√


			√


			√





			PCO’s – Brannan Street MUNI Station


			


			√


			√


			√





			PCO’s – Caltrain Station (Fourth & King)


			


			√


			√


			√





			PCO’s – Embarcadero/Bryant Intersection


			


			√


			√


			√





			PCO’s – Main/Bryant Intersection


			


			


			√


			√





			PCO’s – Main/Harrison Intersection


			


			


			√


			√





			Temporary Street Closure: Embarcadero from Townsend Street to Bryant Street


			


			


			√


			√





			MUNI Ticket Sales at Pavilion Box Office	Comment by VWise: Why wouldn’t this be the case for all events?  	Comment by carlipaine: Agree with VW. 

Add: transit fare subsidy for all events
Add: co-marketing with neighborhood merchants for pre-/post-event promotions


			


			


			√


			√





			Coordinate with Giants Special Events Staff


			


			


			


			√





			Source: Fehr & Peers, 2013.












[bookmark: _Toc372618048]Traffic Control Recommendations for Non-Event Day Scenario


The number of trips generated by the Pavilion retail and restaurants on a typical non-event day does not warrant special traffic controls. The Pavilion garage will be staffed on a typical day to monitor access for delivery vehicles.  A valet parking stand on The Embarcadero will control traffic into the garage by valet drivers only, who will have experience with the flows of pedestrian and bicycle traffic at the garage access.


[bookmark: _Toc372618049]Controls for Small Event Scenario 


For the purposes of this TMP, a small event scenario is a 6,000 person convention. The number of trips generated by a small event does not warrant special traffic controls.  The Pavilion garage access and valet parking stand will be staff as described above for a typical day. Figures 6-1 and 6-2 show the location of taxi and shuttle/charter bus drop-off/pick-up locations for small events. These areas will be permanently designated curb space.	Comment by VWise: I am a little bit confused about the valet parking situation.  The text seems to be saying that valets will drive your car into the Pavilion garage (or possibly to a satellite parking location).  However, the figure shows valet drop-off north of the Pavilion garage entrance, which implies the valets will have to circulate back south on the Embarcadero to park the cars in the garage.  Is this right?  It doesn’t quite make sense.  


[bookmark: _Toc372618050]Pre- and Post-Event controls


Taxi Stand


Small events are expected to generate a large number of taxi trips; thus, parking will be prohibited along a portion of southbound Embarcadero between Bryant Street and Brannan Street for a taxi stand (Figure 6-1). Entries and exits from the taxi stand will be controlled using temporary safe-hit posts to minimize conflicts between taxis pulling in and out of the curb and bicycles in the southbound bicycle lane of The Embarcadero (Inset 6-1).  


			Inset 6-1 – Example of Controlled Entry into Taxi Stand





			[image: C:\Users\mparreiras\Desktop\20130705 Embarcadero pics\20130705 Embarcadero pics Townsend King Exploratorium 069.JPG]





			Source: Fehr & Peers 2013








[bookmark: _Toc372618250]Figure 61: Small Event: Pre-Event Curb Management


[bookmark: _Toc372618251]Figure 62: Small Event: Post-Event Curb Management






[bookmark: _Toc372618051]Controls for Peak Event Scenario


See Section 2.2 for a description of the peak event scenario. Controls described in this section are to be implemented in addition to controls described in previous sections.


[bookmark: _Toc372618052]General


PCO Supervisor


A PCO Supervisor will be stationed in the Transportation Management Control room starting at least two hours prior to the event’s start time and until pedestrian, bicycle, and vehicle volumes on-street have returned to typical non-event conditions following event’s end. The PCO Supervisor will deploy PCOs and assign transportation control tasks pre-game; monitor traffic conditions before, during, and after the event; and deploy PCOs and assign transportation control tasks post-game. 


The PCO Supervisor will have radio contact will all PCOs on the street and phone contact with relevant city agencies and departments (Muni, SFMTA Signal Shop, SFPD, SFFD), transit operators (Muni, BART, Caltrans) and Pavilion staff (security, valet attendants, etc). He/she will also have authority and discretion in how he/she deploys the PCOs, and may adjust the controls described below as conditions warrant.


[bookmark: _Toc372618053]Pre-Event Controls


Pre-event controls are detailed here and pre-event curb and lane configurations are illustrated on Figure 6Figure 6-3.


Premium Ticket Holder Drop-Off on Northbound Embarcadero	Comment by Albert, Peter: Disabled as well?


Pavilion premium ticket holders may be dropped off on the east side of The Embarcadero just south of the Pavilion garage entrance as shown on Figure 6Figure 6-3. This curbside area will be managed by staff who will be checking credentials for entry into the parking garage. Arriving premium ticket holders will be reminded that the pick-up location following event’s end will be located to the north on The Embarcadero, just north of Bryant Street, as shown on Figure 6Figure 6-4.


Fourth and King Streets


PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of Fourth and King Streets between 6:00 pm and 7:00 pm to manage vehicle flows in all directions and pedestrian flows from the Caltrain Station across King Street and Fourth Street following each train arrival (Figure 6Figure 6-5). PCOs deployed to this location will be trained on the operation of the traffic signal controller box so that they can implement an all-red phase for vehicles and allow a pedestrian scramble in all crossing directions if conditions warrant. PCOs can also advise bicyclists exiting the Caltrain Station to ride on Townsend Street instead of King Street if they are headed east.


Brannan Muni Station


PCOs will be stationed at the base of the Muni platform at the intersection of Brannan Street and The Embarcadero to manage pedestrian flows from platform to sidewalk and minimize conflicts with vehicles and light rail cars.


[bookmark: _Ref370228207][bookmark: _Toc372618252]Figure 63: Peak Event: Pre-Event Curb Management	Comment by Albert, Peter: Show how disabled et taxi/paratransit drop-off on bay side so they don’t have to cross street.





Pavilion Garage Driveway


PCOs will be stationed at the Pavilion garage driveway to facilitate vehicle entries into the garage and minimize conflicts with pedestrians and bicycles on the Embarcadero multi-use path. They will work in conjunction with Pavilion staff that will be checking attendees’ tickets for valid access to the garage on game day. Drivers who enter the right-turn pocket but do not have valid parking access will be directed back onto northbound Embarcadero.


If a decision is made to locate the Pavilion parking in one or more of the possible locations described in Section 2.1.3, then this control might not be needed. Since all the alternative parking locations accommodate much fewer vehicles and none of them is along The Embarcadero, where most of the pedestrian and bicycle traffic are expected, no alternative controls are needed.


Intersection of Bryant Street at The Embarcadero


PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of Bryant Street at The Embarcadero to facilitate pedestrian crossings and minimize conflicts with vehicles.


[bookmark: _Toc372618054]Post-Event Controls


Many of the post-event controls are similar to the pre-event controls but are repeated here for ease of understanding when reviewing all post-event controls together, and are post-event curb and lane configurations illustrated on Figure 6Figure 6-4. 


Northbound Embarcadero Temporary Street Closure


At the direction of the PCO Supervisor, PCOs will close northbound Embarcadero to through traffic between Townsend Street and Bryant Street when attendees start exiting the Pavilion (which may occur before game’s end). The temporary street closure is designed to facilitate the following:


Pedestrian crossings to the Muni platform at Brannan Street and associated fare inspections.


Vehicle exits from the Pavilion garage.


Pedestrian crossings at the Embarcadero and Bryant Street intersection.


The PCO Supervisor will monitor traffic, pedestrian, and bicycle volumes on the street and will direct PCOs to re-open northbound Embarcadero when conditions return to normal and special controls are no longer needed.


Premium Ticket Holder Pick-Up on Southbound Embarcadero	Comment by Albert, Peter: Disabled as well?


The Premium Ticket Holder pick-up location will be different than the pre-event drop-off location because northbound Embarcadero will be closed to through traffic following game’s end.


Parking will be prohibited on southbound Embarcadero near Brannan Street so that a temporary VIP pick-up location can be designated. 


[bookmark: _Ref370228229][bookmark: _Toc372618253]Figure 64: Peak Event: Post-Game Curb Management	Comment by Albert, Peter: Show how disabled get paratransit/cab access without needing to cross street 	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: The proposal is to close the Embarcadero and have two double right turns.  Please demonstrate why this would be more successful than keeping the Embarcadero open and allowing a single right turn out.  Consider using Vissim or other software to talk about how long it would take to empty the garage under various exit alternatives.  





Temporary Relocation of Valet Stand


On game days, the garage will not be available for valet parking for visitors to the retail and restaurants, so that valet parking attendants will need to park vehicles elsewhere. Since northbound Embarcadero will be temporarily closed following game’s end, attendants will not be able to drive vehicles back to the standard valet stand/vehicle drop-off location.


At the direction of Pavilion security and in collaboration with the PCO Supervisor, valet attendants will use cones to set up a temporary valet vehicle pick-up location on northbound Embarcadero just north of the Bryant Street intersection. Since no parking lane exists at this location, the temporary vehicle pick-up location will be in the bicycle lane and a portion of the easternmost northbound through lane. Valet attendants will also use cones to create a temporary bicycle lane outboard of the temporary vehicle pick-up location. Also see Control D-8 below.	Comment by VWise: In the traffic lane?  


4th and King Streets


PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of Fourth and King Streets following game’s end to manage vehicle flows in all directions and pedestrian flows to the Caltrain Station across King Street and Fourth Street. Pre-event PCO controls are illustrated on Figure 6Figure 6-5 and post-event PCO controls are illustrated on Figure 6Figure 6-6. PCOs deployed to this location will be trained on the operation of the traffic signal controller box so that they can implement an all-red phase for vehicles and allow a pedestrian scramble in all crossing directions if conditions warrant. 


Brannan Muni Station


Northbound Embarcadero will be closed to traffic at this location (see Control D-3).


A portable Muni ticket sales station will be set up on the water side Embarcadero sidewalk across from the Brannan Street Muni platform so that attendees can purchase tickets before boarding the platform.	Comment by VWise: MTA:  do you think we should have a permanent one?  If not here then on the project site?  


PCOs will place temporary barriers in place to allow for fare inspection and to separate the pedestrian path of travel from the light-rail right-of-way. PCOs will also place temporary barriers along the edges of the Muni platform to keep attendees away from the edges and prevent falls or jumping into the tracks.	Comment by VWise: MTA:  You guys are okay with this?  


Fare inspectors and PCOs will be stationed at the base of the Muni platform so that fares can be checked before attendees walk up to the platform to board a train, and so that the flow of pedestrians onto the platform can be controlled to avoid overcrowding. Attendees without valid fares will be directed to the temporary Muni ticket sales station at the sidewalk.


Once the flow of pedestrians to the Muni platform has returned to normal, PCOs will remove the barriers. 


Pavilion Garage Driveway


Northbound Embarcadero will be closed to traffic at this location for approximately 30-45 minutes after a game (see Figure 6Figure 6-6). The valet stand will be temporarily relocated to the northbound Embarcadero easternmost through lane just north of Bryant Street. Wayfinding will be provided inside the garage so that drivers can position themselves in the appropriate exit lane depending on their desired destination (vehicles bound for the South and East Bays on the left and vehicles bound for the North Bay on the right). 	Comment by VWise: Wait, I thought all the cars will be drive by valets?  Is this just for the 150 staff (basketball players, etc.) people?  


[bookmark: _Ref370229047][bookmark: _Toc372618254]Figure 65: Peak Event: Pre-Event Controls	Comment by Albert, Peter: We should have separate meeting to review this with SFMTA Special Events	Comment by VWise: As part of that meeting, can we talk about integration with the proposed streetscape elements?  


[bookmark: _Ref370229061][bookmark: _Toc372618255]Figure 66: Peak Event: Post-Event Controls 	Comment by Albert, Peter: We should have separate meeting to review this with SFMTA Special Events






At the direction of the PCO Supervisor, PCOs will use cones to close the easternmost northbound Embarcadero lane and northbound bicycle lane and create a temporary bicycle lane so that all northbound vehicles will use a single northbound lane and bicyclists will be protected. This will allow for the temporary relocation of the valet stand (see Control D-5 above).


PCOs will be stationed at the Pavilion garage driveway to minimize conflicts between exiting vehicles and pedestrians and bicycles on the Embarcadero multi-use path; to facilitate vehicle exits from the garage; and to direct northbound through traffic to the center northbound through lane.


If a decision is made to locate the Pavilion parking in one or more of the possible locations described in Section 2.1.3, then this control might not be needed. Since all the alternative parking locations accommodate much fewer vehicles and none of them is along The Embarcadero, where most of the pedestrian and bicycle traffic are expected, no alternative controls are needed.


Intersection of Bryant Street at The Embarcadero


PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of Bryant Street at The Embarcadero to facilitate pedestrian crossings and minimize conflicts with vehicles.


Intersection of Bryant Street at Main Street


PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of Bryant Street at Main Street to direct vehicular traffic.


Intersection of Main Street at Harrison Street


PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of Main Street at Harrison Street to direct vehicular traffic.


Muni Ticket Sales at Pavilion


Pavilion ticket booths will sell tickets to exiting attendees who wish to take Muni.


[bookmark: _Toc372618055]Controls for Peak Event Coinciding with AT&T Park Event Scenario 


See Section 2.2 for a description of the peak event coinciding with AT&T Park event scenario.


[bookmark: _Toc372618056]General


On days where Pavilion events coincide with AT&T Park events, pedestrian, bicycle, and vehicle volumes along The Embarcadero will be greater. Controls implemented as part of the Pavilion TMP will not change, but should be coordinated with controls implemented as part of the AT&T Park TMP so that:


Efforts are not duplicated; and 


Controls are complementary rather than contradictory. 


For example, the AT&T Park TMP includes PCO control at the intersection of Fourth and King Streets, so if events’ start or end times coincide, no additional PCOs will be necessary at that location. In addition, the street closure that is typically implemented on eastbound King Street between Third and Second Streets following Giants games will facilitate the street closure along northbound Embarcadero between Brannan and Bryant Streets (Figure 6Figure 6-6) by diverting traffic away from The Embarcadero before the closure at Brannan.











[bookmark: _Toc372618057]COMMUNICATION


[bookmark: _Toc372618058]Outreach 


Outreach can educate guests and minimize confusion and risk of conflicts by providing advance information on the best way to arrive or depart the Pavilion depending on mode choice; and by alerting attendees to the location and purpose of temporary controls and measures. The following is an outreach strategy to accompany Pavilion events.


Ticket purchase confirmation will include the following information:


For attendees who do not purchase parking at the Pavilion, a statement explaining that parking will not be available, and detailed information about all options for getting to the Pavilion, including:	Comment by carlipaine: Promote non-driving to all as primary message—including limited parking, enforced parking, event rate parking as info/discouragement. Allow for parking purchase as separate act, but include transit fare subsidy automatically.


List of transit options available, including links to schedules, fare information, and forms of payment (i.e. Clipper card brochure).	Comment by carlipaine: More active—promotion of ease of taking transit from nb, sb, east bay and within sf. Link to trip planner tool, etc. info on transit fare subsidy.


Reminder that Muni fares will be checked on the street, prior to walking up the Muni platform; and that Muni tickets must be purchased ahead of time.	Comment by carlipaine: Explanation of how to use transit fare subsidy


Recommended walking paths to the Pavilion from transit hubs and other origins.	Comment by carlipaine: This is a place where co-marketing with neighborhood establishments for visits pre and post event can help spread out peak


Information on bicycle routes (i.e. link to San Francisco’s Bicycle and Walking Map) and bicycle valet.


Directions to general pick-up/drop-off location at cul-de-sac on Spear Street.


Alternative parking options near the Pavilion.	Comment by carlipaine: Satellite parking connected by transit, walking, bike share, pedicabs


For attendees who do purchase parking in the garage with their ticket:


Directions to the Pavilion from different origins and instructions describing how to access the Pavilion garage.


Information on controls that will be in place following game’s end and how to successfully exit the Pavilion garage towards desired destinations.


[bookmark: _Toc372618059]Wayfinding 	Comment by Robbins, Jerry: We need an electronic changeable message sign facing traffic on northbound I-280 ti inform drivers of events at both AT&T Park and the proposed arena and the associated street closures after these events.  The CMS would direct drivers to avoid King/Embarcadero and use the 6th Street off-ramp instead.  The existing system of flashing beacons and signs designed to divert traffic around AT&T Park on event days needs to be upgraded.  We may need a transportation management center at the Arena in order to control these systems and supervise street operations, similar to the existing one at AT&T Park which is only accessible on game days and during the day.  It is not available on nights and weekends when there are no events at AT& T Park.


Wayfinding can reduce the risk of conflicts for all modes by directing people away from potential conflict points. The following is a wayfinding strategy to accompany Pavilion events.


[bookmark: _Toc372618060]Technology and Apps


· Include platforms that give users multiple, real-time advisories to facilitate convenient transportation choices that include taxi, transit, bike sharing, walking


· Provide extensive use of real-time transit info in public assembly areas that reflect the range of transit services in the area     


Pre-Event Wayfinding


Build upon base of permanent, intuitive wayfinding network that highlights local transit hubs and major destinations, and includes estimates walking times along the most comfortable pedestrian corridors   	Comment by carlipaine: What does this mean? Sponsor some city wayfinding that is consistent with city wayfinding program and includes arena as a destination point? 


Temporary signage at southwest and northwest corners of the site directing walk-up attendees to Pavilion entrances along routes that minimize pedestrian crossings of the Pavilion garage driveway.	Comment by carlipaine: Are they planning to put up and take down semi-permanent signage for every event?


Temporary signage asking bicyclists to dismount when they reach the sidewalk and directing bicyclists to the indoor bicycle valet parking. Signage should be placed at the following locations:	Comment by carlipaine: Same here and in next section.


Southbound Embarcadero just before Bryant Street.


Northbound Embarcadero just before the entry to the garage right-turn pocket.


[bookmark: _Toc372618061]Post-Event Wayfinding


Temporary signage at Pavilion exits that directs pedestrians leaving the site away from the Pavilion garage driveway and towards key destinations such as BART/Temporary Transbay Terminal (north), Caltrain (south), and Muni Brannan Street stop (south).


Temporary signage outside bicycle valet parking directing bicyclists to use the Embarcadero bicycle lanes.


Temporary signage on Bryant Street at Beale Street directing non-Bay Bridge traffic to turn right.


Temporary signage for northbound vehicle traffic on The Embarcadero, south of Townsend Street, providing detour routes for non-event traffic to bypass the temporary street closure.











[bookmark: _Toc372618062]FUTURE WATERFRONT TRANSPORTATION STRATEGIES


The City of San Francisco is currently conducting a comprehensive assessment of transportation strategies for the Waterfront.  This chapter describes those transportation strategies that would provide enhancements in the project vicinity. The following list of projects was developed by SFMTA staff for the Piers 30-32 CAC Transportation Subcommittee. Chapter 9 provides a description of the process through which the TMP would be monitored and refined on a regular basis to respond to new transportation programs and strategies as they are implemented.


[bookmark: _Toc372618063]future muni light rail strategies


The following projects or programs would enhance MUNI light rail service along The Embarcadero and King Street.


1. MUNI Metro Extension (MMX) Optimization: addition of third track in the existing median between platforms at Folsom Street and Fourth and King Streets. This would allow trains to be stored or pass other vehicles during high demand periods. 


2. E-Embarcadero Historic Streetcar Southern Terminal Loop: construction of terminal tracks and loop around or near the terminal at Fourth and King Streets.  This would improve service and reliability on the E line and the N/T, and would allow an extension into Mission Bay.


3. T-Third Travel Time Improvements: implementation of modified transit operations along Third Street T-Third Light Rail route from Sunnydale to Fourth Street and King Street.  These improvements would be designed to improve travel time and reliability on the T-Third.


4. New Light Rail Vehicles: acquisition of new light rail vehicles to support service demands from new developments.


[bookmark: _Toc372618064]future muni BUS strategies


The following projects or programs would enhance MUNI bus service.


1. Advance 22-Filmore Interim Extension to Mission Bay: extension of the 22-Filmore on Sixteenth Street, connecting Mission Bay with the Sixteenth-Mission BART station. 


2. Special Event Route Modifications and Service Augments: this program would be implemented as needed for special events.


3. Transit Preferential Streets for MUNI Buses along Waterfront: provision of transit-only lanes by removing a parking lane for the 14-Mission, 27-Folsom, and 22-Filmore as identified in the TEP.  These improvements would improve travel time and reliability on these bus routes.


4.  Bus “Bridge” Service: expansion or increase of MUNI service to meet capacity demands prior to the Central Subway (2019).


5. Expanded Peak Period Service to Waterfront: increased peak period service on routes such as the 82X, the 81X-Caltrain Express, and the 82-Levi Plaza Express.


6. South of Market Neighborhood Transit: new local east-west transit service for the neighborhood east of Second Street where current service terminates.


[bookmark: _Toc372618065]future bicycle strategies


The following projects would enhance existing bicycle facilities in the Waterfront area.


1. Embarcadero Dedicated Bicycle Facility: construction of a two-way separated bikeway (cycle track) along The Embarcadero. 


2. Expanded Bike Sharing as part of project approvals: provision of new bike sharing stations in new development projects.


3. Bike Facility on Lefty O’Doul (Third Street) Bridge: provision of bike facility on bridge to connect north and south bike route across Mission Creek.


4. Required Bike Valet Parking: dedicated valet bike parking for special events.	Comment by carlipaine: These two are vague on who is responsible for providing…


5. Expand Bicycle Sharing within Waterfront Area: addition of pods at key locations in the Waterfront Transportation Assessment area.


[bookmark: _Toc372618066]future pedestrian strategies


The following projects would enhance existing pedestrian facilities in the Waterfront area.


1. Pedestrian Safety Projects: implementation of pedestrian improvements including crossing treatments designed to increase walking and reduce the severity and frequency of pedestrian crashes.


2. Fourth & King Improvements: pedestrian crossing improvements at this intersection adjacent to the Caltrain station.


3. Modal Access Coordination and Safety: revise developer garage and driveway design to favor pedestrian circulation.


[bookmark: _Toc372618067]future vehicle Circulation strategies


The following projects would enhance existing vehicle and transit circulation in the Waterfront area.


1. Beale Street Road Diet (restriping): provision of second southbound lane on Beale Street between Folsom Street and Bryant Street, by converting on-street parking to parallel configuration.


2. Beale Street Extension to Embarcadero: extension of Beale Street to connect with The Embarcadero with right-in, right-out movements.


3. Freeway Ramp to City Street Transition Traffic Calming: installation of signs, pavement striping, and other traffic calming measures designed to reduce travel speeds for vehicle traffic exiting freeway ramps.


[bookmark: _Toc372618068]future signal, signage, & wayfinding strategies


The following projects would enhance existing vehicle and transit circulation in the Waterfront area.


1. Traffic Signal System Modifications: improvements to the traffic signal system designed to create safer and more functional traffic patterns, and to prioritize pedestrians and cyclists. 


2. Wayfinding Program: installation of multi-modal wayfinding including transit, bicycle, and pedestrian information.


[bookmark: _Toc372618069]future loading & emergency service strategies


The following strategies would address curbside management and the provision of emergency services.


1. Embarcadero Multi-Use Lanes and Loading Bays: implementation of multi-use lanes and loading bays as provided for the America’s Cup. 


[bookmark: _Toc372618070]future parking strategies


The following programs would provide a range of parking management strategies.


1. Satellite Parking Strategy: program to encourage off-site parking beyond the Piers and neighborhood to minimize traffic caused by drivers searching for parking. 	Comment by carlipaine: “program” sounds like something with staff and a budget. Satellite parking policy might be more appropriate—that the city encourages joint use parking and satellite parking to maximize use of existing parking facilities and to minimize neighborhood congestion from those that do choose to drive before creating new parking


2. Event-Specific Reserved Parking: program to provide reserved parking for waterfront events coordinated by project sponsors and offered as part of ticket purchase.	Comment by carlipaine: Is SFMTA ok with this?


3. Parking Management; program to coordinate use of private parking facilities for special events.	Comment by carlipaine: Whose program is this—city’s or the developer’s?


4. Project Sponsor Satellite Parking: designation of satellite parking by new development projects. 	Comment by carlipaine: Commitment to coordination with off-site parking facilities to meet parking demands.


5. Neighborhood Parking Program: program to coordinate review of current Residential Permit Parking (RPP) with community/neighborhoods.


[bookmark: _Toc372618071]future taxi, accessible service, & pedicab strategies


The following projects would enhance service to the Waterfront area by taxis and pedicabs.


1. Taxi Share Program: program on high capacity transit routes that would allow customers to share their commute with others at reduced costs. 


2. Taxi Stand Management Program: program to staff taxi stands to facilitate customer access to taxis in an organized manner at key busy locations and/or during major events.


3. Multi-Modal Taxi Coordination: program to provide improved coordination and planning for taxi services around major destinations at key busy locations and/or during major events.  


4. Exclusive Curbside Access: specific dedication of protected, exclusive taxi and paratransit curbside access at the Ferry Building and near Second Street and Townsend (for events at AT&T Park) and at all new Waterfront facilities such as the Warriors Arena.  


5. Port-side Curbside Access Location: specific dedication of pick-up and drop-off locations along the bayside of the Embarcadero that reconcile with the planned bicycle facility. 


6. Taxi Quick Charge Stations: construction of quick-charge stations in new development areas for the growing fleet of electric taxi vehicles.   


7. Taxi Driver Rest Areas: construction of restrooms, possibly in coordination with the above quick charge stations, to improve service delivery.  


8. Pedicab Stands: specific dedication of curbside pedicab stands to load/unload passengers, designed so that they don’t block the bike lane, and located around major destinations at key busy locations and/or during major events.


[bookmark: _Toc372618072]future travel demand management (TDM) strategies


The following programs would reduce vehicular travel demand on the Waterfront transportation system.


1. Transit Pass Fare Embedded in Event Ticket: program to include transit pass fare in special event tickets. 


2. Monthly Transit Subsidy: program to provide monthly transit pass subsidies for employees, residents, and hotel visitors.


3. Satellite Regional Parking Promotion: encouraging the use of parking facilities outside the waterfront area through an ongoing information and marketing effort.


4. Embedded Parking Assignment: program to include reserved parking in satellite garages or lots for special events.


5. TDM Communications: program to coordinate event, local and regional transportation information.


6. Multi-modal Wayfinding: citywide wayfinding program to provide information for pedestrians and bicyclists.


7. Car Share Membership: program to provide free membership to City Car Share for residents and employees.


8. Hotel Provision of Transit Passes: program for hotels to provide MUNI passports or pre-loaded Clipper cards with reservations.


9. Transit Contribution for Special Event Attendees: incentivize travel to events by transit by including transit pass with event tickets.


10. Daycare Center: program to provide on-site day care center with priority to residents and employees who use transit.


11. Large Retail (grocery stores, etc.): program to encourage grocery stores to provide delivery services to reduce the need for driving personal vehicles.


12. Commitment to Mode Share Goals: ongoing monitoring and evaluation of commitment to limit drive-alone trips.


[bookmark: _Toc372618073]future event specific transportation planning strategy


The following program would enhance coordination of transportation planning strategies for special events.


1. Special Event Planning: coordination of transportation management strategies by SFMTA’s Special Events Team (SET). 


[bookmark: _Toc372618074]future BART strategies


The following projects would enhance regional rail service by BART.


1. Embarcadero & Montgomery Capacity Implementation Strategy: near-term capacity improvements to the Embarcadero and Montgomery BART stations. 


2. Metro Core and Metro Commute Service Expansion: capacity expansion to Embarcadero BART station.


3. BART Station Platform/Access Capacity: long-term capacity improvements for Embarcadero and Montgomery station platforms.


4. Embarcadero Station Vertical Circulation Expansion: provision of direction connections between BART and Muni Metro platforms.


5. New Train Control System: new network-wide train control system designed to allow for increased frequency of BART service.


[bookmark: _Toc372618075]future caltrain strategies


The following projects would enhance regional rail service by Caltrain.


1. Caltrain Electrification: full electrification of Caltrain system and expansion of peak and off-peak service levels. 


[bookmark: _Toc372618076]future ferry SERVICE strategies


The following projects would enhance ferry service.


1. Pier 30-32 Water Transit Landing: provision of facilities to accommodate water transport during events.


2. Golden Gate Ferry Service Expansion: modest increase in peak Larkspur ferry service and in the afternoon Sausalito ferry service.


3. WETA Expansion: near-term WETA service corridor expansions (Treasure Island, Richmond, Berkeley) and service headway improvemetns  


[bookmark: _Toc372618077]future regional bus SERVICE strategies


The following projects would enhance Golden Gate Transit (GGT) and AC Transit bus service.


1. Golden Gate Transit and MUNI Service Interlining: route and fare coordination between GGT and MUNI bus service in the northeast quadrant and on Van Ness Avenue to provide greater access to transit through integrated routing and pricing.


2. AC Transit Service Expansion: increased Transbay bus service to provide a viable late night transportation alternative.





[bookmark: _Toc372618078]monitoring and refinement


The Golden State Warriors will monitor and refine the TMP in conjunction with the City of San Francisco.	Comment by carlipaine: Over what period of time? Throughout the life of the project, or in the lead-up to project approval?


[bookmark: _Toc372618079]PURPOSE 


The monitoring and refinement of the TMP will be conducted to accomplish the following objectives.


1. Refine traffic control strategies to improve the overall safety and efficiency of pre-event arrival and post-event departure transportation activities.


2. Ensure that a high proportion of project employees and visitors, particularly during peak events and events that have high levels of activity during morning or evening commute periods, are traveling to and from the site via transit, bicycle, or walk modes.


3. Minimize traffic and parking impacts to adjacent neighborhoods.


4. Refine TMP strategies to respond to construction activities adjacent to the site.


5. Refine TMP strategies to respond to new transportation projects or programs as they are completed.


6. Refine TMP strategies to incorporate new travel options as they become available.


7. Refine TMP TDM strategies to target mode split targets, as needed, based on findings from monitoring and evaluation.


[bookmark: _Toc372618080]Monitoring methods


The following methods will be employed to monitor TMP strategies.


1. Quarterly Coordination Meetings – the on-site Transportation Coordinator and key Warriors’ staff will meet quarterly with the City’s designated Special Event Team (SET) to evaluate the TMP strategies during the first year of operation.


2. Inaugural Event Monitoring – a designated team of Warrior and City staff will monitor pre-game and post-game transportation conditions at the first Warriors’ game and concert held at the Pavilion.


3. Curb Pick-Up and Drop-Off Operations – the on-site Transportation Coordinator will regularly monitor curb operations during the first year of operation. 


4. Warrior Attendee Surveys – travel surveys of at least 600 attendees will be conducted during five weekday evening games during the initial season at the Pavilion.  The surveys will identify such data as pre-game origin and post-game destination, arrival and departure times, arrival and departure modes, transit provider, parking location, number of vehicle occupants (auto mode), etc.


5. Warrior and Arena Employee Surveys – annual travel surveys of permanent employees will be conducted to identify the same travel information for Warrior attendees as well as to determine their awareness of alternative modes and travel demand management programs that are available to them. Warriors will commit to a minimum of 60% survey completion rate. 	Comment by carlipaine: Not sure if arena employees who work games/events will be considered permanent, but we should collect their modes too—they are likely to outnumber the more traditional permanent behind the scenes employees 


6. Parking Strategies – data will be collected on the parking utilization rates, and effectiveness of on-site and off-site remote parking strategies.





[bookmark: _Toc372618081]  Monitoring DOCUMENTATION


The results of the monitoring process will be documented as follows.


1. TMP Travel Survey Memo – a memorandum will be prepared within three months of the inaugural event that documents the results of the travel surveys as well as ongoing visual event monitoring. 


2. TMP Monitoring Report – a report will be developed annually, beginning at the end of the first year of operation of the Pavilion, that addresses how effectively the TMP is meeting the monitoring objectives described above.





[bookmark: _Toc370229313][bookmark: _Toc213830218]Appendix A:
Event activity sequences




















Typical Warriors Game Sequence (7:30 pm tip off)








			Day Prior


			





			2 to 4 pm


			If the game is nationally televised (5-7 games per year), 1-2 TV trucks for the national broadcaster(s) will typically arrive the day before the game.  Trucks are parked in the loading dock and technicians will begin to setup for game broadcast.  





			


			





			Game Day


			





			7 am to noon


			Game day food service deliveries at loading dock (scheduled around TV broadcast and team arrival and departures). Average Time of delivery is scheduled to avoid peak commute hours and other factors that may influence efficiency and impact. Average individual deliveries required per Warriors game is six.  Most if not all are scheduled to occur the day prior.








			


			





			9 am 


			Food service prep team arrives.  Typically 25 to 35 game day personnel plus approximately 30 baseline staff.  Staff will arrive on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			


			Home and visiting team TV trucks (2 trucks) arrive and deploy in the loading dock.  If trucks are in market and the dock is available, they may arrive the day before the event.  Typical call is morning on game day.  The trucks can arrive as late as early afternoon.  





			


			





			10 am


			TV broadcasting crew arrives one hour following TV truck arrival and begins to prepare for the game broadcast.  Typically 40 personnel total. The crew arrives via the loading dock.





			


			





			


			Pre-game shoot around.  Visiting teams will in some cases use an off-site venue for shootaround.  Specific times vary. The window is typically 10 am to 1 pm.  Typically 25 personnel per team.  Visiting team arrives in two buses.  Home team arrives individually.  After pre-game shoot around, visiting players and coaches and home team players will typically leave the building. The visiting team arrives and departs via the loading dock. The home team will either use the loading dock or segregated parking in the Pavilion garage.  





			


			





			1 pm


			Building pre-cleaning crew arrives.  This practice varies from building to building and is more common for outdoor venues.  Personnel vary based on event type and general building practice.  Likely 15 to 20 total.  In some cases, there is no pre-clean. In others, the pre-clean happens early in the morning on game day.  The crew will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			5 to 5:30 pm 


			Teams return for the game.  The visiting team will arrive in two buses via the loading dock. The home team will either use the loading dock or segregated parking in the Pavilion garage.





			


			





			5 to 6 pm


			Game day building staff arrives.  Includes guest service and food service personnel. Typically 500 to 600 total.  Staff will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			5:30 to 6 pm


			Police, building security, and guest services personnel deploy to manage guest ingress approximately 30 minutes prior to doors.





			


			





			6 to 6:30 pm


			Doors open 60 to 90 minutes prior to tip off.  Guests begin to arrive.  We anticipate that approximately 80% of guests will access the building via the entrance at the main plaza.  Arrival distribution varies slightly based on day of week and market dynamics.  80% to 90% of guests are in the building by tip off.  Final guests typically enter by the end of the first quarter.





			


			





			7:30


			Tip off.





			


			





			9:30 pm


			Police, building security, and guest services personnel deploy to manage guest egress approximately 30 minutes prior to anticipated game end.





			


			





			10 pm


			Game ends.  Broadcast technicians immediately begin load-out.





			


			





			


			Cleaning crew arrives and immediately begins post-show clean.  Typically 25 to 50 personnel.  The crew will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			


			Change over crew arrives and immediately begins change over.  Typically 20 personnel.  The crew will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			11 to 11:30 pm


			Venue clear of guests and all event staff.





			


			





			Day After Game





			





			11:30 pm to 12 am


			TV trucks leave the venue.





			


			





			2 to 3 am 


			Post-game clean complete, cleaning crew leaves the building.





			


			





			4 am


			Change over complete.  Crew leaves the building.















Typical Concert Sequence (7:30 pm Show Time)








			Event Day


			





			4 to 8 am


			Show trucks (which carry all show components including the stage, sound equipment and controls, video equipment and controls, props) arrive in market. They will typically stage somewhere off site but close to the venue.  The number of trucks varies based on the size and complexity of the show. An A list show will usually require approximately 20 trucks Once trucks have been unloaded, they are driven off site and will not return until the show is complete and the load-out process begins. 





			


			





			6 to 8 am


			The production team (15 to 30 personnel for A list shows) arrives at the venue as does the local stagehand crew.  Initial production trucks access the loading dock and show load-in commences.  The production team will arrive in tour buses and access the building via the loading dock. The stagehand crew will arrive on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.  The show trucks enter and exit the venue as the show components are unloaded.  Load-in typically occurs over approximately four to six hours.  





			


			





			7 am to noon


			Event day food service deliveries at loading dock (scheduled around other event related arrivals and departures). Average individual deliveries required are six.  Most if not all are scheduled to occur the day prior.








			


			





			9 am 


			Food service prep team arrives.  Typically 25 to 35 event day personnel plus approximately 30 baseline staff.  Staff will arrive on foot and be encouraged to use public transit. 





			


			





			1 pm


			Building pre-cleaning crew arrives.  This practice varies from building to building and is more common for outdoor venues.  Personnel vary based on event type and general building practice.  Likely 15 to 20 total.  In some cases, there is no pre-clean. In others, the pre-clean happens early in the morning on event day.  The crew will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			2 to 4 pm 


			Performer(s) arrive(s) for sound check.  Sound check typically lasts 30 to 60 minutes.  The performer(s) will arrive in tour buses via the loading dock. 





			


			





			5 to 6 pm


			Event day building staff arrives.  Includes guest service and food service personnel. Typically 500 to 600 total and varies based on show type and expected attendance.  Staff will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			5:30 to 6 pm


			Police, building security, and guest services personnel deploy to manage guest ingress approximately 30 minutes prior to doors.





			


			





			6 to 6:30 pm


			Doors open 60 to 90 minutes prior to show time.  Guests begin to arrive.  We anticipate that approximately 80% of guests will access the building via the main entrance for Pavilion shows, and 80% will access the building via the main theatre entrance for theatre shows.  Arrival distribution varies slightly based on day of week and market dynamics.  90%+ of guests are in the building by show time.  Final guests typically enter within another 30 minutes following show time.





			


			





			7:30 pm


			Show time.





			


			





			10 pm


			Police, building security, and guest services personnel deploy to manage guest egress approximately 30 minutes prior to anticipated show end.





			


			





			10:30 pm


			Show ends.  Production team immediately begins load-out. 





			


			





			


			Cleaning crew arrives and immediately begins post-show clean.  Typically 25 to 50 personnel.  The crew will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			


			Change over crew arrives.  Typically 20 personnel.  The crew will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			11:30 to 12 am


			Venue clear of guests and all event staff.





			


			





			Day After Event





			





			1 to 3 am


			Show trucks leave the venue.





			


			





			2 to 3 am 


			Post show clean complete, cleaning crew leaves the building.





			


			





			4 am


			Change over complete.  Crew leaves the building.

















[bookmark: _Toc370229314]Appendix B:
Alternative Parking Locations	Comment by Albert, Peter: Make a note that this references alternatives to the 500-space garage.  The satellite parking concept for the other 2-5000 cars should include a more comprehensive inventory of potential / likely partnership parking garage opportunities within ¾ mile
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From: Michelle Magee
To: Liz Brisson
Cc: Van de Water, Adam; Oshima, Diane; Wise, Viktoriya; Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter; Bollinger, Brett
Subject: Action Items from today
Date: Thursday, January 02, 2014 3:55:41 PM


Hi all:
 
I did not include all the other meetings mentioned, however the group agreed to add 12-
1pm to the Standing CEQUA meeting on Wednesday’s
 
Action Items:  


1.      Summarize and produce one overview document Jan 8th – Erin
2.      Circulate Notes from Jan 2nd – Liz – DONE
3.      Summarize the 4 meeting process for Transportation Co-Chairs by Jan 8th –


Michelle
4.      Set Transportation co-chairs meeting for Jan 15 – Michelle
5.      Present Pilot and CAC meeting plan at the Ken Rich’s Standing Transportation


Meeting with Mayor on Jan 17th at 2pm –Victoria, Peter, Adam
 


 
 
 
From: Liz Brisson [mailto:liz.brisson@sfcta.org] 
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 1:36 PM
To: Michelle Magee
Cc: Van de Water, Adam; Oshima, Diane; Wise, Viktoriya; Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter; Bollinger, Brett
Subject: Re: CONFIRMING: Piers 30-32 Transportation meeting/call per Diane
 
Hi All, 
 
To support our discussion today, I have prepared two things that are attached:
1) Schedule of Assessment Phase 2 Technical Work (built in same spreadsheet as SF
Planning's Warriors EIR schedule on separate tab)
2) Revised write-up from Brett. I started doing this in track changes but my changes were so
wholesale that i just created a new version. Ultimately, i think we could use a simplified and
graphical version of this for the public, which could perhaps build on the slide set ive been
using to share the phase 2 scope (slides from recent DWG meeting attached) 
 
I will bring hard copies to the meeting at SFMTA, but wanted to share electronic versions for
those who are calling in.
 
Thanks, Liz
 


On Thu, Jan 2, 2014 at 12:37 PM, Michelle Magee <mmagee@harderco.com> wrote:
Hi Erin:  
We need the conference line number to call in at 2pm.  
Thanks
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From: Van de Water, Adam [mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 12:33 PM
To: Oshima, Diane
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya; Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter; liz.brisson@sfcta.org; elizabeth.sall@sfcta.org; Bollinger,
Brett; Michelle Magee; Elizabeth Sall


Subject: Re: CONFIRMING: Piers 30-32 Transportation meeting/call per Diane
 
Either call my cell: 510.220.0156 or let me know the best number to call in.  Talk soon.
 Happy new year everyone!


Adam Van de Water
Project Manager
Office of Economic and Workforce Development 
City and County of San Francisco
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102
415.554.6625
 


On Jan 2, 2014, at 10:56 AM, "Oshima, Diane" <diane.oshima@sfport.com> wrote:


I actually will try and attend the meeting at MTA.  Also, thanks to
Brett for circulating the draft explanation describing WTA vs. the
other transportation acronyms.  I layered in further revisions in
the attached.  See you later today.  Thanks!
 
Diane
 
Diane Oshima
Assistant Deputy Director, Waterfront Planning
Port of San Francisco
Pier 1, San Francisco, CA  94111
Diane.Oshima@sfport.com
415/274-0553
 
From: Van de Water, Adam 
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 9:52 AM
To: Wise, Viktoriya
Cc: Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter; liz.brisson@sfcta.org; elizabeth.sall@sfcta.org; Bollinger,
Brett; Oshima, Diane; Michelle Magee; Elizabeth Sall
Subject: Re: CONFIRMING: Piers 30-32 Transportation meeting/call per Diane
 
I will join but am enjoying working from home.  Is there a call-in number?


Adam Van de Water
Project Manager
Office of Economic and Workforce Development 
City and County of San Francisco
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place



mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org
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San Francisco, CA 94102
415.554.6625
 


On Jan 2, 2014, at 9:36 AM, "Wise, Viktoriya" <viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Thanks.  I got a babysitter and came in today so I will see you at
this meeting.
 
Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning
 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049│Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org
<image001.png>  
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From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 9:35 AM
To: Albert, Peter; Wise, Viktoriya; Van de Water, Adam;
'liz.brisson@sfcta.org'; 'elizabeth.sall@sfcta.org'; Bollinger, Brett; Oshima,
Diane; 'Michelle Magee'
Cc: 'Elizabeth Sall'
Subject: RE: CONFIRMING: Piers 30-32 Transportation meeting/call per
Diane
 
Brett,
 
Sorry, I see on an older email that you’re unavailable. 
 
Viktoriya, 
Would you suggest that we (me and Peter, Diane, Liz, and maybe Adam)
get together and take a first stab at this discussion and then come next
Wednesday to flesh it out?  I hate to drag you in if you have child care
limitations.
 
 
 
Erin Miller
Project Manager, Waterfront Transportation Assessment
 
Join the Waterfront Transportation Assessment Mailing List
 
Sustainable Streets-Strategic Planning & Policy
Urban Planning Initiatives
 
 


 SFMTA | Municipal Transportation Agency
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1 South Van Ness Ave, 7th Floor-7067 -  SF, CA 94103
Office:   415 701 5490
Mobile: 415 971 7429
 
 
-----Original Appointment-----
From: Miller, Erin 
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 9:31 AM
To: Albert, Peter; Wise, Viktoriya; Van de Water, Adam;
'liz.brisson@sfcta.org'; 'elizabeth.sall@sfcta.org'; Bollinger, Brett; Oshima,
Diane; 'Michelle Magee'
Cc: 'Elizabeth Sall'
Subject: CONFIRMING: Piers 30-32 Transportation meeting/call per Diane
When: Thursday, January 02, 2014 2:00 PM-3:00 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific
Time (US & Canada).
Where: Civic Center Conference Room (1SVN 3074)
 
 
 
All,
 
Would you still like to take this time today for the meeting we
discussed pre-Christmas?  This meeting was the child of our
discussion about how the transportation issues and analysis
relate between WTA, Warriors EIR, Warriors TMP that need
coordination and clear communication.  To jog your memories,
I’ve copied one of Diane’s emails below that is key behind the
topic at hand.
 
We discussed coordinating this meeting with next week’s
standing meeting at Planning on Jan 8.  We proposed this time
because we want to have Peter there, and he is leaving for 2
weeks on Monday.  I have 5 confirmed including myself, with
Viktoriya as a tentative.  Brett, would you be able to make it, as
it’s important to have EP there.
 
Let me know if you can//want to attend. 
 
Thank you – and Happy New Year!
 
 
 
With many different transportation efforts in play, I
believe it’s important for city staff (as well as GSW) to
have clear and consistent talking points about what
each part is and, if applicable, its relationship to the EIR
transportation impact and mitigation analysis.  I’m
concerned that the CAC and public does not have this
yet, which makes the community discussions more
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challenging.  In part, that’s because the type of analysis
MTA/CTA is doing is the most proactive and
sophisticated in decades.  We should also invest that
same kind of thought to develop a clearer way of
communicating how each piece fits into the full picture.
 
To get the ball rolling, here’s a start at describing each;
it would be interesting to see if we all have a shared
understanding.
 
WTA – Comprehensive assessment of existing and
planned local/regional transportation projects to yield
recommendations about funding priorities and timing
adjustments (as possible) to optimize transportation
improvements to serve existing population and planned
new development, plus additional possible measures
and operational adjustments to further improve the
transportation benefits, or fill in gaps.  Provides an early
look at measures that could be identified and analyzed
as mitigation measures for further analysis in
development project EIRs.  In this way, WTA prepares
public for some content in the EIR.
 
SFCTA corridor modeling – This work does what an EIR
is not designed to do (which I believe we need to make
more explicit): evaluates the functionality of  coordinated
transportation improvements on a corridor-basis.  This
modeling tests some of the same WTA strategies that
may be considered in the EIR but as part of an
integrated package designed to improve transportation
flow along a given corridor, rather than as possible
individual EIR mitigation measures tied to a given
development project. The SFCTA modeling also differs
from the EIR by having flexibility for setting the
timeframe for studying the corridor; model can look at
nearer-term scenarios rather than the EIR standard of
2040 to meet CEQA cumulative impact analysis
requirements.  If this is an accurate description, then we
should be clearer that the SFCTA modeling is an
interactive transportation planning tool/capability that
is separate and discrete from the CEQA transportation
analysis process. The City needs to have this capability
in order to support proactive transportation planning
that aligns with smart financing decisions of the
SFCTA.  However, we should be clear that while CEQA
 EIRs and SFCTA corridor studies each may involve use
of a quantified transportation model, the analyses are
not interchangeable or reviewed in combination; each







has its separate informational purpose.
 
MTA Transportation Demand Management Planning
(TDMP) – Provides information and direction to building
owners and developers to promote smart transportation
programs and services (which can help inform developer
TMPs), and works in concert with MTA departments,
including SET, to manage MTA transportation programs
to promote efficient transportation that priorities
alternative modes and Transit First policy. This is an
ongoing operational function of the city that is not a
part of the CEQA process although many of the
strategies employed may be similar to mitigation
measures applied to individual projects analyzed in
CEQA reviews.
 
Project Sponsor Transportation Management Plans
(TMP) – Transportation programs produced by project
sponsors (GSW) that are tailored to the detailed design
and function of the project program, to commit to
physical accommodations and site design, transit and
operational programs.  Project sponsor may start with a
proposed TMP from the project outset, which is built
into the CEQA analysis, and be subject to further
revisions and additions of mitigation measures that flow
from the conclusions of the CEQA analysis.   In the case
of GSW, their opening TMP proposal may include some
WTA strategies.
 
 


<WTA-EIR-TMP_AMV comments, DOrevs.docx>


 
--
Liz Brisson
Senior Transportation Planner
San Francisco County Transportation Authority
1455 Market Street, 22nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
415-522-4838


www.sfcta.org
www.facebook.com/sfcta
www.twitter.com/sanfranciscota
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From: Kern, Chris (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW MB preliminary design meeting
Date: Thursday, May 29, 2014 4:04:51 PM


Better them than me – good call!
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 3:57 PM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW MB preliminary design meeting
 
Oops – sorry for throwing you on the organization email.  Wanted you to know it was moving, but
didn’t think you’d be spammed.  J
 
Fun to watch the three of them go – they work well together.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 2:40 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW MB preliminary design meeting
 
Great – thanks!
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 2:30 PM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC); Rahaim, John (CPC); Joslin, Jeff (CPC)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Oerth,
Sally (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW MB preliminary design meeting
 
Thank you, Chris.  We can host the meeting at our offices and will put together an agenda.  Since
John, Tiffany, and Jennifer’s schedules are the hardest to work on, I would suggest that Natasha,
Phillip, and Andrea find a few times that work for them and then the rest of us can make those
times work.  I think that it would be best if the Planning staff person that will be serving as OCII staff
was also identified before that meeting so that they can attend from the beginning.  I know that
Tiffany has outreached to John on that request, and I think Viktoriya was going to touch base with
John on the topic (and I’ll check in with Tiffany today as well).
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I will ask Natasha to outreach to Phillip and Andrea to see what times would be best for Jennifer,
John, and Tiffany and get those times to you to follow up with the google to the larger group.  I am
going to do that on a small email chain so that not everyone has to participate in the scheduling
task.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 12:50 PM
To: Rahaim, John (CPC); Joslin, Jeff (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: GSW MB preliminary design meeting
 
Hi John, Jeff, and Catherine,
I’m following up on Jennifer’s request to schedule a meeting with GSW to provide preliminary design
direction for the Mission Bay development. Jennifer would like this meeting to take place before
GSW meets with the team owners next Friday.
 
Please let me know who to invite from Planning and OCII and I’ll follow up with a Doodle Poll to find
a time next week that works for everyone…
Thanks,
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: "Clarke Miller"
Subject: RE: GSW Preliminary Project Description Overview
Date: Sunday, May 25, 2014 1:26:00 PM


Clarke – Jose has been added to the invite list.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2014 3:18 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Jesse Blout; Wise, Viktoriya
(CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW Preliminary Project Description Overview
 
Thanks for reserving the time, Brett. Just to make sure expectations are met, the intent of the
meeting is to discuss assumptions needed for the transportation analysis to proceed. We’ll need
Jose there to accomplish this effectively, so please forward this invite to him unless there are any
objections. It’s his intention to send to this group by tomorrow a preliminary trip gen analysis based
on a few possible project program scenarios.
Clarke
 
-----Original Appointment-----
From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) [mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2014 3:06 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout;
Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: GSW Preliminary Project Description Overview
When: Wednesday, May 28, 2014 1:00 PM-2:00 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).
Where: CPC-431(A)-1650 Mission (20)
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From: José I. Farrán
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: "Kate Aufhauser"; "Clarke Miller"; "David Carlock"; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Chris Mitchell
Subject: Arena at MB - Initial Travel demand Calculations
Date: Friday, May 23, 2014 2:39:11 PM
Attachments: GS Warriors Trip Gen 2014 05 22 v1 - SCENARIOS 1-4 SUMMARY.pdf


2014.05.14_Traffic_Scenarios_RetailMix.docx


All,
 
Clarke Miller has requested that I send you the attached initial travel demand estimates (PDF file) we
have calculated for four potential development scenarios identified by the project sponsor for the event
center at Blocks 29-32 in Mission Bay.  The land uses and intensities of each scenario are described
in the attached Word file.
 
Travel demand for each development scenarios has been estimated for weekday and Saturday
conditions for the entire day and a peak hour (highest hour during the 4-6 PM and 7-9 PM periods,
respectively).  The estimates also include conditions with and without a 18,064-attendee basketball
game. 
 
For the weekday daily and the peak hour within the 4-6 PM period, the demand has also been
compared against a Baseline which represents the 1 million gsf of office/R&D and 36,500 gsf retail
currently entitled for the site according to the project sponsor.  The assumptions presented in the  1998
MB SEIR have been used to calculate the travel demand for the Baseline condition.
 
Of note:
 


-         The preliminary result estimates for scenarios 1 and 2 provided here are more robust since
they are based on the model/equations already developed for the Piers 30/32 site, and
generally include factors and parameters previously reviewed and approved by SF Planning.


 
-     Three new uses have been added to the analysis at the sponsor request (movie theater,


athletic club and bowling alley), which were not included in the previous analyses and
subsequent modeling.  They have been added to the travel demand calculations in a simplified
way using some professional judgment factors in terms of rates, densities, etc.; none of these
values have been vetted by Planning.  As such, the results shown here for Scenarios 3 and 4
are subject to greater variation as part of the upcoming review and approval process (assuming
that they remain as part of the project definition).


 
 
I have also developed more disaggregated travel demand estimates that show the specific demand for
each land use within a given scenario; they are not included in the attached file.  Let me know if you
would like to see those as well.
 
_______________________________________________________
José I. Farrán, P.E.
  Adavant
         Consulting
200 Francisco St.,  2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133
office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com
www.AdavantConsulting.com
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Adavant Consulting



Event Center at Mission Bay Site
PROJECT TRAVEL DEMAND SUMMARY - PRELIMINARY DRAFT / SUBJECT TO REVIEW



BASELINE
1M GSF Office/R&D +



WEEKDAY SCENARIO 1 SCENARIO 2 SCENARIO 3 SCENARIO 4 36,500 GSF Retail/Rest.
NO EVENT Total PM Peak Hour of Total PM Peak Hour of Total PM Peak Hour of Total PM Peak Hour of Total PM Peak Hour of



All Day the 4-6 PM period All Day the 4-6 PM period All Day the 4-6 PM period All Day the 4-6 PM period All Day the 4-6 PM period



Auto person-trips 15,406    60% 1,763      61% 15,045   60% 1,686     61% 17,475   60% 2,156     62% 17,114    61% 2,080     62% 10,823   64% 1,091     64%
Transit person-trips 4,711      18% 536        19% 4,510     18% 503       18% 4,958     17% 599       17% 4,757      17% 566       17% 3,335     20% 365       21%
Other person-trips 5,645      22% 584        20% 5,501     22% 555       20% 6,458     22% 748       21% 6,315      22% 719       21% 2,679     16% 253       15%



Total Person-trips 25,761    100% 2,883      100% 25,056    100% 2,744     100% 28,892   100% 3,503     100% 28,187    100% 3,365     100% 16,836   100% 1,709     100%
Compared to Baseline 153% 169% 149% 161% 172% 205% 167% 197%



Vehicle trips
  Inbound 4,076      50% 265        27% 3,990     50% 256       27% 4,611     50% 405       34% 4,525      50% 396       34% 3,726     50% 92         12%
  Outbound 4,076      50% 732        73% 3,990     50% 702       73% 4,611     50% 783       66% 4,525      50% 754       66% 3,726     50% 706       88%



Total Vehicle-trips 8,152      100% 996        100% 7,980     100% 958       100% 9,222     100% 1,189     100% 9,051      100% 1,150     100% 7,452     100% 798       100%
Compared to Baseline 109% 125% 107% 120% 124% 149% 121% 144%



WEEKDAY SCENARIO 1 SCENARIO 2 SCENARIO 3 SCENARIO 4
BASKETBALL GAME Total PM Peak Hour of Total PM Peak Hour of Total PM Peak Hour of Total PM Peak Hour of



All Day the 4-6 PM period All Day the 4-6 PM period All Day the 4-6 PM period All Day the 4-6 PM period



Auto person-trips 24,148    47% 1,834      60% 23,632   46% 1,760     60% 26,217   48% 2,227     61% 25,701    48% 2,153     61%
Transit person-trips 21,026    41% 827        27% 20,852   41% 802       28% 21,274   39% 890       24% 21,100    39% 865       24%
Other person-trips 6,597      13% 376        12% 6,420     13% 351       12% 7,410     13% 540       15% 7,233      13% 515       15%



Total Person-trips 51,771    100% 3,036      100% 50,904    100% 2,913     100% 54,902   100% 3,657     100% 54,035    100% 3,533     100%



Vehicle trips
  Inbound 5,865      50% 666        54% 5,723     50% 655       55% 6,400     50% 806       57% 6,258      50% 796       58%
  Outbound 5,865      50% 558        46% 5,723     50% 527       45% 6,400     50% 610       43% 6,258      50% 579       42%



Total Vehicle-trips 11,730    100% 1,223      100% 11,446    100% 1,182     100% 12,801   100% 1,416     100% 12,517    100% 1,375     100%
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Adavant Consulting



Event Center at Mission Bay Site
PROJECT TRAVEL DEMAND SUMMARY - PRELIMINARY DRAFT / SUBJECT TO REVIEW



SATURDAY SCENARIO 1 SCENARIO 2 SCENARIO 3 SCENARIO 4
NO EVENT Total Evening Peak Hour Total Evening Peak Hour Total Evening Peak Hour Total Evening Peak Hour



All Day of the 7-9 PM period All Day of the 7-9 PM period All Day of the 7-9 PM period All Day of the 7-9 PM period



Auto person-trips 13,508    60% 2,355      58% 13,012   60% 2,104     58% 17,086   61% 3,024     59% 16,591    61% 2,773     59%
Transit person-trips 4,062      18% 760        19% 3,803     18% 675       19% 4,706     17% 886       17% 4,447      16% 800       17%
Other person-trips 4,983      22% 962        24% 4,787     22% 867       24% 6,359     23% 1,207     24% 6,163      23% 1,111     24%



Total Person-trips 22,554    100% 4,078      100% 21,603    100% 3,646     100% 28,151   100% 5,116     100% 27,201    100% 4,684     100%



Vehicle trips
  Inbound 3,559      50% 467        41% 3,440     50% 426       42% 4,492     50% 672       45% 4,373      50% 631       46%
  Outbound 3,559      50% 673        59% 3,440     50% 586       58% 4,492     50% 830       55% 4,373      50% 742       54%



Total Vehicle-trips 7,118      100% 1,141      100% 6,880     100% 1,012     100% 8,984     100% 1,502     100% 8,745      100% 1,373     100%



SATURDAY SCENARIO 1 SCENARIO 2 SCENARIO 3 SCENARIO 4
BASKETBALL GAME Total Evening Peak Hour Total Evening Peak Hour Total Evening Peak Hour Total Evening Peak Hour



All Day of the 7-9 PM period All Day of the 7-9 PM period All Day of the 7-9 PM period All Day of the 7-9 PM period



Auto person-trips 24,938    54% 7,278      52% 24,288   54% 7,105     52% 28,516   55% 7,946     53% 27,866    55% 7,773     53%
Transit person-trips 16,514    36% 5,362      39% 16,296   36% 5,307     39% 17,158   33% 5,488     37% 16,940    34% 5,432     37%
Other person-trips 4,417      10% 1,268      9% 4,195     9% 1,210     9% 5,793     11% 1,512     10% 5,570      11% 1,454     10%



Total Person-trips 45,869    100% 13,908    100% 44,778    100% 13,621    100% 51,467    100% 14,946    100% 50,376    100% 14,659    100%



Vehicle trips
  Inbound 5,721      50% 2,593      87% 5,542     50% 2,568     89% 6,654     50% 2,797     84% 6,475      50% 2,773     86%
  Outbound 5,721      50% 383        13% 5,542     50% 311       11% 6,654     50% 540       16% 6,475      50% 468       14%



Total Vehicle-trips 11,443    100% 2,976      100% 11,085    100% 2,879     100% 13,308   100% 3,337     100% 12,950    100% 3,241     100%
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Scenario 1:


· 500K sf arena


· 500K sf office


· 90K sf retail


· 50% QSR


· 25% sit-down restaurant


· 25% retail


Scenario 2:


· 500K sf arena


· 500K sf office


· 90K sf retail


· 33% QSR


· 33% sit-down restaurant


· 33% retail


Scenario 3:


· 500K sf arena


· 500K sf commercial/industrial


· 400K sf office


· 40K sf high-end movie theater (like Arclight, Ipic, or Cinepolis)


· 25K sf social entertainment, including bowling (like Brooklyn Bowl, Lucky Strike)


· 35K sf high-end fitness club (like Equinox)


· 90K sf retail


· 50% QSR


· 25% sit-down restaurant


· 25% retail


Scenario 4:


· 500K sf arena


· 500K sf commercial/industrial


· 400K sf office


· 40K sf high-end movie theater (like Arclight, Ipic, or Cinepolis)


· [bookmark: _GoBack]25K sf social entertainment, including bowling (like Brooklyn Bowl, Lucky Strike)


· 35K sf high-end fitness club (like Equinox)


· 90K sf retail


· 33% QSR


· 33% sit-down restaurant


· 33% retail










From: Miller, Erin
To: Wise, Viktoriya
Cc: Sallaberry, Mike; Golier, Patrick; Watson, Darby
Subject: RE: Warriors Urban Design and Streetscape review
Date: Wednesday, January 15, 2014 3:18:41 PM
Attachments: 1401015_ConsldtCommnts-UD-Streetscape_mta_MSallaberry.docx


Our folks finished reviewing the UD Streetscape.  Here are the updated consolidated comments.
 
Erin Miller
Project Manager, Waterfront Transportation Assessment
 
Join the Waterfront Transportation Assessment Mailing List
 
Sustainable Streets-Strategic Planning & Policy
Urban Planning Initiatives
 
 


 SFMTA | Municipal Transportation Agency
1 South Van Ness Ave, 7th Floor-7067 -  SF, CA 94103
Office:   415 701 5490
Mobile: 415 971 7429
 


From: Sallaberry, Mike 
Sent: Wednesday, January 15, 2014 3:11 PM
To: Miller, Erin; Golier, Patrick; Watson, Darby
Subject: RE: Warriors Urban Design and Streetscape review
 
Here are my comments…
 
Michael Sallaberry, PE
Livable Streets Subdivision
 
SFMTA | Municipal Transportation Agency
Sustainable Streets Division
One South Van Ness Ave, 7th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
(415) 701-4563 | (415) 701-4343 fax
mike.sallaberry@sfmta.com
www.sfmta.com
FOLLOW US ON: FACEBOOK OR TWITTER
Join BikeShare! www.bayareabikeshare.com
 
 


From: Miller, Erin 
Sent: Wednesday, January 15, 2014 11:38 AM
To: Sallaberry, Mike; Golier, Patrick; Watson, Darby
Subject: Warriors Urban Design and Streetscape review
 
Hello,
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Consolidated Comments 	


SFMTA 													    	        Draft Due – January 15, 2014


Warriors Streetscape & Ped Improvements Feedback


			No.


			Name


			Page or Figure #


			Comment/Proposed Revision


			Status / Action





			1


			Ricardo Olea


			1a


			We should make sure that the driveway is properly designed so that vehicles can enter the driveway inbound lane without jumping the curb or going into the opposing traffic lane.  We’ve had some poorly designed driveways recently that are too narrow at the street opening. 22 feet is fine but only at the point a vehicle has already straighten out.  At Embarcadero it will have to be wider. That applies to the driveway bulbout design as well (1B).  Question: will there be anything along the Embarcadero to tell motorists or cross pedestrians that there is a driveway here?  Or will it be the same Embarcadero promenade design we have now that is not differentiated?  We may want to think about whether it will help traffic control to have some distinction in paving materials at least.


			





			2


			Ricardo Olea


			1c


			Expecting that vehicles exiting the garage will go to the left turn pocket is very risky from a traffic standpoint.  We discussed before that the left turn pocket will likely have to be closed during or post events because it won’t function properly  and will add complexity to the Embarcadero manual PCO control. If vehicles exiting the garage are tempted with access to Bryant they will just back up into the garage and create northbound gridlock and safety issues as they shoot across to a left turn pocket with limited capacity.  So how is any of this going to work?  It may be better to force vehicles to stay on the right lane and merge after Bryant.  That would not require a KEEP CLEAR on the left lane, but rather a series of cones from the driveway exit to Bryant, closing off the right lane.  One more reason not to have parking or loading during events north of the driveway (as shown).


			





			3


			Ricardo Olea


			1d


			The idea to close the northbound right turn lane before games – why is that necessary?  Why can’t vehicles go straight from the right lane if they don’t want to go into the garage?  Closing the right lane here traps bicyclists on the bike lane, creates a merge upstream, and also traps any vehicle doing unloading south of the driveway.  Closing the northbound right lane so that vehicles exiting the garage exit directly into the right most lane makes some sense since it removes the need to wait for gaps in northbound traffic.  However, doing this blocks off the bicycle lane access, so a PCO would have to make sure that bikes can go through (just as they have to make sure that vehicles yield to cross pedestrians). By the way, having loading zones here right in front of the event is potentially a double parking, logistics, and congestion issue.  Enforcement should be consulted about our experiences with the America’s Cup Concerts on Embarcadero/Lombard. The text mentions that you don’t need attendants with the lane closure.  We will need many PCO’s to make sure vehicles and pedestrians mix well.


			





			4


			Ricardo Olea


			1f


			The NB Embarcadero Bryant pocket should not be shortened because I don’t think the Warriors exit should be using it (see comment on 1C).


			





			5


			Ricardo Olea


			2c


			I’m still not sure punching Beale to Embarcadero is needed for Warriors arena per se, or whether it will work from a circulation and intersection design standpoint.  If Warriors Arena doesn’t use Bryant left turn (comment 1C), then it is mainly a bypass route for other traffic, but it could potentially attract new bypass traffic to Beale.


			





			6


			Ricardo Olea


			3a


			Can the ideas be sketched on actual dimensioned drawings?  I can’t tell what are the assumed width of any of these lanes, they only work if there is enough room. If attached the STR’s I have for Beale and Main.  On-street parking lane should be sacrificed if needed, but present or future passenger or commercial loading needs along Bryant should be identified if there is going to be no place for them to happen on-street.


			





			7


			Ricardo Olea


			3b


			The bulb proposal at Main/Bryant removes a SB right turn only and SB left turn lane combo on Main.  Do we want to be removing circulation lane options here assuming future congestion on EB Bryant?  Also the dimensions of the bulbs seem to not be based on any truck or Fire Department turning template needs.  Any bulbs have to accommodate truck and bus turns in a reasonable manner.  Who’s doing the engineering for these?


			





			8


			Ricardo Olea


			3c


			There may be field limitation on how wide crosswalks can be based on street poles.   Probably 20 feet is the practical maximum.  Is the project recommending to redo all the utility poles at Main/Bryant?  All crosswalks are being painted continental if upgraded.


			





			9


			Ricardo Olea


			4


			I defer to Livable Streets on any proposed bicycle lanes but at first glance it is not clear to me where some of these bicycle lanes are connecting to.  The northbound Main (Bryant to Harrison) bicycle lane requires removing a left turn lane that exists right now on Main at Harrison that becomes very congested during the PM peak, or removing on-street residential parking.  Perhaps these proposals have to be reconciled with the Rincon Hill or Transbay Master Plans, so that there is some logic to the overall proposed bicycle lanes.


			





			10


			Ricardo Olea


			5a


			Ok with removing SB left turn on Embarcadero, benefits outweigh negatives.





			





			11


			Ricardo Olea


			5b


			Widening crosswalk into the track area is very expensive and complicated.  Is the plan to widen the crosswalk into the intersection once the bulbs are built?  Diagram not clear, implies the crosswalk is being widened out of the intersection, thereby triggering a major intersection redesign.


			





			12


			Erin Miller





			Beale Street at Bryant


			Need to coordinate with MTA Traffic Engineering evaluations for traffic management at this intersection.  Erin and Paul Chasson have met to discuss informally.  





			MTA to produce striping diagram, with review by Erin Miller for Urban Design consistency w Rincon Hill Plan





			13


			Erin Miller


			1d


			must not conflict with bicycle and pedestrian access, particularly if curb lane bicycle facilities exist.


			





			14


			Erin Miller


			1d


			Who confirms that configuration is “simple, would not require traffic control” etc?


			





			15


			Erin Miller


			1e


			Any curb lane bicycle facilities will be prioritized and protected from vehicular conflicts at driveway.


			





			16


			Erin Miller


			1f


			safety for vehicles?  or safety for pedestrians and bicycles and efficiency for vehicles?


			





			17


			Erin Miller


			1f


			Planting of additional trees must be coordinated with MTA Transit Operations and Livable Streets.


			





			18


			Erin Miller


			2c


			This must be coordinated with MTA Traffic Engineering.


			





			19


			Erin Miller


			4


			Coordinate with MTA Livable Streets


			





			20


			Erin Miller


			5


			Coordinate with MTA Transit Operations and Traffic Engineering


			





			21


			Erin Miller


			6


			Confirm title and guideline language with MTA Livable Streets (don't think we're calling it a cycletrack)


			





			22


			Patrick Golier


			General Bicycle Comments


			· The right turn lane into the parking garage cannot be to the left of the bike lane- even during events (not legal according to the Highway Design Manual)


· Make sure that the curb extensions accommodate the bike lanes


· Where is the bicycle parking for the Arena located and how to cyclists navigate from a bicycle lane to the parking?


· On-street loading- especially taxi and other drop-off pick-up areas should include a protective barrier between that function and the bike lane (rolled curb and/or flexible channelizers)


· Provide a bike box at SB Beale and Bryant to facilitate left turning cyclists


· Provide a bike box at EB Bryant and Embarcadero to facilitate left-turning cyclists


· Main Street bike lane should extend to Folsom


· Beale Street bike lane should extend to Harrison


			





			23


			Patrick Go


			SWL 330


			· Will Beale Street still be closed to vehicles at Embarcadero?  If so, it seems that there may be too many conflicts between vehicles/peds/bikes on Bryant Street – every vehicle will have to use Bryant to get to the only entrance to SWL300 on Beale Street.  Plus peds and bikes seem to be encouraged on Bryant based on the comments on improving conditions for those modes there.  Why not keep Beale Street generally free of vehicles and enhance the ped and bike realm there?  Perhaps there could be a mid-block crossing added at Beale/Embarcadero for bikes/peds.  If Beale Street will carry the burden of the entry/exit point to the off-street parking for SWL 300, then some additional safety considerations, particularly for cyclists, may need to be added on Bryant.


			





			24


			Patrick Go


			Embarcadero Median


			· Please do not widen the width of the median – we will likely be recommending that we narrow the median in order to find room for the protected bikeway.  Removal of the SB left turn bay at Bryant is fine – but please do not widen the Muni ROW/median anywhere along the Embarcadero!!


			





			25


			Patrick Go


			Embarcadero Cycletrack


			· We should refer to the project as the “Protected Bikeway”


			





			26


			Mike Sallaberry


			1


			Why not place the driveway so that is inline with Bryant St and would act as the 4th leg of a regular intersection?


			





			27


			Mike Sallaberry


			1a


			22’ driveway may be too narrow to accommodate vehicles turning.


			





			28


			Mike Sallaberry


			1d


			This is problematic as you would be creating a right turn lane to the left of a bikeway. Why are cones needed? A different design would be to route the bikeway onto the promenade here and set it back~20’ from the roadway, so that drivers turning into the driveway would be perpendicular to the bikeway prior to crossing, could easily look right and left to see if a cyclist is coming, and would be waiting outside the traffic stream while doing so.


			





			29


			Mike Sallaberry


			2


			Reducing the number of unnecessary driveways makes sense.


			





			30


			Mike Sallaberry


			3


			Bulb outs are useful for shortening crossing distances and expanding the sidewalk space at intersections. Please show bulb outs that are designed to Better Street Plan standards that accommodate the appropriate design vehicle. Also, please consider the need for each bulb out. Main at Bryant looks particularly constrained. 


			





			31


			Mike Sallaberry


			4


			Rincon Hill plan discusses Beale and Main as “Living Streets” with very wide sidewalks that have linear parks. With changing bikeway standards, the growing demand for ped and bike space in this area, and expectations of increasing roadway demand/congestion, this could be a good time to revisit the Living Streets designs and see if raised cycletracks could be added to the edge of the sidewalks/linear parks. The design would then be closer to the state of the art for urban roadway design. Can we revisit the designs for Beale and Main?


			





			32


			Mike Sallaberry


			4


			Should we discuss the design of Brannan from the Embarcadero west? This could be a really nice bikeway connector to the area. 
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Planning would like to have your feedback on the Warriors Urban Design and Streetscape plan. 
Patrick has had a chance to look at this.  Mike, Darby, can you both review the attached PDFs?  If
you can do it by tomorrow, that’d be very helpful, but if not, just email me your notes, with a copy
to Viktoria at Planning.  Please add your comments into the attached word document and save with
your initials.
 
Look for an invitation to a meeting at planning on this topic on Jan 22.
 
Erin Miller
Project Manager, Waterfront Transportation Assessment
 
Join the Waterfront Transportation Assessment Mailing List
 
Sustainable Streets-Strategic Planning & Policy
Urban Planning Initiatives
 
 


 SFMTA | Municipal Transportation Agency
1 South Van Ness Ave, 7th Floor-7067 -  SF, CA 94103
Office:   415 701 5490
Mobile: 415 971 7429
 



http://www.sfmta.com/projects-planning/projects/waterfront-transportation-assessment-0

http://www.sfmta.com/projects-planning/projects/waterfront-transportation-assessment-0

https://docs.google.com/forms/d/1pLb9NiXBn9ZBAEam9pEBPborM74DJY9d9xgLKw84Aq8/viewform






From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW Preliminary Project Description Overview
Date: Sunday, May 25, 2014 1:14:00 PM


Brett – sorry for the various emails.  For some reason I didn’t see the invitees the first go
around.  I think the only change was to invite Jose Farran (I forwarded it to him).  It sounds
like Jennifer wants it a very small group, so both you and Manny have been voted off the
island for this one – sorry for that.  If you could also add Tiffany as an optional (since she’s
not going to attend), I’d appreciate it.


Give it another week or two and we’ll have this down. J


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/


PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1,
2014.


-----Original Appointment-----
From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2014 3:06 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Clarke Miller
(CMiller@stradasf.com); Jesse Blout (jblout@stradasf.com); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: GSW Preliminary Project Description Overview
When: Wednesday, May 28, 2014 1:00 PM-2:00 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).
Where: CPC-431(A)-1650 Mission (20)
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From: José I. Farrán
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: "Kate Aufhauser"; "Clarke Miller"; "David Carlock"; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Chris Mitchell
Subject: Arena at MB - Initial Travel demand Calculations
Date: Friday, May 23, 2014 2:39:12 PM
Attachments: GS Warriors Trip Gen 2014 05 22 v1 - SCENARIOS 1-4 SUMMARY.pdf


2014.05.14_Traffic_Scenarios_RetailMix.docx


All,
 
Clarke Miller has requested that I send you the attached initial travel demand estimates (PDF file) we
have calculated for four potential development scenarios identified by the project sponsor for the event
center at Blocks 29-32 in Mission Bay.  The land uses and intensities of each scenario are described
in the attached Word file.
 
Travel demand for each development scenarios has been estimated for weekday and Saturday
conditions for the entire day and a peak hour (highest hour during the 4-6 PM and 7-9 PM periods,
respectively).  The estimates also include conditions with and without a 18,064-attendee basketball
game. 
 
For the weekday daily and the peak hour within the 4-6 PM period, the demand has also been
compared against a Baseline which represents the 1 million gsf of office/R&D and 36,500 gsf retail
currently entitled for the site according to the project sponsor.  The assumptions presented in the  1998
MB SEIR have been used to calculate the travel demand for the Baseline condition.
 
Of note:
 


-         The preliminary result estimates for scenarios 1 and 2 provided here are more robust since
they are based on the model/equations already developed for the Piers 30/32 site, and
generally include factors and parameters previously reviewed and approved by SF Planning.


 
-     Three new uses have been added to the analysis at the sponsor request (movie theater,


athletic club and bowling alley), which were not included in the previous analyses and
subsequent modeling.  They have been added to the travel demand calculations in a simplified
way using some professional judgment factors in terms of rates, densities, etc.; none of these
values have been vetted by Planning.  As such, the results shown here for Scenarios 3 and 4
are subject to greater variation as part of the upcoming review and approval process (assuming
that they remain as part of the project definition).


 
 
I have also developed more disaggregated travel demand estimates that show the specific demand for
each land use within a given scenario; they are not included in the attached file.  Let me know if you
would like to see those as well.
 
_______________________________________________________
José I. Farrán, P.E.
  Adavant
         Consulting
200 Francisco St.,  2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133
office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com
www.AdavantConsulting.com
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Adavant Consulting



Event Center at Mission Bay Site
PROJECT TRAVEL DEMAND SUMMARY - PRELIMINARY DRAFT / SUBJECT TO REVIEW



BASELINE
1M GSF Office/R&D +



WEEKDAY SCENARIO 1 SCENARIO 2 SCENARIO 3 SCENARIO 4 36,500 GSF Retail/Rest.
NO EVENT Total PM Peak Hour of Total PM Peak Hour of Total PM Peak Hour of Total PM Peak Hour of Total PM Peak Hour of



All Day the 4-6 PM period All Day the 4-6 PM period All Day the 4-6 PM period All Day the 4-6 PM period All Day the 4-6 PM period



Auto person-trips 15,406    60% 1,763      61% 15,045   60% 1,686     61% 17,475   60% 2,156     62% 17,114    61% 2,080     62% 10,823   64% 1,091     64%
Transit person-trips 4,711      18% 536        19% 4,510     18% 503       18% 4,958     17% 599       17% 4,757      17% 566       17% 3,335     20% 365       21%
Other person-trips 5,645      22% 584        20% 5,501     22% 555       20% 6,458     22% 748       21% 6,315      22% 719       21% 2,679     16% 253       15%



Total Person-trips 25,761    100% 2,883      100% 25,056    100% 2,744     100% 28,892   100% 3,503     100% 28,187    100% 3,365     100% 16,836   100% 1,709     100%
Compared to Baseline 153% 169% 149% 161% 172% 205% 167% 197%



Vehicle trips
  Inbound 4,076      50% 265        27% 3,990     50% 256       27% 4,611     50% 405       34% 4,525      50% 396       34% 3,726     50% 92         12%
  Outbound 4,076      50% 732        73% 3,990     50% 702       73% 4,611     50% 783       66% 4,525      50% 754       66% 3,726     50% 706       88%



Total Vehicle-trips 8,152      100% 996        100% 7,980     100% 958       100% 9,222     100% 1,189     100% 9,051      100% 1,150     100% 7,452     100% 798       100%
Compared to Baseline 109% 125% 107% 120% 124% 149% 121% 144%



WEEKDAY SCENARIO 1 SCENARIO 2 SCENARIO 3 SCENARIO 4
BASKETBALL GAME Total PM Peak Hour of Total PM Peak Hour of Total PM Peak Hour of Total PM Peak Hour of



All Day the 4-6 PM period All Day the 4-6 PM period All Day the 4-6 PM period All Day the 4-6 PM period



Auto person-trips 24,148    47% 1,834      60% 23,632   46% 1,760     60% 26,217   48% 2,227     61% 25,701    48% 2,153     61%
Transit person-trips 21,026    41% 827        27% 20,852   41% 802       28% 21,274   39% 890       24% 21,100    39% 865       24%
Other person-trips 6,597      13% 376        12% 6,420     13% 351       12% 7,410     13% 540       15% 7,233      13% 515       15%



Total Person-trips 51,771    100% 3,036      100% 50,904    100% 2,913     100% 54,902   100% 3,657     100% 54,035    100% 3,533     100%



Vehicle trips
  Inbound 5,865      50% 666        54% 5,723     50% 655       55% 6,400     50% 806       57% 6,258      50% 796       58%
  Outbound 5,865      50% 558        46% 5,723     50% 527       45% 6,400     50% 610       43% 6,258      50% 579       42%



Total Vehicle-trips 11,730    100% 1,223      100% 11,446    100% 1,182     100% 12,801   100% 1,416     100% 12,517    100% 1,375     100%
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Adavant Consulting



Event Center at Mission Bay Site
PROJECT TRAVEL DEMAND SUMMARY - PRELIMINARY DRAFT / SUBJECT TO REVIEW



SATURDAY SCENARIO 1 SCENARIO 2 SCENARIO 3 SCENARIO 4
NO EVENT Total Evening Peak Hour Total Evening Peak Hour Total Evening Peak Hour Total Evening Peak Hour



All Day of the 7-9 PM period All Day of the 7-9 PM period All Day of the 7-9 PM period All Day of the 7-9 PM period



Auto person-trips 13,508    60% 2,355      58% 13,012   60% 2,104     58% 17,086   61% 3,024     59% 16,591    61% 2,773     59%
Transit person-trips 4,062      18% 760        19% 3,803     18% 675       19% 4,706     17% 886       17% 4,447      16% 800       17%
Other person-trips 4,983      22% 962        24% 4,787     22% 867       24% 6,359     23% 1,207     24% 6,163      23% 1,111     24%



Total Person-trips 22,554    100% 4,078      100% 21,603    100% 3,646     100% 28,151   100% 5,116     100% 27,201    100% 4,684     100%



Vehicle trips
  Inbound 3,559      50% 467        41% 3,440     50% 426       42% 4,492     50% 672       45% 4,373      50% 631       46%
  Outbound 3,559      50% 673        59% 3,440     50% 586       58% 4,492     50% 830       55% 4,373      50% 742       54%



Total Vehicle-trips 7,118      100% 1,141      100% 6,880     100% 1,012     100% 8,984     100% 1,502     100% 8,745      100% 1,373     100%



SATURDAY SCENARIO 1 SCENARIO 2 SCENARIO 3 SCENARIO 4
BASKETBALL GAME Total Evening Peak Hour Total Evening Peak Hour Total Evening Peak Hour Total Evening Peak Hour



All Day of the 7-9 PM period All Day of the 7-9 PM period All Day of the 7-9 PM period All Day of the 7-9 PM period



Auto person-trips 24,938    54% 7,278      52% 24,288   54% 7,105     52% 28,516   55% 7,946     53% 27,866    55% 7,773     53%
Transit person-trips 16,514    36% 5,362      39% 16,296   36% 5,307     39% 17,158   33% 5,488     37% 16,940    34% 5,432     37%
Other person-trips 4,417      10% 1,268      9% 4,195     9% 1,210     9% 5,793     11% 1,512     10% 5,570      11% 1,454     10%



Total Person-trips 45,869    100% 13,908    100% 44,778    100% 13,621    100% 51,467    100% 14,946    100% 50,376    100% 14,659    100%



Vehicle trips
  Inbound 5,721      50% 2,593      87% 5,542     50% 2,568     89% 6,654     50% 2,797     84% 6,475      50% 2,773     86%
  Outbound 5,721      50% 383        13% 5,542     50% 311       11% 6,654     50% 540       16% 6,475      50% 468       14%



Total Vehicle-trips 11,443    100% 2,976      100% 11,085    100% 2,879     100% 13,308   100% 3,337     100% 12,950    100% 3,241     100%
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Scenario 1:


· 500K sf arena


· 500K sf office


· 90K sf retail


· 50% QSR


· 25% sit-down restaurant


· 25% retail


Scenario 2:


· 500K sf arena


· 500K sf office


· 90K sf retail


· 33% QSR


· 33% sit-down restaurant


· 33% retail


Scenario 3:


· 500K sf arena


· 500K sf commercial/industrial


· 400K sf office


· 40K sf high-end movie theater (like Arclight, Ipic, or Cinepolis)


· 25K sf social entertainment, including bowling (like Brooklyn Bowl, Lucky Strike)


· 35K sf high-end fitness club (like Equinox)


· 90K sf retail


· 50% QSR


· 25% sit-down restaurant


· 25% retail


Scenario 4:


· 500K sf arena


· 500K sf commercial/industrial


· 400K sf office


· 40K sf high-end movie theater (like Arclight, Ipic, or Cinepolis)


· [bookmark: _GoBack]25K sf social entertainment, including bowling (like Brooklyn Bowl, Lucky Strike)


· 35K sf high-end fitness club (like Equinox)


· 90K sf retail


· 33% QSR


· 33% sit-down restaurant


· 33% retail










From: Eric Womeldorff
To: Michael Iswalt
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya; Purl,  Elizabeth; Riessen, Greg
Subject: RE: Waterfront Synchro models
Date: Monday, January 06, 2014 9:40:59 AM


Hey Mike,
 
Nice to hear from you – I listened to your VM as well this morning.
 
We’ve been doing quite a bit of work in the area so, yes, we have new existing conditions synchro
models of the Waterfront area. We’d be happy to share as long as we get the all clear from
Planning, whom all of the projects have been conducted for.
 
-Eric
 


From: Michael Iswalt [mailto:michael.iswalt@arup.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 06, 2014 9:19 AM
To: Eric Womeldorff
Subject: Waterfront Synchro models
 
Hi Eric:
 
We’re working with Liz Brisson at SFCTA and Erin Miller at SFMTA on a capacity assessment for the
Waterfront. Awhile back, you had sent over all of your volumes for EN Trips. Is it possible to share
any Synchro models you have of the area? We want to look at a few critical traffic and transit
bottlenecks.
 
Let me know if you need a more detailed description of what we’re doing. I can also set up a call
with Liz if you have any questions or concerns.
 
Thanks-Mike
 
Michael V. Iswalt  AICP PTP
Senior Engineer  |  Transport Planning 
 
Arup
560 Mission Street  Suite 700  San Francisco  CA 94105
t +1 415 957 9445    d +1 415 946 0748   
m +1 415 680 5701  f +1 415 957 9096
www.arup.com
 


____________________________________________________________
Electronic mail messages entering and leaving Arup  business
systems are scanned for acceptability of content and viruses
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From: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: Automatic reply: Waterfront Transportation Assessment
Date: Sunday, April 06, 2014 7:56:27 AM


I am out of the office until Monday April 28, 2014.
 
I will return your message as promptly as possible upon my return.


If you have an urgent matter, please contact Irene Cheng-Tam (irene.cheng-tam@sfgov.org, 558-6282) and she will help
route your request.
 



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=EB8C9358E8A64753924516E9F7D79D44-JOSHUA SWITZKY
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Kern, Chris (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: GSW Preliminary Project Description Overview
Date: Thursday, May 22, 2014 5:28:00 PM


I am deferring to Jenn on this one.  Chris, since you are out of the office tomorrow, I can contact
Clarke once Jenn weighs in, unless Jenn is going to already be talking with him.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2014 3:47 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: GSW Preliminary Project Description Overview
 
Sigh… looks like we’re still not all on the same page re the purpose of this meeting. Just to be
absolutely clear, we’re not discussing assumptions needed for the transportation analysis to proceed
and Jose does not need to attend. The meeting is for Clarke and Jesse to present the preliminary
project description. If this is correct, I can respond as such to Clarke’s email or give him a call (unless
one of you would like to call him).
 
Let me know how you’d like to proceed.
Thanks,
Chris
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2014 3:18 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Jesse Blout; Wise, Viktoriya
(CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW Preliminary Project Description Overview
 
Thanks for reserving the time, Brett. Just to make sure expectations are met, the intent of the
meeting is to discuss assumptions needed for the transportation analysis to proceed. We’ll need
Jose there to accomplish this effectively, so please forward this invite to him unless there are any
objections. It’s his intention to send to this group by tomorrow a preliminary trip gen analysis based
on a few possible project program scenarios.
Clarke
 
-----Original Appointment-----
From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) [mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2014 3:06 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout;
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Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: GSW Preliminary Project Description Overview
When: Wednesday, May 28, 2014 1:00 PM-2:00 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).
Where: CPC-431(A)-1650 Mission (20)
 
 
 
 
 








From: Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC)
To: Tom Radulovich; Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: RE: Waterfront Transportation Assessment
Date: Friday, April 04, 2014 1:38:36 PM
Attachments: image001.png


image002.png
image003.png
image004.png


It’s a good question.  I heard about this from Peter Albert.  I’m adding Viktoriya to the cc list as she
may know more.
 
 
AnMarie Rodgers 
Senior Policy Advisor
 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.558.6395│Fax: 415.558.6409
Email: anmarie@sfgov.org
Web: http://www.sf-planning.org/Legislative.Affairs
Property Info Map: http://propertymap.sfplanning.org/


            
 


From: Tom Radulovich [mailto:tom@livablecity.org] 
Sent: Friday, April 04, 2014 12:44 PM
To: Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Subject: Fwd: Waterfront Transportation Assessment
 
Thought this might be of interest; is someone from Planning working with SFMTA and
SFCTA on this?
 
Best,
 
T.
 
Begin forwarded message:


From: Tom Radulovich <tom@livablecity.org>
Subject: Waterfront Transportation Assessment
Date: April 3, 2014 5:28:43 PM PDT
To: Liz Brisson <Liz.Brisson@sfcta.org>, Peter Albert
<Peter.Albert@sfmta.com>, Erin Miller <Erin.Miller@sfmta.com>
Cc: Carli Paine <carli.paine@sfmta.com>, Darby Watson
<darby.watson@sfmta.com>, Amandeep Jawa <deep@deeptrouble.com>,
Dan Nguyen-Tan <dan_nt@yahoo.com>
 
Hi Liz, Peter, and Erin,
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Thanks for taking the time to meet with me last week about the Waterfront Transportation
Assessment. Here are a few thoughts I had about what we discussed; happy to expand further
if it's helpful. I am copying Carli, Darby, Deep, and Dan since this may be relevant to their
projects.
 
1. Projects, projects, projects. We need to keep the transit, walking, cycling, public space,
and greening projects coming, and not let planning be a reason for not doing. Some of the
most important deliverables of this Assessment will be shovel-ready projects.
 
2. Transportation Demand Management. I think it would be smart to do review and
summarize existing policies in the several dozen zoning districts and four active
redevelopment areas (Rincon Point-South Beach, Transbay, Mission Bay, and
Shipyard/Candlestick) in your study area. The review would list what existing policies and
standards exist, compare them to best practice, and recommend what can be amended or
improved upon.
            a. Parking requirements. The amount of off-street parking provided in developments
(and its price) are one of the most effective transportation demand management tools in the
toolbox; it would be negligent to ignore their potential impact. The parking requirements in
the study area - minimum required, maximum permitted, unbundling, and procedures and
criteria for approving excess and non-accessory parking - vary considerably from district to
district.
            b. Bicycle parking. The city recently updated the secure bicycle parking requirements
in the Planning Code, but I think the redevelopment areas may have different requirements or
none at all. We should also review standards and strategies for visitor/short term bike parking
- on-street (racks, and bike corrals) and in other public places, including bike valet and bike
stations.
            c. Car sharing. The Planning Code requires car-sharing spaces in large new
residential developments, and permits the conversion of any parking space to a car-share
space, but these don't apply in all of the Redevelopment areas. The distribution of car-share
spaces may not be optimal for encouraging use, depending as it does on the Planning Code
requirements. The existing distribution of car-share pods and required car-share spaces
should be mapped, and we should look into whether a performance standard (a car share pod
within, say, 1000 feet of every large residential or office development) makes sense.
            d. Transportation management plans and brokerage services. Section 163 of the
Planning Code requires the provision of transportation management programs and
transportation brokerage services for large office projects in C-3, Eastern Neighborhoods
Mixed Use, and SoMa mixed use districts. These size of projects that trigger the requirement
varies considerably between districts, and there are no requirements at all in other districts
and in some redevelopment areas. The applicability and effectiveness of the current
requirements should be assessed, and any improvements to the requirements (including
moving them from the Planning Code to the Transportation Code, so they can apply
retroactively to older buildings) identified; Supervisor Chiu's Northeast Ordinance, for
example, proposes extending these requirements to some additional zoning districts, and
expanding the requirements to include cycling.
 
3. BART Capacity constraints
            a. System, line, and station. BART capacity is a complex challenge, but one can
think about it at a system level (railcars are in short supply, for example), a line level (i.e. the
SFO-Bay Point line, where we are running the maximum length trains as close together as we
can), and at the station level (platform capacity and vertical circulation). Addressing capacity







constraints will require investments at all levels (expanding the railcar fleet, improving and
expanding maintenance and storage facilities, upgrading the train control system, and station
capacity projects). Future development needs to pay for BART capacity, or BART can't
support future development. 
            b. Bay Bridge Corridor capacity. The automobile capacity of the Bay Bridge
corridor is near its peak in the peak; all future travel growth in this corridor will need to be
on transit. Another way of saying this is that the transit mode split in the Bay Bridge corridor
must necessarily increase as trips increase.
            b. Embarcadero Station. Embarcadero Station is BART's most capacity-constrained,
and is already at capacity. We are working to identify short, medium, and long-term capacity
improvements at the station. Montgomery Station is the other station we are concerned about;
Powell and Civic Center have few station capacity constraints.
            c. Peak Capacity. Capacity constraints for stations only exist in the commute peak
hour, and for line capacity, only in the peak commute hour in the main commute direction.
Getting employers to stagger work hours and spread out the peaks would save billions of
dollars on capacity projects and/or buy time to fund and build capacity projects, if we can
figure out how to do it; doing so should be a TDM objective.
            d. AC Transit Transbay Service. BART and AC Transit have started talking about a
partnership to encourage use of AC Transit Transbay Service to address BART capacity
constraints, and access constraints (chiefly parking) at inner East Bay BART stations.
Fortunately, the Transbay Terminal is located in the same growing office cluster as
Embarcadero and Montgomery stations, so expanded Transbay service can relieve station
capacity at our two most constrained stations. We will need support for operations (expanded
service) and capital (buses and bus-priority improvements on the Bay Bridge, freeways, and
East Bay streets). SFMTA and SFCTA should be part of the conversation; who should we be
talking to?
            e. Central Subway. The Central Subway can relieve capacity at Embarcadero Station
if it diverts transfers from BART to the T–3rd (for folks headed to Caltrain, Mission Bay, the
Giants Ballpark, and the Eastern Waterfront) from Embarcadero to Powell.
 
4. Warriors Arena, Regional Transit, and Sustainability.
            a. Oakland Coliseum. The best location for the Warriors Arena is its current location
in Oakland. The current location is directly accessible via BART's Richmond-Fremont,
Fremont-Daly City, and Dublin/Pleasanton Daly City lines, which provide frequent service
and have the fewest capacity problems (these lines are less crowded than the Richmond and
Bay Point lines, and all run fewer than 10-car trains, so we can add capacity once we get
more railcars. The Oakland location doesn't increase passenger loads at Embarcadero Station,
our most dangerously overcrowded. The Coliseum Arena is also served by the high-capacity
Capitol Corridor trains, which connects to the North Bay, South Bay, and Sacramento
regions. It has good regional freeway access. Keeping the warriors at the Coliseum Arena
allows continued use of an existing building, rather than building an expensive, and resource
intensive, new one over the bay. 
            b. Seawall Lot 337.  Seawall lot 337 has some advantages over Piers 30-32. Once
Central Subway is built, this station will connect to BART via Powell Station, which doesn't
have the capacity constraints that Embarcadero does. It is close to the 4th and King Caltrain
station, and if the 22-Fillmore extension into Mission Bay ever gets built, folks coming from
the south can access the arena via 16th Street BART station.
            c. Piers 30-32. The most challenging location is on Piers 30-32. It maximizes the
pressure on Embarcadero Station, which is already facing serious station capacity constraints.
It is further from BART and Commuter rail than either location, and local transit would







require either supplemental bus or Muni Metro service (for which Muni doesn't have the
spare railcars), and/or expensive historic streetcar service. Its location over water increases
the embodied energy (and greenhouse gas emissions) of the structure, creates the greatest
conflicts with bicycle and pedestrian access along the Embarcadero, and maximizes damage
to the fragile ecology of the Bay.
 
 
Tom Radulovich
Executive Director
Livable City
995 Market Street, Suite 1450
San Francisco CA 94103
415 344-0489
tom@livablecity.org
www.livablecity.org
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From: Kern, Chris (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: GSW Preliminary Project Description Overview
Date: Thursday, May 22, 2014 3:46:49 PM


Sigh… looks like we’re still not all on the same page re the purpose of this meeting. Just to be
absolutely clear, we’re not discussing assumptions needed for the transportation analysis to proceed
and Jose does not need to attend. The meeting is for Clarke and Jesse to present the preliminary
project description. If this is correct, I can respond as such to Clarke’s email or give him a call (unless
one of you would like to call him).
 
Let me know how you’d like to proceed.
Thanks,
Chris
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2014 3:18 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Jesse Blout; Wise, Viktoriya
(CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW Preliminary Project Description Overview
 
Thanks for reserving the time, Brett. Just to make sure expectations are met, the intent of the
meeting is to discuss assumptions needed for the transportation analysis to proceed. We’ll need
Jose there to accomplish this effectively, so please forward this invite to him unless there are any
objections. It’s his intention to send to this group by tomorrow a preliminary trip gen analysis based
on a few possible project program scenarios.
Clarke
 
-----Original Appointment-----
From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) [mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2014 3:06 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout;
Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: GSW Preliminary Project Description Overview
When: Wednesday, May 28, 2014 1:00 PM-2:00 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).
Where: CPC-431(A)-1650 Mission (20)
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From: Albert, Peter
To: Val Menotti; dwatry@bart.gov; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Liz Brisson; Robert Mitroff; Wise, Viktoriya; Miller,


Erin
Subject: BART basic info for upcoming EIR analysis
Date: Wednesday, January 29, 2014 4:39:57 PM


Hi, Val and Bob:


I use this email to facilitate intro to Luba Wyznyckyj, consultant for the Warriors' EIR.  She will have
some basic, baseline capacity and ridership questions that need her focus sooner than the date of my
next BART meeting:


Please see how much you can assist her in her data gathering.


Liz:  I cc you as well since you may need the same info for your Phase 2 work: a different purpose, but
benefitting from sharing same assumptions as Luba.


Many thanks,


Peter Albert
Manager, SFMTA Urban Planning Initiatives
1 South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor
San Francisco, CA. 94103
415.701.4328


Sent from my iPhone
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Paul Mitchell; Kern, Chris (CPC); Joyce
Cc: Mary McDonald Mary McDonald (mary@orionenviroment.com); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: conf call with Clarke
Date: Wednesday, March 19, 2014 11:23:04 AM
Attachments: SLR Elevation Comparison in 4-7-2014 DRB Exhibits_FINAL.PDF


GSW Preliminary SLR Adaptation Strategy Narrative_20140314.pdf


Please add Kate Aufhauser to the invite (copied here). And attached are a couple of SLR-related docs
we recently created for our BCDC DRB submittal that may be helpful for the call.
Clarke
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 19, 2014 11:13 AM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC); Joyce
Cc: Mary McDonald Mary McDonald (mary@orionenviroment.com); Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: conf call with Clarke
 
Chris:  Yes, I will set up shortly.
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) [mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 19, 2014 11:12 AM
To: Joyce
Cc: Paul Mitchell; Mary McDonald Mary McDonald (mary@orionenviroment.com); Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: conf call with Clarke
 
Hi Joyce,
Are we on for today at 1:30 to discuss SLR? If so, can you set up a conference number?
Thanks,
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 
 
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Monday, March 17, 2014 2:53 PM
To: Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com)
Subject: conf call with Clarke
 
Hi Joyce,
Clarke’s available Wednesday at 1:30. If that works for you, Paul and Mary, can you set up the call?
Thanks
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
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KEY PLAN



WEST EDGE SECTION
WITH SEA LEVELS
LOOKING NORTH



GOLDEN STATE WARRIORS PIER 30/32 DEVELOPMENT
BCDC Design Review Board
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Preliminary Sea Level Rise Adaptation Strategies: Piers 30‐32 
 
GSW’s  design  for  the  Piers  30‐32  project  addresses  Sea  Level  Rise  (SLR)  both  by  proactively 
incorporating  SLR  adaptation  strategies  into  today’s  design  and  by  planning  for  the  future 
incorporation  and/or  retrofit  of  certain  design  elements  to  further  protect  the  project  once 
anticipated impacts of future SLR become more imminent. The proposed design of the substructure 
and superstructure will allow the site to tolerate periodic flooding and wave overtopping consistent 
with anticipated sea level rise through the year 2050.  GSW is also studying strategies to incorporate 
an  adaptive management  approach  to  sea  level  rise  through  at  least  the duration of  the  ground 
lease, which is expected to be the year 2081. These recommended design and adaptation strategies 
are preliminary and are contingent on Moffatt & Nichol’s forthcoming analysis of the expected SLR 
and  flood water  levels  at  Piers  30‐32. Once  complete,  the  findings will  be  discussed  during  the 
project’s upcoming BCDC ECRB process. 
 
With  the exception of  the area adjacent  to The Embarcadero  sidewalk,  the new pier deck will be 
above the highest projected water level incorporating sea level rise through 2050 and possibly even 
above  2100  projections  depending  on which  SLR  analysis  is  considered.  In  addition,  the  venue’s 
event  level (i.e., basketball court  level)  is positioned another 3’ above the new pier deck to create 
generous additional tolerance for SLR. 
 
The current Piers 30‐32 concept design anticipates addressing SLR issues as follows: 
‐ Set project buildings back from the edge of the pier. All buildings on the site will be set back a 



minimum of 25’ along the perimeter of the pier. The only exception to this design approach  is 
Red’s  Java  House,  which  will  be  relocated  to  the  southwest  corner  of  the  site  and  will  be 
situated along the pier’s edge to comply with historic preservation standards. 



‐ Provide drainage around the perimeter to drain water from breaking waves 
‐ Design pier  substructure  to  resist  all wave  and buoyant  forces  consistent with projected  sea 



level rise through at least 2081 
‐ Eliminate,  where  feasible,  building  wall  penetrations  at  lower  elevations  to  preclude  water 



ingress 
‐ Provide  space  for emergency pumping  systems  in  lower areas of  the  site  that may encounter 



water in those spaces (i.e., garage entry, first level of parking structure, loading dock) 
‐ Provide adequate first floor story height in Retail buildings to allow the floor to be raised in the 



future 



 
Certain  areas of  the pier, particularly  those  areas  closest  to  The  Embarcadero  roadway,  are  at  a 
lower elevation  than  the new pier deck.  For example,  the parking garage entry,  the  first  level of 
parking, and  the  loading dock  floor areas are approximately 1’ below  the new pier deck elevation 
and  therefore  may  require  adaptive  management.  Current  planning  for  incorporating  future 
adaptive features and/or retrofitting existing elements includes: 
‐ Install a solid curb along the lower portion of the railing that extends around the deck perimeter 
‐ Place low walls at the base of the landscaped areas to minimize damage from inundation of salt 



water from coastal flooding 
‐ Construct a wave attenuation wall at the pier structure perimeter 












 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 



mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org

http://www.sfplanning.org/






From: Clarke Miller
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Jesse Blout; Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Kern,


Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW Preliminary Project Description Overview
Date: Thursday, May 22, 2014 3:20:32 PM


Thanks for reserving the time, Brett. Just to make sure expectations are met, the intent of the
meeting is to discuss assumptions needed for the transportation analysis to proceed. We’ll need
Jose there to accomplish this effectively, so please forward this invite to him unless there are any
objections. It’s his intention to send to this group by tomorrow a preliminary trip gen analysis based
on a few possible project program scenarios.
Clarke
 
-----Original Appointment-----
From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) [mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2014 3:06 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout;
Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: GSW Preliminary Project Description Overview
When: Wednesday, May 28, 2014 1:00 PM-2:00 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).
Where: CPC-431(A)-1650 Mission (20)
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From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
To: Rich, Ken (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Liz Brisson; Elizabeth Sall; Bollinger, Brett (CPC);


Benson, Brad (PRT); Oshima, Diane (PRT); Gillett, Gillian (MYR); Clarke Miller; David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com)


Subject: Bi-weekly Transp Mtg Agenda 3/7/14
Date: Thursday, March 06, 2014 8:36:55 PM
Attachments: 2014-3-7-14 Bi-Weekly Transp Agenda.docx


See attached agenda for our biweekly tomorrow at 2:00p in City Hall Room 448.


Let me know if you need to dial in.


Best,


Adam Van de Water
Project Manager
Office of Economic and Workforce Development
City and County of San Francisco
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102
415.554.6625
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Date	Friday, March 7, 2014


Time	2:00 PM – 3:30 PM


Location	City Hall, Room 448


Invitees	Adam Van de Water; Brad Benson; Elizabeth Sall; Erin Miller; Gillian Gillette; Ken Rich; Peter Albert; Tilly Chang; Viktoriya Wise; Liz Brisson; Clarke Miller; Diane Oshima;


													


GSW –BI-WEEKLY TRANSPORTATION MEETING	 AGENDA
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NOTE: KEN IS OUT OF THE OFFICE





AGENDA ITEMS


I. Critical Path Items/Important Updates


a. Project Schedule


b. SFCTA Analysis


c. DEIR


d. CAC


e. Pilot Projects





II. Transportation Plan


a. One of 3 planned public documents (alongside Good Neighbor and Financial Plans)


b. Table of Contents


c. Ownership


d. Level of Detail 


e. [bookmark: _GoBack]Schedule





III. WTA Link to Transportation Task Force





IV. Questions/Action Items/Next Steps 


a. PCO and transit cost estimating


b. TDM Ideas













From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
To: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Jose Farran
Subject: RE: intersections
Date: Tuesday, May 06, 2014 11:02:00 AM


I think we should add Third/16th for pedestrian analysis. I will look through the intersection and
Clarke’s email and let you know if I have any questions.
 


From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com [mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 06, 2014 10:59 AM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Jose Farran
Subject: Re: intersections
 
 
We think that the two intersections would cover the pedestrian routes to the larger garages to
the north.
Depending on how much analysis of pedestrian conditions you feel is needed, you can also
consider adding the intersection of Third/16th.
 
And regarding the traffic study intersections, we identified the 23 to provide coverage for
access to and from the regional facilities and also at key locations within the Mission Bay
site, so don't need to be convinced of them.  Call us if you want to discuss them over the
phone.  Both of us are around.
 
 
Luba C. Wyznyckyj, AICP
LCW Consulting
3990 20th Street
San Francisco, CA 94114
(t) 415-252-7255
(c) 415-385-7031
 


 
On May 6, 2014, at 10:53 AM, Bollinger, Brett (CPC) wrote:


How about pedestrian routes from Mission Bay parking garages? Or would Third/South and
T.Francois/South cover those routes?
 


From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com [mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 06, 2014 10:50 AM
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Jose Farran
Subject: Re: intersections
 
Hi Viktoriya and Brett
We will also need to determine if we want to conduct any new pedestrian and bicycle counts.
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 We should count those at the same time as the traffic volume counts.
Jose and I just took at the count locations, and it seems that we could limit the pedestrian and
bicycle counts to the crosswalks at the intersections of Third/South and T.Francois/South.
 
 
On May 6, 2014, at 10:37 AM, José I. Farrán wrote:


Viktoriya/Brett,
 
Interesting suggestions.  Luba and I will be happy to give you our thoughts if you like.
 
_______________________________________________________
José I. Farrán, P.E.
  Adavant
         Consulting
200 Francisco St.,  2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133
office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com
www.AdavantConsulting.com
 
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 06, 2014 10:15 AMlu
To: Viktoriya Wise (viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org)
Cc: Jose Farran (jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com); lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: intersections
 
Hi Viktoriya,
 
Since schedules don’t appear to be aligning for an in-person meeting this week, let’s see what we
can accomplish over email. Attached is Jose’s proposed set of intersections to collect data on. I
know we need to move quickly to capture counts before the end-of-school year.
 
Here are my thoughts on the proposed set:
 
Intersections to cut: #1 & #2 (both are too far from site and unlikely routes to Mission Bay)
Intersections I need to be convinced on: #5, #10, #17, #18, #23 (all appear to be redundant with
adjacent/nearby intersections)
Remaining 16 intersections seem appropriate for study
 
Please share your thoughts so we can finalize the study scope asap. And to be clear, for
intersections already studied within the previous SWL 3337 scope, the study will capture the new
time period, weekday 7-8pm. For new intersections, the study will capture weekday 4-6pm,
weekday 7-8pm, weekday 9-11pm and Saturday 7-9pm.
 
Thanks,
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Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
 


<Fig 1 Study Intersections.pdf>
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Jesse Blout; Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Kern,


Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW Preliminary Project Description Overview
Date: Thursday, May 22, 2014 3:20:34 PM


Thanks for reserving the time, Brett. Just to make sure expectations are met, the intent of the
meeting is to discuss assumptions needed for the transportation analysis to proceed. We’ll need
Jose there to accomplish this effectively, so please forward this invite to him unless there are any
objections. It’s his intention to send to this group by tomorrow a preliminary trip gen analysis based
on a few possible project program scenarios.
Clarke
 
-----Original Appointment-----
From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) [mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2014 3:06 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout;
Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: GSW Preliminary Project Description Overview
When: Wednesday, May 28, 2014 1:00 PM-2:00 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).
Where: CPC-431(A)-1650 Mission (20)
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From: Arce, Pedro (OCII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: Blocks 29-32 design considerations
Date: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 11:04:08 AM
Attachments: Blocks 29-32 design.docx


Here are some ideas of issues to consider.
We also need to include considerations about movement of vehicles
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May 27, 2014						Prepared by Pedro Francisco Arce





DRAFT Blocks 29 to 32 Design Considerations





A) Land Use Designation


Currently the blocks are designated Commercial/Industrial/Retail. 


The D for D does not have any Design Guidelines for entertainment uses, only for Retail uses. 





B) Urban Design considerations;


1) Block Pattern


The development of blocks in Mission Bay South emulates the traditional street grid of Downtown San Francisco both in terms of orientation and dimensions. Blocks 29 to 32 appear as a super-block; however each block is defined on two sides by public rights-of-way, streets (Third, South and 16th Streets and Terry Francois Boulevard) and public rights-of-way that may be pedestrian or vehicular.


Streets and other public rights-of-way function also as view corridors; an added consideration regarding the other rights-of-way is that they establish a pedestrian oriented environment that allows connectivity.


The development of Blocks 29 to 32 should recognize such block pattern. 


2) Streetwall


This consideration is basic to support the block pattern discussed above (by retaining the typical street width to streetwall height ratio, approximately 1: 1.25) and creating an attractive pedestrian environment. 


New development in the blocks shall address considerations regarding minimum length, minimum and maximum height of the streetwall; variations (horizontal and vertical planes), multiple entries, corner zone conditions, projections and setbacks, etc. These will determine pedestrian scale, building character and provide visual interest.


Buildings along Terry Francois are encouraged to provide variety within the streetwall and visual relief from the Bayfront Park.


Setbacks: a minimum setback of 5’ applies on the eastern side of Third Street. 


3) Height


Blocks 29 to 32 are within Height Zone 5 (HZ5) which allows a base height of 90’ (covering 93% of the area of HZ5) and towers 160’ (covering 7% of the area of HZ5). The height limit of Blocks 30 and 32 is limited to 90’. This limitation responds to the fact that both blocks are facing Bayfront Park. 


Other considerations pertaining height are: 


Skyline character (new development to complement the existing city and Mission Bay South pattern and add attractive new element as seen from nearby vantage points)


Roof-scape (recognizing that new development may be visible from higher surroundings)


4) Colors and Materials


Shall complement the design of future development; contribute to support the visual character of the City and Mission Bay South as well as the public importance of the buildings. 





[bookmark: _GoBack]Blocks 29-32 design 







From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Oerth, Sally (OCII)
Cc: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: RE: language to be added to the MB page on our website
Date: Wednesday, April 30, 2014 3:22:04 PM


Sally. I will send over tonight the website updates I was working on as well to clean
things up.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Oerth, Sally (OCII)" 
Date:04/30/2014 1:53 PM (GMT-08:00) 
To: "Lo, Ferry (OCII)" 
Cc: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" ,"Hussain, Lila (OCII)" ,"Jones, Natasha (OCII)" 
Subject: RE: language to be added to the MB page on our website 


Thanks – sorry I didn’t mean that there needed to be 2 links to the info memo.  Since you have
enabled the “here” in the “please click here”, you can take out  that link at the end of the sentence
that says Golden State Warriors.
 
_____________________________________
Sally Oerth
Deputy Director
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
Successor Agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103


Phone: 415.749.2580
Fax: 415.749.2585


 


From: Lo, Ferry (OCII) 
Sent: Wednesday, April 30, 2014 1:26 PM
To: Oerth, Sally (OCII)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Hussain, Lila (OCII); Jones, Natasha (OCII)
Subject: RE: language to be added to the MB page on our website
 
Hi Sally, posted. You may need to refresh if you have our website open.
 
C. Ferry Lo
 


From: Oerth, Sally (OCII) 
Sent: Wednesday, April 30, 2014 12:49 PM
To: Lo, Ferry (OCII)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Hussain, Lila (OCII); Jones, Natasha (OCII)
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Subject: language to be added to the MB page on our website
 
Ferry can you please add the following text as the first bullet under the What’s New section on the
Mission Bay page of our website:
 


·         In April 2014 the Golden State Warriors entered into a contract with salesforce.com to
purchase Blocks 29 to 32 in Mission Bay South for the development of approximately 1
million square feet of arena, office and retail uses.  Information regarding this project will be
posted here as it becomes available.  Please click here to view the most recent informational
memorandum provided to the Commission on Community Investment and Infrastructure


regarding this project :  [insert link to info memo from April 29th meeting]
 
_____________________________________
Sally Oerth
Deputy Director
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
Successor Agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103


Phone: 415.749.2580
Fax: 415.749.2585


 








From: Clarke Miller
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW Preliminary Project Description Overview
Date: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 9:55:36 AM


Thank you, Catherine.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Sunday, May 25, 2014 1:27 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: GSW Preliminary Project Description Overview
 
Clarke – Jose has been added to the invite list.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2014 3:18 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Jesse Blout; Wise, Viktoriya
(CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW Preliminary Project Description Overview
 
Thanks for reserving the time, Brett. Just to make sure expectations are met, the intent of the
meeting is to discuss assumptions needed for the transportation analysis to proceed. We’ll need
Jose there to accomplish this effectively, so please forward this invite to him unless there are any
objections. It’s his intention to send to this group by tomorrow a preliminary trip gen analysis based
on a few possible project program scenarios.
Clarke
 
-----Original Appointment-----
From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) [mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2014 3:06 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout;
Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: GSW Preliminary Project Description Overview
When: Wednesday, May 28, 2014 1:00 PM-2:00 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).
Where: CPC-431(A)-1650 Mission (20)
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Oerth, Sally (OCII); Levenson, Leo
Cc: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: Budget
Date: Tuesday, April 29, 2014 9:26:00 AM
Attachments: FY 14-15 OCII Budget Narrative - DRAFT-2014-04-25MB1.docx


Sally/Leo – I looked at the budget and it looks good.  I added some language into the narrative about
the Warriors project and the PMP.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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OFFICE OF COMMUNITY INVESTMENT & INFRASTRUCTURE


Fiscal Year 2014-15 Proposed Budget 


1. [bookmark: _Toc355266142]Background





The Office of Community Investment & Infrastructure is the Successor Agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency. On February 1, 2012 the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency (“SFRA”), along with all 400 redevelopment agencies in California, was dissolved pursuant to Assembly Bill 26 (“AB 26”) and by order of the California State Supreme Court. In June of 2012, Assembly Bill 1484 was passed to further clarify certain aspects of the dissolution of redevelopment agencies, and together the two assembly bills are known as the “Dissolution Law”. Pursuant to the Dissolution Law and to Board of Supervisors Ordinance 215-12, the City has created the Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (“OCII”) as the Successor Agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency. As Successor Agency, OCII succeeds to the organizational status of SFRA but without any legal authority to participate in redevelopment activities except to complete work related to approved enforceable obligations. 





Those enforceable obligations are related to: (1) the Major Approved Development Projects (defined as the Hunters Point Shipyard / Candlestick Point Redevelopment Project, the Mission Bay North and South Redevelopment Project, and the Transbay Redevelopment Project); (2) the asset management of SFRA assets such as Yerba Buena Gardens, existing economic development agreements such as loans, grants, or owner participation agreements, and other real property and assets of SFRA that must be wound down under the Dissolution Law; and (3) OCII’s Retained Housing Obligations which include ensuring the development of affordable housing in the Major Approved Development Projects as well as fulfilling a Replacement Housing Obligation. 





Governance





The Commission on Community Investment and Infrastructure, which was established by the City through Ordinance 215-12, is the main governing body of OCII and is responsible for implementing and completing the enforceable obligations of the former redevelopment projects, including exercising land use and design approval authority for the Major Approved Development Projects. The Commission is comprised of five members appointed by the Mayor and confirmed by the Board of Supervisors, with two of the seats held by residents of the two supervisorial districts with the largest amounts of the Major Approved Development Projects. 





The Dissolution Law requires that there be an additional governing body known as an Oversight Board to oversee certain functions of OCII as the Successor Agency, and which has a fiduciary duty to the holders of enforceable obligations with the former Redevelopment Agency and to the taxing entities that are entitled to an allocation of property taxes. The Oversight Board of the City and County of San Francisco reviews and approves OCII’s expenditures and use of tax increment through semi-annual Recognized Obligation Payment Schedules (“ROPS”), as well as approving the issuance of any bonds, transfers of property, and other matters related to the dissolution of SFRA. The Mayor appoints four of the seven members of the Oversight Board, subject to confirmation by the Board of Supervisors. One of those four members must represent the largest group of former Agency employees. The remaining three members are representatives of affected taxing entities: the Bay Area Rapid Transit District, the San Francisco Unified School District, and the San Francisco Community College.





The Dissolution Law requires that OCII be a separate legal entity from the City and County of San Francisco, just as SFRA was. However, OCII is still subject to the governance of the City acting through its legislative capacity. Accordingly, the OCII’s budget must be approved first by the Commission and subsequently approved by the Mayor and Board of Supervisors. 





2. [bookmark: _Toc355266143]
Budget Summary





Table 1 displays a summary of the OCII proposed budget for Fiscal Year 2014-15 compared to the prior year budget. 





[bookmark: _Toc355262769][bookmark: _Toc355264204][bookmark: _Toc355266144]The FY 2014-15 proposed budget of $375 million represents an increase of $51.7 million compared to the prior year, largely due to: 





· $88.4 million increase in affordable housing fees from developers;


· $8.8 million net increase in property tax increment applied to development projects, including anticipated $12.3 million rise in pledged Mission Bay tax increment revenues, offset by a $3.5 million reduction in use of other property tax. 


· $15.3 million increase in use of prior year fund balances. 


· $58.3 million reduction from change in new bond revenues, due to the absence of any planned new money bond issuances in FY 2014-15. The budget does allow for the potential refunding of existing tax allocation bond debt if market conditions allow for debt service savings. 





In addition to amounts specified in the FY 2014-15 budget, the enabling resolution accompanying the budget would allow OCII to accept and expend any pledged property tax revenues in the Mission Bay North and South and Transbay project areas, and Transbay revenues from sale of formerly state-owned properties for their pledged purposes. 





Table 2 shows the OCII FY 2014-15 budget by high-level categories of spending and funding source. These show that developer payments makes up 36.6% of the sources of the proposed budget, followed by property tax at 34.1% and fund balances at 19.7%. Rents, garage revenues, and other revenues make up the remaining 9.6%. On the uses side, Affordable Housing makes up 48.0% of the budget, followed by debt service at 31.1% and infrastructure at 11.5%. The remaining 9.4% goes to asset management, project management and administration costs. 





Table 3 shows the proposed FY 2014-15 budget by project area, followed by a narrative for each project area. The enabling resolution accompanying the budget would allow OCII the flexibility to transfer budgeted appropriations within project areas and to transfer appropriations for allocated staffing and overhead costs between project areas. In both cases, such transfers are subject to funding availability and compliance with DOF-approved ROPSs. 





OCII also administers five Community Facilities Districts (“CFDs”) created under California’s Mello-Roos Act which support infrastructure and maintenance activities in project areas with funds from dedicated parcel taxes. Although the CFD activities are not included in OCII’s budget, their annual levies and outstanding debt as of June 30, 2014 are provided for informational purposes in Appendix 1. 





Appendix 2 provides reference information on project area plans.  





Appendix 3 provides a view of the OCII’s tax allocation bond debt service obligations through Fiscal Year 2024-25. 






Table 1. FY 2014-15 Proposed Budget, $ Thousands



[image: ]





[bookmark: _Toc355262771][bookmark: _Toc355264206][bookmark: _Toc355266146][bookmark: _Toc355262774][bookmark: _Toc355264209][bookmark: _Toc355266149]Table 2. Fiscal Year 2014-15 Budget Summary by Sources and Uses, $ Thousands 
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Table 3. Proposed FY 2014-15 Budget by Project Area/Cost Center, $ Thousands 
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3. [bookmark: _Toc355266156]Administration Expenses and Budgeted Positions





Table 4 provides a summary of OCII’s proposed $12.1 million FY 2014-15 administrative budget: 





Table 4. Proposed FY 2014-15 Administrative Budget, $ Thousands





[image: ]





Of the proposed $12.2 million budget, $2.9 million is anticipated to be funded with Property Tax designated as part of OCII’s Administrative Cost Allowance provided for under Redevelopment Dissolution Law, and a further $1.0 million is anticipated to come from property tax increment provided for retiree health insurance costs. $150,000 represents an allowance for developer payments to cover temporary staffing to cover surge work requirements in any project area. The remaining $8.1 million is allocated to project areas or other specific cost centers, for reimbursement from developer fees, lease revenues, project-based property tax increment, or other funding sources. 





The $7.5 million budget for OCII staff salaries and benefits represents a $1.3 million increase from the approved FY 2013-14 budget. The increase is primarily due to: 





· Filling of vacant positions. Details on authorized staff positions are provided below. 





· A 5.3% increase in CalPERS employer contribution from 12.86% in FY 13-14 to 18.19% in FY 14-15. 






· A provision for an additional $150,000 in temporary salaries that could be funded by developer contributions, to allow for surge staffing if major new requirements arise during the course of the year in any project area.    





Other items of note include: 





· Administrative and Management Services: the $900,000 budget represents the cost of staff support provided by the City Administrator’s Office, including the salary and benefit costs of the OCII Executive Director, two Deputy Directors and human resource management staff support. 





· Affordable Housing Services: The $609,000 budget represents staffing support provided by the Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community Development through the proposed Memorandum of Understanding, which is anticipated to be brought to the Commission for approval on May 6, 2014. 





· Legal Services: The $285,000 budget includes:


· $110,000 budget for City Attorney’s Office general legal support of OCII. 


· $100,000 budget for City Attorney’s Office legal support related to affordable housing projects, which may be charged to specific funding sources supporting those projects,


· $75,000 budget for other legal support that may be required by OCII. 





Note that there are $1 million in additional project-specific budgets for City Attorney Office assistance. 





· Planning and Workforce Development Services: The $379,000 budget includes $190,000 for planning services provided by the City of San Francisco City Planning Department and $189,000 for contractor workforce development services provided by the City’s Office of Economic and Workforce Development. 





· Other Professional Services: The $275,000 budget includes $100,000 for public communications support, $20,000 for records management support, and $155,000 contingency budget for unforeseen requirements that may come up during the year.  





· Other Current Expenses: The $611,000 budget includes:


· $259,000 for insurance premiums and deductibles


· $97,000 for software licensing fees


· $83,000 for mail, e-mail, telephone, copy machine and records storage


· $77,000 for office supplies and employee training and field expenses


· $50,000 for Commission and Oversight Board meeting expenses


· $45,000 for other expenses. 






FY 2014-15 Budgeted Positions 





Salary ranges shown are as of May 2014 and are subject to change based on negotiated labor agreements. Salary ranges are for information only-- should there be any discrepancy between the salary ranges shown here and negotiated labor agreements, the negotiated labor agreement amount would be determinative. In special circumstances, and in accord with OCII’s Personnel Policy, individuals may receive higher salaries than the ranges shown below to reflect acting assignments or unusual recruitment conditions. 





Positions with an asterisk are currently employed by the City and County of San Francisco (“City”) General Services Agency and work full time for OCII, in accord with a Memorandum of Understanding between the agencies. Additional City staff support on an as-needed basis is provided through professional services agreements. The salary budget also includes $150,000 for limited term temporary staff. 





Class Title				 Annual Salary Range	        FTE	


1380 Executive Director*			 $164,034 - $199,368			1	


1378 General Counsel*			 $144,430-  $175,578			1	


0933 Dep Director, Finance & Admin*	 $120,042-  $153,218			1	


060 Deputy Director			 $134,238-  $163,176			1	


565 Senior Civil Engineer			 $120,900 - $146,952			1


535 Development Services Manager	 $113,412 - $137,878			1	


535 Housing Program Manager		 $113,412 - $137,878			1


550 Senior Project Manager		 $112,086 - $136,266			2


635 Architect				 $104,442 - $126,932			1


590 Project Manager			 $  96,824 - $117,702			3


990 Assistant Project Manager		 $  91,078 - $110,708			4


615 Development Specialist 		 $  91,078 - $110,708			6


705 Assistant Development Specialist	 $  78,702 - $  95,654			1


730 Associate Planner			 $  81,822 - $  99,476			1


740 Harbormaster				 $  91,338 – $111,020			1


790 Assistant Harbormaster		 $  57,304 - $  69,628			1


840 Harbor Attendant			 $  49,270 - $  59,878			2


865 Harbor Office Assistant		 $  43,420 - $  52,728			1.6


890 Harbor Security Officer		 $  40,118 - $  48,646			2  


970 Accounting Supervisor		 $105,742 - $128,518			1


670 Financial Systems Accountant	 $  87,594 - $106,444			1


695 Accountant III		 	 $  75,660 - $  91,962			1


775 Accountant II				 $  62,823 - $  76,369			1		


585 Contract Compliance Supervisor	 $  97,370 - $118,352			1


586 Contract Compliance Specialist III	 $100,126 - $121,706			1


640 Contract Compliance Specialist	 $  76,440 - $  92,924			1	


630 Senior Financial Analyst		 $  99,736 - $121,212			1


720 Senior  Programmer Analyst		 $  78,468 - $  95,368			1


1030 Management Assistant III		 $  71,162 - $  86,502			4


1035 Management Assistant II		 $  62,088 - $  75,452			2


1040 Management Assistant I		 $  54,704 - $  66,482			1


855 Records Specialist II			 $  48,646 - $  59,124			1


895 Office Assistant I			 $  41,782 - $  50,726			1


 


Total OCII Positions							          50.6


4. 
Debt Service





Table 3 provides a summary of OCII’s proposed $111.4 million FY 2014-15 debt service budget: 





Table 3. FY 2014-15 Debt Service Budget, $Thousands


[image: ]





Highlights of the budget include: 





· Property Tax Increment for Tax Allocation Bonds: $97.3 million requirement. This is for the debt service payments scheduled for August 2014 and February 2015. 





· Property Tax Increment for Debt Management Services: The $144,000 budget is for bond trustee expenses, as-needed consultants for arbitrage calculations, and for OCII allocated staffing costs. 





· Property Tax Increment for South Beach Harbor: The $300,000 budget is the estimated amount of property tax derived from boats and improvements at South Beach Harbor which is pledged toward repayment of a South Beach Harbor revenue bond. 





· South Beach Harbor Revenues for Debt Service: The $1.6 million budget represents the additional amount of South Beach Harbor revenues anticipated to be needed to supplement Harbor property tax increment in order to cover debt service related to the Harbor. This is reduced $200,000 from the FY 2013-14 budget to reflect recent experience of actual receipts. 





· Hotel Tax/Moscone Revenues for Debt Service: The $11.8 million budget is for City and County of San Francisco Hotel Taxes and Moscone Center revenues pledged for repayment of revenue bonds issued by the former San Francisco Redevelopment Agency. 





· Refunding Bond Cost of Issuance Reimbursement: The $300,000 budget represents an allowance for reimbursing OCII for issuance costs related to a potential refunding bond planned for FY 2014-15. The bond will be issued only if market conditions allow for debt service savings. 





5. [bookmark: _Toc355266152][bookmark: _Toc355266155]
Mission Bay North and South Major Approved Development Projects





A. Project Description & Status





The Mission Bay North and South Redevelopment Project Areas were established in 1998 to create a vibrant, transit oriented, mixed-use community that will result in 6,350 residential units (29% of which will be affordable), 4.4 million square feet of office and biotechnology space, 400,000 square feet of retail uses, a new University of California, San Francisco research campus and medical center, 250-room hotel, 49 acres of open space, library, school, police headquarters, and local police and fire department. Completion of the Mission Bay project is anticipated to occur over 25 to 30 years and result in construction of more than $700 million of new infrastructure, development of over $8 billion in private vertical development, and creation of 31,000 permanent jobs.





Mission Bay is currently undergoing a massive construction boom. By early 2015, Mission Bay will see the majority of the remaining market-rate residential units completed (1,190 units), with another 150 affordable units also finished. The remaining market-rate housing (about 520 units) and 200 additional affordable housing units are anticipated to be under construction by early 2015. The first phase of the new UCSF medical center will be completed by then, providing 289-new hospital beds. The 4th Street commercial corridor will be almost complete and filled with new, local serving commercial uses. The Public Safety Building will be open by end of 2014, providing additional security to the neighborhood with a local fire and police station, in addition to the San Francisco Police Headquarters. Planning for the next wave of commercial office space is anticipated to be underway in 2015. To serve all this new development, almost all of the remaining streets and underground utilities will be finished by early 2016, and there will be several new parks, including the new children’s park and new parks along the bayfront.





Implementation of the Mission Bay project occurs through the Mission Bay North and South Redevelopment Plans and the Mission Bay existing obligations. The Mission Bay North and South Owner Participation Agreements, and several related or attached documents including the Infrastructure Plans, Financing Plans, and the Tax Increment Allocation Pledge Agreements, are enforceable obligations and outline the public/private partnership between OCII and the Mission Bay Master Developer, FOCIL-MB, LLC. On January 24, 2014, OCII received a Final and Conclusive Determination on the Mission Bay enforceable obligations from the State Department of Finance (“DOF”).





OCII also is responsible for the management of the 41-acre planned Mission Bay Open Space System until 2043. Currently there are about 15 acres that are completed and operated by OCII. OCII has entered into a contract with MJM Management Group (“MJM”) to do the day-to-day management of the parks. The costs for park management are paid with special taxes collected through Community Facilities District #5 (CFD#5), which OCII administers. The calendar year 2014 budget for CFD#5 and the park management is included in the OCII budget for informational purposes only. 





Key responsibilities of OCII, and its Commission, related to the implementation of Mission Bay include financing of infrastructure, land use review and approvals provide financing for the development of affordable housing on land donated by the Master Developer, maintenance of the 41-acre Mission Bay open space system, creation and implementation of a Mission Bay Art Program, and staffing of the Mission Bay Citizens Advisory Committee. Selection of development teams and review of financial and other long-term agreements for the affordable housing sites will be coordinated with the Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community Development (“MOHCD”), since affordable housing assets will be transferred to MOHCD after the project is completed and occupied. Prior to the start of Fiscal Year 2014-2015, OCII will be procuring additional services from MOHCD through a Memorandum of Understanding to assist in monitoring of construction, marketing, and financial disbursements.





Staff will also work to ensure compliance with OCII's equal opportunity programs for workforce and contracting on all projects in the Project Area. Specifically, contract compliance staff will monitor all phases of construction, including hiring of local workers and the payment of prevailing wages. Staff will work closely with contractors themselves, as well as with the Citybuild program and other community based organizations, to foster job creation for local workers and to improve the opportunities for local, small, minority, and women owned businesses to participate on OCII projects.





B. Fiscal Year 2014-15 Workplan 





1. Mission Bay North & South: Provide funding for and/or ensure the development of approximately 1,800 total affordable housing units in Mission Bay South and Mission Bay North (of which 674 units have been constructed) pursuant to the Owner Participation Agreements with the master developer and the Tax Increment Pledge Agreements with the City.





2. Block 6 East Affordable Housing: Select development team and provide predevelopment funding for the affordable housing project on Block 6 East to develop the site into approximately 135 units of rental housing for very low-income families, which will also include a set-aside of 20 percent of the units for formerly homeless families referred by the Human Services Agency. The Request For Proposal (“RFP”) is anticipated to be issued towards the end of Fiscal Year 2013-14. 





3. Block 3 East Affordable Housing: Issue an RFP, select a development team, and provide predevelopment funding for the affordable housing projects on Block 3 East to develop the site into approximately 100 units of supportive rental housing for formerly homeless individuals to be referred by the Department of Public Health.





4. Block 7 West Affordable Housing: Complete financial closing for construction funds needed for the development of 200 units of affordable rental housing for low-income families on Block 7 West and begin construction.





5. Block N4P3 Marketing Plan: Utilize MOHCD services to review, approve and monitor implementation of marketing plans of inclusionary affordable units within the Block N3P4 residential project in Mission Bay North.





6. Mission Bay Public Art Program: Develop a public art program for art within Mission Bay open spaces, which may include utilizing expertise within the art community, such as the San Francisco Arts Commission or consultants to be hired by OCII. Current budget has almost $1 million in funds, which would be expended over multiple budget years.





7. Blocks 1: Approve schematic designs for residential and hotel uses on Block 1.





8. Design Review – Continue to process the design development and construction drawings for Blocks 1, 5, 7, 11, 12 East, 13 West, 40, and N4P3.





9. Salesforce PropertiesUCSF Blocks 33/34: Work with salesforce.com and interested developers to explore opportunities to develop the saleforce.com properties (Blocks 26 to 34). If UCSF purchases Blocks 33/34, work with UCSF on the design of those two blocksBlocks 33/34.





10. [bookmark: _GoBack]Golden State Warriors Arena Project: Work with the Golden State Warriors to design Blocks 29 to 32 for an arena/office/retail project and complete an environmental impact report, major phase, and schematic designs for the site.





11. Park P6 Children’s Park: Complete the construction of a new children’s park on Park P6, using a $1.37 million Catalyst Grant from the California Department of Housing and Community Development (“HCD”).





12. Park P11-11a and P19: Complete construction on Park P11-11a on the Mission Bay Commons and Park P19 along Terry Francois Boulevard. 





13. Bayfront Park P26 and P27: Complete construction on Mariposa Park (P26) and P27 in the southern part of Mission Bay. 





14. Mission Creek Park P2: Complete the construction of the replacement parking for the Mission Creek Harbor Association (“MCHA”) as part of Park P2, complete the construction drawings for the park, and finalize the maintenance agreements with MCHA for the community garden and parking area.





15. Future Park Management Strategy: Start working with City/Port/Public Utilities Commission on future park management strategy once the Property Management Plan is approved by the Department of Finance.





16. Street Improvements: Continue construction of the remaining Mission Bay roadway improvements, which will be funded in part by a TIGER IV federal grant and HCD Prop 1C Transit Oriented Development grant.





6. [bookmark: _Toc355266153]
Transbay Major Approved Development Project





A. Project Description and Status





The Transbay Redevelopment Project Area (“Project Area”) was adopted in 2005 and consists of approximately 40 acres in downtown San Francisco surrounding the new Transbay Transit Center (“TTC”), which is currently under construction by the Transbay Joint Powers Authority (“TJPA”). The Project Area goals include the development of: 1) the new, multi-modal TTC and related public infrastructure; 2) a new, transit-oriented neighborhood on approximately 10 acres of publicly-owned property, most of which was formerly owned by the State of California (“State”); and 3) approximately 1,200 affordable housing units, or 35 percent of the new residential units constructed in the Project Area. OCII acts as the master developer for most of the formerly State-owned parcels in the Project Area, issuing requests for proposals and selecting developers to construct the improvements, as specified in the Redevelopment Plan for the Transbay Redevelopment Project Area (“Redevelopment Plan”) and related documents.





The new, transit-oriented neighborhood that will be developed by OCII on the 10-acres of formerly State-owned property in the Project Area will consist of more than 3,000 new housing units, including 1,200 affordable units, nearly 2 million square feet of new commercial space, and approximately 4 acres of new public open space. In addition, the new Transbay Transit Center site will include a 5.5-acre rooftop park and a 1.35-million-square-foot office tower. The development program for the Project Area embodies a balanced approach to density, with office and residential towers spaced apart to protect views and sunlight, and retail and townhouses to maintain visual interest at the ground level. The program includes significant widening and improvement of sidewalks, conversion of Folsom Street to two-way traffic, and reconfiguration of an Interstate 80 off-ramp, all with the goal of creating a safe and attractive pedestrian environment.





The TJPA is responsible for planning, constructing and eventually operating the new TTC. OCII is charged with implementing the Redevelopment Plan pursuant to its enforceable obligations, including: 1) the 2008 Tax Increment and Sales Proceeds Pledge Agreement between OCII, the City and County of San Francisco (“City”) and the TJPA (“Pledge Agreement”), which irrevocably commits land sale and tax increment revenue from formerly State-owned parcels for the TTC; 2) the 2006 Transbay Redevelopment Project Implementation Agreement between OCII and the TJPA (“Implementation Agreement”), which requires OCII to prepare and sell, with TJPA reimbursement of staff costs, the formerly State-owned parcels and to construct and fund new infrastructure improvements (such as parks and streetscapes) and affordable housing obligations; and 3) AB 812 (codified in Section 5027.1 of the California Public Resources Code), which mandates that 25 percent of the residential units developed in the Project Area shall be available to low-income households and an additional 10 percent shall be available to moderate-income households. On April 15, 2013, the California State Department of Finance issued a Final and Conclusive Determination under California Health and Safety Code § 34177.5 (i), that the Pledge Agreement, the Implementation Agreement, and the AB 812, are enforceable obligations are enforceable obligations of OCII.





Phase 1 of the TTC, including the above-ground bus station and the box for the below-ground train station, is under construction and is scheduled to be completed in 2017. Four of the publicly-owned parcels in the Project Area are in various stages of development and pre-development. Block 11A (the portion of Block 11 along Folsom Street) is a 120-unit supportive housing project completed construction and lease-up in Fiscal Year 13/14 and, like all completed affordable housing assets, will be transferred to the Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community Development (“MOHCD”) as Housing Successor pursuant to Dissolution Law. The TJPA sold Parcel T to Hines in Fiscal Year 12/13 to develop a 1,070-foot high-rise office tower. Because Parcel T is in Zone 2 of the Project Area and under the jurisdiction of the City, it was reviewed and approved by the San Francisco Planning Commission and started construction in April 2013. The former Redevelopment Agency selected Golub Real Estate Corp. (“Golub”) and Mercy Housing California (“Mercy”) for a market-rate and affordable housing development on Blocks 6/7 in December 2011. The site was sold to Golub in October 2013 and staff will seek final construction funding and approval of a long-term air-rigths lease for the affordable housing portion of the project by the end of Fiscal Year 13/14. OCII selected Avant Housing (“Avant”) and Bridge Housing (“Bridge”) for a market-rate and affordable housing development on Block 9 in May 2013, and anticipates bringing both a Disposition and Development Agreement and a financing agreement to provide funding (from funds provided by the Block 9 developer) to the affordable housing portion of the project in Fiscal Year 14/15. Staff issued a request for proposals for Block 8 in October 2013 and will recommend a development team for the Commission consideration before the end of Fiscal Year 13/14. Staff also intends to issue a request for proposals for Block 5 before the end of Fiscal Year 13/14. Per the Implementation Agreement, OCII is also developing infrastructure plans for the new neighborhood, including new streetscape improvements on Folsom Street and two major new public parks within the Project Area.





Selection of development teams and review of financial and other long-term agreements for future affordable housing sites will be coordinated with MOHCD. Prior to the start of Fiscal Year 2014-2015, OCII will be procuring additional services from MOHCD through a Memorandum of Understanding to assist in monitoring of construction, marketing, and financial disbursements. 





Staff will also work to ensure compliance with OCII's equal opportunity programs for workforce and contracting on all projects in the Project Area. Specifically, contract compliance staff will monitor all phases of construction, including hiring of local workers and the payment of prevailing wages. Staff will work closely with contractors themselves, as well as with the Citybuild program and other community based organizations, to foster job creation for local workers and to improve the opportunities for local, small, minority, and women owned businesses to participate on OCII projects.





Pursuant to the Implementation Agreement, the TJPA funds all of OCII’s staff and consultant costs related to the development of the State-owned parcels in the Project Area. Once a development team is selected, then OCII can charge the developer for staff and consultant costs instead of the TJPA. The staffing and construction costs for all infrastructure projects described in the tasks below are financed with tax increment. Note that the proposed Mello-Roos Community Facilities District will pay for the TTC and other infrastructure improvements in addition to those described below.








B. Fiscal Year 2014-15 Proposed Workplan





1. Block 6 Construction and Marketing: Land sale closed in October 2013. Approval of construction funding and a long-term air rights lease anticipated in May/June 2014. Working with MOHCD, monitor the construction of a residential development on Block 6, consisting of approximately 409 market-rate units and 70 affordable rental units (at 50% of AMI) in a 300-foot tower and adjacent podium and townhouse buildings, including ground-floor retail, open space and underground parking. Using MOHCD’s services, review, approve and monitor the implementation of the marketing and lease-up of all affordable units.





2. Block 7 Air Rights Lease and Construction: Approval of construction funding and a long-term air rights lease with the selected development team for an affordable residential development on Block 7 consisting of approximately 77 affordable rental units (at 50% of AMI) in two podium buildings and adjacent townhouses, including a ground-floor child care facility and open space.





3. Block 9 DDA, Air Rights Lease and Construction Loan: Approval of a disposition and development agreement (DDA), air rights lease and construction loan with the developers of Block 9 for a residential project consisting of approximately 456 market-rate units and 114 affordable rental units (at 50% of AMI) in a 400-foot tower and adjacent podium and townhouse buildings, including ground-floor retail, open space and underground parking.





4. Block 8 DDA: Selection of development team and exclusive negotiations agreement (ENA) anticipated in May 2014. Execute a DDA with the selected developers of Block 8 for a residential project consisting of approximately 476 market-rate units and 177 affordable rental units (at 50% of AMI) in a 550-foot tower and adjacent podium and townhouse buildings, including ground-floor retail, open space and underground parking.





5. Block 1 ENA, OP/DDA, and Predevelopment Funding: Execute an ENA and owner participation/disposition and development agreement (OP/DDA) with the current owner of the three private parcels adjacent to OCII’s parcel (Block 3720, Lot 027). Approval of predevelopment funding for the affordable housing units.





6. Block 5 ENA/DDA: Issuance of a request for proposals anticipated in April 2014. Select a development team and execute an ENA and DDA with the developer of Block 5 for an approximately 700,000-sf commercial office project in a 550-foot tower.





7. Folsom Streetscape Improvements: Complete construction documents for a set of streetscape improvements on Folsom Street. Issue request for bids through letter agreement with DPW. Select contractor and begin construction.





8. Under-Ramp Park: Complete schematic design and design development documents for a 2.4-acre park under the Interstate 80 off-ramp and TTC bus ramps between Folsom and Howard Streets in the Project Area. Complete negotiations with TJPA and Caltrain.





9. Folsom Street Off-Ramp Reconfiguration: Design and construction documents completed in February 2014. Issuance of bid documents anticipated in June 2014. Select contractor and begin construction of a reconfiguration of the existing Folsom Street Off-Ramp on Block 8 in order to create a better pedestrian environment and increase the value of the parcel. OCII has a letter agreement with the San Francisco County Transportation Authority, the City’s congestion-management agency, to provide technical services for this task.





10. Rincon-Hill/Transbay CBD: Work with an outside consultant and a steering committee composed of neighborhood property owners to create a community benefit district to provide funding for future maintenance of the new public parks to be constructed by OCII within the Project Area.





11. Transbay CFD: Work with the TJPA and the City to create a Mello-Roos Community Facilities District to provide funding for the TTC and other infrastructure improvements within and adjacent to the Project Area.





12. TJPA Support: Assist the TJPA with various financial and market analyses, as required by the TJPA’s funding partners and the TJPA Board of Directors.





13. Transbay CAC: Provide staff support to the Transbay Citizens Advisory Committee, which provides advice and recommendations to the Commission on all major activities of OCII in the Project Area.


















































7. [bookmark: _Toc355087109]Hunters Point Shipyard/Candlestick Point





Project Description & Status





The Hunters Point Shipyard (the “Shipyard”) and Candlestick Point (together “HPS/CP”) form approximately 770 acres along the southeastern waterfront of San Francisco. The San Francisco Board of Supervisors originally adopted the Shipyard Redevelopment Plan in 1997 and amended it in 2010 along with the Bayview Hunters Point Redevelopment Plan in 2010 to provide for the integrated planning and development of the Shipyard and the Candlestick Point portion of the Bayview Hunters Point Redevelopment Project Area. The Shipyard property is divided into Parcels A through G. Transfer of property after environmental remediation from the U.S. Department of the Navy (the “Navy”) to OCII, and in turn, redevelopment of the property, occurs in phases. Candlestick Point is subject to State and local land transfer agreements that allow for the re-use of the stadium site and adjacent underutilized parklands. 





Pursuant to a disposition and development agreement (“DDA”) with OCII, a master developer is completing the infrastructure for the first phase of the Shipyard’s redevelopment (“Phase 1”), which will ultimately include up to 1,600 homes, 32 percent of which will be affordable, miles of new utilities, and 26 acres of open space. OCII will be seeking development teams and providing financing for a minimum of 218 units on designated stand-alone affordable housing sites in Phase 1.The Shipyard’s full build out will occur over 20-25 years, but 800+ units of housing will be completed over the next five years in the Shipyard’s first phase. 





A master developer that is separate but affiliated with the Phase 1 developer will complete the remaining portion of the Shipyard infrastructure and also Candlestick Point area as one project under a separate DDA (“Phase 2”). The agreement for the Phase 2 development program provides for an additional 10,500 new housing units to be located on the Shipyard and Candlestick Point, 32% of which will be below market rate, including the rebuilding of the Alice Griffith public housing development consistent with the City’s HOPE SF program. Specifically, the OCII sponsored affordable housing development consists of 504 public housing replacement and new affordable units through five phases of the Alice Griffith project, plus an additional 1140 units on 10 stand-alone sites. The Phase 2 plan also includes approximately three million square feet of research and development and office uses as a hub for emerging technologies on the Shipyard, over 300 acres of parks and open space including a complete renovation of the Candlestick Point State Recreation area. In total, Phase 1 and Phase 2 will generate more than 12,000 permanent jobs, hundreds of new construction jobs each year, new community facilities, new transit infrastructure, and provide approximately $90 million in community benefits. 





Selection of development teams and review of financial and other long-term agreements for the affordable housing sites will be coordinated with the Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community Development (“MOHCD”), since affordable housing assets will be transferred to MOHCD after the project is completed and occupied. Prior to the start of Fiscal Year 2014-15, OCII will be procuring additional services from MOHCD through a Memorandum of Understanding to assist in monitoring of construction, marketing, and financial disbursements.








Staff will also work to ensure compliance with OCII's equal opportunity programs for workforce and contracting on all projects in the Project Area. Specifically, contract compliance staff will monitor all phases of construction, including hiring of local workers and the payment of prevailing wages. Staff will work closely with contractors themselves, as well as with the Citybuild program and other community based organizations, to foster job creation for local workers and to improve the opportunities for local, small, minority, and women owned businesses to participate on OCII projects.





On December 14, 2012, the California State Department of Finance issued a Final and Conclusive Determination under California Health and Safety Code § 34177.5 (i), that the Phase 1 and 2 DDAs are enforceable obligations that survived the dissolution of the Redevelopment Agency. To implement these obligations, OCII must, among other things, receive and administer grants, execute leases, accept property, approve and amend consulting and construction contracts, and dispose of property. The work and major milestones that are anticipated to be completed in furtherance of these obligations over the course of the next two fiscal years are summarized below. 





Fiscal Year 2014-15 Workplan 





1. Hilltop Vertical Construction: Monitor construction progress, developer’s compliance with applicable workforce and contracting requirements and other obligations and provide inspection and approval as required by the Department of Building Inspection for Blocks 50, 51, 53, 54 and Block 49, a 59 unit multi-family development for low income families earning up to 50% AMI. Utilize MOHCD services to review, approve and monitor implementation of marketing plans of affordable units. 





2. Major Phase Approval for Blocks 55W and 55E: Complete review of design development and construction documents allowing construction to begin for residential projects on two blocks, for a total of 59 market rate for-sale units and 7 inclusionary affordable for-sale units serving low-income families earning up to 80% of AMI – consistent with the 6th Amendment to the Phase 1 DDA. Application for schematic design review and approval is expected to occur in late mid- to late- April, with construction commencing in spring of 2015.





3. Major Phase Approval for Block 5lock 52: Complete review of design development and construction documents allowing construction to begin for residential projects on Block 52, for a total of 70 market rate for-sale units and 8 inclusionary affordable for-sale units serving low-income families earning up to 80% of AMI – consistent with the 6th Amendment to the Phase 1 DDA. Application for schematic design review and approval is expected to occur in summer 2014, with construction commencing in late 2015.





4. Major Phase Approval for Block 1: Complete review of design development and construction documents allowing construction to begin for residential projects on Block 1, for a total of 204 market rate for-rent units and 21 inclusionary affordable for-rent units serving low-income families earning up to 80% of AMI – consistent with the 6th Amendment to the Phase 1 DDA. Application for schematic design review and approval is expected to occur in summer 2014, with construction commencing in late 2015. 





5. Design Review and Construction of Blocks 56 & 57: Complete review of design development and construction documents allowing construction to begin for residential projects on two blocks, consisting of a total of four buildings with 88 market rate for-sale units and 10 inclusionary affordable for-sale units serving low-income families earning up to 80% of AMI – consistent with the 6th Amendment to the Phase 1 DDA, all units in Phase 1 being provided for families earning up to 50% AMI have been reallocated to Block 49. Construction is scheduled to begin in October 2014 and be completed in October 2016. 





6. Design and Construction of the Hilltop Parks & Open Space: Review and approve final construction drawings for nearly half of the 26 acres of parks & open space on Parcel A. With the Department of Public Works, monitor construction progress and developer’s schedule of performance as well as developer’s compliance with applicable workforce and contracting requirements. Park construction will progress concurrent with vertical development.





7. Design Refinement and Review for Block 48: The site plan for Block 48, the Shipyard Hillside Lot within the Phase 1 area, will be evaluated to optimize utilization of the site for approximately 475 market-rate and affordable housing units. A new site plan and building typologies will be presented for the Commission’s consideration.





8. Fabrication and Installation of Shipyard Public Art: Monitor the completion of remaining public art pieces funded through a federal grant from the U.S. Department of Commerce, Economic Development Administration (“EDA”) for a total of nine public artworks. Solicit proposals for installation contractors and manage the phased installation of the completed public art. 





9. Construction of New Artist Studios and a Commercial Kitchen: Construction of a commercial kitchen and a new artist building for existing Shipyard tenants. 





10. Artist Relocation Plan: Review and approve a Relocation Plan for the relocation of existing tenants from Parcel B and Building 110 (approximately 120 artists and a commercial kitchen) to the new facilities to be constructed on Parcel A. 





11. Stabilization and Development of Building 813: Release a request for construction bids for the EDA funded basic stabilization and life-safety improvements to Building 813. Improvements include a new roof, paint, window repair/replacement, and basic safety and security measures for the existing four-story, 275,000 square foot building. Building 813 will be retained for use as a research and development center as well as a business incubator for early-stage innovation companies in the fields of clean technology, life sciences and information technology. Upon completion of the improvements, solicit development proposals for the site. 





12. Strategic Planning for the Legacy Foundation for Bayview Hunters Point: Continue working with the Legacy Foundation’s Interim Board to expend developer funds pledged for community uses (“Community Benefit Fund”). The Community Benefit Fund is funded under the Phase 1 and Phase 2 DDA for programs to benefit the Bayview Hunters Point area as a whole.





13. Revitalization of Alice Griffith Public Housing: The Alice Griffith Project is the recipient of a $30.5 million grant from the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (“HUD”) through its Choice Neighborhoods Initiative (“CNI Grant”). OCII’s total funding for Phases 1 and 2 will be provided by the end of FY 2013-14 along with predevelopment funding for Phase 3. OCII will then need to provide construction funding for Phase 3 in FY 2014-15. Infrastructure construction will commence in August 2014 and construction of the first two blocks will commence in January 2015. Schematic design for Phase 3 will reviewed and presented to the Commission in FY 2014-15. 





14. Navy Parcel Transfer: The Commission will be asked to accept the transfer of Navy Parcels D-2, IR 7/18, G, UC-1 and UC-2 (together approximately 67 acres) in furtherance of the Shipyard Phase 2 development. As permitted by the Navy access agreements, additional work may include pre-development activities such as building and land surveys, as well as lead and asbestos abatement of Navy buildings slated for removal. 





15. State Lands Trust Lands Exchange and California State Parks Properties: Transfer of portions of the Candlestick site that are currently owned by State Parks or the State Lands Commission to OCII for development under the Phase 2 DDA. The first portion of these lands is required for the Alice Griffith public housing site and surrounding infrastructure.





16. Hunters Point Shipyard Major Phase Application: The first Major Phase application for Hunters Point Shipyard will be reviewed and presented to Commission for approval. The Major Phase application will confirm the locations for infrastructure, parks, and affordable housing as well as lay out the sub-phasing schedule for construction, the types and amounts of community benefits that will be paid out according to the Phase 2 DDA, and confirm any mitigation measures that are to be put in place as required under the California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”).





17. Candlestick Point Center Schematic Design Review: Following Commission’s January 2014 approval of the CP Major Phase 1, staff will review sub-phase applications for the Candlestick retail center and adjoining mixed-use blocks as well as Alice Griffith. Seek Schematic Design approval for a regional retail center of up to 635,000 gross square feet in FY 2014-15. 





18. Release Affordable Housing RFPs for Hilltop Block 54: Issue the first RFP for an OCII stand-alone affordable housing development for Block 54 for approximately 60 family rental units for residents earning up to 50% AMI. 





19. Off-Site Transportation Improvements Planning: Staff will coordinate circulation improvements to the following existing Bayview neighborhood streets to the new development: 


· Harney Way: The Project will improve and reconfigure auto, transit and bike access between Candlestick Point and US 101. 


· Gilman: Enhance streetscape improvements such as street trees, sidewalk plantings, furnishing and paving treatments to enhance pedestrian safety and to visually connect Bayview neighborhood to the new development.


· Palou: Similar to Gilman’s streetscape improvements with the addition of new traffic signals to transform Palou into a “Transit Priority Street”. 


· Innes: Streetscape improvements including new sidewalks, striping, and lighting to create an attractive gateway into the Project site.





20. Recreation and Park Property Transfer (Candlestick Park Stadium): In order to effectuate the Phase 2 development program, the Candlestick Park Stadium will be transferred from the Department of Park and Recreation to OCII and subsequently transferred to Lennar for construction of new infrastructure to serve the future Candlestick Point housing, retail center and revitalized State Park. 





21. Oversee Developer Construction of Infrastructure: Within the CP-01 subphase, Lennar will construct new streets, sewers, electricity and gas lines, storm drains, and a future park to support new housing at Alice Griffith. Staff will work with DPW to ensure that the new infrastructure meets City standards and is in conformance with the plan documents. 



























































8. 
Affordable Housing Obligations 





Affordable Housing Obligations Summary 





OCII has retained two major types of Affordable Housing Obligations. First are those that are integrally related to the three critical redevelopment legacy projects referred to as the “Major Approved Development Projects” that OCII, as successor agency to SFRA, must continue to implement under enforceable obligations consistent with the Dissolution Law, which are described in detail within each relevant Project Area description of this budget. Second, OCII’s Affordable Housing Obligations include the replacement of units that were destroyed by SFRA in the early years of redevelopment and must be replaced pursuant to Senate Bill 2113 (“SB 2113”). 





These obligations are referred to as OCII’s “Retained Housing Obligations”, pursuant to both the Dissolution Law and Board of Supervisors Ordinance 215-12. OCII will be managing the implementation of these Retained Housing Obligations through direct oversight along with services procured from the Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community Development (“MOHCD”) through a Memorandum of Understanding that is to be completed prior to the start of Fiscal Year 2014-15. Since all completed affordable housing assets will be transferred to MOHCD as the Housing Successor Agency, OCII will coordinate with MOHCD on site programming and developer selections, and MOHCD will have the opportunity to review and provide comments on schematic designs, financing agreements, and ground lease documents. In general however, OCII will be responsible for directly managing the affordable housing projects through completion, but will be procuring the services and expertise of MOHCD’s staff for construction monitoring, review and monitoring of marketing for both inclusionary and OCII funded projects (including implementation of the Certificate of Preference program), and assisting with the fiscal management and disbursement of OCII’s funds pursuant to the relevant project’s financing agreements, and other ancillary tasks as needed. 





Major Approved Development Project Affordable Housing





Each of the Major Approved Development Projects is subject to a series of interlocking master development agreements which obligate OCII to provide funding and facilitate the development of a required amount affordable housing units:





· Hunters Point Shipyard / Candlestick Point: provide funding for and ensure the development of approximately 218 affordable housing units in Phase 1, and a total of 1644 affordable units in Phase 2 (comprised of: 256 public housing replacement units at Alice Griffith, 248 new affordable units at Alice Griffith and 1140 new affordable units on stand-alone sites ), pursuant to the Development and Disposition Agreements with the master developer and the Phase 2 DDA Tax Increment Pledge Agreement with the City. (DOF has finally and conclusively determined that the affordable housing programs for Phase 1 and Phase 2 are OCII’s enforceable obligations.)





· Mission Bay North & South: provide funding for and ensure the development of approximately 1,445 affordable housing units in Mission Bay South and Mission Bay North (of which 674 units have been constructed) pursuant to the Owner Participation Agreements with the master developer and the Tax Increment Pledge Agreements with the City. (DOF has finally and conclusively determined that the affordable housing programs for Mission Bay North and South are OCII’s enforceable obligations.)



· Transbay: provide funding for and ensure the development of 35% of all housing units in the Transbay Project Area as affordable housing units (projected to be approximately 1,200 units) pursuant to the obligation that is imposed by State law, namely Section 5027.1 of the California Public Resources Code, and the Transbay Redevelopment Project Implementation Agreement between OCII and the Transbay Joint Powers Authority. (DOF has finally and conclusively determined that Section 5027.1 housing requirement is OCII’s enforceable obligation.)








Fiscal Year 2014-15 Workplan – Major Approved Development Projects





The Affordable Housing Projects within the Major Approved Development Projects are more fully described within the specific Project Area section of the budget. OCII will sponsoring approximately 5,700 affordable units, through either direct subsidy on stand-alone affordable sites or through inclusionary housing requirements, for the remaining Retained Housing Obligations. 





Below is a summary of those workplan activities for OCII and MOH staff in FY 2014-15:





A. Hunters Point Shipyard / Candlestick Point: 





a. Alice Griffith Project: The Alice Griffith Project is the recipient of a $30.5 million grant from the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (“HUD”) through its Choice Neighborhoods Initiative (“CNI Grant”). OCII’s total funding for Phases 1 and 2 will be provided by the end of FY 2013-14 along with predevelopment funding for Phase 3. OCII will then need to provide construction funding for Phase 3 in FY 2014-15. Infrastructure construction will commence in August 2014 and construction of the first two blocks will commence in January 2015. Schematic design for Phase 3 will reviewed and presented to the Commission in FY 2014-15.





b. Dr. George W. Davis Senior Housing and Senior Center (3rd & Carroll Senior Housing): monitor construction and review and approve marketing plan utilizing MOHCD staffing services





c. HPSY Phase 1 Block 54: Issue an RFP, select a development team, and provide predevelopment funding for the affordable housing projects on Block 54, the first OCII funded affordable housing site in Phase 1, to develop the site into approximately 53 units of family rental housing.





B. Mission Bay:





a. Block 6 East Affordable Housing: Select development team and provide predevelopment funding for the affordable housing project on Block 6 East to develop the site into approximately 135 units of rental housing for very low-income families, which will also include a set-aside of 20 percent of the units for formerly homeless families referred by the Human Services Agency. The Request For Proposal (“RFP”) is anticipated to be issued towards the end of FY 2013-14. 





b. Block 3 East Affordable Housing: Issue an RFP, select a development team, and provide predevelopment funding for the affordable housing projects on Block 3 East to develop the site into approximately 100 units of supportive rental housing for formerly homeless individuals to be referred by the Department of Public Health.





c. Block 7 West Affordable Housing: Complete financial closing for construction funds needed for the development of 198 units of affordable rental housing for low-income families, plus 2 managers’ units, on Block 7 West and begin construction.











C. Transbay:





a. Block 6: Approval of construction funding and a long-term air rights lease anticipated in May/June 2014. Working with MOHCD, monitor the construction of a residential development on Block 6, consisting of approximately 409 market-rate units and 69 affordable rental units (at 50% of AMI), plus 1 manager’s unit, in a 300-foot tower and adjacent podium and townhouse buildings, including ground-floor retail, open space and underground parking. Using MOHCD’s services, review, approve and monitor the implementation of the marketing and lease-up of all affordable units.





b. Block 7 Construction Funding & Air-Rights Lease: Approval of construction funding and a long-term air rights lease with the selected development team for an affordable residential development on Block 7 consisting of approximately 76 affordable rental units (at 50% of AMI), plus 1 manager’s unit, in two podium buildings and adjacent townhouses, including a ground-floor child care facility and open space.





c. Block 9 DDA, Air Rights Lease and Construction Loan: Approval of a disposition and development agreement (DDA), air rights lease and construction loan with the developers of Block 9 for a residential project consisting of approximately 456 market-rate units and 113 affordable rental units (at 50% of AMI), plus 1 manager’s unit, in a 400-foot tower and adjacent podium and townhouse buildings, including ground-floor retail, open space and underground parking.





d. Block 8 DDA: Selection of development team and exclusive negotiations agreement (ENA) anticipated in May 2014. Execute a DDA with the selected developers of Block 8 for a residential project consisting of approximately 476 market-rate units and 174 affordable rental units (at 50% of AMI), plus 1 manager’s unit, in a 550-foot tower and adjacent podium and townhouse buildings, including ground-floor retail, open space and underground parking.





e. Block 1 ENA, OP/DDA, and Predevelopment Funding: Execute an ENA and owner participation/disposition and development agreement (OP/DDA) with the current owner of the three private parcels adjacent to OCII’s parcel (Block 3720, Lot 027). Approval of predevelopment funding for the affordable housing units.








D. Hunters View Public Housing Revitalization – Phase II Construction Monitoring: The Hunters View Public Housing Revitalization Project is not within one of the Major Approved Development Projects, but is an enforceable obligation since the former SFRA Commission authorized a loan to provide funding for Phases II and III of this HOPE SF project in April of 2011. OCII approved the disbursement of the funds needed for Phase II in FY 2013-14, and vertical construction is scheduled to begin in FY 2014-15. OCII staff will utilize services from MOHCD to monitor that construction.


 





E. Transfer of Excess Tax-Exempt Housing Bond Proceeds





The Low and Moderate Income Housing Fund included approximately $8.1 million in tax-exempt bond proceeds that were issued for affordable housing purposes but were not able to be expended prior to dissolution, primarily due to the combination of federal Internal Revenue Service restrictions for tax-exempt bonds and current Low Income Housing Tax Credit (LIHTC) financing structures. Tax-exempt bonds must be granted, and not loaned, but most affordable housing projects utilizing LIHTC financing need local subsidies in the form of a loan and not a grant. All of the upcoming Retained Housing Obligation sites that will require OCII funding are anticipated to be rental housing that will need to use the LIHTC financing structure and will thus face similar challenges in using any of the remaining tax-exempt bond proceeds. 





While OCII does not have any eligible uses for these proceeds, MOHCD has identified potential funding opportunities, including acquisition, rehabilitation, or preservation of affordable housing. Under Redevelopment Dissolution Law, OCII may expend the $8.1 million by transferring them to MOHCD by identifying them as “Excess Proceeds” on a ROPS, and having the Oversight Board approve the use (which must be consistent with the governing bond covenants). These funds could be provided to MOHCD through a grant agreement that would fully describe the programming and use of these funds, which would take place in the second half of FY 2014-15, pending approval of the transfer through ROPS 2014-15B in Fall 2014.





F. Marketing of Inclusionary Units: Now that Hunters Point Shipyard Phase 1 has begun vertical development on the privately developed parcels, the marketing and sales of the inclusionary units to first-time homebuyers will be underway for Blocks 50, 51, 53, and 54 in FY 14/15. Block 49 in HPSY Phase 1 will also begin preparing to market its inclusionary rental units in FY 14/15, along with the last Mission Bay North site at Parcel N4P3, pending further project approvals. OCII will be engaging the services of the Below Market Housing team at MOHCD to help monitor and implement the marketing and sales or leasing of these units.








G. Replacement Housing Obligation (SB 2113)





Since 1977, State law has required the replacement of lower income housing that is destroyed or removed from the housing market as part of a redevelopment project. Under Senate Bill No. 2113 (“SB 2113”) the State legislature in 2000 provided San Francisco with the authority to finance the construction of housing that would replace units destroyed prior to 1977. SB2113 authorized San Francisco to extend the tax increment authority of older project areas for the exclusive purpose of receiving tax increment and incurring indebtedness to replace the destroyed affordable housing in San Francisco. In 2003, the California Department of Housing and Community Development certified that SFRA had destroyed 6709 affordable housing units prior to 1977 and had not yet replaced them (the “Replacement Housing Obligation”). Notably, the vast majority of lost affordable units were from three project areas: Yerba Buena Center (3217 units), Western Addition A-1 (3208 units) and Golden Gateway (1301 units). 





In Fiscal Year 2004-05, SFRA began utilizing tax increment pursuant to SB 2113 to fund affordable housing to satisfy the Replacement Housing Obligation. The project areas which have implemented the SB2113 legislation are Golden Gateway, India Basin, and Hunters Point, Rincon Point-South Beach, Western Addition A-2, and Yerba Buena Center (excluding the Emporium Site sub-area). With the exception of Rincon Point-South Beach and the Emporium Site sub-area of Yerba Buena Center, all of the redevelopment plans for those Project Areas are expired. 





To date, 867 units of affordable housing have been funded with tax increment allocated to SFRA under SB 2113 (“SB 2113 Funds”), leaving 5842 units remaining to be funded; of the 867 units already funded, 765 of those have either been completed or are under construction, and the remaining 132 units are in predevelopment. Affordable housing projects utilizing SB 2113 funds are typically used in conjunction with other sources of funding, such as tax increment from non-SB 2113 Project Areas or other local funds provided by the City through the Mayor’s Office of Housing. Units are classified as Replacement Units based on the pro-rata share of SB 2113 Funds as part of the total amount of SFRA’s, and now OCII’s, funding provided to the project. Therefore the final number of SB2113 units within a project isn’t fully determined until all OCII funds are committed to the project. 




















9. 
Asset Management Outside Major Approved Project Areas





In addition to the Major Approved Project Areas, OCII has significant asset management responsibilities in several active and expired redevelopment project areas. These asset management responsibilities include: (1) property management of physical land and buildings, (2) lease management, (3) loan management and administration, (4) oversight of public parking garages, (5) landlord and creditor responsibilities in bankruptcies, (6) managing and monitoring development agreements, (7) managing a 700-berth boat harbor, (8) managing a community facilities district, (9) general asset management and problem-solving, and (10) implementing OCII’s Long-Range Property Management Plan, which is a plan for disposition of all real property assets and is required under Redevelopment Dissolution Law (the “PMP”).





The PMP was approved by OCII’s Commission and the Oversight Board in the fall of 2013, and was submitted to the State Department of Finance (“DOF”) in November 2013. DOF is still reviewing the PMP. Successor Agency staff are hopeful DOF will approve the PMP during the 2014-15 fiscal year (or sooner), and authorize staff to begin implementing it during the 2014-15 fiscal year and beyond. This work would include, among other things, title and escrow work, drafting transactional documents related to property sales or transfers, lease assignments, and shepherding properties through the approvals process.





Some of OCII’s asset management work is funded using asset revenues (i.e., lease rental revenue, loan payments, harbor revenues, garage parking revenue). Some of this work is funded using developer reimbursements. In cases where no outside funding source exists, this work is funded using OCII’s administrative cost allowance. The following briefly describes OCII’s asset management responsibilities in several active and expired redevelopment project areas. 





Activities described in the work plans are funded with a combination of new revenues and prior year fund balances and appropriations. 





Yerba Buena Center (Expired Project Area)





Project Description & Status





The Yerba Buena Center (“YBC”) Redevelopment Plan was adopted by the Board of Supervisors in 1966 and expired on January 1, 2011[footnoteRef:1]. YBC is an 87-acre area south of Market Street that formerly consisted of dilapidated hotels and commercial and industrial buildings. The redevelopment of YBC was a highly successful effort, and the area has been central to the economic growth and vitality of San Francisco over the past two decades. [1:  The Redevelopment Plan for the Emporium Site (the redeveloped Bloomingdales/Westfield Mall expansion) remains in place and tax increment funds from this site are directed to affordable housing projects. ] 






Major commercial developments included (1) the expansion of Westfield’s Shopping Centre onto the site of the former historic Emporium department store on Market Street and development of a new Bloomingdales fronting Mission Street as part of that project, and (2) development of new hotels including the Marriott Hotel, the Four Seasons, the W Hotel, the Westin San Francisco Market Street, and the St. Regis Hotel, totaling over 2,500 new hotel rooms in YBC. Major YBC residential development projects included the Paramount Apartments, the St. Regis and Four Seasons condominiums, and over 1,400 senior affordable units throughout YBC. Altogether about 3,100 new residential units were created. 





Today, YBC is one of San Francisco’s major cultural and convention/visitor districts. Major cultural facilities -- such as the San Francisco Museum of Modern Art, the Museum of the African Diaspora, the Contemporary Jewish Museum, Yerba Buena Center for the Arts, the Mexican Museum (still in planning) -- were developed by or in partnership with the SFRA. The Moscone Convention Center was developed in partnership with the City, when the SFRA issued lease revenue bonds to finance the construction of the convention center. 





In 2009, in anticipation of the expiration of the Yerba Buena Center Redevelopment Plan (the “YBC Plan”), the YBC Plan was amended pursuant to SB 2113. Adoption of this amendment lifted the “cap” on the aggregate amount of tax increment which can be collected from the YBC project area and extended the period for repayment of debt. As required by SB 2113, all new tax increment funds are used only for affordable housing development. 





Since January 1, 2011, no new development could be initiated in YBC and OCII moved into an asset management role for its numerous real property assets in YBC. The assets include the last developable parcel of land in the Yerba Buena neighborhood (the future Mexican Museum site), Jessie Square Garage and Plaza, Yerba Buena Lane and adjacent commercial parcels, open space, recreational spaces, museums, and other land and buildings comprising the three-block area known as Yerba Buena Gardens. 





Fiscal Year 2014-15 Workplan





a. Jessie Square Garage: In June 2013, OCII entered into a purchase and sale agreement with an affiliate of Millennium Partners for the sale of the Jessie Square Garage, a 161,000-square-foot, four-level underground public parking structure with about 450 parking spaces. The developer purchased the garage as part of the development of the 706 Mission Street/Mexican Museum project (see below). Title has not yet transferred to Millennium Partners, so OCII continues to manage the garage. OCII expects to collect about $3.8 million in revenue from this garage this fiscal year, which all goes toward garage-related expenses, including management fees to the garage operator and reimbursements to the City for debt service payments. Some staff time is involved in overseeing the garage’s management and is charged to garage operations.





b. 706 Mission Street/Mexican Museum Project: OCII, Millennium Partners, and the Mexican Museum have formed a public-private partnership to build a residential tower at 706 Mission Street that would include a new museum space in the tower’s base. As mentioned above, OCII entered into a purchase and sale agreement with Millennium Partners in June 2013 to sell land and a garage to the developer as part of the development of the 706 Mission Street/Mexican Museum project. OCII also has an exclusive negotiation agreement and grant agreement with the museum. Work includes drafting transaction and escrow documents, assisting with project approvals, disbursing $1.03 million to the museum for predevelopment expenses, overall project management, and legal representation. Staff time will be reimbursed by the developer. The budget also reflects anticipated developer contributions in the amount of $2.8 million to be used for affordable housing, improvements to South of Market open spaces including Yerba Buena Gardens, and traffic enforcement personnel near the project site.





c. Development Agreements: Staff monitors two development agreements in this project area. Development is nearing completion under an owner participation agreement to create new and rehabilitated office space at 680 Folsom Street. Agency work will include the close-out of the agreement, as well as the administration of $2.8 million of impact fees, contributed by the developer of 680 Folsom, that will be used for affordable housing and improvements to open spaces and a child care facility in Yerba Buena Gardens. Staff also has been working to close out obligations under a disposition and development agreement with the developer of The Paramount apartments. Work includes negotiating the final terms of a lease buy-out deal with Paramount’s tenant that includes repayment of the developer’s land discount. The budget reflects the first of four $250,000 payments from the developer pursuant to the lease buy-out deal. This money is Community Development Block Grant program income to be transferred to the Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community Development. Any work not funded by the project sponsor will be covered by OCII’s administrative cost allowance. 





d. Yerba Buena Gardens Asset Management: Yerba Buena Gardens (“YBG”) includes cafes, fountains – including the Martin Luther King Jr. Memorial Fountain – performance venues, children’s play areas, a child development center, a historic carousel, recreational venues such as an ice skating center and a bowling center, public artwork, and many other attractions. YBG is owned and operated by OCII, which supports the operations, capital expenditures, and programming of the YBG open spaces, cultural facilities and children’s play areas using funds generated from existing short- and long-term commercial and ground leases, operating leases, and an annual development fee from the St. Regis Hotel. This fiscal year, OCII is projecting about $13.3 million revenue for YBG, which comes from leases, developer contributions (from the St. Regis Hotel and 680 Mission Street), and a one-time payoff amount associated with the termination of the Moscone North lease. This money will be spent on (1) property management expenses ($3.4 million), (2) programmed events in YBG’s open space area ($75,000); (3) operating subsidies for Yerba Buena Center for the Arts ($3.3 million); (4) operating subsidies for the Children’s Creativity Museum ($600,000); (5) business improvement district assessments ($68,000); (6) legal and risk management services ($103,127); (7) staffing costs ($228,093); (8) $2.3 million in capital improvements; and (9) capital reserves ($3.2 million). As of June 30, 2014, the capital reserve is expected to total approximately $4.0 million. If the one-time payoff amount associated with the termination of the Moscone North lease is paid during FY 2014-15, the reserve would increase by about $3.2 million, which would be used to support anticipated capital expenditures during FY 2015-16. 





Capital improvements planned for this fiscal year include (1) expansion joint work at the Children’s Creativity Museum and preliminary expansion joint work in other areas of YBG; (2) required code/safety repairs to the children’s garden fountain/play stream; (3) replacement of the Child Development Center’s elevator and security improvements; (4) replacement of boilers in several YBG buildings; (5) major landscaping projects including removal and replacement of trees and plantings at the end of their lifecycle, and hardscape projects including widespread repair of paved surfaces throughout YBG; (6) major repairs/replacements to electrical, irrigation, and other mechanical equipment throughout YBG; (7) the purchase of new capital equipment (cardboard bailer, sweeper) in order to conserve water and reduce operating fees; and (8) other miscellaneous capital work at YBG.  Work done by OCII staff this fiscal year includes a wide range of asset management responsibilities, including implementation activities related to the disposition of Yerba Buena Gardens to the City (pending California Department of Finance approval of OCII’s Long Range Property Management Plan), and transfer to the City of the Moscone North lease premises once the City pays outstanding bond and rental payments.





e. Moscone Convention Center Expansion: In the first quarter of this fiscal year, the City expects to complete its environmental review process and secure final approvals for a major expansion of the Moscone Convention Center. The expansion would add approximately 358,000 square feet to the existing convention center. Staff work includes assisting with project approvals, facilitating community outreach efforts, providing input into project design, title research, and other project work. Staff time is expected to be paid by the convention center. 





f. Museum of the African Diaspora(“MoAD”): OCII has a museum operating agreement with MoAD, which includes funds for operations, maintenance, and tenant improvements related to the museum. The agreement expires at the end of the 2014-15 fiscal year. The budget reflects $357,467 to be paid to MoAD to assist with operations, and $303,000 for capital funding. Work includes processing payments and working with MoAD to approve a plan for expenditure of the capital funds. This work is paid through OCII’s administrative cost allowance.








Rincon Point – South Beach (Active Project Area)





Project Description & Status





The Redevelopment Plan for this project area does not expire until January 5, 2021; however, the former redevelopment agency’s (“SFRA’s”) work program has been largely completed, and therefore its activities are of an asset management nature.[footnoteRef:2] Since 1981, the area has been transformed into a new mixed-use neighborhood. The majority of the private development was developed under owner participation agreements, or OPAs, which are considered existing enforceable obligations. Only one OPA in this project area is still active, and that is for the development of 74 condominiums over a rehabilitated historic warehouse at 72 Townsend Street, which should be completed by the start of the 2014-15 fiscal year.  [2:  The Board of Supervisors for the City and County of San Francisco (the “Board of Supervisors”) and the SFRA authorized the use of new tax increment financing from the Rincon Point-South Beach Redevelopment Project Area exclusively for affordable housing to fulfill the SFRA’s replacement housing obligations. ] 






This project area also includes various parcels along the waterfront, some of which include open space and parks, under OCII’s management through a lease structure with the City and County of San Francisco (the “City”), acting by and through the Port of San Francisco (the “Port”). OCII then subleases some of this Port-owned land to various subtenants. OCII also manages South Beach Harbor, a 700-berth facility that is fully occupied, and a community facilities district that pays for additional landscaping and property maintenance on some of the project area’s open spaces.





Fiscal Year 2014-15 Workplan





a. Port-Owned Property: Since July 1, 2012, when OCII transferred most of its property management responsibilities in the former Rincon Point-South Beach Redevelopment Project Area to the Port, the Port has been managing the leases that still exist on Port-owned property and handling the property management responsibilities. To formalize this arrangement, Port staff and Successor Agency staff are negotiating a memorandum of understanding that describes the transfer of these responsibilities back to the Port and describes the future management of South Beach Harbor (the "MOU"). Even after OCII terminates the underlying ground leases with the Port and transfers the properties back to the Port, OCII will still have the responsibility to (1) pay off the outstanding debt associated with the construction of the harbor facilities, and (2) pay OCII staff working at South Beach Harbor. The MOU will define these ongoing Successor Agency responsibilities and provide for the Port’s long-term management of South Beach Harbor. Staff hopes to bring the MOU before the OCII Commission and the Oversight Board for their approval before June 30, 2014. 





However, to be conservative, staff has assumed for budget purposes that the transfer does not occur until the end of FY 2014-15. Therefore, the FY 2014-15 budget shows $410,000 in ground lease payments to the Port under three Port leases (Site J, Site K, and Site M-3, M-4, S-1D).





b. South Beach Harbor: The South Beach Harbor budget also includes continuing ground lease payments to the Port on three harbor-related ground leases in the amount of $521,000 (Port Leases N-2, N1-A and N1-B). Harbor staffing and other operating costs (less debt service payments) at South Beach Harbor are budgeted at $2.2 million. 





c. Development Agreements: Staff currently monitors two development agreements in this project area. Development is proceeding under an owner participation agreement to build 74 condominiums over a rehabilitated warehouse at 72 Townsend Street. Agency work on this project includes ensuring agreed-upon affordable housing requirements and contract compliance. The project sponsor will pay for staff time. Staff also expects to issue a certificate of completion for Rincon Park for The Gap related to a disposition and development agreement for The Gap headquarters building on The Embarcadero. The budget reflects a $300,000 payment from The Gap for security at Rincon Park, which is The Gap’s final remaining obligation under the disposition and development agreement. OCII will give this money to the Port, as part of the termination of the Port leases, and the Port will use the money for security at Rincon Park. Staff time on this project will be covered by the administrative cost allowance.





d. Community Facility District #1: Staff manages a community facilities district that taxes property owners to maintain streetscape improvements in the South Beach neighborhood. The streetscape improvements include landscaping (i.e., street trees, lawns, ground cover, shrubs, flowers, etc.), irrigation and lighting systems, and street improvements (i.e., benches, plazas, and a stairway). Work includes managing the contract with a landscape maintenance firm that does the work and managing the maintenance funds paid by the property owners. The budget for this work for this fiscal year is about $100,000. 





Western Addition A-2 (Expired Project Area)





Project Description & Status





The Redevelopment Plan for the former Western Addition A-2 Redevelopment Project Area (the “Western Addition”) expired on January 1, 2009.[footnoteRef:3] The former San Francisco Redevelopment Agency (the “SFRA”) implemented a development program for the Western Addition that included thousands of units of new and rehabilitated housing, the revitalization of the Nihonmachi and Fillmore business districts, public infrastructure improvements, small business assistance, job training, and workforce development. Since January 1, 2009, no new economic development programs could be initiated and the SFRA moved into an asset management role for both its real property assets as well as other contractual obligations, such as owner participation agreements for unfinished private development, disposition and development agreements, and economic development loan agreements. [3: . The Board of Supervisors and the SFRA authorized the use of new tax increment financing from the Western Addition A-2 Redevelopment Project Area exclusively for affordable housing to fulfill the SFRA’s replacement housing obligations.] 






Fiscal Year 2014-15 Workplan





a. Fillmore Heritage Center Garage: The Fillmore Heritage Center is a mixed-use project the SFRA helped finance about 10 years ago to stimulate economic development along the lower Fillmore Street commercial corridor. The project includes 80 condominiums, ground-floor commercial space (which currently houses a music venue/restaurant and a second restaurant), and a 112-space public parking garage. The SFRA built the garage primarily to serve the two commercial tenants, and OCII continues to own this asset. Pacific Park Management operates the garage for OCII under a garage management agreement that runs until May 1, 2014 (Staff are bringing an extension of this agreement to the Commission for its consideration on April 15, 2014).





The proposed budget for FY 2014-15 includes $449,000 in expenses related to the garage. These expenses, which are paid with garage revenues (and some new property tax revenue received this fiscal year), include operating costs, common area maintenance charges, insurance, parking taxes, and a modest garage management fee for the operator. In total, these costs run about $37,500 a month. Under this contract, the operator must be reimbursed for any deficits every six months. These amounts assume that OCII continues to own the garage this fiscal year, and that the current contract is extended until the PMP is approved by DOF. Work includes general asset management duties and implementing the disposition plan. Staff time will be paid out of OCII’s administrative cost allowance.





b. Fillmore Heritage Center Commercial Parcel: OCII also owns the commercial space within the Fillmore Heritage Center. The commercial space is leased to a master tenant (“FDC”), who subleases it to a jazz club/restaurant and another restaurant. The commercial space pays common area maintenance (“CAM”) charges to the homeowners’ association, which manages the entire building and the common areas. Pursuant to the ground lease, FDC is responsible for paying the CAM charges on the commercial parcel. If FDC fails to make these payments, for whatever reason, OCII, as owner of the commercial parcel, is responsible for paying any outstanding CAM charges. Two tenants have not been paying CAM charges (which run about $10,000 a month), due to financial problems and bankruptcy proceedings. Therefore, the budget includes $120,000 to cover this expense for 12 months, if necessary. Staff is working to recover this money in the bankruptcy/mediation negotiations with FDC. Work includes managing the master tenant and subtenants, resolving problems with the homeowners’ association, dealing with property management issues of the common areas, conducting analyses associated with a tenant’s bankruptcy, and other asset management duties. Work also will include implementing the disposition plan. Staff time is paid from OCII’s administrative cost allowance.





c. Development Agreements: Staff monitors two development agreements in this project area. Development is proceeding on an owner participation agreement to build new condominium units at 1450 Franklin Street. Agency work on this project includes reviewing construction documents, design review and contract compliance. Staff also monitors a disposition and development agreement for a school gymnasium and classroom space at 1210 Scott Street. Any work not funded by the project sponsors will be covered by the administrative cost allowance. 





d. Tenant Improvement Loan Agreements: OCII is currently the party to several tenant improvement loan agreements with businesses along Fillmore Street. Work includes loan administration and monitoring, analyses associated with two borrower bankruptcies and borrower negotiations. Any loan payments received (budgeted at $105,500 for FY 2014-15) pay for staff time and legal expenses associated with the Fillmore Heritage Center. 








Other Active and Expired Redevelopment Project Areas





a. South of Market (Active Project Area): The Redevelopment Plan for this project area does not expire until 2020, but Redevelopment Dissolution Law severely curtailed the SFRA’s work program for this project area. Several planned projects and economic development programs have either been cancelled or not renewed, and the ongoing alleyway improvement project was transferred to the City to complete. OCII has very few enforceable obligations left in this project area. 





There are still several active façade and tenant improvement loan agreements that were executed under OCII’s “Six on Sixth” Loan Program. These loan agreements require some staff time until they are forgiven pursuant to their terms. Work includes processing subordination requests, monitoring the schedules for forgiving the loans, processing deeds of reconveyance, and consulting with legal counsel. This work is paid through OCII’s administrative cost allowance. 





b. Hunters Point (Expired Project Area): The Redevelopment Plan for this project area expired in 2009 and the SFRA’s redevelopment program for this project area was complete. The redevelopment program focused on creating a new residential community for low- to moderate-income residents with supporting commercial, educational and recreational uses. OCII continues to own several min-parks in this project area, and one larger park known as Shoreview Park. 


OCII only pays property management expenses for one property it owns in this project area (Shoreview Park). The other mini-parks OCII owns in this project area are maintained by either the City or adjacent property owners. This fiscal year, staff expects to spend about $16,000 on property management for Shoreview Park and about $600 for water for the park’s landscaping. Work includes managing the property management contract with a property management firm and implementing a disposition strategy, once approved by DOF. Staff time and property management costs are paid from OCII’s administrative cost allowance. 


In addition, OCII is budgeting $1.3 million this fiscal year for capital improvements and deferred maintenance at Shoreview Park, using Community Development Block Grant (“CDBG”) program income mostly generated from a parcel of land OCII owns at 345 Williams Avenue. OCII leases this land to The Kroger Company to operate a 29,000-square-foot Foodsco supermarket (the “Ground Lease”). The SFRA acquired the land with CDBG funds in 1990 specifically for the development of a full-service supermarket in the Bayview-Hunters Point neighborhood. Currently, the Ground Lease generates about $25,700 a month.


The $1.3 million equals money generated, or will be generated, from the Ground Lease between February 1, 2012, when the SFRA was dissolved, and June 30, 2015. Staff propose to use this money for improvements to the park, including a new irrigation system, replacement of existing turf with a smaller turf area and native, drought-tolerant ground cover around the park edges, a new children’s play structure, a swing set, toddler play equipment, a climbing wall, replaced picnic benches and barbecue areas, a children’s flower garden, a community mural and children’s tile mosaic project, and an additional space that could be used as a community garden or other planted space, depending on community support for a community garden concept. This redesign was based on feedback received at several community workshops held between 2008 and 2010, and is also intended to lower future property management costs. 


A 2010 estimate for this work (from the City’s Department of Public Works) totaled $1.25 million. Escalating that figure by 3% a year yields a current cost estimate of about $1.4 million. The $1.3 million in CDBG program income would nearly fund this entire cost. The balance of the funds (about $100,000) could be requested by OCII on future requests to DOF, or contributed by the City or other entities. OCII will either: (1) transfer this money to the City to use for this purpose when Shoreview Park is transferred to the City, pursuant to OCII’s DOF-approved PMP, or (2) spend this money itself for this purpose (using DPW or a private contractor hired through a competitive procurement process) prior to transferring Shoreview Park to the City.





c. Bayview Industrial Triangle (Active Project Area): The Redevelopment Plan for this project area doesn’t expire until 2020 but the SFRA’s redevelopment program for this project area (i.e., to create a new industrial park) was largely complete. OCII occasionally receives requests for land use approvals in this project area. Development is proceeding on a mixed-use building containing 32 new residential units and ground-floor commercial space on a vacant, privately-owned lot at 4101 Third Street. Work includes design review, zoning checks, and shepherding entitlement approvals through the Commission. Staff time will be reimbursed by the project sponsor.












Appendix 1. Redevelopment Project Area Information
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Appendix 2. Tax Allocation Bond Debt Service Schedule
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Notes





RPSB = Rincon Point South Beach, WA2 = Western Addition Area 2, YBC = Yerba Buena Center, HP = Hunters Point, IB = India Basin, GG = Golden Gateway, SOMA = South of Market, MBN = Mission Bay North, South MBS = Mission Bay South, HPSY = Hunters Point Shipyard, Bayview = Bayview Hunters Point. 





OCII is also responsible for the South Beach Harbor bond, secured by a combination of Harbor revenues and tax increment on boats and berths at the Harbor, and for three loans provided by the California Department of Boating and Waterways (“Cal Boating”) secured by Harbor revenues. Annual debt service on the bond of $1.3 million is due through Fiscal Year 2016-2017, when the bond is scheduled to be paid off. Annual Cal Boating loan payments of $536,000 per year are due through Fiscal Year 2035-2036. 



Appendix 3. Community Facilities Districts





Community Facilities Districts (“CFDs”) are special taxing districts formed under the California Mello-Roos Act. The revenues supporting the activities and/or bond obligations of these districts come solely from special taxes, voted by electors within the district at the time of its formation. The OCII acts only as administrator of the CFDs and has no financial obligation. Disbursements from these CFDs are not part of the OCII budget and are included here for informational purposes only.





[bookmark: _Toc355262782][bookmark: _Toc355264217][bookmark: _Toc355266157]Table A1: Community Facilities District Annual Tax Levies and Bond Balances


[UPDATES IN PROGRESS]





[image: ]


image1.emf


Sources



FY 13-14 



Budget



1



FY 14-15 ProposedDiff



Property Tax Increment - Debt Service97,230$    97,583$                  354$        



Property Tax Increment - Mission Bay4,800       17,120                    12,320$    



Property Tax Increment - Admin Allowance3,275       2,910                      (365)$       



Property Tax Increment - Other13,944      10,425                    (3,519)$     



Subtotal Property Tax Increment119,249    128,039                  8,790       



Hotel Tax/Moscone Revs for Debt Service15,909      11,805                    (4,103)$     



Rent & Lease Revenues13,329      18,655                    5,326$      



Developer Payments for Affordable Housing35,700      124,073                  88,373$    



Developer Payments - Other9,450       13,561                    4,111$      



US Navy Cooperative Agreement8,863       316                        (8,547)$     



Garage Revenues3,533       4,215                      682$        



Loan Repayments-           106                        106$        



City Reimbursements for OCII Staff540          534                        (6)$           



New Bond Proceeds58,600      300                        (58,300)$   



Subtotal Current Revenues265,173    301,604                  36,431      



Fund Balance - Housing48,620      55,223                    6,603$      



Fund Balance - Other10,194      18,872                    8,678$      



Total Sources323,987    375,699                  51,712      



Uses - Operations



Salaries and Benefits6,140       7,489                      1,349$      



General Administrative & Mgmt Services850          900                        50$          



Affordable Housing Services1,368       859                        (509)$       



Rent441          441                        -$         



Retiree Health Insurance975          1,040                      65$          



Auditing & Accounting Services315          210                        (105)$       



Legal Services3,066       1,395                      (1,671)$     



Planning & Workforce Development Svcs2,852       2,629                      (223)$       



Asset Management4,658       6,879                      2,221$      



Other Professional Services4,064       7,724                      3,659$      



Grants to Community-Based Organizations7,564       5,312                      (2,251)$     



Payments to other Public Agencies2,555       7,206                      4,651$      



Other Current Expenses3,388       4,010                      621$        



Subtotal Operations38,236      46,094                    7,857       



Affordable Housing Loans82,931      101,840                  18,909$    



Affordable Housing Reserve9,300       70,464                    61,164$    



Development Infrastructure71,022      25,439                    (45,583)$   



YBG Capital Reserve-           3,167                      3,167$      



Community Grants Reserve-           1,496                      1,496$      



Bldg Imprvmts/Lead&Asbestos Abatement6,336       -                         (6,336)$     



Public Art2,136       1,378                      (757)$       



Other Use of Bond Proceeds-           9,217                      9,217$      



Debt Service114,026    116,604                  2,577$      



Total Uses323,987$  375,699$                51,712$    



1 FY 2013-14 figures include addition of $12,820K Moscone convention center pass-through revenue and debt service not 



included in published OCII budget.
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Uses



Developer 



Pmts



Property 



Tax



Fund 



Balances



Property



 Rents and 



Garage RevsOtherTotal by UseUse %



Affordable Housing124,073$      2,279$         54,060$        -$             -$             180,412$      48.0%



Debt Service-              103,233       -               1,615           12,105         116,954       31.1%



Infrastructure7,493           17,495         17,418          316              316              43,038         11.5%



Asset Management734              537              1,454           19,389         106              22,220         5.9%



Project Mgmt & Admin5,334           4,494           1,162           1,550           534              13,075         3.5%



Total by Source137,633$      128,039$      74,095$        22,870$       13,061$       375,699$      100%



Source %36.6%34.1%19.7%6.1%3.5%100%



Sources
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SourcesAdmin



Debt 



Service



HPSY 



P1



HPSY 



P2/CPMBNMBSTBYYBCYBGSBHOther



Total FY 



14-15



Property Tax Increment - Debt Service-        97,583   -     -      -     -      -        -      -      -     -      97,583   



Property Tax Increment - Admin Allowance547       -        594    462      -     -      1,307     -      -      -     -      2,910     



Property Tax Increment - Other1,040     144       -     -      6,460 10,660 8,595     -      -      -     646      27,545   



Hotel Tax/Moscone Revs for Debt Service-        11,805   -     -      -     -      -        -      -      -     -      11,805   



Rent & Lease Revenues-        1,615     316    -      -     -      350       -      12,780 2,683 911      18,655   



Developer Payments for Affordable Housing-        -        1,000 34,810 -     10,200 77,000   1,062   -      -     -      124,073 



Developer Payments - Other150       -        1,950 4,932   736    2,014   1,050     2,246   184      -     300      13,561   



US Navy Cooperative Agreement-        -        316    -      -     -      -        -      -      -     -      316       



Garage Revenues-        -        -     -      -     -      -        3,800   -      -     415      4,215     



City Reimbursements for OCII Staff-        -        -     -      -     -      -        -      -      -     534      534       



Loan Repayments-        -        -     -      -     -      -        -      -      -     106      106       



New Bond Proceeds-        300       -     -      -     -      -        -      -      -     -      300       



Fund Balance - Housing-        -        -     13,900 -     3,030   23,587   2,485   -      -     12,221 55,223   



Fund Balance - Other-        -        1,075 1,350   -     377      13,177   457      331      -     2,105   18,872   



Total Sources excluding Transfers1,737     111,448 5,251 55,454 7,196 26,281 125,066 10,051 13,295 2,683 17,239 375,699 



Transfer In Between Projects-        -        1,500 -      -     4,997   -        -      -      -     -      



Total Sources1,737     111,448 6,751 55,454 7,196 31,278 125,066 10,051 13,295 2,683 17,239 



Uses - Operations



Allocated Staff & Operating Expenses(10,503)  94         1,708 1,400   665    974      2,407     258      245      945    1,807   -        



Salaries and Benefits7,489     -        -     -      -     -      -        -      -      -     -      7,489     



General Administrative & Mgmt Services900       -        -     -      -     -      -        -      -      -     -      900       



Affordable Housing Services609       -        -     -      -     -      -        250      -      -     -      859       



Rent441       -        -     -      -     -      -        -      -      -     -      441       



Retiree Health Insurance1,040     -        -     -      -     -      -        -      -      -     -      1,040     



Auditing & Accounting Services210       -        -     -      -     -      -        -      -      -     -      210       



Legal Services285       -        95      600      -     -      350       -      40       -     25       1,395     



Planning & Workforce Development Svcs379       -        375    1,125   150    450      150       -      -      -     -      2,629     



Asset Management-        -        -     -      -     -      -        1,200   3,423   -     2,256   6,879     



Other Professional Services275       350       700    2,233   -     -      4,165     -      -      -     -      7,724     



Grants to Community-Based Organizations-        -        -     850      -     -      -        457      4,005   -     -      5,312     



Payments to other Public Agencies-        -        316    -      -     -      3,000     2,590   68       521    710      7,206     



Other Current Expenses611       -        61      36       -     -      -        1,748   63       1,217 274      4,010     



Subtotal Uses - Operations1,737     444       3,255 6,244   815    1,424   10,072   6,504   7,845   2,683 5,072   46,094   



Other Uses



Affordable Housing Loans-        -        2,500 48,710 219    5,811   44,600   -      -      -     -      101,840 



Affordable Housing Reserve-        -        -     -      300    14,176 55,987   -      -      -     -      70,464   



Development Infrastructure-        -        -     -      -     8,900   14,257   -      2,283   -     -      25,439   



YBG Capital Reserve-        -        -     -      -     -      -        -      3,167   -     -      3,167     



Community Grants Reserve-        -        996    500      -     -      -        -      -      -     -      1,496     



Public Art-        -        -     -      261    967      150       -      -      -     -      1,378     



Other Use of Bond Proceeds-        -        -     -      -     -      -        -      -      -     9,217   9,217     



Debt Service-        111,004 -     -      5,600 -      -        -      -      -     -      116,604 



Total Uses excluding Transfers1,737     111,448 6,751 55,454 7,196 31,278 125,066 6,504   13,295 2,683 14,289 375,699 



Transfers Out Between Projects-        -        -     -      -     -      -        3,547   -      -     2,950   



Total Uses1,737     111,448 6,751 55,454 7,196 31,278 125,066 10,051 13,295 2,683 17,239 
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Sources



FY 13-14 



Bgt



FY 14-15 



ProposedDiff



Property Tax Increment - Administrative Allowance3,275$    2,910$    (365)$      



Property Tax Increment - Retiree Health975         1,040      65           



Developer payments150         150         



Staff & Operating Expenses Allocated to Projects7,683      8,139      456         



Total Sources11,933$   12,239$   306$       



Uses



FY 13-14 



Bgt



FY 14-15 



ProposedDiff



Salaries and Benefits6,140$    7,489$    1,349$     



General Administrative & Mgmt Services850         900         50           



Affordable Housing Services1,368      609         (759)        



Rent441         441         -          



Retiree Health Insurance975         1,040      65           



Auditing & Accounting Services315         210         (105)        



Legal Services400         285         (115)        



Planning & Workforce Development Svcs75           379         304         



Other Professional Services390         275         (115)        



Other Current Expenses979         611         (368)        



Total Uses11,933$   12,239$   306$       
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Sources



FY 13-14 



Budget



1



FY 14-15 



ProposedDiff



Property Tax Increment - Tax Allocation Bonds96,215$   97,283$   1,068$     



Property Tax Increment - Debt Mgmt Services514         144         (370)        



Property Tax Increment - South Beach Harbor500         300         (200)        



South Beach Harbor Revs for Debt Service1,402      1,615      213         



Hotel Tax/Moscone Revs for Debt Service15,909    11,805    (4,103)     



Refunding Bond Cost of Issuance Reimbursement-          300         300         



Total Sources114,540$ 111,448$ (3,092)$    



Uses



FY 13-14 



Budget



1



FY 14-15 



ProposedDiff



Allocated Staff & Operating Expenses50           94           44           



Other Professional Services464         350         (114)        



Debt Service114,026   111,004   (3,023)     



Total Uses114,540$ 111,448$ (3,092)$    



1 FY 2013-14 figures include addition of $12,820K Moscone convention center pass-through revenue 



and debt service not included in published OCII budget.
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FY



Total Debt 



Svc



Reserve 



avail



Net Debt 



Svc



Diff to 



PY



RPSBWA2 YBCHPIBGGSOMA



MBN MBS HPSY



Bayvi



ew



Trans



bay



2013-14$98.1$1.1$97.0$0.714.913.026.50.70.515.51.89.09.40.02.64.2



2014-15$98.3$0.0$98.3$1.315.010.926.50.70.515.41.69.011.80.02.74.2



2015-16$97.4$0.0$97.4($0.9)15.010.126.40.70.515.41.69.011.80.02.84.2



2016-17$97.9$0.0$97.9$0.415.010.326.60.70.515.41.69.011.80.02.84.2



2017-18$104.1$9.0$95.1($2.7)15.011.132.90.80.614.51.69.011.80.02.84.2



2018-19$84.1$7.6$76.5($18.6)15.010.619.10.70.58.81.69.011.80.02.84.2



2019-20$68.2$0.0$68.2($8.3)15.08.66.50.50.58.41.69.011.80.02.14.2



2020-21$71.1$0.0$71.1$2.915.08.69.30.60.58.41.69.011.80.02.14.2



2021-22$71.8$0.2$71.5$0.515.08.99.80.70.38.41.69.011.80.02.14.2



2022-23$71.5$0.2$71.4($0.2)14.78.99.80.70.38.41.69.011.80.02.14.2



2023-24$71.4$3.2$68.2($3.1)14.68.99.80.70.38.41.69.011.80.02.14.2



2024-25$54.3$1.2$53.1($15.1)8.86.32.00.40.38.41.68.411.80.02.14.2
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District 



NumberDistrict Name



Starting 



Fund 



Balance



FY 2014 Tax 



Levy, $M



FY 14-15 Exps - 



Debt Svc, $M



F Y14-15 Exps -



Operations, $M



Bonds 



Outstanding 



6/30/14, $M



Final Bond 



MaturityPurpose



CFD#1



1



South Beach Harbortbd $                 -   N/Atbd $                          -   N/APark Maintenance



CFD#4



2



Mission Bay Northtbd-                tbd23.4                        8/1/2031Infrastructure



CFD#5Mission Bay North and Southtbd1.6                 N/AtbdN/AN/APark Maintenance



CFD#6Mission Bay Southtbd9.7                 tbd143.5                     8/1/2043Infrastructure



CFD#7Hunter's Point Shipyardtbd-                tbd34.5                        8/1/2036Infrastructure



CFD#8Hunter's Point Shipyardtbd-                N/AtbdN/AN/APark Maintenance



1.  Tax Levy will resume in 2015.  FY2014 expense cover by bond surplus.



2. Debt Service for CFD#4 is paid from tax increment pledged under the Financing Plan of the Mission Bay North Owner Participation Agreement 



(11/16/98).











From: Gavin, John (MYR)
To: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: notes
Date: Tuesday, May 13, 2014 4:15:04 PM
Attachments: MB CAC Minutes DRAFT 5.8.14.docx


Sorry for the delay on these. Had some formatting issues…
Feel free to call me if you have any questions.
 
See you on Thursday.
 
-jg
 


From: Hussain, Lila (OCII) 
Sent: Friday, May 09, 2014 4:44 PM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: notes
 
Oh I didn’t know you recorded it?  I’m working Sunday too!
 


From: Gavin, John (MYR) 
Sent: Friday, May 09, 2014 4:43 PM
To: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: RE: notes
 
It’s 50 minutes worth, and I just started listening this afternoon, so I don’t have a heck of a lot to
send you today.  I’m going to be in the office on Sunday, so I’ll send you over all of it then. 
 


From: Hussain, Lila (OCII) 
Sent: Friday, May 09, 2014 4:00 PM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: notes
 
Thanks John!  I am trying to get them out by Monday, so please send whatever you have today and I
will cobble our respective notes.
 


From: Gavin, John (MYR) 
Sent: Friday, May 09, 2014 12:16 PM
To: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: notes
 
Hi Lila,
 
Thanks again for the ride back from MB.  I recorded the majority of the Warriors discussion, and will
try to transcribe them and send them your way. 
 
-jg



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=D3FDD7FCDB634739ADBCE4142157EE0A-JOHN GAVIN
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Committee: Full CAC	Date: Thursday, May 8, 2014 5:00- 8:00pm


			Chair and Vice Chair: Corinne Woods,


Chair	 and  Kevin Simons, Vice-Chair


Present: Kevin Beauchamp, Sarah Davis, Dan Deibel, Donna Dell’Era, Alfonso Felder, Michael D. Freeman, Tom Hart, Andrea Jones, Toby Levine, JoAnn Locke, Dick Millet Jennifer Pratt Mead, Catherine Sharpe, Milena Elperin  Absent: 

















			Staff: Lila Hussain, Asst. Project Manager  





			Agenda Topic


			Highlights & Summary	


			Action and Follow-up Items





			1. 


			Discussion on the Golden State Warriors’ Purchase and Development of Blocks 29-32, bounded by Third Street, South Street, 16th Street and Terry Francois Boulevard








			





			   


			   


			 





			 


			SUMMARY OF DISCUSSION:


	


Golden State Warriors (GSWs) President Rick Welts introduces himself to the CAC members, and audience.  He touches on the past two years of the GSWs Piers 30-32 project proposal (May 2012-April 2014).





GSWs excited to become part of the Mission Bay neighborhood.  The organization has worked extensively with the Piers 30-32 CAC, and is looking forward to work with the Mission Bay CAC and help activate the neighborhood.  The purchase of the site occurred at the end of April 2014, and many of the expected questions will be answered in the coming months, however the GSWs are committed to going through this CAC process in the correct manner. 





The Redevelopment plan has given the GSWs a great “roadmap” of what the site can be used for.  The Piers 30-32 project was specific to the piers site, and the Missoin Bay site provides a different opportunity.  Mix of office and retail (primarily restaurants), and an iconic sports & entertainment facility.  Transportation, transit and parking will be a priority.  Excited to bring in an event mix to the area that works well with the SF Giants and the neighborhood.  The timeline includes having the arena ready by the 2018-19 NBA season.  




















			





			


			








COMMITTEE MEMBER Q&A


Q: Michael: Question regarding signage?


[bookmark: _GoBack]   o A: To be determined, but will be significantly smaller signage than Oracle Arenas.


	


        Q: Donna: What type of maintenance/trash cleanup plan will occur?


   o The Piers 30-32 CAC has done extensive quality of life analysis and much of these 


         efforts will translate.  





        Q: Hope you will be sensitive to the current residents quality of life especially 


        regarding traffic/congestion


   o A: Very aware of many residents’ concerns and eager to listen neighbors’ issues.    


         One major difference between Piers 30-32 and MB site is that Mission Bay has 


          ample parking already provided.





         Q: The Salesforce campus proposal was aesthetically pleasing and stood out, will 


         the arena be iconic?  Also, have you looked to Vancouver, BC regarding the use of  


         water transportation?


   o A:  In the works to confirm an architect and will look to them regard site design.





         Q: Dick Millet – Zoning of site?


   o A: Corrine explained that these issues will continue to addressed.  The entitlement process; there will be an item major phase approval, a supplemental EIR, all will be reviewed throughout this process





Alfonso – looking forward to work on all these issues with Warriors organization and neighbors.  All interests are aligned and will work together to resolve outstanding issues.








			 





			


			


			 





			


			


			 





			


			


			





			


			


			





			


			


			





			


			


			





			


			


			





			


			


			





			


			


			





			


			


			





			


			


			








MISSION BAY


CITIZENS ADVISORY COMMITTEE


Opportunities for Public Comment are provided after CAC member discussion of each agenda item. Pursuant to the Brown Act, the CAC limits the amount of time allocated for each speaker on particular issues to no more than 3 minutes.


	Mission Creek Senior	


	Community, 225 Berry Street at 4thStreet. 	


Contact: Lila Hussain, Asst. Project Manager at 415-749-2431 or at lila.hussain@sfgov.org for more information about Mission Bay


Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)


Successor Agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco


One South Van Ness Avenue, 5th Floor, San Francisco, CA 94103





Mission Bay


Citizens Advisory Committee


 





Wendy- Mission Bay Shuttles; looking forward to working with you.





Dennis- Would like to see a high school classroom at mission bay. 





Q:  Jerry Kierne; How much of the program from 30-32 will translate to MB site?


A:  Rick introduced rest of the team, including David Carlock.  The components of the arena will be similar, but as far as a design of exterior, that will likely be different and sensitive to the neighborhood.  There will be a good amount of restaurant retail and have office space as well.





Ms. Weinberg-expressed concerns with trash and the maintenance of litter from users of the arena-especially with the wind pushing trash toward the water.  What type of community participation will the Warriors bring?  Also, late night noise i.e. cleaning machines late at night – how to mitigate.  Need appropriate retail for neighborhood use.





Bill – resident for the last five years at the Radience.  With the MB general plan, does an arena fit with the original plan. 





Don Langley-Will the project trigger the building of Bay Front Park?  


A: Yes.  Don-Great!





Audience member asked about a new 280 off ramp, and was that already in the works?
Yes, it has been in the works.   More details to come at next month’s meeting.





Deborah Seswich- Madrone resident not happy with finding out about a new sports arena nearby her.  What will the event mix be aside from NBA games?





A: The NBA games will be around 50 games between October-May/June.  Other events will include family-shows and concerts. Ranging in population size of 2,000-8,000.   Very little noon NBA events will be the capacity size of 18,000.  Approximately 200 total events a year.




















PUBLIC COMMENT











			


			


Q: Flight pattern of UCSF helicopter


· A: Warriors had a fruitful meeting with UCSF, and the height of the arena was discussed and doesn’t seem to be an issue regarding the helicopter.


        Q:  What type of community relations/assistance; sources of funds regarding community benefits agreements that may overlap with current public agreemnents... 


A: Warriors have been and continue to be active in their respective communities both in Oakland and San Francisco.  That said, this project will be entirely privately financed, which is unique.  Most arenas receive substantial public resources (i.e. Detroit arena $160M, Sacramento arena $200M).  So, appreciate some understanding and perspective that the Warriors are not looking for any public funds.   





Q: Major disaster plan?


· A: All will be covered in the ongoing planning process. 





Hank, neighbor.  Having a tough time working with the SF Port, would like the Warriors to help with neighborhood issues…





Deena; resident of the Madrone.  Please take adjacent neighborhoods’ traffic and transportation access into consideration.





Deedee Churchen; Madrone resident.  Concerned about “critical mass” and event coordination with the SF Giants and Warriors.  Important to allow residents to have a say on what is decided/built.





Stefanie Burger; Marone resident.  Traffic calming measures needed during game time.  The ticket holder who drove





Toby Levine; when Salesforce.com Inc. was going to build a campus, the projected employee daily traffic was thousands of people.  Also, would like to see an iconic designed structure.  








 


			





			


			


			





			


			


			





			


			 


			





			


			Next CAC Meeting. Date: TBD. Time: 5:00-7:00 PM Location: 225 Berry Street





			






















From: Clarke Miller
To: Wise, Viktoriya
Subject: RE: GSW Project - Streetscape/Pedestrian Improvements
Date: Wednesday, January 15, 2014 4:34:13 PM
Attachments: image002.png


image003.png
image004.png
image005.png
image006.png
STAT_12.12.13.pdf


Hi Viktoriya,
 
Item b under SWL 330 refers to the consolidation of the curb cut on Beale and not on Bryant. While
I don’t anticipate that we’ll be amenable to that recommendation (desire to maintain separation
between hotel and residential experiences), I still want to confirm that our answer is not required by
Luba/Jose to proceed with their traffic impact analysis.
 
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Wise, Viktoriya [mailto:viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 6:04 PM
To: Watty, Elizabeth; Clarke Miller
Cc: Bollinger, Brett; Perry, Nicholas; Alumbaugh, David; Albert, Peter; Kern, Chris; Miller, Erin;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Jose I. Farran (jifarran@adavantconsulting.com); Joyce Hsiao
(joyce@orionenvironment.com); Paul Mitchell (PMitchell@esassoc.com)
Subject: RE: GSW Project - Streetscape/Pedestrain Improvements
 
Clark-
As we discussed, please take a look and let the team know which of the
improvements you would like to incorporate into the project description. 
 
Peter/Erin-
Perhaps at the next transportation team meeting we can touch base
about these suggestions.  Brett, could you please add to Agenda on 1/8. 
 
Thanks.
 
Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning
 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049│Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org


            
 
From: Watty, Elizabeth 
Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 6:01 PM
To: CMiller@stradasf.com
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya; Bollinger, Brett; Perry, Nicholas; Alumbaugh, David; Albert, Peter; Kern, Chris



mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com
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mailto:viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org

http://www.sfplanning.org/

https://www.facebook.com/sfplanningdept

http://www.flickr.com/photos/sfplanning

https://twitter.com/sfplanning

http://www.youtube.com/sfplanning

http://signup.sfplanning.org/
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STREETSCAPE ADVISORY TEAM MEETING NOTES 



GSW Mixed-Use Development Project – Pier 30; SWL 330 



 



Planner:  Elizabeth Watty 



 



Date:  December 12, 2013 



 



Attendees: Elizabeth Watty, Alexis Smith, Nick Perry, Greg Riessen, Maia Small 



  



The Project includes the construction of a multi-purpose event center, public open space, 



maritime uses, a parking facility and visitor-serving retail and restaurant uses on the 



approximately 13-acre Piers 30-32. The Project also includes a mixed-use development on an 



approximate 2.3 acre area of Seawall Lot 330, located directly across The Embarcadero from 



Piers 30-32. Seawall Lot 330 would be developed with a variety of mixed uses, including 



residential, hotel, and retail uses. Collectively, the Piers 30-32 improvements together with the 



mixed-use development on Seawall Lot 330 comprise the proposed project. 



 



The team suggests that GSW implement several pedestrian, bicycle, transit and traffic 



improvements within the project vicinity, as described below and illustrated on the attached 



drawing.  It should be noted that none of these improvements would require any reconfiguration 



of roadway geometries; in other words, traffic operations would not be affected, and therefore no 



modifications would be necessary to the GSW traffic study.  These improvements would also 



enable the retention of the majority of on-street parking; only a handful of on-street spaces would 



have to be removed.  



 



1. Pier 30 Driveway:  
a. The curb cut and garage opening for Pier 30-32 should be reduced to a maximum 



width of 22’-0”, with one lane inbound and one lane outbound.  Within the garage 



structure, the driveway/aisle can be wider than 22’, but the width of the driveway as it 



crosses the Embarcadero promenade should be no wider than 22’.   



b. Bulb outs, each ~ 30’ long, should be added adjacent to either side of the Pier’s curb 



cut.  These would maximize visibility at the driveway, improving safety. 



c. There should be a KEEP CLEAR stencil on the roadway in front of the driveway.   



This would enable outbound driveway traffic to access the northbound-left turn 



pocket for Bryant/Embarcadero without being blocked by queued vehicles. 



d. During arena events, the northbound Embarcadero curb lane should be coned off to 



become a right-turn-only lane into the arena (as is shown on attached drawing).  In 



the shadow of this single inbound lane would be the single outbound driveway lane.  



This configuration is simple, would not require traffic attendants to stand in the 



roadway, and would enable northbound traffic on the Embarcadero to proceed at all 



times.  



e. During non-event times, no cones would be required, and the driveway would 



function like a typical driveway.  Both northbound Embarcadero lanes would function 



as through lanes during non-event times. 



f. To maximize safety for vehicles exiting the driveway and entering the northbound-



left turn pocket to Bryant/Embarcadero, the length of the turn pocket should be 



shortened by ~60 feet so that the turn pocket begins exactly at the driveway.  This 











way, outbound driveway vehicles would only have to merge through one traffic lane 



(during events, or two lanes during non-event), not two traffic lanes (or three lanes 



during non-event times).  One palm tree should be planted in the expanded median to 



match the existing tree pattern. 



 



2. SWL 330:  



a. The Streetscape Advisory Team has concerns about the number and size of the curb 



cuts on the SWL 330 site, as well as the Porte Cochere, as these substantially detract 



from the pedestrian realm.  



b. To serve SWL 330, there should be only one consolidated curb cut on Beale Street.  



There should be no curb cut on Bryant Street. 



c. Consider opportunities to improve the existing plaza at the south end of the SWL 330 



Site, at Beale Street and The Embarcadero. 



 



3. Pedestrian Improvements:  
a. Along the south sidewalk of Bryant Street, from Main Street (just west of the 



eastbound stop bar) to the Embarcadero, take advantage of the painted center median 



and excessive lane widths in order to widen the sidewalk to as wide as possible (at 



least to 15’), as this will be a major pedestrian route. The widened sidewalk would 



connect with the point where the proposed paseo meets Main Street, enabling shorter 



pedestrian crossings for pedestrians traveling to and from Main Street.  (May require 



removal of one parking space, immediately west of Main St intersection.) 



b. To shorten pedestrian crossing distances and enhance pedestrian safety, install bulb-



outs at the following locations: 



 Northwest corner of Embarcadero/Bryant, bulbing into the westbound curb 



lane of Bryant St (no parking removal required) 



 Southwest corner of Embarcadero/Bryant, bulbing into the southbound 



Embarcadero parking lane and connecting with widened Bryant St south 



sidewalk.  (1-2 parking spaces removed) 



 Northeast corner of Main/Bryant, bulbing into the northbound Main St 



parking lane (no parking removal required due to existing fire hydrant) 



 Northwest corner of Main/Bryant, bulbing into both the southbound Main St 



parking lane (no parking removal required due to existing pump station 



driveway) and the westbound Bryant St parking lane (1-2 parking spaces 



removed) 



 Northeast corner of Beale/Bryant, bulbing into both the westbound Bryant St 



parking lane (remove only one space due to existing fire hydrant) and the 



northbound Beale St parking lane (no parking removal required due to 



existing fire hydrant) 



 Southeast corner of Beale/Bryant, bulbing into the eastbound Bryant St 



parking lane (1-2 parking spaces removed) 



c. Widen all crosswalks at Embarcadero/Bryant, Main/Bryant and Beale/Bryant, as 



shown on graphic.  Install Continental-style crosswalks, which is Better Streets Plan 



standard. 



 



 



 











4. Bicycle Improvements:  
a. Install an eastbound bike lane on Bryant between Beale Street and the Embarcadero.  



This would connect the existing bike lane on Beale Street with the Embarcadero and 



would be a major inbound bike route for the arena.  This lane would take advantage 



of overly-wide traffic lanes, and not require the removal of parking or reconfiguration 



of traffic lanes. 



b. Install a westbound bike lane on Bryant Street between the Embarcadero and Main 



Street.  Combined with (c) below, this would connect the Embarcadero with Main 



Street and would be a major outbound bike route for the arena.  This would take 



advantage of overly-wide traffic lanes, and not require the removal of on-street 



parking or a reduction in travel lanes. 



c. Install a northbound bike lane on Main between Bryant and Harrison streets. This 



would take advantage of overly-wide traffic lanes, and not require the removal of on-



street parking or a reduction in travel lanes. 



 



 



5. Embarcadero Median:  
a. Remove the 300’ southbound left/U-turn pocket on The Embarcadero as it 



approaches Bryant Street, and increase the width of the median. This improvement 



will improve the signal operations (especially for transit) and will shorten pedestrian 



crossings at what would be a high-volume crosswalk during events at Pier 30.  Three 



palm trees should be planted in this median to match the existing tree pattern. 



b. At Embarcadero/Bryant, upgrade the hatched painted medians into upgraded/widened 



crosswalks, coordinated with 3(c) above (both the north and south sides of the 



median). 



 



6. Embarcadero Cycletrack 
a. Please dimension the sidewalk width along the Embarcadero, between the curb line 



and the arena building wall.   The sidewalk width needs to be sufficient so as to not 



preclude the planned Embarcadero Cycletrak options currently under study by 



SFMTA. 



 












Subject: GSW Project - Streetscape/Pedestrain Improvements
 
Clarke,
 
Per my voicemail, I am sending you the Department’s comments relating
to several streetscape and pedestrian improvements that we would like to
see as part of the GSW Project.
 
Please let me know if you have questions or concerns about any of these
improvements/comments. I will be out of the office starting tomorrow,
and will be back in on the 2nd.
 
Thank you, and happy holidays!
 
-Liz
 
Elizabeth Watty, LEED AP
Planner, Northeast Quadrant, Current Planning
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6620 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: Elizabeth.Watty@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
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From: Oshima, Diane
To: liz.brisson@sfcta.org; Van de Water, Adam; Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya
Subject: CAC meeting planner
Date: Wednesday, February 12, 2014 3:35:07 PM
Attachments: CAC meeting planner1-28-14.docx


FINAL_Transportation Subcommiittee Agenda 2 19 14.doc


Hi all
 
Here’s the meeting planner tool.  If you have date or program
changes for the transportation meetings, can you indicate and
let me know?
 
Also, here’s the corrected version of the 2/19 Transp Comm
agenda, incorporates Liz’s revision.  I’m sending out by 5 today. 
Thanks. 
 
Diane Oshima
Assistant Deputy Director, Waterfront Planning
Port of San Francisco
Pier 1, San Francisco, CA  94111
Diane.Oshima@sfport.com
415/274-0553
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Piers 30-32 CAC meeting planner


(1-28-14 Working Tool; meeting dates subject to revision by CAC committee co-chairs)





			Date


			CAC


			Trans


			Quality of Life


			Finance/Term Sheet 


			Land Use





			January 2014


			


			1/29


1)Transp Planning Overview


2)Overview WTA Phase 2





			


			


			





			February 


			2/3


· Updated Project Schedule &Dev Project Approvals


· GSW  Event Program


· AB1273 off-site public benefits briefing





			2/19 [MTA, Plng Dept EP and Liz/TA should confirm ]


· MTA transportation pilot projects


·  GSW Event Program - Travel Patterns and trip-making factors  


			 2/20





· GSW Event Program Details – Qol Discussion 


			Date TBD 


· Development Project Approvals – Committee discussion (e.g. financial structure, details on legal documents and approval processes 





			Date TBD  [2/24, Pier 1 confirmed]


· GSW Event Program


· Other issues raised in past meetings: air quality, cruise terminal berthing, curb management, deliveries, special event schedule coordination





			March


			3/3 [Pier1 confirmed]


			3/19 [conflict with CWAG]


· WTA Phase 2 Corridor analysis   and transportation strategy screening results 


· Discuss WTA Phase 1 strategies that should be tested to relieve problems identified in the Phase 2 analysis 





			 3/17 [Pier 40-S Beach]


· DPW,OEWD Cleaning services presentation





			


			





			April


			4/7 [conflict w WDAC]


			4/30 [Pier 1 confirmed]


· Review and discuss  WTA Phase 2  strategy evaluation results (follow up on 3/26 meeting)





			4/16 [Pier 40-S Beach]


· SFPD and GSW safety services plan


			


			





			May


			5/5 [Pier 1 confirmed]


			May or later – TBD


· Present Draft GSW Transportation management Plan (TMP)


			[bookmark: _GoBack] 5/19 [Pier 40-S Beach]


· Recommended updates to Good Neighbor policies


			May or later – TBD


· Present draft term sheet


			





			June


			


			


			


			


			





			July


			


			


			


			


			





			August


			 


			


			


			


			





			September


			


			


			


			


			





			October 
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PIERS 30-32 CITIZENS ADVISORY SUB-COMMITTEE 



Transportation 



Wednesday, February 19, 2014


Port of San Francisco –Pier 1 (The Embarcadero at Washington Street)



 Bayside Conference Rooms  



6:30-8:30 pm


 (Members: Amandeep Jawa, Dan Nguyen-Tan, Jack Bair, Cristina Rubke, Jerry Chen, Jamie Whitaker)


MEETING AGENDA  


1) Welcome , Possible Endorsement of January 29, 2014 Meeting Minutes (Discussion and Possible Action Item) 



2) SFMTA Presentation of Proposed Pilot Transportation Improvement Projects - San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency proposes to conduct pilot projects in the Rincon Hill/South Beach neighborhood based on transportation strategies identified in Phase 1 of the Waterfront Transportation Assessment.  SFMTA staff will describe the pilot projects and solicit public input prior to carrying them out. (Discussion and Possible Action Item)



· Public Comment



3) Waterfront Transportation Assessment (WTA) Phase 2 Travel Pattern and Transportation Assumptions – Liz Brisson, San Francisco County Transportation Authority will present the travel patterns and trip-making factors that exist today and in future years with Planned Growth but not new Proposed Developments for the WTA Phase 2 transportation analysis.  (Discussion and Possible Action Item)



· Public Comment



4) General Announcements and Upcoming Meetings



· Public Comment



5) General Public Comment  - At this time, members of the public may address the CAC on items of interest to the public that are within the subject matter jurisdiction of the CAC but do not appear on the agenda. With respect to agenda items, the public will be given an opportunity to address the CAC when the item is reached in the meeting. Each member of the public may address the Committee for up to two minutes.


6) Adjournment 



If you have questions about the CAC, contact at Diane Oshima at Diane.Oshima@sfport.com or 415-274-0553. 



EMAIL NOTICING OF PIER 30-32 CAC EVENTS – If you would like to be notified of Pier 30-32 CAC meetings, please fill in the Meeting Sign-In Sheet at the CAC meetings, or online at sfport.com/pier30-32cac.  To receive notices via US mail instead of email, you must provide your mailing address. If you have questions about this project, please comment at sfgov.org/piers3032. Thank You.


ACCESSIBLE MEETING INFORMATION


Pier 1:



The Port’s fully-accessible offices are in the west end of Pier 1.  There are two entrances: the main entrance on the west (Embarcadero), and the Port History walk entrance on the south apron.  Each of these entrances is provided with an automatically operated door.  Both entrances lead to the Bayside Conference Rooms.  Accessible public restrooms, drinking fountains, payphone and TTY are on the first floor near the main entrance.  The public spaces of the Port’s offices are equipped with remote infrared signage (Talking Signs) identifying all primary entrances, paths of travel, meeting rooms and amenities.  Accessible seating areas and assistive listening devices will be available in the Bayside Conference Rooms. 



The closest accessible BART and MUNI Metro station is Embarcadero located at Market & Spear Streets.  Accessible MUNI lines serving the Ferry Building area are the F-Line, 9, 31, 32 and 71.  For more information about MUNI accessible services, call (415) 923-6142. 



The nearest accessible parking is located as follows: 



A)
3 spaces in the off-street pay parking lot on the west side of the Embarcadero at Washington Street



B)
1 space on the south side of Washington Street at the Embarcadero



C)
Hourly and valet parking in the off-street pay parking lot at Pier 3.  This lot is accessed through the Pier 3 bulkhead building entrance on the east side of the Embarcadero.  This lot is located on the pier deck, adjacent to the Ferry Boat Santa Rosa. 



Additional covered accessible off-street pay parking is available in the Golden Gateway Garage, which is bounded by Washington, Clay, Drumm and Battery Streets.  Entrance is on Clay St. between Battery and Front Streets.  There is no high-top van parking.  Metered street parking is available on the Embarcadero, Washington St., Folsom St. and Drumm Street.



Accessible meeting information policy:



In order to assist the City’s efforts to accommodate persons with severe allergies, environmental illness, multiple chemical sensitivity or related disabilities, attendees at public meetings are reminded that other attendees may be sensitive to various chemical-based products.  Please help the City to accommodate these individuals.  A sign language interpreter and alternative format copies of meeting agendas and other materials can be provided upon request made at least 72 hours in advance of any scheduled meeting.  Contact Wendy Proctor, Port’s ADA Coordinator, at 415-274-0592.  The Port’s TTY number is 415-274-0587.



Prohibition of Ringing of Sound-Producing Devices:



The ringing of and use of cell phones, pagers and similar sound-producing electronic devices are prohibited at this meeting.  Please be advised that the Chair may order the removal from the meeting room of any person(s) responsible for the ringing or use of a cell phone, pager or other similar sound-producing electronic device.



Know Your Rights Under the Sunshine Ordinance 
Government’s duty is to serve the public, reaching its decisions in full view of the public. Commissions, boards, councils and other agencies of the City and County exist to conduct the people’s business. This ordinance assures that deliberations are conducted before the people and that City operations are open to the people’s review.

For information on your rights under the Sunshine Ordinance (Chapters 67 of the San Francisco Administrative Code) or to report a violation of the ordinance, please contact: Chris Rustom, Administrator, Sunshine Ordinance Task Force, 415-554-7724. Copies of the Sunshine Ordinance can be obtained from the Administrator of the Sunshine Task Force, the San Francisco Public Library and on the City’s website at www.sfgov.org.



Lobbyist Ordinance

Individuals and entities that influence or attempt to influence local legislative or administrative action may be required by the San Francisco Lobbyist Ordinance (Administrative Code Section 16.520-534) to register and report lobbying activity.

For more information about the Lobbyist Ordinance, contact the Ethics Commission at 1390 Market Street, Suite 701, San Francisco, CA94102, (415) 554-9510, FAX (415) 703-1021, or visit its website at http://www.sfgov.org/ethics.Last updated: 11/13/2012 1:50:37 PM



OCA Site Map|Contact Us|Site Feedback
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Jones, Natasha (OCII)
Subject: RE: warriors check- in
Date: Saturday, May 17, 2014 10:18:30 AM


Thanks for checking. Thursday at 4 would be best for me. Thanks


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Jones, Natasha (OCII)"
Date:05/16/2014 5:37 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Subject: warriors check- in


Catherine – It looks like Thursdays 10 am or 4 pm work for Tiffany, Jim, Sally. Let’s discuss
though.
 
___________________________________________
NATASHA A. JONES
Interim Board Secretary
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
City and County of San Francisco
One South Van Ness, 5th Floor
San Francisco, California 94103
P 415.749.2458
F 415-749-2585
E natasha.jones@sfgov.org
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris


(CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Gary Oates (GOates@esassoc.com); Paul Mitchell (pmitchell@esassoc.com);
Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); Jose Farran (jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com);
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; "Chris Mitchell (C.Mitchell@fehrandpeers.com)"; "Mary Murphy
(MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com)"; "Sekhri, Neil (NSekhri@gibsondunn.com)"; Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Van de
Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); "David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)"; "Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com)"; Jesse Blout; David Kelly (dkelly@warriors.com); Miller, Erin (MTA)


Subject: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
Date: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 7:00:34 PM


Team,
 
We’d like to re-engage the CEQA team now that efforts are underway on the Warriors arena in
Mission Bay. We’d like to convene the group for a 90-minute meeting next week to address the
following preliminary agenda items:


·         Confirmation of SEIR analyses/chapters
·         Review and confirmation of Transportation SOW
·         Discussion of key assumptions for Transportation analysis
·         Review of preliminary CEQA schedule (ESA to prepare in advance)
·         Select a day of the week and time for this group to meet on a recurring basis
·         and other items, as appropriate


 
Please confer with your colleagues on your team and send me your firm’s availability for the
following days/times (location TBD):


·         Wed, May 21: Noon – 1:30pm
·         Thurs, May 22: 11am – 1pm
·         Fri, May 23: 10am – 3pm


 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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From: Paul Mitchell
To: Wise, Viktoriya
Cc: Kern, Chris; José I. Farrán; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Joyce
Subject: RE: GSW Schedule
Date: Thursday, January 16, 2014 3:29:06 PM
Attachments: image008.png
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Viktoriya:
 
We believe that the ferry terminal variant will not change the schedule, however, we are waiting to
hear back from Jose and Luba regarding the effect of this variant on their scope of work/schedule to
confirm this.
 
Thanks for addressing the employee email when you get a chance.
 
-Paul
 


From: Wise, Viktoriya [mailto:viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2014 3:21 PM
To: Joyce; Paul Mitchell
Cc: Kern, Chris
Subject: GSW Schedule
 
Hi-
Yesterday we talked about the ferry terminal variant at Piers 30-32. 
Kindly confirm that our approach does not change the schedule. 
Thanks!
Paul-
I know I owe you a response on the employee email.
 
Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning
 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049│Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Jones, Natasha (OCII)
Subject: RE: warriors check- in
Date: Monday, May 19, 2014 9:53:58 AM


No worries. Have a feeling it will be regularly rescheduld. :)


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Jones, Natasha (OCII)"
Date:05/19/2014 9:40 AM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Subject: RE: warriors check- in


Catherine – I have just sent an invite to warriors check- in. Tiffany might have a briefing
with the Mayor  at that time this week though. We will have to reschedule probably for this
week, if it does happen. Stay tuned.
 
___________________________________________
NATASHA A. JONES
Interim Board Secretary
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
City and County of San Francisco
One South Van Ness, 5th Floor
San Francisco, California 94103
P 415.749.2458
F 415-749-2585
E natasha.jones@sfgov.org
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Saturday, May 17, 2014 10:18 AM
To: Jones, Natasha (OCII)
Subject: RE: warriors check- in
 
Thanks for checking. Thursday at 4 would be best for me. Thanks
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Jones, Natasha (OCII)"
Date:05/16/2014 5:37 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Subject: warriors check- in
 
Catherine – It looks like Thursdays 10 am or 4 pm work for Tiffany, Jim, Sally. Let’s discuss
though.
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___________________________________________
NATASHA A. JONES
Interim Board Secretary
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
City and County of San Francisco
One South Van Ness, 5th Floor
San Francisco, California 94103
P 415.749.2458
F 415-749-2585
E natasha.jones@sfgov.org
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From: Brad McCrea
To: Wise, Viktoriya
Subject: Re: SB 743 Meeting on 1/15 @ 9 am
Date: Thursday, January 09, 2014 3:04:07 PM
Attachments: image006.png
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Goodness gracious. I guess I'll look for a new room.


From: "Wise, Viktoriya" <viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org>
Date: Thursday, January 9, 2014 1:18 PM
To: Brad McCrea <bradm@bcdc.ca.gov>
Subject: FW: SB 743 Meeting on 1/15 @ 9 am


I should also mention that a number of people in my office and the Port 
are interested in hearing this overview/discussion (particularly staff 
working on the Warriors) and they will be accompanying me to the 
meeting (there is a total of 10 folks coming with me including our City 
Attorney). 
 
Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning
 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049│Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org


            
 
From: Wise, Viktoriya 
Sent: Wednesday, January 08, 2014 6:27 PM
To: Brad McCrea (bradm@bcdc.ca.gov)
Subject: SB 743 Meeting on 1/15 @ 9 am
 
Hi Brad –
In anticipation of our meeting a week from today I wanted to check-in 
about a few things:


<!--[if !supportLists]-->1.   <!--[endif]-->Could you please send me 
your exact address and where we will be meeting.


<!--[if !supportLists]-->2.   <!--[endif]-->I have the following agenda 
in mind.  Please let me know if you would like to cover any 
additional items.


Agenda
<!--[if !supportLists]-->a.   <!--[endif]-->Overview of Senate Bill 


743
<!--[if !supportLists]-->                                          i.     <!--[endif]-->Traffic – LOS changes
<!--[if !supportLists]-->                                         ii.    <!--[endif]-->Parking
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<!--[if !supportLists]-->                                       iii.    <!--[endif]-->Aesthetics
<!--[if !supportLists]-->b.   <!--[endif]-->Discussion of how SB 


743 affects what we will be presenting in SF EIRs.
<!--[if !supportLists]-->c.    <!--[endif]-->Case Study – Golden 


State Warrior project on Piers 30-32/SWL330
<!--[if !supportLists]-->                                          i.     <!--[endif]-->The EIR will not be 


analyzing aesthetics impacts of the project
<!--[if !supportLists]-->                                         ii.    <!--[endif]-->The EIR project 


description will include a limited set of photo simulations
<!--[if !supportLists]-->                                       iii.    <!--[endif]-->The Planning 


Department will be preparing a number of photo 
simulations requested by BCDC last year but they will 
not be presented and discussed in the EIR


<!--[if !supportLists]-->                                       iv.    <!--[endif]-->The EIR will present a 
parking analysis for information purposes


<!--[if !supportLists]-->                                        v.     <!--[endif]-->The EIR will have a 
complete LOS analysis


 
I am looking forward to meeting you and other BCDC staff next week.


 
 
Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning
 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049│Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris


(CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Gary Oates (GOates@esassoc.com); Paul Mitchell (pmitchell@esassoc.com);
Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); Jose Farran (jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com);
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; "Chris Mitchell (C.Mitchell@fehrandpeers.com)"; "Mary Murphy
(MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com)"; "Sekhri, Neil (NSekhri@gibsondunn.com)"; Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Van de
Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); "David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)"; "Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com)"; Jesse Blout; David Kelly (dkelly@warriors.com); Miller, Erin (MTA)


Subject: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
Date: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 7:00:34 PM


Team,
 
We’d like to re-engage the CEQA team now that efforts are underway on the Warriors arena in
Mission Bay. We’d like to convene the group for a 90-minute meeting next week to address the
following preliminary agenda items:


·         Confirmation of SEIR analyses/chapters
·         Review and confirmation of Transportation SOW
·         Discussion of key assumptions for Transportation analysis
·         Review of preliminary CEQA schedule (ESA to prepare in advance)
·         Select a day of the week and time for this group to meet on a recurring basis
·         and other items, as appropriate


 
Please confer with your colleagues on your team and send me your firm’s availability for the
following days/times (location TBD):


·         Wed, May 21: Noon – 1:30pm
·         Thurs, May 22: 11am – 1pm
·         Fri, May 23: 10am – 3pm


 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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From: José I. Farrán
To: Wise, Viktoriya
Cc: Luba C. Wyznyckyj
Subject: RE: GSW TDM pass-by rates
Date: Monday, January 13, 2014 9:22:33 AM
Attachments: image009.png
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Viktoriya – yes, we are using a 50% discount for restaurants and retail based on local data plus information we had from the San Diego Association of
Governments (SANDAG) who had done research on this matter.  I was not aware of this document and we can definitely add it to the sources if you
send me the link.
 
_______________________________________________________
José I. Farrán, P.E.
  Adavant
         Consulting
200 Francisco St.,  2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133
office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com
www.AdavantConsulting.com
 
 
From: Wise, Viktoriya [mailto:viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 13, 2014 8:46 AM
To: Jose I. Farran (jifarran@adavantconsulting.com)
Subject: GSW TDM pass-by rates
 
Hey-
I was just reading CEQA Guidelines from LA and look what I came across.  Don’t we use a 50% by-pass rate
for retail during non-events?  If yes, then seems like the document below could very well help support this
assumption.  Let me know if this is helpful and I can direct you to the totality of the document so we can
cite it or add it to the admin record.
 
Thanks,
Vik
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Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning
 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049│Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org
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From: Robert Mitroff
To: Liz Brisson; PAM A HERHOLD
Cc: Dan Tischler; Drew Cooper; dwatry@bart.gov; Miller, Erin; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Albert, Peter; Wise,


Viktoriya; Val Menotti
Subject: Re: BART basic info for upcoming EIR analysis
Date: Thursday, January 30, 2014 9:37:30 AM


Mark Feldman is no longer with the BART District.


Please direct all ridership inquires to Pam Herhold, Manager of Financial
Planning (pherhol@bart.gov).


If more general ridership information is needed, then please go to
bart.gov/about/


Robert Mitroff
Manager of Fleet & Capacity Planning
Bay Area Rapid Transit District
510-464-6178
925-788-6653 (cell)


From:   Liz Brisson <liz.brisson@sfcta.org>
To:     "Albert, Peter" <Peter.Albert@sfmta.com>,
Cc:     Val Menotti <vmenott@bart.gov>, "dwatry@bart.gov"
            <dwatry@bart.gov>, "lubaw@lcwconsulting.com"
            <lubaw@lcwconsulting.com>, Robert Mitroff <RMitrof@bart.gov>,
            "Wise, Viktoriya" <Viktoriya.Wise@sfgov.org>, "Miller, Erin"
            <Erin.Miller@sfmta.com>, mfeldma@bart.gov, Dan Tischler
            <dan.tischler@sfcta.org>, Drew Cooper <drew.cooper@sfcta.org>
Date:   01/29/2014 10:18 PM
Subject:        Re: BART basic info for upcoming EIR analysis


Hi All, in the name of coordination, I'm cc-ing Drew Cooper, Dan Tischler,
and Mark Feldman because just today Drew reached out to Mark to request
some BART ridership data for Waterfront purposes as well. Luba and SFCTA
probably have similar but maybe not identical data requests, but i just
wanted to assure everyone on the string that these efforts are coordinated.
Thanks much! Liz


On Wed, Jan 29, 2014 at 4:39 PM, Albert, Peter <Peter.Albert@sfmta.com>
wrote:
  Hi, Val and Bob:


  I use this email to facilitate intro to Luba Wyznyckyj, consultant for
  the Warriors' EIR.  She will have some basic, baseline capacity and
  ridership questions that need her focus sooner than the date of my next
  BART meeting:


  Please see how much you can assist her in her data gathering.


  Liz:  I cc you as well since you may need the same info for your Phase 2
  work: a different purpose, but benefitting from sharing same assumptions
  as Luba.
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  Many thanks,


  Peter Albert
  Manager, SFMTA Urban Planning Initiatives
  1 South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor
  San Francisco, CA. 94103
  415.701.4328


  Sent from my iPhone


--
Liz Brisson
Senior Transportation Planner
San Francisco County Transportation Authority
1455 Market Street, 22nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
415-522-4838


www.sfcta.org
www.facebook.com/sfcta
www.twitter.com/sanfranciscota








From: Brad McCrea
To: Wise, Viktoriya
Cc: Joe LaClair; Steve Goldbeck; Lindy Lowe; Bob Batha; Jaime Michaels; John Bowers; Larry Goldzband
Subject: Re: SB 743 Meeting on 1/15 @ 9 am
Date: Tuesday, January 14, 2014 11:15:02 AM
Attachments: image006.png
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Viktoriya,


The location is:


BCDC
Hiram Johnson State Office Building
455 Golden Gate Avenue, Suite 10600 (10th floor)
SF CA 94102


We'll be meeting in the McAteer-Petris Conference Room on the 10th Floor in the BCDC office.


Brad


From: "Wise, Viktoriya" <viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org>
Date: Tuesday, January 14, 2014 9:06 AM
To: Brad McCrea <bradm@bcdc.ca.gov>
Subject: RE: SB 743 Meeting on 1/15 @ 9 am


Hi Brad-
I am looking forward to our meeting tomorrow. Could you please send me the exact location of the meeting.  I wanted to send out the agenda today and include that information in it. 
 
Thank you.
 
Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning
 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049│Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org


            
 
From: Brad McCrea [mailto:bradm@bcdc.ca.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, January 09, 2014 3:04 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya
Subject: Re: SB 743 Meeting on 1/15 @ 9 am
 
Goodness gracious. I guess I'll look for a new room.
 


From: "Wise, Viktoriya" <viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org>
Date: Thursday, January 9, 2014 1:18 PM
To: Brad McCrea <bradm@bcdc.ca.gov>
Subject: FW: SB 743 Meeting on 1/15 @ 9 am
 


I should also mention that a number of people in my office and the Port are interested in hearing this overview/discussion (particularly staff working on the Warriors) and they will be accompanying me to the meeting (there is a total of 10 folks coming with me including our City Attorney). 
 
Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning
 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049│Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org


            
 
From: Wise, Viktoriya 
Sent: Wednesday, January 08, 2014 6:27 PM
To: Brad McCrea (bradm@bcdc.ca.gov)
Subject: SB 743 Meeting on 1/15 @ 9 am
 
Hi Brad –
In anticipation of our meeting a week from today I wanted to check-in about a few things:


<!--[if !supportLists]-->1.   <!--[endif]-->Could you please send me your exact address and where we will be meeting.
<!--[if !supportLists]-->2.   <!--[endif]-->I have the following agenda in mind.  Please let me know if you would like to cover any additional items.


Agenda
<!--[if !supportLists]-->a.   <!--[endif]-->Overview of Senate Bill 743


<!--[if !supportLists]-->                                          i.     <!--[endif]-->Traffic – LOS changes
<!--[if !supportLists]-->                                         ii.    <!--[endif]-->Parking
<!--[if !supportLists]-->                                       iii.    <!--[endif]-->Aesthetics


<!--[if !supportLists]-->b.   <!--[endif]-->Discussion of how SB 743 affects what we will be presenting in SF EIRs.
<!--[if !supportLists]-->c.    <!--[endif]-->Case Study – Golden State Warrior project on Piers 30-32/SWL330


<!--[if !supportLists]-->                                          i.     <!--[endif]-->The EIR will not be analyzing aesthetics impacts of the project
<!--[if !supportLists]-->                                         ii.    <!--[endif]-->The EIR project description will include a limited set of photo simulations
<!--[if !supportLists]-->                                       iii.    <!--[endif]-->The Planning Department will be preparing a number of photo simulations requested by BCDC last year but they will not be presented and discussed in the EIR
<!--[if !supportLists]-->                                       iv.    <!--[endif]-->The EIR will present a parking analysis for information purposes
<!--[if !supportLists]-->                                        v.     <!--[endif]-->The EIR will have a complete LOS analysis
 
I am looking forward to meeting you and other BCDC staff next week.


 
 
Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning
 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049│Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris


(CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Gary Oates (GOates@esassoc.com); Paul Mitchell (pmitchell@esassoc.com);
Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); Jose Farran (jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com);
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; "Chris Mitchell (C.Mitchell@fehrandpeers.com)"; "Mary Murphy
(MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com)"; "Sekhri, Neil (NSekhri@gibsondunn.com)"; Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Van de
Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); "David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)"; "Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com)"; Jesse Blout; David Kelly (dkelly@warriors.com); Miller, Erin (MTA)


Subject: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
Date: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 7:00:36 PM


Team,
 
We’d like to re-engage the CEQA team now that efforts are underway on the Warriors arena in
Mission Bay. We’d like to convene the group for a 90-minute meeting next week to address the
following preliminary agenda items:


·         Confirmation of SEIR analyses/chapters
·         Review and confirmation of Transportation SOW
·         Discussion of key assumptions for Transportation analysis
·         Review of preliminary CEQA schedule (ESA to prepare in advance)
·         Select a day of the week and time for this group to meet on a recurring basis
·         and other items, as appropriate


 
Please confer with your colleagues on your team and send me your firm’s availability for the
following days/times (location TBD):


·         Wed, May 21: Noon – 1:30pm
·         Thurs, May 22: 11am – 1pm
·         Fri, May 23: 10am – 3pm


 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); José I. Farrán (jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com); Luba Wyznyckyj; Reilly, Catherine


(OCII); Mary Murphy (MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com); "Sekhri, Neil (NSekhri@gibsondunn.com)"; David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)


Subject: RE: GSW Transportation Analysis
Date: Friday, May 09, 2014 2:04:04 PM


Brett,
 
Thanks for the response. We know we need to move quickly on the intersection data collection.
With the additional rationale both you and Jose have shared with me on why this set of 23 makes
sense, we are fine proceeding with the data collection for the intersections proposed. As for day
parts, we had been discussing 4-6pm and 7-8pm, so I’d like to better understand the impact on the
analysis (if any) with making it one continuous daypart window. I’ll need to review that with Mary
Murphy (who is copied here) before we make that final determination.
 


As for pedestrian counts, is there a third intersection for study beyond 3rd @ South and 3rd @ 16th


that you’re recommending, and if so, which one?
 
Lastly, we don’t have a site visit currently planned, but we’re available whenever you’re ready, so
please send me some times your team is available. In the meantime, we’ll work on revising the SOW
and aim to get you something towards the end of next week or the beginning of the following week.
We’ll proceed with the traffic counts in the meantime.
 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
 


From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) [mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, May 09, 2014 8:10 AM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); José I. Farrán (jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com); Luba Wyznyckyj; Reilly,
Catherine (OCII)
Subject: GSW Transportation Analysis
 


Clarke –


Thanks so much for your suggestions on the study intersections.  In addition to the intersections
immediately adjacent to the project site, the selected intersections represent key intersections on
routes to and from I-80 and I-280, at freeway ramp touchdown locations, and at the entrances to
and from Mission Bay.  With respect to intersections #1 and #2:  they are needed because drivers
from the East Bay will go through them.  It should be noted that data for these intersections was
collected for the Piers 30-32 project and that we only need to collect the supplemental 7-8 pm
period data at these locations.  


With respect to the following comment,  “Intersections I need to be convinced on: #5, #10, #17,
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#18, #23 (all appear to be redundant with adjacent/nearby intersections)”, there are a number of
reasons why these intersections should be included.  The analysis should include intersection #5
since it is a Caltrans off-/on-ramp and they would be interested to see how the new arena could
impact (if any) their facility. We expect Caltrans to provide comments on the draft EIR and want to
have our basis covered so gathering data now is key to avoiding any delays further down the line.
Intersections #10, #17 and #18 are access points into and out of Mission Bay.  Intersection #17 is not
redundant to intersection #18 as they quite different geometrically and intersection #17 will become
a 4-leg intersection under cumulative conditions serving as an access point to the UCSF hospital. 
Additionally, we know from prior environmental analyses on a number of projects that these
intersections are problematic.  Intersection #23 is something we need to cover as a point of access
from the south.   


Note that of the 23 intersections, 14 intersections (intersections 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 8, 9, 10, 15, 17, 18, 20,
21, 22) had been previously identified as study intersections for the project and/or off-site
alternative SWL 337 site so data collection at these intersections is limited.


Time periods for traffic data collection should include (except for locations where counts were
already conducted):


Weekday 4 to 8 PM
Weekday 9 to 11 PM
Saturday 7 to 9 PM


For the conditions with the Giants game, it is probably not necessary to collect late weekday 9-11
pm counts.  Therefore, counts during a Giants game should be collected during the following time
periods (except for locations where counts were already conducted):


Weekday 4 to 8 PM
Saturday 7 to 9 PM


In addition to the above 23 study intersections, we have identified the following locations for
pedestrian and bicycle counts for the same time periods as for the traffic volume counts:


Pedestrian crosswalk counts at 3 intersections: Third/South and Third/16th
Pedestrian sidewalk counts on both sides of Third Street between South and 16th Streets
Bicycle counts in both directions on Third Street between South and 16th Streets, and 16th
Street between Third and Fourth Streets.


Time periods for pedestrian and bicycle data collection should include: 


Weekday 4 to 8 PM
Saturday 7 to 9 PM


Thanks very much for moving quickly on the counts.  On a different but somewhat related issue, we
need to allocate some time to come up with the SOW for the transportation analysis.  When do you
anticipate that we would have a draft of that to look at?  It would be helpful if prior to our review of







the SOW, we did a site visit.  We are happy to conduct one on our own or join a larger one with
other team members if something like that is planned in the near future.








From: Drew Cooper
To: PAM A HERHOLD
Cc: Dan Tischler; Liz Brisson; dwatry@bart.gov; Miller, Erin; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Albert, Peter; Wise,


Viktoriya; Val Menotti
Subject: Re: BART basic info for upcoming EIR analysis
Date: Thursday, January 30, 2014 10:16:58 AM


Pam,


Bob directed us to you for a ridership data request.  We are working on the Waterfront Transportation
Assessment, investigating the impacts on the transportation system resulting from major planned
redevelopment projects along the waterfront.  In order to understand how transit might be affected, we
are requesting data from transit operators serving San Francisco.  


We have origin-destination tallies from BART already. Would you be able to provide ridership data at a
line-level?  Specifically, we are looking for ridership by line and by time period.  Please let me know
what you would be able to provide, and and estimate of when you might be able to send it.  


Thanks so much, and let me know if you have any questions or clarification.
Drew


Drew Cooper
Transportation Planner
San Francisco County Transportation Authority
1455 Market St, 22nd Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
(415)522-4814


On Thu, Jan 30, 2014 at 9:38 AM, Liz Brisson <liz.brisson@sfcta.org> wrote:
Great thanks Bob. Drew will follow-up with Pam. Thanks, Liz


On Thu, Jan 30, 2014 at 9:37 AM, Robert Mitroff <RMitrof@bart.gov> wrote:
Mark Feldman is no longer with the BART District.


Please direct all ridership inquires to Pam Herhold, Manager of Financial
Planning (pherhol@bart.gov).


If more general ridership information is needed, then please go to
bart.gov/about/


Robert Mitroff
Manager of Fleet & Capacity Planning
Bay Area Rapid Transit District
510-464-6178
925-788-6653 (cell)


From:   Liz Brisson <liz.brisson@sfcta.org>
To:     "Albert, Peter" <Peter.Albert@sfmta.com>,
Cc:     Val Menotti <vmenott@bart.gov>, "dwatry@bart.gov"
            <dwatry@bart.gov>, "lubaw@lcwconsulting.com"
            <lubaw@lcwconsulting.com>, Robert Mitroff <RMitrof@bart.gov>,
            "Wise, Viktoriya" <Viktoriya.Wise@sfgov.org>, "Miller, Erin"
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            <Erin.Miller@sfmta.com>, mfeldma@bart.gov, Dan Tischler
            <dan.tischler@sfcta.org>, Drew Cooper <drew.cooper@sfcta.org>
Date:   01/29/2014 10:18 PM
Subject:        Re: BART basic info for upcoming EIR analysis


Hi All, in the name of coordination, I'm cc-ing Drew Cooper, Dan Tischler,
and Mark Feldman because just today Drew reached out to Mark to request
some BART ridership data for Waterfront purposes as well. Luba and SFCTA
probably have similar but maybe not identical data requests, but i just
wanted to assure everyone on the string that these efforts are coordinated.
Thanks much! Liz


On Wed, Jan 29, 2014 at 4:39 PM, Albert, Peter <Peter.Albert@sfmta.com>
wrote:
  Hi, Val and Bob:


  I use this email to facilitate intro to Luba Wyznyckyj, consultant for
  the Warriors' EIR.  She will have some basic, baseline capacity and
  ridership questions that need her focus sooner than the date of my next
  BART meeting:


  Please see how much you can assist her in her data gathering.


  Liz:  I cc you as well since you may need the same info for your Phase 2
  work: a different purpose, but benefitting from sharing same assumptions
  as Luba.


  Many thanks,


  Peter Albert
  Manager, SFMTA Urban Planning Initiatives
  1 South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor
  San Francisco, CA. 94103
  415.701.4328


  Sent from my iPhone


--
Liz Brisson
Senior Transportation Planner
San Francisco County Transportation Authority
1455 Market Street, 22nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
415-522-4838


www.sfcta.org
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-- 
Liz Brisson
Senior Transportation Planner
San Francisco County Transportation Authority
1455 Market Street, 22nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
415-522-4838
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From: corinnewoods@cs.com
To: Reilly, Catherine; Hussain, Lila
Subject: Re: Salesforce site for an Arena?
Date: Wednesday, March 05, 2014 10:00:31 AM


Looks to me like approved secondary uses for the site includes Entertainment (which
is the category BCDC puts the arena in), so wouldn't the question be whether they'd
have enough entitlement left (after stripping out the proposal for 33/34) under the
Major Phase?  Here's the link to their most recent Pier 30/32 proposal:
http://www.sfport.com/modules/showdocument.aspx?documentid=7023.  They do
want to include a theatre, which seems to be excluded under the Mission Bay Plan.
See slide 10 for the numbers:


Pavilion Height   110 ft @ façade, 125 ft @ arena roof (they started at 135 ft)
Pavilion Size  695,000 GSF  - don't know if that includes the fire station - probably
includes the practice area.
Pavilion Seating Capacity  18,064
Total Open Space Area 60% of site - 7.6 acres, 3.9 acres at Pier level
Parking Spaces 500  (they wanted 630 or more when we started)
Retail Size - 90,000 GSF (they originally wanted 105,000 GSF)


They wouldn't have the BCDC open space or maritime use requirements, and this
would kill the fire department proposal to move the fire station and fireboats, but they
would probably still want to include retail.


Given the Mayor's unflagging support to move the Warriors back into SF, and the
probable outcome of the Waterfront Height Initiative, which could tank the project on
Pier 30/32 and SWL330, you might get a lot of pressure, if they could make a deal
with Salesforce.


Since I'm on the CAC, I have a lot more information on their current proposal, if it
helps.


Should be interesting.


Corinne


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
To: corinnewoods <corinnewoods@cs.com>; Hussain, Lila <lila.hussain@sfgov.org>
Sent: Wed, Mar 5, 2014 8:49 am
Subject: RE: Salesforce site for an Arena?


Thanks.  Will do.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 



mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:lila.hussain@sfgov.org





Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
From: corinnewoods@cs.com [mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 04, 2014 7:38 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine; Hussain, Lila
Subject: Salesforce site for an Arena?
 
Might want to look up the zoning for Blocks 29-32.  Speculation is rampant:


http://www.sfgate.com/warriors/article/Warriors-arena-supporters-may-shoot-for-alternate-
5289188.php#photo-5974766
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris


(CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Gary Oates (GOates@esassoc.com); Paul Mitchell (pmitchell@esassoc.com);
Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); Jose Farran (jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com);
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; "Chris Mitchell (C.Mitchell@fehrandpeers.com)"; "Mary Murphy
(MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com)"; "Sekhri, Neil (NSekhri@gibsondunn.com)"; Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Van de
Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); "David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)"; "Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com)"; Jesse Blout; David Kelly (dkelly@warriors.com); Miller, Erin (MTA)


Subject: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
Date: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 7:00:35 PM


Team,
 
We’d like to re-engage the CEQA team now that efforts are underway on the Warriors arena in
Mission Bay. We’d like to convene the group for a 90-minute meeting next week to address the
following preliminary agenda items:


·         Confirmation of SEIR analyses/chapters
·         Review and confirmation of Transportation SOW
·         Discussion of key assumptions for Transportation analysis
·         Review of preliminary CEQA schedule (ESA to prepare in advance)
·         Select a day of the week and time for this group to meet on a recurring basis
·         and other items, as appropriate


 
Please confer with your colleagues on your team and send me your firm’s availability for the
following days/times (location TBD):


·         Wed, May 21: Noon – 1:30pm
·         Thurs, May 22: 11am – 1pm
·         Fri, May 23: 10am – 3pm


 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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From: Kern, Chris
To: joyce@orionenvironment.com; Wise, Viktoriya; Bollinger, Brett
Cc: Paul Mitchell; Oshima, Diane
Subject: RE: GSW approach to viz sims
Date: Thursday, January 16, 2014 12:57:13 PM
Attachments: image001.png


image002.png
image003.png
image004.png


Hi Joyce,
With respect to BCDC policy consistency analysis, this request should come from either the Port or
GSW, since they’re the co-applicants for the BCDC permit. That said, Planning could request an
analysis of the project’s consistency with General Plan and/or other Planning Department policies
related to aesthetics. In any case, it seems like this should be coordinated with the Port and GSW.
 
How soon do you need the request?
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 
 
 


From: Joyce Hsiao [mailto:joyce@orionenvironment.com] 
Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2014 12:50 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya; Bollinger, Brett
Cc: Kern, Chris; Paul Mitchell
Subject: Re: GSW approach to viz sims
 
Viktoriya,
Given the outcome of yesterday's meeting with BCDC, could you please send an email to
Paul and me indicating that the Planning Department is requesting ESA to prepare a visual
policy analysis for BCDC? At the same time, please let us know if you would like us to
prepare a similar but separate analysis for the City's purposes related to the SF General Plan.
We would use your email to support our contract modification request for these tasks to the
Warriors.


Thank you,
Joyce


Joyce S. Hsiao
Principal
Orion Environmental Associates
211 Sutter Street, #803
San Francisco, CA 94108
Phone (415) 951-9503
joyce@orionenvironment.com
On 12/23/2013 9:17 AM, Wise, Viktoriya wrote:
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If you have to submit something sooner, I would advise that you have an optional
task in your SOW that calls for preparation of the extra visual simulations as well
as some time for a). writing up the descriptions of the views and how they would
be changing (i.e., like you would in an aesthetics chapter); and b). writing up the
setting if you have not already.  Whether that’s exactly what we’ll need or not,
remains to be seen and we should discuss it at the 1/8 meeting.  In the meant
time you can just tag some dollars for it in an optional task. 
 
Thanks. 
 
Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning
 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049│Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org


            
 
From: Bollinger, Brett 
Sent: Monday, December 23, 2013 9:07 AM
To: joyce@orionenvironment.com; Wise, Viktoriya
Cc: Kern, Chris; Paul Mitchell
Subject: RE: GSW approach to viz sims
 
We have a scheduled meeting with BCDC on 1/15/14 to discuss the implications of SB
743 on the GSW project and to receive their  feedback on the visual sims update. Can
this wait until after we have met with BCDC?
 


From: Joyce Hsiao [mailto:joyce@orionenvironment.com] 
Sent: Friday, December 20, 2013 11:42 AM
To: Wise, Viktoriya
Cc: Kern, Chris; Bollinger, Brett; Paul Mitchell
Subject: GSW approach to viz sims
 
Hi Viktoriya,
We are preparing a contract mod request for the Warriors project and need
clarification and guidance from EP regarding the additional non-CEQA visual
simulations that we discussed during earlier this month. As you know, we
identified a number of viz sims to be used for BCDC, City General Plan, and
City entitlement purposes.  Can you please let us know what EP would like the
CEQA team to do with these additional visual simulations? Are we simply
providing them to the Planning Dept and/or BCDC for your use, or are we to
submit them as part of a memo describing the context and implications of each
of these simulations?  


While these decisions will not affect the EIR schedule, they will affect our
budget, and we would greatly appreciate your guidance.
Thanks,
Joyce
-- 
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Joyce S. Hsiao
Principal
Orion Environmental Associates
211 Sutter Street, #803
San Francisco, CA 94108
Phone (415) 951-9503
joyce@orionenvironment.com
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From: Michael Cohen
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Melissa Chau; Arce, Pedro (OCII); Maher, Christine (OCII); Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: Re: Block 1 Checklist
Date: Wednesday, April 23, 2014 3:07:01 PM


Agreed. Let everyone else leave b


Sent from my iPhone


On Apr 23, 2014, at 3:03 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Michael/Melissa – could you please forward the list for the BD/SD to your architects? 
Thanks
 
PS – Michael – it sounds like the Warriors will be coming to the CAC on the same day
as the Block 1 design.  My initial thought would be for your item to go second, since we
anticipate that there would be a lot of people there just for the Warriors item.  Let us
know if you have any concerns.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Arce, Pedro (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, April 17, 2014 1:41 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Block 1 Checklist
 
Catherine: sorry to bother you with this. I don’t have the email address of Alex Asli
from Arquitectonica. I promised to send him the table listing the materials required for
a combined Basic Concept Design/Schematic Design submittal. Would you mind
forwarding it to him (if you have it, otherwise probably it would make sense to send it
to Michael Cohen)
Thank you.


<Block 1BC-SD Completness review table.docx>
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From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Standing water
Date: Monday, May 26, 2014 2:01:04 PM


Thank you!


> On May 25, 2014, at 1:28 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:
>
> I will outreach to code compliance to see if we can get references to requirements.  We typically just
do a friendly "act as a good neighbor" email when we have complaints from folks related to standing
water and mosquitos/etc. to get them to address them without going through the official code
compliance route. 
>
> Catherine Reilly
> Project Manager
> Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
>    Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
> 1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
> San Francisco, CA 94103
> 415-749-2516 (direct)
> http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
>
> PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
>
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
> Sent: Friday, May 23, 2014 8:57 AM
> To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
> Subject: Standing water
>
> Can OCII generate a letter or email to Salesforce and/or GSW about the need to abate the standing
water on the site, citing any pertinent language in any docs that speaks to this issue. Strada will work
with the parties to enforce/remediate. They just need something in writing pointing them to the
requirement to abate. Let me know!
>
> Best,
>
> Jennifer
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From: Kern, Chris (CPC)
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW budget for MOA
Date: Tuesday, May 06, 2014 8:51:41 AM
Attachments: image001.png


image002.png
image003.png
image004.png
image005.png


Here you go.
I:\Cases\2012\2012.0718 - Warriors Arena\Scope and Budget\Budget for Planning Support.xlsx
 


From: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC) 
Sent: Monday, May 05, 2014 5:43 PM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW budget for MOA
 
Chris –
This looks great.  Thanks so much for your effort on this.  I had a few minor comments that I left on
your desk.  Let me know if you want to touch base about them or just make the edits. 
I will send to OCII once you are done. 
 
Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning
 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049│Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org


            
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Monday, May 05, 2014 2:16 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: GSW budget for MOA
 
Let me know if this looks okay.
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Miller, Don (DPW)
Cc: Moy, Barbara (DPW)
Subject: Cancelling Tomorrow"s Meeting
Date: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 2:50:00 PM


Don – you are off the hook for the meeting tomorrow on the Warriors.  However, it would be great
if you could attend the 11 AM meeting next Tuesday.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Liz Brisson
To: Oshima, Diane
Cc: Van de Water, Adam; Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin; Wise, Viktoriya
Subject: Re: CAC meeting planner
Date: Wednesday, February 12, 2014 3:42:02 PM
Attachments: CAC meeting planner1-28-14-lb.docx


thanks diane, here are my edits.


On Wed, Feb 12, 2014 at 3:35 PM, Oshima, Diane <diane.oshima@sfport.com>
wrote:


Hi all


 


Here’s the meeting planner tool.  If you have date or program
changes for the transportation meetings, can you indicate and
let me know?


 


Also, here’s the corrected version of the 2/19 Transp Comm
agenda, incorporates Liz’s revision.  I’m sending out by 5
today.  Thanks. 


 


Diane Oshima


Assistant Deputy Director, Waterfront Planning


Port of San Francisco


Pier 1, San Francisco, CA  94111


Diane.Oshima@sfport.com


415/274-0553


 


-- 
Liz Brisson
Senior Transportation Planner
San Francisco County Transportation Authority
1455 Market Street, 22nd Floor
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Piers 30-32 CAC meeting planner


(1-28-14 Working Tool; meeting dates subject to revision by CAC committee co-chairs)





			Date


			CAC


			Trans


			Quality of Life


			Finance/Term Sheet 


			Land Use





			January 2014


			


			1/29


1)Transp Planning Overview


2)Overview WTA Phase 2





			


			


			





			February 


			2/3


· Updated Project Schedule &Dev Project Approvals


· GSW  Event Program


· AB1273 off-site public benefits briefing





			2/19 [MTA, Plng Dept EP and Liz/TA should confirm ]


· MTA transportation pilot projects


·  GSW Event Program -–WTA Phase 2: existing and future Waterfront Travel travel Patterns patterns and trip-making factorswithout proposed developments  


			 2/20





· GSW Event Program Details – Qol Discussion 


			Date TBD 


· Development Project Approvals – Committee discussion (e.g. financial structure, details on legal documents and approval processes 





			Date TBD  [2/24, Pier 1 confirmed]


· GSW Event Program


· Other issues raised in past meetings: air quality, cruise terminal berthing, curb management, deliveries, special event schedule coordination





			March


			3/3 [Pier1 confirmed]


			3/19 [conflict with CWAG]


· [bookmark: _GoBack]WTA Phase 2: Completion of Needs Identification Corridor analysis   and transportationresults of Phase 1 strategy Strategy screening Screening results 


· Discuss WTA Phase 1 strategies that should be tested to relieve problems identified in the Phase 2 analysis 


· 


			 3/17 [Pier 40-S Beach]


· DPW,OEWD Cleaning services presentation





			


			





			April


			4/7 [conflict w WDAC]


			4/30 [Pier 1 confirmed]


· WTA Phase 2: Review and discuss  WTA Phase 2  sStrategy evaluation results (follow up on 3/26 meeting)


· 


			4/16 [Pier 40-S Beach]


· SFPD and GSW safety services plan


			


			





			May


			5/5 [Pier 1 confirmed]


			May or later – TBD


· Present Draft GSW Transportation management Plan (TMP)


			 5/19 [Pier 40-S Beach]


· Recommended updates to Good Neighbor policies


			May or later – TBD


· Present draft term sheet


			





			June


			


			


			


			


			





			July


			


			


			


			


			





			August


			 


			


			


			


			





			September


			


			


			


			


			





			October 


			


			


			


			


			





			


			


			


			


			


			





			


			


			


			


			


			





			


			


			


			


			


			





			


			


			


			


			


			















San Francisco, CA  94103
415-522-4838


www.sfcta.org
www.facebook.com/sfcta
www.twitter.com/sanfranciscota
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Streetscape Plan for Mission Bay
Date: Thursday, May 15, 2014 7:50:30 AM


Received. Thanks, Catherine.


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


> On May 15, 2014, at 7:49 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:
>
> Yes there is.  Let me know if this gets through, since pretty large.
>
> Catherine Reilly
> Project Manager
> Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
>   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
> 1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
> San Francisco, CA 94103
> 415-749-2516 (direct)
> http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
>
> From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
> Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 7:11 PM
> To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
> Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
> Subject: Streetscape Plan for Mission Bay
>
> Hi Catherine,
> I understand there’s a specific Streetscape Plan for Mission Bay. Would you please forward me a
copy?
> Thanks,
> Clarke
>
> Clarke Miller
> Strada Investment Group
> 100 Spear Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
> Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
> Email: cmiller@stradasf.com<mailto:cmiller@stradasf.com>
>
> <061010 MB South Plan Area Streetscape Master Plan - No Redlines SMALL.pdf>
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From: Oshima, Diane
To: Alice Rogers
Cc: Katy Liddell; Corinne Woods; Wise, Viktoriya; Kern, Chris
Subject: RE: GSW project EIR/SB743, meeting
Date: Friday, January 17, 2014 5:58:01 PM


Alice


Why don't we get together with Chris/Viktoriya first.  I'll check on either of their availability next week
other than Tuesday.  After you talk, we'll be in better position to figure out when it can be scheduled
for CAC.


Have a great weekend!
Diane


Diane Oshima
Assistant Deputy Director, Waterfront Planning
Port of San Francisco
Pier 1, San Francisco, CA  94111
Diane.Oshima@sfport.com
415/274-0553


-----Original Message-----
From: Alice Rogers [mailto:arcomnsf@pacbell.net]
Sent: Friday, January 17, 2014 4:42 PM
To: Oshima, Diane
Cc: Katy Liddell; Corinne Woods; Wise, Viktoriya; Kern, Chris
Subject: Re: GSW project EIR/SB743, meeting


Thanks, Diane, for your quick and willing reply.


I think Katy's working today, so may be late in chiming in, but expect she, too, would be interested in
meeting on this.


If it's possible to find a convenient time for you, Corinne, Katy, and Viktoriya or Chris, that would be
great. I know Katy is tied up un Tuesdays for the coming 4 weeks. If you/Corinne feel this is meat for a
Land Use Committee meeting, or an agenda item for the CAC at large, I defer to either of those
preferences.


Choose the course you feel is most appropriate, and let us know. My own schedule is fairly flexible, so
will do my best to sync with yours.


Regards,
Alice


On Jan 17, 2014, at 1:17 PM, Oshima, Diane wrote:


> Alice
> Thanks for your message.  I am happy to get together with you, Katy and Corinne to discuss further. 
But, it should include Viktoriya or Chris Kern, who are part of Planning Dept team managing the EIR. 
There are some clarifications from your take from the SPUR meeting, and I think it best for you to be
able to hear from them directly. 
>
> I'm guessing you'd like to get together on this before the 2/3 CAC meeting, right?
>
> Diane
>
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> Diane Oshima
> Assistant Deputy Director, Waterfront Planning Port of San Francisco
> Pier 1, San Francisco, CA  94111 Diane.Oshima@sfport.com
> 415/274-0553
>
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Alice rogers [mailto:arcomnsf@pacbell.net]
> Sent: Friday, January 17, 2014 10:06 AM
> To: Oshima, Diane
> Cc: Katy Liddell; Corinne Woods
> Subject: GSW project EIR/SB743
>
> Hi Diane,
>
> Wondering if you can help with information, or can refer me to the proper person in Planning on this
query.....
>
> It appears that SB743 likely exempts the GSW project from aesthetic and parking review (as well as
level of service) in the EIR. However, yesterday at a SPUR presentation on the legislation, Viktoriya
Wise, Senior SFEnvironmental Review Officer) said (unless I mis-heard) that the City will still keep these
aspects (aesthetics and parking, at least) in the EIR for large projects, and/or those with significant view
corridors.
>
> I'd like to confirm whether aesthetics, parking, LOS will/will not be reviewed in the in-progress EIR.
>
> Thanks in advance for your direction,
> Alice
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Arce, Pedro (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: Cancelling Warriors Meeting Tomorrow
Date: Wednesday, May 28, 2014 11:18:00 AM


Can’t remember if I mentioned that the Warriors have asked to reschedule the meeting tomorrow. 
Think I have, but if not, didn’t want to miss telling you. J
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
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From: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: CAC
Date: Wednesday, April 30, 2014 7:59:51 AM


Have you looked at the agenda I sent out yesterday?


Sent from my iPhone


On Apr 30, 2014, at 7:58 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


You should have a PPT that gives the general location/context (assume we may
have a few folks that are new to MB due to the Warriors item).  Also, provide a
brief description of the past work done for the site.  But the majority should just
be visually walking folks around the site and explaining the overall design, etc.
 Christine can take a look at the draft PPT if you would like.  Keep it to 10-15
minutes.


Thanks!


Catherine


From: Michael Cohen <mcohen@stradasf.com>
Sent: Tuesday, April 29, 2014 9:30 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Catherine Dolan (cdolan@arquitectonica.com); Alex Asli
(aasli@arquitectonica.com); Jeff Rock; Hussain, Lila (OCII); Maher, Christine (OCII)
Subject: RE: CAC
 


Thanks.  Let us know what we should be prepared to address beyond a general
walk through of our schematic package.


 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 29, 2014 9:28 AM
To: Michael Cohen
Cc: Catherine Dolan (cdolan@arquitectonica.com); Alex Asli (aasli@arquitectonica.com);
Jeff Rock; Hussain, Lila (OCII); Maher, Christine (OCII)
Subject: RE: CAC
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Yes – We are going to put you after the Warriors.  Lila will be preparing the
agenda, so including her in the loop.


 


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/


 


From: Michael Cohen [mailto:mcohen@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 29, 2014 8:39 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Catherine Dolan (cdolan@arquitectonica.com); Alex Asli (aasli@arquitectonica.com);
Jeff Rock
Subject: CAC


 


Confirming that we are for May 8th at 5:00 with the CAC.


 


 


 


Michael Cohen


Principal<image001.jpg>


Strada Investment Group


100 Spear Street


Suite 420


SF, CA 94105



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:mcohen@stradasf.com

mailto:cdolan@arquitectonica.com

mailto:aasli@arquitectonica.com





415-272-4387


mcohen@Stradasf.com


 


PLEASE NOTE NEW SUITE NUMBER
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From: Manton, Jill  (ART)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Alix Rosenthal; Beaupre, David (PRT)
Subject: Re: Thursday Meeting
Date: Sunday, May 25, 2014 9:57:28 PM


I am pleased to see that the conversation is moving in a positive direction. I think
we can achieve a win/win here. I look forward to our next opportunity to discuss
this in person.


Best wishes,


Jill Manton


Sent from my iPad


On May 25, 2014, at 3:34 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Sounds good.  You can definitely split the money between your site and public open
space and would be part of the discussion of its use.  The larger public would need to
be more involved in any use of art funds in the public open space, but that does not
exclude the Warriors being a key part of that discussion.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1,
2014.
 


From: Alix Rosenthal [mailto:arosenthal@warriors.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 20, 2014 4:04 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Manton, Jill (ART); Beaupre, David (PRT)
Subject: Re: Thursday Meeting
 
OK thanks for this info. 
 
We are hoping to have more options than 1 or 2 – like, for example, being able to use a
portion of the funds for arts programming on our site or on the bay front park. We are also
hoping to have some say over how the money that we deposit into an art trust fund is used,
if we go that route.  But these are things that we can discuss when we meet. 
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Alix 
 


From: <Reilly>, "Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
Date: Tuesday, May 20, 2014 at 11:39 AM
To: Alix Rosenthal <arosenthal@warriors.com>
Cc: "Manton, Jill (ART)" <jill.manton@sfgov.org>, "Beaupre, David (PRT)"
<david.beaupre@sfport.com>
Subject: Thursday Meeting
 
Hi, Alix – thanks for the VM this weekend.  I will go ahead and cancel Thursday’s
meeting and we can look to reschedule it mid-June once the City family has had a
chance to discuss the Mission Bay Art Program process.  But, in the meantime, you
make the assumption that you have two opportunities for public art in Mission Bay for
your internal discussions.
 
#1 you can use the funds to do art on your own site in an outside location.  Or #2, the
money would be collected to be used in a public park.  We have left it up to individual
developers on whether they would like to go with option #1 or #2 (we have funds in
hand from developers for #2 that we are planning on identifying uses for this coming
year).
 
The process for the second option is what our internal discussions will be focusing on
since we have just collected enough funds to warrant starting the Mission Bay public
art program, so haven’t created that structure yet.  Good timing, though, since it was
already on our workplan for the year.
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Clarification on Design Meeting
Date: Friday, May 30, 2014 11:05:00 AM


Jennifer – Chris and I wanted to check in with you to make sure we are all on the same page for the
intent of the various design meetings that are being scheduled.
 


Meeting #1 - We are looking at a meeting on Monday June 2nd with internal folks.  Do you see this as
an opportunity for the internal folks to have an initial conversation of process/goals (similar to what
we did for CEQA last week), or do you see this as an opportunity to have the Warriors there as well
to provide direction on design prior to their Friday meeting?  Personally, I would prefer the former
since we haven’t had a city family discussion on the new site yet and I’d like to make sure everyone
is on the same page before bringing in the project proponent.  As necessary we can do a verbal
download with Clarke on anything that we feel can’t wait until we meet with them the week after so
they have that in mind when they meet Friday.
 


Meeting #2 - Then we are looking at holding two times slots – the week of June 9th and June 16th for
the Warriors to come in with their initial design intent (actual date will depend on when they will be
ready).
 
Thanks for helping to clarify.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
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From: Oshima, Diane
To: Alice Rogers
Cc: Katy Liddell; Corinne Woods; Michelle Magee; Wise, Viktoriya; Kern, Chris
Subject: RE: GSW project EIR/SB743, meeting
Date: Friday, January 24, 2014 5:15:33 PM


Alice
I'm very sorry I feel down on following up on setting up this meeting.  I did reach out to Viktoriya and
her calendar was pretty booked.  I believe she was suggesting getting together week of Feb 10.  Don't
know if the meeting has to wait that long, or perhaps if Chris is available earlier to provide the briefing
instead of Viktoriya.  Would you and Katy be willing to send a doodle with proposed dates during weeks
of 2/3 and 2/10?  Hopefully we can land a workable date.


Thanks for your patience.  Have a great weekend.
Diane


Diane Oshima
Assistant Deputy Director, Waterfront Planning
Port of San Francisco
Pier 1, San Francisco, CA  94111
Diane.Oshima@sfport.com
415/274-0553


-----Original Message-----
From: Alice Rogers [mailto:arcomnsf@pacbell.net]
Sent: Thursday, January 23, 2014 4:06 PM
To: Oshima, Diane
Cc: Katy Liddell; Corinne Woods; Michelle Magee
Subject: Re: GSW project EIR/SB743, meeting


Hi Diane,


Just wanted to loop back on this informational working group meeting. Any possible dates available that
work for you, Viktoriya/Chris? Let me know if I can help by doing a Doodle for dates, or whatever else.


Cheers,
Alice


On Jan 17, 2014, at 5:57 PM, Oshima, Diane wrote:


> Alice
>
> Why don't we get together with Chris/Viktoriya first.  I'll check on either of their availability next week
other than Tuesday.  After you talk, we'll be in better position to figure out when it can be scheduled
for CAC.
>
> Have a great weekend!
> Diane
>
> Diane Oshima
> Assistant Deputy Director, Waterfront Planning Port of San Francisco
> Pier 1, San Francisco, CA  94111 Diane.Oshima@sfport.com
> 415/274-0553
>
>
> -----Original Message-----
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> From: Alice Rogers [mailto:arcomnsf@pacbell.net]
> Sent: Friday, January 17, 2014 4:42 PM
> To: Oshima, Diane
> Cc: Katy Liddell; Corinne Woods; Wise, Viktoriya; Kern, Chris
> Subject: Re: GSW project EIR/SB743, meeting
>
> Thanks, Diane, for your quick and willing reply.
>
> I think Katy's working today, so may be late in chiming in, but expect she, too, would be interested in
meeting on this.
>
> If it's possible to find a convenient time for you, Corinne, Katy, and Viktoriya or Chris, that would be
great. I know Katy is tied up un Tuesdays for the coming 4 weeks. If you/Corinne feel this is meat for a
Land Use Committee meeting, or an agenda item for the CAC at large, I defer to either of those
preferences.
>
> Choose the course you feel is most appropriate, and let us know. My own schedule is fairly flexible,
so will do my best to sync with yours.
>
> Regards,
> Alice
>
> On Jan 17, 2014, at 1:17 PM, Oshima, Diane wrote:
>
>> Alice
>> Thanks for your message.  I am happy to get together with you, Katy and Corinne to discuss
further.  But, it should include Viktoriya or Chris Kern, who are part of Planning Dept team managing
the EIR.  There are some clarifications from your take from the SPUR meeting, and I think it best for
you to be able to hear from them directly. 
>>
>> I'm guessing you'd like to get together on this before the 2/3 CAC meeting, right?
>>
>> Diane
>>
>> Diane Oshima
>> Assistant Deputy Director, Waterfront Planning Port of San Francisco
>> Pier 1, San Francisco, CA  94111 Diane.Oshima@sfport.com
>> 415/274-0553
>>
>>
>> -----Original Message-----
>> From: Alice rogers [mailto:arcomnsf@pacbell.net]
>> Sent: Friday, January 17, 2014 10:06 AM
>> To: Oshima, Diane
>> Cc: Katy Liddell; Corinne Woods
>> Subject: GSW project EIR/SB743
>>
>> Hi Diane,
>>
>> Wondering if you can help with information, or can refer me to the proper person in Planning on
this query.....
>>
>> It appears that SB743 likely exempts the GSW project from aesthetic and parking review (as well as
level of service) in the EIR. However, yesterday at a SPUR presentation on the legislation, Viktoriya
Wise, Senior SFEnvironmental Review Officer) said (unless I mis-heard) that the City will still keep these
aspects (aesthetics and parking, at least) in the EIR for large projects, and/or those with significant view
corridors.
>>
>> I'd like to confirm whether aesthetics, parking, LOS will/will not be reviewed in the in-progress EIR.
>>
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>> Thanks in advance for your direction,
>> Alice
>
>
>








From: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: Re: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
Date: Friday, May 16, 2014 7:47:21 AM


No need.  Jen is taking care of this.


Tiffany Bohee


On May 16, 2014, at 7:41 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Chris is organizing the meeting.  I think he changed it to City Hall so that I would be
able to make the Oversight Board meeting.  It was probably the room he could get
easier.  If you don’t want it at City Attorney I will ask him to work with Phillip to see if
there is another room.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 7:34 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: Re: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
I don't think we the mtg should take place in the City Attorney's office. Did Chris Kern
suggest this?
 
If the issue is a mtg room in City Hall to accommodate your schedule at Oversight Bd,
then Jen Matz can have her staff secure that.


Tiffany Bohee
 


On May 15, 2014, at 3:49 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Yes, we will definitely attend and will be making clear the client
relationship.  I will see if we can move up a little since the discussion has
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grown.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San
Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 3:45 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: FW: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
Can you make this meeting?  The Oversight Board mtg is at 2 pm that day
so I won’t participate. 
 
Catherine – You should suggest that they move the meeting to 12 pm or
even 12:30 so you can do both CEQA and attend the Oversight Board.  If
not, perhaps a divide and conquer approach with the OB (Christine
Maher, Sally covering) and you and Manny cover the CEQA mtg.  It’s
important that Planning doesn’t treat this as a City project and just do
their normal process since this is not a City project.  If Jim is available,
perhaps he can attend the CEQA mtg as well to remind Planning.
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 9:28 AM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel
(OCII); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Van de Water, Adam
(MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
Hi Jennifer,
Viktoriya and I discussed this earlier this morning and agree that next
week seems too soon to address the topics on Clarke’s agenda (and that
90 minutes is not enough time to cover all of these items). We’d like to
schedule an internal call/meeting on CEQA approach before discussing
further with GSW. Can we schedule this for Wednesday 5/21 at 1:00? If
that time doesn’t work, I’ll send out a Doodle Poll to find a timeslot.
 
Thanks,
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
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Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 
 
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 9:13 AM
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel
(OCII); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Van
de Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Re: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
City folks,
 
I don't want to meet until we have a project description.  In my opinion,
many of Clarke's items cannot be addressed until we have that level of
info. Let me know if you have different thoughts. I'll wait for your input
and reply to Clarke later today. In the meantime, please don't send him
your availability. Planning, please let consultants know they should hold. 
 
Jennifer


On May 14, 2014, at 7:03 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com>
wrote:


Team,
 
We’d like to re-engage the CEQA team now that efforts are
underway on the Warriors arena in Mission Bay. We’d like to
convene the group for a 90-minute meeting next week to
address the following preliminary agenda items:


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Confirmation of
SEIR analyses/chapters


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Review and
confirmation of Transportation SOW


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Discussion of
key assumptions for Transportation analysis


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Review of
preliminary CEQA schedule (ESA to prepare in
advance)


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Select a day of
the week and time for this group to meet on a
recurring basis


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->and other
items, as appropriate
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Please confer with your colleagues on your team and send
me your firm’s availability for the following days/times
(location TBD):


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Wed, May 21:
Noon – 1:30pm


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Thurs, May 22:
11am – 1pm


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Fri, May 23:
10am – 3pm


 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Albert, Peter
Cc: Rich, Ken; Van de Water, Adam; Yee, Bond; Robbins, Jerry; Paine, Carli; Grabarkiewctz, Christopher; Wong,


Arleen; Nestor, John; Wise, Viktoriya; Samii, Camron; "David Carlock (david.; David Noyola; "Chris Mitchell;
"Bob Grandy; Miller, Erin


Subject: Re: Warriors DRAFT TMP for discussion on Jan 17
Date: Monday, January 27, 2014 12:52:22 PM


Thanks for checking, Peter. It'd be best at this point to hold any additional comments beyond the ones
that have been shared already either via electronic form or in the recent meetings with MTA. We
anticipate having an updated version of the TMP draft by the end of next week.
Thanks,
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


> On Jan 27, 2014, at 11:19 AM, "Albert, Peter" <Peter.Albert@sfmta.com> wrote:
>
> Clarke, we appreciate your following up with this extra review and want to make sure we're not
reviewing a draft that might be superseded by Carli's comments or the outcome of our recent Special
Events Team meetings:
>
> Would you like us to hold off reviewing this version to allow subsequent revisions? 
>
> If so, when might a revised draft be ready?
>
> Thanks,
>
> Peter Albert
> Manager, SFMTA Urban Planning Initiatives
> 1 South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor
> San Francisco, CA. 94103
> 415.701.4328
>
> Sent from my iPhone
>
>> On Jan 13, 2014, at 12:11 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
>>
>> This message cannot be displayed because of the way it is formatted. Ask the sender to send it
again using a different format or email program. message/rfc822



mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com

mailto:peter.albert@sfmta.com

mailto:ken.rich@sfgov.org

mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org

mailto:bond.yee@sfmta.com

mailto:jerry.robbins@sfmta.com

mailto:carli.paine@sfmta.com

mailto:christopher.grabarkiewctz@sfmta.com

mailto:arleen.wong@sfmta.com

mailto:arleen.wong@sfmta.com

mailto:john.nestor@sfgov.org

mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=53ddc14b15cb409584d3f7b15453f64a-Viktoriya Wise

mailto:camron.samii@sfmta.com

mailto:carlock@machetegroup.com

mailto:dnoyola@stradasf.com

mailto:C.Mitchell@fehrandpeers.com

mailto:B.Grandy@fehrandpeers.com

mailto:erin.miller@sfmta.com






From: Michelle Magee
To: Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin; Pagan, Lisa; Taupier, Anne; "Liz Brisson"; Wise, Viktoriya; Oshima, Diane; Chan,


Gloria; Gavin, John; Van de Water, Adam
Cc: Aide Aceves
Subject: FW: 2014 CAC Subcommittee Meeting Planner Tool
Date: Friday, January 31, 2014 7:56:53 AM
Attachments: image001.png


Piers 30-32 CAC 2014 Subcommittee Meeting Planner_v01.30.14.pdf


Hello everyone:
 
Here is the updated meeting planner. I will update as schedules are confirmed.


Thanks for all your efforts to get these dates and topics confirmed. 
 


From: Michelle Magee 
Sent: Friday, January 31, 2014 7:53 AM
To: Katy Liddell ; Eric McDonnell (emcdonnell@uwba.org); Deep Jawa (deep@deeptrouble.com); Dan
Nguyen-Tan (dan@publicbikes.com); Jack Bair (jbair@sfgiants.com); Cristina Rubke
(Cristina.rubke@gmail.com); Jamie Whitaker (jamiewhitaker@gmail.com); Jerry Chen
(chen.jerry@gmail.com); Alice Rogers (arcomnsf@pacbell.net); Sunny Schwartz
(sunnyschwartz@mac.com); Maria Moustakis (javahousesf@hotmail.com); Mahesh Khatwani
(mahesh@mkcapitalgroups.com); Alan Manalo (ajjmanalo@gmail.com); Ramon Hernandez
(ramon@liuna261.org); Monty Agarwal (Agarwal.monty@me.com); Corinne Woods
(corinnewoods@cs.com); Ron Miguel (rm@well.com); Mimi Silbert (cakizziah@aol.com); Gordon Chin
(gchinboss@gmail.com); Tiffany Pisoni (tiffany@winesofca.com)
Cc: Oshima, Diane (diane.oshima@sfport.com); Van de Water, Adam; Aide Aceves
Subject: 2014 CAC Subcommittee Meeting Planner Tool
 
Hello CAC Members:
 


In preparation for the February 3rd full CAC meeting on Monday, the CAC subcommittee co-Chairs
and the City staff developed a 2014 meeting planner tool.  The planner presents a schedule of
subcommittee meetings for the first few months of 2014 with a high level summary of topics for the
subcommittees.  The dates for Transportation and Quality of Life meetings have been identified and
vetted by the co-Chairs with subcommittee members and City staff working with the specific
subcommittee.
Land Use and Finance will be added to the planner as those meetings are scheduled.  All dates are
subject to revision by the co-Chairs of the respective subcommittee.
 


As a reminder the February 3rd CAC meeting begins at 6p.m.
 
Best,
Michelle
 
 
 
Michelle Magee
Senior Vice President
Harder+Company Community Research
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Piers 30-32 CAC Meeting Planning Tool 
Version 01.30.14 



Piers 30-32 CAC Subcommittee Meeting Planner 



(CAC working tool; meeting dates subject to revision by CAC subcommittee co-chairs) 



 



2014 Dates CAC Transportation Quality of Life & 
Neighborhood  



Finance/Term Sheet  Land Use/Public 
Trust/Design 



 
January 



 Wednesday, 1/29 
 Transp Planning Overview 



 Overview WTA Phase 2 



 



   



 
February 



Monday, 2/3 
 Updated Project Schedule 
&Development Project 
Approvals 



 GSW  Event Program 
 AB1273 off-site public 
benefits briefing 



Wednesday, 2/19  
 MTA transportation pilot projects 
 GSW Event Program - Travel 
Patterns and trip-making factors   



Thursday, 2/20 
 GSW Event Program Details   



Date TBD  
 Development Project 



Approvals – Committee 



discussion (e.g. financial 



structure, details on legal 



documents and approval 



processes  



 



Date TBD  
 GSW Event Program 



 Other issues raised in past 
meetings: air quality, cruise 
terminal berthing, curb 
management, deliveries, 
special event schedule 
coordination 



 
March 



 Wednesday, 3/19  
 WTA Phase 2 Corridor analysis   
and transportation strategy 
screening results  



 Discuss WTA Phase 1 strategies 
that should be tested to relieve 
problems identified in the Phase 
2 analysis  



 



 Monday, 3/17  
 DPW,OEWD Cleaning services 
presentation 



 



  



 
April 
 
 
 
 



 Wednesday, 4/30  
 Review and discuss  WTA Phase 2  
strategy evaluation results (follow 
up on 3/19 meeting) 



 



Wednesday, 4/16  
 SFPD and GSW safety services 
plan 



  



 
May 
 
 
 
 



 May or later – TBD 
 Present Draft GSW 
Transportation management Plan 
(TMP) 



 Monday, 5/19  
 Recommended updates to 
Good Neighbor policies 



May or later – TBD 
 Present draft term sheet 



 



 












299 Kansas Street
San Francisco, CA  94103
 
Tel:  415-522-5400 ext 6407
Fax: 415-522-5445
www.harderco.com
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From: Bollinger, Brett
To: Watty, Elizabeth; Miller, Erin; Oshima, Diane; Albert, Peter; Hrushowy, Neil; Chasan, Paul; Perry, Nicholas;


Winslow, David; Robbins, Jerry; Sallaberry, Mike; José I. Farrán (jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com);
Chris.Garbarkiewctz@sfmta.com; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Olea, Ricardo; Van de Water, Adam; Paine, Carli;
Samii, Camron


Cc: Wise, Viktoriya; Riessen, Greg
Subject: RE: GSW response to City"s Streetscape comments
Date: Monday, February 24, 2014 2:55:44 PM
Attachments: image001.png


image002.png
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All: Please provide your streetscape comments by 5 PM today if you have not already. If we don’t
receive any comments we will assume you do not have any additional comments. Thanks.
 


From: Watty, Elizabeth 
Sent: Tuesday, February 18, 2014 5:11 PM
To: Miller, Erin; Oshima, Diane; Albert, Peter; Hrushowy, Neil; Chasan, Paul; Perry, Nicholas; Winslow,
David; Robbins, Jerry; Sallaberry, Mike; José I. Farrán (jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com);
Chris.Garbarkiewctz@sfmta.com; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Olea, Ricardo; Van de Water, Adam; Paine,
Carli; Samii, Camron
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya; Bollinger, Brett; Riessen, Greg
Subject: RE: GSW response to City's Streetscape comments
 
Just a friendly reminder to provide me with any comments regarding the Warrior’s
Pedestrian/Streetscape proposal (so far I have received none). If you need another day or two,
please let me know ASAP.
 
Thank you.
 
Elizabeth Watty, LEED AP
Assistant Director of Current Planning
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6620 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: Elizabeth.Watty@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org


            
 


From: Watty, Elizabeth 
Sent: Tuesday, February 11, 2014 8:58 AM
To: Miller, Erin (erin.miller@sfmta.com); Oshima, Diane; Albert, Peter; Hrushowy, Neil; Chasan, Paul
(paul.chasan@sfgov.org); Perry, Nicholas; Winslow, David; Robbins, Jerry (jerry.robbins@sfmta.com);
Sallaberry, Mike; José I. Farrán (jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com); Chris.Garbarkiewctz@sfmta.com;
'lubaw@lcwconsulting.com'; Olea, Ricardo (ricardo.olea@sfmta.com); Van de Water, Adam; Paine, Carli;
Samii, Camron
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya; Bollinger, Brett; Riessen, Greg (greg.riessen@sfgov.org)
Subject: FW: GSW response to City's Streetscape comments
 
All,
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Attached is the Warrior’s response to the Planning Department’s original pedestrian and streetscape
comments. I am hopeful that their responses reflect the City-family comments that were raised our
meeting on January 22, 2014.
 
Please review with the appropriate people in your agencies, and if possible, provide comments back


to me by February 18th.
 
Erin/Peter – Please forward this to other MTA folks, as appropriate.
 
Adam – Please forward to the appropriate people at DPW.
 
Thanks, and let me know if you have any questions.
 
Regards,
 
Elizabeth Watty, LEED AP
Assistant Director of Current Planning
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6620 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: Elizabeth.Watty@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org


            
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Friday, February 07, 2014 10:07 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya; Kern, Chris; Bollinger, Brett; Watty, Elizabeth
Cc: Paul Mitchell (pmitchell@esassoc.com); Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com); David Noyola; Jesse Blout; Mary Murphy
(MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com); Jim Abrams (jabrams@gibsondunn.com)
Subject: GSW response to City's Streetscape comments
 
City team,
 
Please see the attached response from the GSW team on the City team’s Streetscape comments.
I’m available to discuss any questions you may have.
 
Best regards,
Clarke
 
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris


(CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Re: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
Date: Thursday, May 15, 2014 9:12:54 AM


City folks,


I don't want to meet until we have a project description.  In my opinion, many of
Clarke's items cannot be addressed until we have that level of info. Let me know if
you have different thoughts. I'll wait for your input and reply to Clarke later today.
In the meantime, please don't send him your availability. Planning, please let
consultants know they should hold. 


Jennifer


On May 14, 2014, at 7:03 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:


Team,
 
We’d like to re-engage the CEQA team now that efforts are underway on the Warriors
arena in Mission Bay. We’d like to convene the group for a 90-minute meeting next
week to address the following preliminary agenda items:


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Confirmation of SEIR analyses/chapters
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Review and confirmation of


Transportation SOW
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Discussion of key assumptions for


Transportation analysis
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Review of preliminary CEQA schedule (ESA


to prepare in advance)
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Select a day of the week and time for this


group to meet on a recurring basis
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->and other items, as appropriate


 
Please confer with your colleagues on your team and send me your firm’s availability
for the following days/times (location TBD):


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Wed, May 21: Noon – 1:30pm
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Thurs, May 22: 11am – 1pm
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Fri, May 23: 10am – 3pm


 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
To: Bollinger, Brett; Wise, Viktoriya; Kern, Chris
Cc: "José I. Farrán (jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com)"; Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); Paul Mitchell 


(pmitchell@esassoc.com)
Subject: Re: Warriors Project - Tideline Projections
Date: Friday, January 24, 2014 10:09:20 AM


Hi all
Jose and I just spoke about this issue.
Our understanding of the email is that the water taxi service would be a regularly 
scheduled service during event and non-event days.  
Right now water taxis are included in the travel demand under "other" modes, and 
the discussion was going to be very, very qualitative.  Revising the spreadsheet 
model to break out water taxi as a mode, figuring out how to estimate demand, and 
separating out a quantitative analysis of the water taxi will take some time - up to a 
month or so.


Note that we have been including a lot of these little clarifications of the project 
description into the analysis period without affecting the schedule, but we are 
concerned about the cumulative impact of these changes. 


Jose has just finished breaking out of the model bicycle and charter buses, and will 
be sending the updated tables out shortly.


Jose and I are happy to talk about this further if need be.
Luba


Luba C. Wyznyckyj, AICP
LCW Consulting
3990 20th Street
San Francisco, CA 94114
(t) 415-252-7255
(c) 415-385-7031


On Jan 24, 2014, at 9:14 AM, Bollinger, Brett wrote:


Luba/Jose: What are the implications to the schedule of adding water taxi to the 
transportation analysis? See the email chain below for more information.
 


From: Kern, Chris 
Sent: Friday, January 24, 2014 9:07 AM
To: Bollinger, Brett
Subject: FW: Warriors Project - Tideline Projections
 
Hi Brett,
Has the transportation team discussed this (including water taxis in analysis)?
 


From: Taupier, Anne 
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Sent: Thursday, January 23, 2014 12:25 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya; Kern, Chris
Cc: Van de Water, Adam
Subject: FW: Warriors Project - Tideline Projections
 
Viktoriya and Chris,
 
Adam and I received the this today from GSW regarding projected water taxi 
demand/capacity and boat specs.  They are asking for this to be incorporated into 
transportation analysis.  Can you let us know if this is reasonable and possible at this 
stage and what impacts this may have on schedule (and if it is worth those impacts?)
 
Anne
 
 
Anne Taupier
Project Manager, OEWD
City Hall, Room 448
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102
(415) 554-6614
anne.taupier@sfgov.org
 
 
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 10:01 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam; Taupier, Anne
Cc: Benson, Brad; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); David Noyola; Mary 
Murphy (MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com); Jim Abrams (jabrams@gibsondunn.com)
Subject: FW: Warriors Project - Tideline Projections
 
Adam, Anne,
See below for forecasted estimates of water taxi demand related to the arena from 
one of the two water taxi operators. To my knowledge, Jose/Luba aren’t applying any 
trips to water taxi, but we’d like to understand what substantiation other than below 
would be required to incorporate it into the overall transportation analysis.
Thanks,
Clarke
 
 


From: Robinson Gardner [mailto:Gardner@tidelinesf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 2:17 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Benson, Brad
Cc: Lewis Taylor
Subject: Warriors Project - Tideline Projections
 
Good afternoon, Clark and Brad.
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Here are the answers for the purposes of responding to the Warriors questions.
These are the numbers that we project for our vessels capacity and count in 
2015/16.


1. Boat size - We will be operating two (2) twin 59' Chesapeakes.
2. Passenger capacity - Each boat will carry a maximum of 35 passengers.
3. Boats engines - Each boat has twin CAT 1000hp diesel engines. *2007 


model C - rated for commercial use and coded for environmental friendly 
emission control.


4. Runs - Depending on demand, we forecast each boat making two runs, so 
140 passengers total.


5. Pick-up locations - Sausalito, Tiburon, and possibly East Bay (Jack 
London Square and/or Berkeley).


6. Season numbers - With 140 guests per game at 41 games per year - 5,740 
passengers/season


7. Income - Warriors will generate approximately $300,000 in revenue for 
Tideline.


8. Impact - We will effectively be taking 70+ cars off of the road and parking 
lots per game.


9. Off-Season - We will use the new landing site year-round, not just for 
Warrior games.


10. Environmental - If successfully launched, we will be operating electric 
boats with OGG - emission-free.


This is the best of our ability to project into 2015 and beyond.
Hope it helps establish our ability an desire to partner with the Warriors.
And more importantly, the viability of using the waterways as a better means of 
crossing the Bay.
 
Please let me know if there is anything else we can provide.
Thank you both.
 
GR
 
<image001.jpg>


Gardner J.H. Robinson
President
Tideline Marine Group
415.608.0437
www.tidelinesf.com
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: FW: Arena at MB - Initial Travel demand Calculations
Date: Sunday, May 25, 2014 12:59:06 PM
Attachments: GS Warriors Trip Gen 2014 05 22 v1 - SCENARIOS 1-4 SUMMARY.pdf


2014.05.14_Traffic_Scenarios_RetailMix.docx


FYI
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: José I. Farrán [mailto:jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com] 
Sent: Friday, May 23, 2014 2:31 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: 'Kate Aufhauser'; 'Clarke Miller'; 'David Carlock'; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Chris Mitchell
Subject: Arena at MB - Initial Travel demand Calculations
 
All,
 
Clarke Miller has requested that I send you the attached initial travel demand estimates (PDF file) we
have calculated for four potential development scenarios identified by the project sponsor for the event
center at Blocks 29-32 in Mission Bay.  The land uses and intensities of each scenario are described
in the attached Word file.
 
Travel demand for each development scenarios has been estimated for weekday and Saturday
conditions for the entire day and a peak hour (highest hour during the 4-6 PM and 7-9 PM periods,
respectively).  The estimates also include conditions with and without a 18,064-attendee basketball
game. 
 
For the weekday daily and the peak hour within the 4-6 PM period, the demand has also been
compared against a Baseline which represents the 1 million gsf of office/R&D and 36,500 gsf retail
currently entitled for the site according to the project sponsor.  The assumptions presented in the  1998
MB SEIR have been used to calculate the travel demand for the Baseline condition.
 
Of note:
 


-        The preliminary result estimates for scenarios 1 and 2 provided here are more robust since they
are based on the model/equations already developed for the Piers 30/32 site, and generally
include factors and parameters previously reviewed and approved by SF Planning.


 
-     Three new uses have been added to the analysis at the sponsor request (movie theater,


athletic club and bowling alley), which were not included in the previous analyses and
subsequent modeling.  They have been added to the travel demand calculations in a simplified
way using some professional judgment factors in terms of rates, densities, etc.; none of these
values have been vetted by Planning.  As such, the results shown here for Scenarios 3 and 4
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Adavant Consulting



Event Center at Mission Bay Site
PROJECT TRAVEL DEMAND SUMMARY - PRELIMINARY DRAFT / SUBJECT TO REVIEW



BASELINE
1M GSF Office/R&D +



WEEKDAY SCENARIO 1 SCENARIO 2 SCENARIO 3 SCENARIO 4 36,500 GSF Retail/Rest.
NO EVENT Total PM Peak Hour of Total PM Peak Hour of Total PM Peak Hour of Total PM Peak Hour of Total PM Peak Hour of



All Day the 4-6 PM period All Day the 4-6 PM period All Day the 4-6 PM period All Day the 4-6 PM period All Day the 4-6 PM period



Auto person-trips 15,406    60% 1,763      61% 15,045   60% 1,686     61% 17,475   60% 2,156     62% 17,114    61% 2,080     62% 10,823   64% 1,091     64%
Transit person-trips 4,711      18% 536        19% 4,510     18% 503       18% 4,958     17% 599       17% 4,757      17% 566       17% 3,335     20% 365       21%
Other person-trips 5,645      22% 584        20% 5,501     22% 555       20% 6,458     22% 748       21% 6,315      22% 719       21% 2,679     16% 253       15%



Total Person-trips 25,761    100% 2,883      100% 25,056    100% 2,744     100% 28,892   100% 3,503     100% 28,187    100% 3,365     100% 16,836   100% 1,709     100%
Compared to Baseline 153% 169% 149% 161% 172% 205% 167% 197%



Vehicle trips
  Inbound 4,076      50% 265        27% 3,990     50% 256       27% 4,611     50% 405       34% 4,525      50% 396       34% 3,726     50% 92         12%
  Outbound 4,076      50% 732        73% 3,990     50% 702       73% 4,611     50% 783       66% 4,525      50% 754       66% 3,726     50% 706       88%



Total Vehicle-trips 8,152      100% 996        100% 7,980     100% 958       100% 9,222     100% 1,189     100% 9,051      100% 1,150     100% 7,452     100% 798       100%
Compared to Baseline 109% 125% 107% 120% 124% 149% 121% 144%



WEEKDAY SCENARIO 1 SCENARIO 2 SCENARIO 3 SCENARIO 4
BASKETBALL GAME Total PM Peak Hour of Total PM Peak Hour of Total PM Peak Hour of Total PM Peak Hour of



All Day the 4-6 PM period All Day the 4-6 PM period All Day the 4-6 PM period All Day the 4-6 PM period



Auto person-trips 24,148    47% 1,834      60% 23,632   46% 1,760     60% 26,217   48% 2,227     61% 25,701    48% 2,153     61%
Transit person-trips 21,026    41% 827        27% 20,852   41% 802       28% 21,274   39% 890       24% 21,100    39% 865       24%
Other person-trips 6,597      13% 376        12% 6,420     13% 351       12% 7,410     13% 540       15% 7,233      13% 515       15%



Total Person-trips 51,771    100% 3,036      100% 50,904    100% 2,913     100% 54,902   100% 3,657     100% 54,035    100% 3,533     100%



Vehicle trips
  Inbound 5,865      50% 666        54% 5,723     50% 655       55% 6,400     50% 806       57% 6,258      50% 796       58%
  Outbound 5,865      50% 558        46% 5,723     50% 527       45% 6,400     50% 610       43% 6,258      50% 579       42%



Total Vehicle-trips 11,730    100% 1,223      100% 11,446    100% 1,182     100% 12,801   100% 1,416     100% 12,517    100% 1,375     100%
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Adavant Consulting



Event Center at Mission Bay Site
PROJECT TRAVEL DEMAND SUMMARY - PRELIMINARY DRAFT / SUBJECT TO REVIEW



SATURDAY SCENARIO 1 SCENARIO 2 SCENARIO 3 SCENARIO 4
NO EVENT Total Evening Peak Hour Total Evening Peak Hour Total Evening Peak Hour Total Evening Peak Hour



All Day of the 7-9 PM period All Day of the 7-9 PM period All Day of the 7-9 PM period All Day of the 7-9 PM period



Auto person-trips 13,508    60% 2,355      58% 13,012   60% 2,104     58% 17,086   61% 3,024     59% 16,591    61% 2,773     59%
Transit person-trips 4,062      18% 760        19% 3,803     18% 675       19% 4,706     17% 886       17% 4,447      16% 800       17%
Other person-trips 4,983      22% 962        24% 4,787     22% 867       24% 6,359     23% 1,207     24% 6,163      23% 1,111     24%



Total Person-trips 22,554    100% 4,078      100% 21,603    100% 3,646     100% 28,151   100% 5,116     100% 27,201    100% 4,684     100%



Vehicle trips
  Inbound 3,559      50% 467        41% 3,440     50% 426       42% 4,492     50% 672       45% 4,373      50% 631       46%
  Outbound 3,559      50% 673        59% 3,440     50% 586       58% 4,492     50% 830       55% 4,373      50% 742       54%



Total Vehicle-trips 7,118      100% 1,141      100% 6,880     100% 1,012     100% 8,984     100% 1,502     100% 8,745      100% 1,373     100%



SATURDAY SCENARIO 1 SCENARIO 2 SCENARIO 3 SCENARIO 4
BASKETBALL GAME Total Evening Peak Hour Total Evening Peak Hour Total Evening Peak Hour Total Evening Peak Hour



All Day of the 7-9 PM period All Day of the 7-9 PM period All Day of the 7-9 PM period All Day of the 7-9 PM period



Auto person-trips 24,938    54% 7,278      52% 24,288   54% 7,105     52% 28,516   55% 7,946     53% 27,866    55% 7,773     53%
Transit person-trips 16,514    36% 5,362      39% 16,296   36% 5,307     39% 17,158   33% 5,488     37% 16,940    34% 5,432     37%
Other person-trips 4,417      10% 1,268      9% 4,195     9% 1,210     9% 5,793     11% 1,512     10% 5,570      11% 1,454     10%



Total Person-trips 45,869    100% 13,908    100% 44,778    100% 13,621    100% 51,467    100% 14,946    100% 50,376    100% 14,659    100%



Vehicle trips
  Inbound 5,721      50% 2,593      87% 5,542     50% 2,568     89% 6,654     50% 2,797     84% 6,475      50% 2,773     86%
  Outbound 5,721      50% 383        13% 5,542     50% 311       11% 6,654     50% 540       16% 6,475      50% 468       14%



Total Vehicle-trips 11,443    100% 2,976      100% 11,085    100% 2,879     100% 13,308   100% 3,337     100% 12,950    100% 3,241     100%
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Scenario 1:


· 500K sf arena


· 500K sf office


· 90K sf retail


· 50% QSR


· 25% sit-down restaurant


· 25% retail


Scenario 2:


· 500K sf arena


· 500K sf office


· 90K sf retail


· 33% QSR


· 33% sit-down restaurant


· 33% retail


Scenario 3:


· 500K sf arena


· 500K sf commercial/industrial


· 400K sf office


· 40K sf high-end movie theater (like Arclight, Ipic, or Cinepolis)


· 25K sf social entertainment, including bowling (like Brooklyn Bowl, Lucky Strike)


· 35K sf high-end fitness club (like Equinox)


· 90K sf retail


· 50% QSR


· 25% sit-down restaurant


· 25% retail


Scenario 4:


· 500K sf arena


· 500K sf commercial/industrial


· 400K sf office


· 40K sf high-end movie theater (like Arclight, Ipic, or Cinepolis)


· [bookmark: _GoBack]25K sf social entertainment, including bowling (like Brooklyn Bowl, Lucky Strike)


· 35K sf high-end fitness club (like Equinox)


· 90K sf retail


· 33% QSR


· 33% sit-down restaurant


· 33% retail









are subject to greater variation as part of the upcoming review and approval process (assuming
that they remain as part of the project definition).


 
 
I have also developed more disaggregated travel demand estimates that show the specific demand for
each land use within a given scenario; they are not included in the attached file.  Let me know if you
would like to see those as well.
 
_______________________________________________________
José I. Farrán, P.E.
  Adavant
         Consulting
200 Francisco St.,  2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133
office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com
www.AdavantConsulting.com
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From: Chasan, Paul
To: Bollinger, Brett; Watty, Elizabeth; Miller, Erin; Oshima, Diane; Albert, Peter; Hrushowy, Neil; Perry, Nicholas;


Winslow, David; Robbins, Jerry; Sallaberry, Mike; José I. Farrán (jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com);
Chris.Garbarkiewctz@sfmta.com; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Olea, Ricardo; Van de Water, Adam; Paine, Carli;
Samii, Camron


Cc: Wise, Viktoriya; Riessen, Greg
Subject: RE: GSW response to City"s Streetscape comments
Date: Tuesday, February 25, 2014 4:22:50 PM
Attachments: image001.png


image002.png
image003.png
image004.png
image005.png


Brett,
 
Apologies,
 
I was out of town yesterday when your email arrived.
 
One comment per the project sponsor’s comments on bike improvements Section 4. See my
responses in Green bold text
 


a.       Install an eastbound bike lane on Bryant between Beale Street and the Embarcadero.
This would connect the existing bike lane on Beale Street with the Embarcadero and
would be a major inbound bike route for the arena. This lane would take advantage of
overly-wide traffic lanes, and not require the removal of parking or reconfiguration of
traffic lanes. GSW: The project sponsor is supportive of making bicycle facility
improvements, where feasible. However, it is the recommendation of the Port to decline
this improvement based on its impact to the availability of on-street residential parking
for neighboring projects. Additionally, MTA expressed concern that the
recommendations may not reconcile with the Rincon Hill Master Plan.
 
The Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan (RHSP) does not make recommendation for
Bryant Street. Bryant Street is not in the plan area. The RHSP does anticipates
a bike lane on Beale Street so this comment should not conflict with the RHPS.
Given the City’s Transit First policy bike facilities should trump a few parking
spaces. I think we should work with the Port on this issue.
 


b.      Install a westbound bike lane on Bryant Street between the Embarcadero and Main
Street. Combined with (c) below, this would connect the Embarcadero with Main Street
and would be a major outbound bike route for the arena. This would take advantage of
overly-wide traffic lanes, and not require the removal of on-street parking or a
reduction in travel lanes. GSW: The project sponsor is supportive of making bicycle
facility improvements, where feasible. However, MTA expressed concern that the
recommendations may not reconcile with the Rincon Hill Master Plan.


 
The Rincon Hill Streetscape Plan (RHSP) does not make recommendation for
Bryant Street. Bryant Street is not in the plan area. The RHSP does anticipates
a bike lane on Beale Street AND Freemont Street. It doe does not recommend
a bike lane on Main street. Ideally a westbound bikelane on Bryant should
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extend to Freemont Street to connect to the Freemont Street bike lane.
 


c.       Install a northbound bike lane on Main between Bryant and Harrison streets. This
would take advantage of overly-wide traffic lanes, and not require the removal of on-
street parking or a reduction in travel lanes. GSW: The project sponsor is supportive of
making bicycle facility improvements, where feasible. However, MTA expressed
concern that the recommendations may not reconcile with the Rincon Hill Master Plan.
 
This comment is consistent with the design established in the RHSP.


 
 
p a u l   c h a s a n
Urban Planner/Urban Designer
 
415-575-9065 |paul.chasan@sfgov.org
 
San Francisco Planning Department
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, CA 94103
 


From: Bollinger, Brett 
Sent: Monday, February 24, 2014 2:56 PM
To: Watty, Elizabeth; Miller, Erin; Oshima, Diane; Albert, Peter; Hrushowy, Neil; Chasan, Paul; Perry,
Nicholas; Winslow, David; Robbins, Jerry; Sallaberry, Mike; José I. Farrán
(jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com); Chris.Garbarkiewctz@sfmta.com; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Olea,
Ricardo; Van de Water, Adam; Paine, Carli; Samii, Camron
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya; Riessen, Greg
Subject: RE: GSW response to City's Streetscape comments
 
All: Please provide your streetscape comments by 5 PM today if you have not already. If we don’t
receive any comments we will assume you do not have any additional comments. Thanks.
 


From: Watty, Elizabeth 
Sent: Tuesday, February 18, 2014 5:11 PM
To: Miller, Erin; Oshima, Diane; Albert, Peter; Hrushowy, Neil; Chasan, Paul; Perry, Nicholas; Winslow,
David; Robbins, Jerry; Sallaberry, Mike; José I. Farrán (jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com);
Chris.Garbarkiewctz@sfmta.com; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Olea, Ricardo; Van de Water, Adam; Paine,
Carli; Samii, Camron
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya; Bollinger, Brett; Riessen, Greg
Subject: RE: GSW response to City's Streetscape comments
 
Just a friendly reminder to provide me with any comments regarding the Warrior’s
Pedestrian/Streetscape proposal (so far I have received none). If you need another day or two,
please let me know ASAP.
 
Thank you.
 
Elizabeth Watty, LEED AP
Assistant Director of Current Planning
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
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1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6620 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: Elizabeth.Watty@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org


               
 


From: Watty, Elizabeth 
Sent: Tuesday, February 11, 2014 8:58 AM
To: Miller, Erin (erin.miller@sfmta.com); Oshima, Diane; Albert, Peter; Hrushowy, Neil; Chasan, Paul
(paul.chasan@sfgov.org); Perry, Nicholas; Winslow, David; Robbins, Jerry (jerry.robbins@sfmta.com);
Sallaberry, Mike; José I. Farrán (jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com); Chris.Garbarkiewctz@sfmta.com;
'lubaw@lcwconsulting.com'; Olea, Ricardo (ricardo.olea@sfmta.com); Van de Water, Adam; Paine, Carli;
Samii, Camron
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya; Bollinger, Brett; Riessen, Greg (greg.riessen@sfgov.org)
Subject: FW: GSW response to City's Streetscape comments
 
All,
 
Attached is the Warrior’s response to the Planning Department’s original pedestrian and streetscape
comments. I am hopeful that their responses reflect the City-family comments that were raised our
meeting on January 22, 2014.
 
Please review with the appropriate people in your agencies, and if possible, provide comments back


to me by February 18th.
 
Erin/Peter – Please forward this to other MTA folks, as appropriate.
 
Adam – Please forward to the appropriate people at DPW.
 
Thanks, and let me know if you have any questions.
 
Regards,
 
Elizabeth Watty, LEED AP
Assistant Director of Current Planning
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6620 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: Elizabeth.Watty@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org


               
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Friday, February 07, 2014 10:07 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya; Kern, Chris; Bollinger, Brett; Watty, Elizabeth
Cc: Paul Mitchell (pmitchell@esassoc.com); Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com); David Noyola; Jesse Blout; Mary Murphy
(MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com); Jim Abrams (jabrams@gibsondunn.com)
Subject: GSW response to City's Streetscape comments
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City team,
 
Please see the attached response from the GSW team on the City team’s Streetscape comments.
I’m available to discuss any questions you may have.
 
Best regards,
Clarke
 
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
Date: Thursday, May 15, 2014 8:26:34 AM


Sounds good, will do. Thanks. 


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On May 15, 2014, at 8:05 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


I do not think she will, but her scheduler will let you know times if she does want to. 
Also, put her as “optional” once you find a time that works for the key CEQA folks. 
Thanks for checking.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 7:49 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
Terrific, thanks Catherine. Do you expect Tiffany wants/needs to join this meeting as
well?
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On May 15, 2014, at 7:45 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Please see below.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San
Francisco
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1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 7:00 PM
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel
(OCII); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Gary
Oates (GOates@esassoc.com); Paul Mitchell (pmitchell@esassoc.com); Joyce
Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); Jose Farran
(jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com); lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; 'Chris Mitchell
(C.Mitchell@fehrandpeers.com)'; 'Mary Murphy
(MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com)'; 'Sekhri, Neil (NSekhri@gibsondunn.com)';
Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA);
'David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)'; 'Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com)'; Jesse Blout; David Kelly (dkelly@warriors.com);
Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
Team,
 
We’d like to re-engage the CEQA team now that efforts are underway on
the Warriors arena in Mission Bay. We’d like to convene the group for a
90-minute meeting next week to address the following preliminary
agenda items:


·         Confirmation of SEIR analyses/chapters
·         Review and confirmation of Transportation SOW
·         Discussion of key assumptions for Transportation analysis
·         Review of preliminary CEQA schedule (ESA to prepare in advance)
·         Select a day of the week and time for this group to meet on a


recurring basis
·         and other items, as appropriate


 
Please confer with your colleagues on your team and send me your firm’s
availability for the following days/times (location TBD):


·         Wed, May 21: Noon – 1:30pm  OK
·         Thurs, May 22: 11am – 1pm OK
·         Fri, May 23: 10am – 3pm OK


 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
 



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com

mailto:GOates@esassoc.com

mailto:pmitchell@esassoc.com

mailto:joyce@orionenvironment.com

mailto:jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com

mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com

mailto:C.Mitchell@fehrandpeers.com

mailto:MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com

mailto:NSekhri@gibsondunn.com

mailto:david.carlock@machetegroup.com

mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com

mailto:dkelly@warriors.com

mailto:cmiller@stradasf.com






From: Clarke Miller
To: José I. Farrán
Cc: Albert, Peter; C.Mitchell@fehrandpeers.com; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Wise, Viktoriya
Subject: Re: Warriors stats on transit today?
Date: Thursday, January 23, 2014 10:55:15 AM


The Warriors believe it's about 2,300 people per game on BART this year. 


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On Jan 23, 2014, at 10:19 AM, "José I. Farrán" <jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com>
wrote:


We don’t; we are using data from SF Giants for the travel demand analysis.
 
_______________________________________________________
José I. Farrán, P.E.
  Adavant
         Consulting
200 Francisco St.,  2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133
office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com
www.AdavantConsulting.com
 
 
From: Albert, Peter [mailto:Peter.Albert@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Thursday, January 23, 2014 9:30 AM
To: 'Clarke Miller'
Cc: Jose I. Farran (jifarran@adavantconsulting.com); C.Mitchell@fehrandpeers.com;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Wise, Viktoriya
Subject: RE: Warriors stats on transit today?
 
Clarke, Jose, Luba or Chris:
Do you have a figure for % of Warriors fans who take transit today?
 
Peter Albert
Manager, SFMTA Urban Planning Initiatives
SF Municipal Transportation Agency
1 South Van Ness Ave, Seventh Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
(: 415.701.4328
: 415.701.4735
*: peter.albert@sfmta.com
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 10:19 PM
To: Albert, Peter
Cc: David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com);
Kaufhauser@warriors.com; Jesse Blout
Subject: mobile app person at MTA
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Peter,
 
Can you put us in touch with the person at MTA that manages the SFpark
app/program? We think an introductory meeting to understand how the system works
will be helpful to the Warriors as we consider design options for a parking intercept
program.
 
Also, on a related note, is that person all the best person to provide us with a parking
count for stalls in City-owned garages in the vicinity of 30-32?
 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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From: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: FW: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
Date: Thursday, May 15, 2014 3:44:38 PM


Can you make this meeting?  The Oversight Board mtg is at 2 pm that day so I won’t participate. 
 
Catherine – You should suggest that they move the meeting to 12 pm or even 12:30 so you can do
both CEQA and attend the Oversight Board.  If not, perhaps a divide and conquer approach with the
OB (Christine Maher, Sally covering) and you and Manny cover the CEQA mtg.  It’s important that
Planning doesn’t treat this as a City project and just do their normal process since this is not a City
project.  If Jim is available, perhaps he can attend the CEQA mtg as well to remind Planning.
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 9:28 AM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC);
Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
Hi Jennifer,
Viktoriya and I discussed this earlier this morning and agree that next week seems too soon to
address the topics on Clarke’s agenda (and that 90 minutes is not enough time to cover all of these
items). We’d like to schedule an internal call/meeting on CEQA approach before discussing further
with GSW. Can we schedule this for Wednesday 5/21 at 1:00? If that time doesn’t work, I’ll send out
a Doodle Poll to find a timeslot.
 
Thanks,
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 
 
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 9:13 AM
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC);
Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin
(MTA)
Subject: Re: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
City folks,
 
I don't want to meet until we have a project description.  In my opinion, many of Clarke's items
cannot be addressed until we have that level of info. Let me know if you have different thoughts. I'll
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wait for your input and reply to Clarke later today. In the meantime, please don't send him your
availability. Planning, please let consultants know they should hold. 
 
Jennifer


On May 14, 2014, at 7:03 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:


Team,
 
We’d like to re-engage the CEQA team now that efforts are underway on the Warriors
arena in Mission Bay. We’d like to convene the group for a 90-minute meeting next
week to address the following preliminary agenda items:


·         Confirmation of SEIR analyses/chapters
·         Review and confirmation of Transportation SOW
·         Discussion of key assumptions for Transportation analysis
·         Review of preliminary CEQA schedule (ESA to prepare in advance)
·         Select a day of the week and time for this group to meet on a recurring basis
·         and other items, as appropriate


 
Please confer with your colleagues on your team and send me your firm’s availability
for the following days/times (location TBD):


·         Wed, May 21: Noon – 1:30pm
·         Thurs, May 22: 11am – 1pm
·         Fri, May 23: 10am – 3pm


 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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From: Watty, Elizabeth
To: Wise, Viktoriya
Subject: RE: GSW: Pedestrian/Streetscape Proposals
Date: Monday, January 06, 2014 9:30:58 AM
Attachments: image001.png


image002.png
image003.png
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Invite has been forwarded to Erin and Diane.
 
Thanks,
 
Elizabeth Watty, LEED AP
Planner, Northeast Quadrant, Current Planning
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6620 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: Elizabeth.Watty@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org


            
 


From: Wise, Viktoriya 
Sent: Saturday, January 04, 2014 9:51 AM
To: Miller, Erin
Cc: Watty, Elizabeth; Bollinger, Brett; Albert, Peter; Oshima, Diane; Perry, Nicholas; Kern, Chris
Subject: GSW: Pedestrian/Streetscape Proposals
 
Erin-
Like we discussed on Thursday, the meeting with the GSW team for next week was cancelled to
allow more opportunity for MTA to review the Pedestrian/Streetscape proposals the Planning
Department in recommending.  We have set a follow-up meeting with the GSW team for January


22st, Wed @ 3:30 at the Planning Department.  Please pass along the invitation to members of the
MTA that need to attend (I think you will be on vacation, right?) (Liz:  could you please forward the
electronic invitation to Erin and Diane Oshima). 
 
The purpose of the meeting is to provide collective ‘on-the-same-page’ City feedback to the project
sponsor.  To that end, we agreed to discuss the Pedestrian/Streetscape proposals in advance of this
meeting on Wed. 1/15 at noon at the Planning Department (invitation already sent).  At that
meeting, we will also be discussing our collective City feedback on the TMP.  Nick, please feel free to
attend this meeting and pass along to anyone in Citywide that you think should participate. 
 
Thank you!
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
Date: Thursday, May 15, 2014 7:49:37 AM


Terrific, thanks Catherine. Do you expect Tiffany wants/needs to join this meeting as
well?
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On May 15, 2014, at 7:45 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Please see below.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 7:00 PM
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Wise,
Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Gary Oates
(GOates@esassoc.com); Paul Mitchell (pmitchell@esassoc.com); Joyce Hsiao
(joyce@orionenvironment.com); Jose Farran (jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com);
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; 'Chris Mitchell (C.Mitchell@fehrandpeers.com)'; 'Mary Murphy
(MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com)'; 'Sekhri, Neil (NSekhri@gibsondunn.com)'; Matz, Jennifer
(MYR); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); 'David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com)'; 'Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)'; Jesse
Blout; David Kelly (dkelly@warriors.com); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
Team,
 
We’d like to re-engage the CEQA team now that efforts are underway on the Warriors
arena in Mission Bay. We’d like to convene the group for a 90-minute meeting next
week to address the following preliminary agenda items:


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Confirmation of SEIR analyses/chapters
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Review and confirmation of


Transportation SOW
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Discussion of key assumptions for


Transportation analysis
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Review of preliminary CEQA schedule (ESA
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to prepare in advance)
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Select a day of the week and time for this


group to meet on a recurring basis
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->and other items, as appropriate


 
Please confer with your colleagues on your team and send me your firm’s availability
for the following days/times (location TBD):


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Wed, May 21: Noon – 1:30pm  OK
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Thurs, May 22: 11am – 1pm OK
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Fri, May 23: 10am – 3pm OK


 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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From: SouthBeachRinconMissionBayNeighAssn@yahoogroups.com on behalf of Toby Levine
To: Marty Coressel
Cc: PATRICK; Jon Buchwald; Dale Riehart; SouthBeachRinconMissionBayNeighAssn


SouthBeachRinconMissionBayNeighAssn
Subject: Re: [SBRMBNA] Clarification & typo correction on Warrior deal observations
Date: Wednesday, February 12, 2014 10:57:09 AM


I am interested in Patrick's thoughts, too.  I would also like to add that I really appreciate the respectful and informative discussion that
has been occurring among residents who are not all on the same page in terms of the arena.  It is a relief and I find myself actually looking
forward and reading the commentaries.


Toby Levine
On Jan 11, 2014, at 11:15 PM, Marty Coressel  wrote:


 
Patrick,


As a volunteer advocate of the arena and living within a block and half from the site, how do you see the transportation issues being
resolved?


Greatly appreciate your input. 


Thanks - Marty


> On Feb 11, 2014, at 9:58 AM, Dale Riehart <dale@daleriehart.com> wrote:
> 
> 
> Thanx for the update, Patrick. Appreciate it.  
> 
> -dr
> 
>> On Feb 11, 2014, at 9:26 AM, PATRICK <patrick_45@comcast.net> wrote:
>> 
>> Jon, Dale, no I do not work for the city nor the warriors.  However, I have volunteered time as an advocate of the arena. If you have
been to CAC meetings or other public meetings on this topic, you likely have seen me speak in favor of the project. We may all have met
at some point.  I live a block and a half from the site. That said, I have been following, reading and asking questions like everyone here,
and participating in the public meetings. It is my understanding that the 13% is no longer part of the deal. I believe it was stated as such
at the last full CAC by both the city and the Warriors rep at that meeting.
>> 
>> Regarding the bond questions I do know that for the bond repayments to come out of taxpayers pockets it would need a vote. Years
ago I was a municipal bond banker and so I did ask one of the guys from the City at the CAC about how the bonds are repaid.  He stated
at the CAC that payments are made solely from the tax increment from the property itself, which makes sense. The bonds are paid for by
the tax revenue increment based on the development at the site (worth x today as it stands and then worth x+y after developed and
reassessed).  
>> 
>> I haven't found nor read anything regarding the bond structure nor underwriter- I am guessing that comes much later in the process.
I don't know what backs up the tax revenues if those fall  short. I know that you cannot move to a GO bond or tax the public without a
vote. There may be more here in this leg action on these types of bonds https://sfgov.legistar.com/View.ashx?
M=F&ID=1043545&GUID=F684BB26-752C-40D6-BF78-55E641C7799F
>> 
>> From: "Dale Riehart" <dale@daleriehart.com>
>> To: "Jon Buchwald" <buchsons@yahoo.com>
>> Cc: "PATRICK" <patrick_45@comcast.net>, "SouthBeachRinconMissionBayNeighAssn
SouthBeachRinconMissionBayNeighAssn" <SouthBeachRinconMissionBayNeighAssn@yahoogroups.com>
>> Sent: Monday, February 10, 2014 2:27:01 PM
>> Subject: Re: [SBRMBNA] Clarification & typo correction on Warrior deal observations
>> 
>> 
>> Question for Patrick.
>> 
>> Are you with the Port? Or The City? Or...
>> 
>> -Dale
>> 
>> 
>>> On Feb 10, 2014, at 1:54 PM, Jon Buchwald <buchsons@yahoo.com> wrote:
>>> 
>>> 
>>> Thank you, Patrick.
>>> 
>>> Is there a new/more recent proposal package, similar to the one upon which my observations are based? I have not found anything
"official" (other than news stories) that are more recent. 
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>>> 
>>> If the 13% truly is off of the table and revenue bonds truly are feasible then the deal would likely look most like the 5th scenario
(without $19M of interest only). 
>>> 
>>> Couple follow-up questions for you:
>>> 
>>> 1) Do you know how the revenue bonds will  be structured, and what underwrter(s)  may be under consideration? I'd be interested in
seeing who will  underwrite and distribute the offering.
>>> 
>>> 2) What is the finacing contingency plan should the arena fail  to generate enough revenue or if bond investors and/or underwriters
see the risk associated with revenue as too high? 
>>> 
>>> 3) Who ultimately pays should bonds be issued and the revenue fails to meet the debt servicing levels? How would the shortfall  be
made up and by whom? Would it ultimately be the taxpayers, or would the Warriors cover it?
>>> 
>>> Thanks.
>>> 
>>> Jon
>>> 
>>> From: PATRICK <patrick_45@comcast.net>
>>> To: Jon Buchwald <buchsons@yahoo.com> 
>>> Cc: SouthBeachRinconMissionBayNeighAssn SouthBeachRinconMissionBayNeighAssn
<SouthBeachRinconMissionBayNeighAssn@yahoogroups.com> 
>>> Sent: Monday, February 10, 2014 1:35 PM
>>> Subject: Re: [SBRMBNA] Clarification & typo correction on Warrior deal observations
>>> 
>>> Couple of items:
>>> • The 13% is gone. There is no more 13% 
>>> • "Both team and city officials said a controversial provision that would have allowed the Warriors to recoup a 13 percent rate of
return on whatever portion of the $120 million wasn't reimbursed has been eliminated from the deal. It was designed to compensate the
team for its outlay if repair costs came in under $120 million, which they won't. "There is no rate of return; 13 percent of zero is zero,"
Welts said."
>>> http://california.construction.com/yb/ca/article.aspx?story_id=194897428
>>> • Because this project is on port land, The IFD bonds proposed are not paid for by local residents rather just the tax revenues
generated from the development itself built on port lands. The proposed development site is Port property, and the Port is the sole
landowner of the site, so they can do an IFD on their parcels of land - they do not have jurisdiction of non Port property. Adjacent
property owners would not be affected by a tax (if they were taxed - and they aren't - then that would be a separate IFD subject to the
vote of those to be taxed see here https://sfgov.legistar.com/View.ashx?M=F&ID=1043545&GUID=F684BB26-752C-40D6-
BF78-55E641C7799F) . IFD's keep the property tax revenue near the location of where the properties are being taxed, as opposed to
being spread throughout the whole city.
>>> 
>>> 
>>> 
>>> From: "Jon Buchwald" <buchsons@yahoo.com>
>>> To: "SouthBeachRinconMissionBayNeighAssn SouthBeachRinconMissionBayNeighAssn"
<SouthBeachRinconMissionBayNeighAssn@yahoogroups.com>
>>> Sent: Monday, February 10, 2014 12:36:23 PM
>>> Subject: [SBRMBNA] Clarification & typo correction on Warrior deal observations
>>> 
>>> 
>>> 
>>> Hi.
>>> 
>>> Just made a couple of clarifications and corrected a typo based on some questions I received. Changes are in bold/italic.
>>> 
>>> Updated email is below.
>>> 
>>> Jon
>>> 
>>> 
>>> -----------------------------------------------
>>> I was asked some time ago, by several of you, to look at the Warriors Arena Proposal and provide some observations. First, let me
apologize for taking so long…the latter part of 2013 was extremely busy, with over 30,000 miles of business travel in less than 3 months.
I thankfully am enjoying a bit of a break, and staying in one time zone.
>>> My observations are based on the document Findings of Fiscal Responsibility and Feasibility, dated November 22, 2012. I have
structured my observations as a set of questions.
>>> Q: What are the basics?
>>> 1) The Warriors will  repair/upgrade Piers 30/32, and will  be reimbursed up to $120M by San Francisco. It is expected that the
$120M cap will  be exceeded, meaning that SF will  be responsible for the full $120M. 
>>> 2) SF will  pay interest at a rate of 13% per year. No compounding period was specified, but it could make a big difference depending
on the time required to pay back the $120M.
>>> 3) SF will  NOT share in stadium revenue until the $120M is paid back.
>>> Q: Where will  the $120M plus interest come from?
>>> 1) Approximately $30M will  be paid back immediately by conveying SWL 330 to the Warriors. The Warriors can then subdivide,
sell, or develop the property. 
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>>> 
>>> The intent as of the proposal date is to build a hotel,  condos and shopping, then to sell condos. 
>>> 2) Approximately $2M per year will  come from rent the Warriors pay for use of the Pier 30/32 space, once the arena is complete.
The Warriors will  simply be credited with their rent each year, so no cash will  change hands.
>>> 3) The remainder will  come from the taxpayers, as the result of the creation of an IFD, which potentially could span a large portion
of the pier, and District 6. At a minimum it is likely to include SWL 330 and surrounding area.
>>> 
>>> People who are unfortunate enough to live in the IFD will  have to pay incremental property tax that is assessed. One would expect
that landlords will  roll the additional  tax into rent. 
>>> Q: How much could the taxpayers have to pay?
>>> Ans: That depends on how the long SF takes to pay the money back, and the compounding rate of the 13%. If SF’s responsibility is
$120M and $30M is immediately paid back as a result of conveying SWL 330 to the Warriors then SF will  owe $90M at a rate of 13%. 
>>> Let’s look at a few scenarios:
>>> 1) Term: 10 years amortized, compounded quarterly
>>> a. Annual payment: $16M,
>>> b. Total of all payments: $162M
>>> c. Interest paid: $72M
>>> d. Total of lease payments: $20M
>>> e. Minimum cost to taxpayers: $142M 
>>> 2) Term: 15 years amortized, compounded quarterly
>>> a. Annual payment: $13M,
>>> b. Total of all payments: $206M
>>> c. Interest paid: $115M
>>> d. Total of lease payments: $30M
>>> e. Minimum cost to taxpayers: $176M 
>>> 3) Term: 30 years amortized, compounded quarterly
>>> a. Annual payment: $12M,
>>> b. Total of all payments: $359M
>>> c. Interest paid: $269M
>>> d. Total of lease payments: $60M
>>> e. Minimum cost to taxpayers: $200M 
>>> 4) Term: Interest only for 2 years, then 13% loan taken out with a 30 year 6% GO (not revenue) bond; interest only w/principal at
end
>>> a. Payments: $19M cash, $4M credits followed by $5.4M for 30 years, followed by principal payment of $90M
>>> b. Total of all payments: $365M
>>> c. Interest paid: $275M
>>> d. Total of lease payments: $64M
>>> e. Minimum cost to taxpayers: $300M 
>>> 5) Term: Interest only for 2 years, then 13% loan taken out with a 30 year 6% revenue bond (paid solely from SF's share of arena
revenues); interest only w/principal at end. 
>>> 
>>> NOTE: this is the least likely scenario, as the arena would need to be operating at full capacity and generating revenue to the point
that bond buyers would have substantial faith in continued long-term performance. However I could see a strong proponent of the arena
making the argument that this is certain, so it really won't cost the taxpayers
>>> a. Payments: $19M cash, $4M credits followed by $5.4M for 30 years, followed by principal payment of $90M
>>> b. Total of all payments: $365M
>>> c. Interest paid: $275M
>>> d. Total of lease payments: $64M
>>> e. Minimum cost to taxpayers: $19M
>>> Q: Is 13% a fair rate? 
>>> Ans: 1-year rehab/bridge loan can range from 7% up to 14%, however the term for this loan is not clear.  I would guess that SF will
end up taking out this loan by issuing bonds, once the arena is operating. It is an awful rate for a long-term loan. Unless this is intended
as a short-term bridge loan SF has no business accepting it.
>>> Q: Why would the Warriors demand such a high rate?
>>> Ans: The Warriors claim that there are high risks, with regard to rebuilding the pier and costs could be far higher than expected.
There may be some truth to this, but it’s likely that the Warriors already have a good sense of the true cost…they are too smart to go into
a deal like this without knowing what they are getting into. 
>>> Q: Why doesn't SF issue a double-tax exempt bond at a much lower rate than 13% to fund the pier renovations and bypass the
Warriors loan and transfer of SWL 330?
>>> Ans: Hard to say, but I can think of a couple of potential answers. It may be too risky at this stage for bond buyers. If so then it’s not
a good risk for SF to take either. It also may be poor negotiation technique, and that SF and Ed Lee are unnecessarily caving into a
demand. Perhaps there are legal issues that would prevent it.
>>> Q: Who is the winner in this deal?
>>> Ans: The Warriors for sure. They are receiving a valuable piece of waterfront property that, once developed, could easily pay for the
entire renovation cost, plus a good chunk of the arena. The $90M they are getting in credits and tax revenues are just a bonus. You can
bet the Warriors will  renegotiate the deal if they find the cost of the renovation will  be higher. 
>>> 
>>> Ed Lee. He’s dewey and gooey over this deal, his legacy and being associated with the Warriors. Besides the big ego stroke, Lacob
will  owe Ed and surely will  help him take a run at Governor or perhaps Pelosi’s  seat once she retires or passes.
>>> Q: Who is the loser in the deal?
>>> Ans: Those who live in the IFD that will  pay more property tax for a massively crowded Embarcadero, and probably will  receive no
tangible benefit for the additional  tax they have to pay.
>>> Q: Is this really a good deal for SF?
>>> 1) From a business perspective, probably not as good as expected. The projections say there will  be 2M attendees per year. If every
Warrior game sells out then it’s 41 games x 19,000 people for a total of 779,000. This means that 1.2 million people must come from
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other sources, and that many will  use the hotel.  Of these 1.2 million, some portion surely will  be taken from other venues, to the
incremental revenue will  not be that high.
>>> 2) From the perspective that SF is a tax-hungry city/county that needs to continually increase its tax base to match its spending,
yes. Most of the recurring revenues will  come from property tax.
>>> Q: What could/might we do?
>>> Ans: If you think that you’ll  be stuck in the IFD and don’t want to pay more tax then try to create a ballot initiative banning the
creation of the IFD and/or disallowing incremental tax to fund pier renovation. I don’t know if this is feasible, but people should
understand the financial aspect of the arena and that they’ll  be paying more tax for the benefit of the Warriors’ core fan base, which is
not in San Francisco.
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From: Michelle Magee
To: Oshima, Diane
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya; Liz Brisson; Elizabeth Sall; Albert, Peter; Uchida, Kansai; Miller, Erin; Aide Aceves; Bollinger,


Brett
Subject: RE: GSW: Transportation - status update on various items
Date: Friday, January 17, 2014 11:40:17 AM
Attachments: Transportation_2014_ Four Meeting Summary with Comments_v01.15.14.docx


Hello all:
 
Attached is the most recent circulated draft with all Liz and Viktoriya track changes accepted.  I kept
the comments that provide rationale for language, approach as well as reminders for actions (decide
who is presenting which pieces,  standing agenda item for CAC).   You can remove those for the
meeting with Ken today if makes sense to provide him with a clean process.
Diane – I wanted to make sure you have this version.  If you edit please circulate I will be out the rest
of today.
 
 
The document defines language to achieve consistent messaging that is less confusing and more
accurate.  (for example eliminating the use of the term “modeling” and instead framing the WTA
Phase 2 component) 
 
Michelle
 


From: Oshima, Diane [mailto:diane.oshima@sfport.com] 
Sent: Friday, January 17, 2014 9:24 AM
To: Michelle Magee
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya; Liz Brisson; Elizabeth Sall; Albert, Peter; Uchida, Kansai; Miller, Erin; Aide Aceves;
Bollinger, Brett
Subject: Re: GSW: Transportation - status update on various items
 
Hi 
I actually have been working on this this morning, around a number of meetings.  Can send it
this afternoon?


Diane
 
Diane Oshima 
(short & sweet from iPhone)


On Jan 17, 2014, at 8:27 AM, "Michelle Magee" <mmagee@harderco.com> wrote:


Hello
I am flying this morning.  Will send when I land later today. 
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2014 CAC Transportation Subcommittee 	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: This is a wonderful summary of our next steps with a good explanation/rationale for why we’re doing certain things/meetings and reminders to ourselves as to what points we should be covering when presenting to the CAC.  However, I would suggest producing a simplified version of this document that we can distribute to the public and share with other City family members (Ken, DWG, etc.).  They don’t need the kind of detail that we have here.  Essentially, this would look like an Agenda for the next four meetings.  It’s up to you guys…just a suggestion.  
At the end of this document, I have put together what this would look like (see page 4).  


Workplan:  Sequenced Four Meeting Content (January – April)


[bookmark: _GoBack]Revised Draft 01.17.14





On January 2nd City staff from multiple departments (SFCTA, SFMTA, Planning, OEWD, Port) met to develop a consistent message for the multiple transportation efforts currently underway.  This resulted in the development of a Transportation Overview handout that summarizes the various efforts currently underway with respect to Waterfront transportation planning.  Specifically, the overview defines the multiple transportation planning efforts and their relationships to each other. .  Additionally, City staff also developed  an organized sequence of CAC Transportation subcommittee meetings to discuss these various efforts and their results over the course of the next six months.  A detailed description of the content for the first four meetings of 2014 is defined below.  





Meeting #1 (January 29th, 2014): Review the overall City Waterfront Transportation efforts and present the WTA Phase 2 component of it in more detail.  (Presenters:  X, Liz Brisson) 	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Let’s identify who will be doing the presenting. 


1. Review the transportation overview summary document describing: WTA, WTA Phase 2 analysis, City’s TDMP, Project Sponsor’s TMP, and EIR content. 


· Clarify process, timeline, and how the work of the committee fits into each document.  	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: We did not explicitly discuss this as a group.  Is someone coming up with this?  


· Rationale:  Address confusion created for the public by the many pieces related to ongoing transportation work.  Bring the GSW back to reporting to the City Team so strategies are not rolled out prior to careful vetting (i.e. curb management closing the Embarcadero at Land Use in Dec.).  Facilitate City putting forward a disciplined and consistent message to CAC and public.  


Supporting Material: Transportation Overview Handout including visual that shows how all efforts relate to one another





2. Review is somewhat more detail the WTA Phase 2 analysis that the TA is leading technical work on behalf of SFTMA.


· During Phase 2 of the Assessment, the SFCTA will support SFMTA in undertaking Solutions Analysis using the goals and inventory of strategies developed during Phase 1


· The Solutions Analysis unfolds in 4 steps: 


a. Corridor Analysis: Using our travel forecasting tool, we look at travel patterns to and from the Waterfront... how many people travel to and from the Waterfront area today, and how many will do so in a future with and without Warriors/Pier70/Mission Rock? how many will occur by driving, transit, walking, and cycling? where are they going to and coming from? Knowing travel patterns allows us to understand what the problems will be on specific travel corridors. Some corridors are already operating near or beyond capacity today, some experience very slow speeds, some lack safe and complete cycling facilities, and some have unsafe pedestrian crossings. The outcome of this step is a list of problems identified for each corridor.	Comment by Liz Brisson: This can speak to some of the bullets I deleted above regarding why we’re looking at some corridors and not others and what timeframes we look at. Regarding timeframes, the analysis for phase 2 is still scoped to focus on 2020 and 2040 and 2040 continues to be important b/c much of Pier 70 and Mission Rock happens later. I am working on a presentation that explains what years we are looking at and why and the presentation will be responsive to the very rational concerna bout years 2017 to 2020.


b. Strategy Screening: Once we have more information on the specific problems expected on each travel corridor, we will look at the inventory of strategies and identify which might be relevant to solving this problem. The outcome of this step is a smaller set of strategies matched to the problems identified in each corridor. 


c. Strategy Evaluation: With a smaller set of strategies to focus on we will undertake a more rigorous analysis to understand their effectiveness. E.g. How much faster will a transit line get if we do X strategy? how many more people can get on a transit line if we have one more light-rail car? Once we know which strategies will be most effective, we will also draw up conceptual plans for strategies that involve capital improvements as well as estimate their capital and operating costs. The outcome of this step is a subset of the strategies that do the best job addressing the problems and more description of how they would work and what their cost would be. 


d. Strategy Cost-Sharing: Once we have identified a set of high-performing strategies, we use our travel forecasting tool to understand how much these strategies benefit underlying deficiencies that exist today or in the future without waterfront development, vs. how much they will serve new trips to/from waterfront development. This will inform a cost-sharing framework that can inform subsequent discussion about the Development Agreements. The outcome of this step is a %-age breakdown of costs among the city and each major development. 


Supporting Material: WTA Fact Sheet (circulated in advance?), PowerPoint Presentation (day of meeting?)





Meeting #2 (February): Present and take feedback on Pilots and present a summary of the GSW Travel Demand and Background Trip-Making to/from Waterfront .


1. Give an update on the status of the various transportation efforts.  	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: This should be a standing item at all CAC meetings.  


2. Solicit input from CAC on launching pilot transportation projects 


a. Pilots expected to be launched March-April


b. Potential pilots include:  Joint use parking pilot (with the Giants); 3-car trains all the way to Caltrain during Giants games (in combination with a 2-car T); stationing of PCOs/PD during rush hour to unblock the box.  Others include:  working on Beale Street; reconfiguring lane striping on BB on-ramp approaches; set control of traffic lights to flush traffic.  


c. Question for CAC:  Where do CAC members see need for PCOs to be stationed to “unblock the box and manage circulation?”


Supporting Material: Short memo outlining proposed pilots circulated in advance?





3. Summary of key findings of the GSW Travel Demand Memo and Background Trip-Making: (Today, 2020, 2040 To/From/Within Waterfront Without New Developments).  


a. One-page handout for meeting will include number of trips by modality, event type, description on population levels, and time of day/day of week travel demand.  (summary of key TMD findings)


b. Background Trip-Making: (Today, 2020, 2040 To/From/Within Waterfront Without New Developments).  


Supporting Material: 1-page handouts for both of the above (circulated in advance?)





Meeting #3 (March): WTA Phase 2 corridor analysis results and proposed short list of strategies for further evaluation.  Present preliminary analysis on pilot projects discussed in Meeting #2	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: We will not be ready to do this.  Please strike.  We will at best just be starting to implement the pilots.  





1. Corridor analysis  and Strategy Screening results (this is what is now described under Meeting 1 2a and 2b).





Supporting Material: Memo (circulated in advance?), PowerPoint Presentation (day of meeting?)





2. Review transportation strategies for evaluation that emerge from the pilots	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Again, I don’t think we’ll be ready to do that in March but I defer to MTA since they will be the ones implementing the pilots.  
Maybe, we will be able to talk about the results of PCOs protecting the square by this time if we roll that out quickly but that’s probably it.  

LB: Agree with Viktoriya








Meeting #4 (Late April): Review the GSW TMP and results from WTA Phase 2 Analysis. 


1. Review the Project sponsor/GSW Transportation Management Plan (TMP).  The TMP should respond to feedback from SFCTA presented during Meeting #3.  


Supporting Material: ?? Exec summary or short memo of TMP??





2. Review results of the strategy evaluation  (this is what is now described under Meeting 1 2c)





Supporting Material: Memo (circulated in advance?), PowerPoint Presentation (day of meeting?)






2014 GSW CAC TRANSPORTATION SUBCOMMITTEE MEETING AGENDAS	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Summary of the above for public consumption.    





City staff from multiple departments (SFCTA, SFMTA, Planning, OEWD, and Port) have been working together on the Waterfront transportation planning issues for a number of months.  As part of that work, the City family has developed a summary of the multiple transportation efforts currently underway.  This summary is presented in a Transportation Overview handout included in this document.  Specifically, the overview defines the multiple transportation planning efforts and their relationships to each other.  Additionally, City staff has also developed an organized sequence of CAC Transportation subcommittee meetings to discuss these various efforts and their results over the course of the next six months.  A high level description of the content for the first four meetings of 2014 is described below.  





Meeting #1 (January 29th, 2014): Review the overall City Waterfront Transportation efforts and present the WTA Phase 2 component in more detail.  (Presenters:  X, Liz Brisson)	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Let’s identify who will be doing the presenting. 





Meeting #2 (February): Present and take feedback on pilots and present a summary of the GSW Travel Demand and Background Trip-Making to/from Waterfront today and in future without new development.





Meeting #3 (March): Review WTA Phase 2 Corridor Analysis results (what deficiencies we need strategies to solve e.g. transit capacity on Embarcadero, safer/upgraded cycling facility between X and Y) and Strategy Screening results (short list of strategies for further evaluation).  





Meeting #4 (Late April): Review the GSW TMP and results from WTA Phase 2 Strategy Evaluation analysis. (which strategies were most effective) 
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Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE DROID


"Wise, Viktoriya" <viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org> wrote:


Michelle, 
Can you please distribute the latest version this morning. 
Thank you.


On Jan 14, 2014 1:30 PM, Michelle Magee <mmagee@harderco.com> wrote:
Hello all:
 
I am accepting all changes and resending the document so we can take a read and
move forward to a next iteration if  we need to.
Thanks
 
 
From: Liz Brisson [mailto:liz.brisson@sfcta.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 14, 2014 10:43 A To: Miller, Erin
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya; Oshima, Diane; Bollinger, Brett; Albert, Peter; Elizabeth Sall
(elizabeth.sall@sfcta.org); Michelle Magee; Uchida, Kansai
Subject: Re: GSW: Transportation - status update on various items
 
Here are my comments on the 4 meeting summary and the summary of the 4
meeting summary (which i agree is needed). I started to call out what materials
we think we will want to distribute in advance of each meeting which i think will
help in the efficiency of the meeting. Inevitably, for the Phase 2 related items on
each agenda, i wont be able to cover everything we've done related so would
prefer to have things that the members can review in advance and then can target
my preso on just the highlights. Cheers, Liz
 


On Mon, Jan 13, 2014 at 12:17 PM, Miller, Erin <Erin.Miller@sfmta.co> wrote:
You noted Gillian's enforcement pilot in B4. I wanted to highlight the discussion
of pilots, including this one in general. Peter left us with 4 concepts for pilots
that I've been working internally and with Gillian on to coordinate, refine and
confirm as feasible.  As "Pilots" is a key agenda item on the  February meeting
of the 4 meeting summary Michelle developed, I think it's important that we do
the work on our end to confirm the pilots and clarify our communications of
them. 
 
 
I plan to continue to discuss them with key MTA staff at our upcoming meeting
with Alicia Wednesday, and I recommend we expand the discussion to all pilots
at Kens meeting. 


Thank you,
 
Erin Miller
SFMTA Urban Planning Initiatives
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415.701.5490 o
415.971.7429
 
 


On Jan 12, 2014, at 8:20 PM, "Wise, Viktoriya" <viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Hi City Transportation Team-
(I am sending this to everyone that attended our 1/2/14 meeting and
a few other folks that were absent as a result of vacations or have a
contribution to make to the below-described work.  Needless to say,
if you find the below summary useful, feel free to forward to others
in your agency as you see fit.)
 
There are quite a few moving transportation-related efforts going on
for the GSW project so I wanted to provide a summary of them and
a list of various upcoming meetings so that we’re all on the same
page given that the CAC meeting is but a short 2.5 weeks away. 
 


A.      DELIVERABLES


1.        Transportation 2014 CAC Four Meeting Summary:  Michelle sent
out (see email on 1/8) a summary of the first four CAC meeting
contents and asked us to review and provide feedback.  I have reviewed
this document and am providing my edits, which incorporate information
from subsequent emails on this subject matter (e.g., Liz’s explanation of
TA’s work; standardizing use of terms [not Phase 2 modeling but rather
WTA Phase 2 analysis]; etc.).  This document is quite good at getting
City family on the same page and provides a good summary of what we
need to cover and some of the messaging we need to do at the first 2
CAC meetings.  However, in addition to this document, I think we need
to have a summary of the next 4 meetings at a higher level (to share with
Ken, for example, or at the DWG, or with Deep and Dan, and so on). 
To that end, I’ve summarized the contents of this document into a one
page summary that can be shared with others.  This summary is provided
at the end of the attached document for your consideration.  If you think
this is not necessary, we can delete it.  Please take a look and provide
any final comments to Michelle in the next few days as we should
probably finalize this by Friday morning. 


2.        Transportation Overview Handout:  Diane put together a draft
summarizing the various transportation-related efforts that the City is
engaged in (WTA Phase 1, WTA Phase 2 analysis, City’s TDMP,
Project Sponsor’s TMP, and EIR),  This was circulated to the group for
comment a few weeks ago and we agreed that MTA would finalize the
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document and also try to come up with a graphic to represent the
various efforts visually.  Due to competing priorities, additional time
was needed to complete this and Planning has taken on this task for the
time being.  We expect to have a draft to this group by 1/15.  (Brett and
Kansai:  please check in with me on Monday about the status of this
work). 


3.        GSW Transportation Management Plan:  Peter provided a version of
this document that contained his comments.  Planning has reviewed this
version of the document and a combined set of comments are attached. 
The EIR consultants are also reviewing this draft and will provide their
comments by the end of tomorrow.  Diane, I believe you wanted to take
a look at this document and possibly provide some additional feedback if
MTA/Planning missed anything.  Erin, if appropriate, please consider
sharing this with Carli so that she can take a look at Planning’s
comments before Wednesday and let us know if there is anything in
there she does not agree with (i.e., some of the TDM suggestions).  We
should be providing a consolidated non-conflicting set of comments to
the project sponsor.  To that end, if there are additional comments from
the Port/OEWD, could someone at MTA volunteer to consolidate them
please.  Comments are due no later than COB on 1/14 so that we can
discuss them on 1/15, if necessary. 


4.        Proposed Streetscape Improvements:  Planning has asked the project
sponsor to incorporate a number of Streetscape Improvements into their
project (we have previously circulated these but if you would like, we
can resend these).  MTA is currently reviewing/vetting these proposals
internally.  We will be discussing them this Wednesday at noon and
subsequently providing comments to the sponsor.    


5.        Travel Demand Memo:  The Travel Demand Memo was submitted
to the City on 1/23 by Adavant and LCW.  Planning and MTA (Peter)
have completed their review of this document and sent a consolidated set
of comments back to the consultant last week.  We expected to get
comments from Jerry Robbins on this document but have yet to hear
from him.  Erin, could you please follow up on the status of his review. 
 Liz, as I mentioned to you last week, this memo needed some revisions
and therefore, was not ready to be used by the TA for your work.  We
are still aiming to have it finalized by 1/21 and will keep everyone
posted on progress. 


B.       MEETInGS (CITy FAMILy; CITy FAMILy + SPOnSOR; PuBLIC)


1.        Travel Demand Memo meeting - Tuesday, 1/14 from 2- 4 pm @
Planning:  the purpose of the meeting is to go over City comments on
the Travel Demand memo and for City staff to ask questions about the
methodology.  This meeting is being attended by Planning and EIR
consultants only but if anyone else is interested in attending (MTA, Port,







OEWD, please feel free to join us). 


2.        Standing City Transportation Team meeting – Wednesday, 1/15
from noon – 1 pm @ Planning:  the purpose of this meeting is for all of
us to go over the GSW TMP and the Proposed Streetscape
Improvements so that the City can provide the sponsor with a
consolidate set of comments and direction on each.  At this meeting, we
are also likely to go over the Transportation Overview Handout.  We
only have one hour so please be on time. 


3.        GSW Transportation Management Plan meeting – Friday, 1/17 from
10 to 11:30 am @ MTA (Civic Center Conference Room):  the purpose
of this meeting is for the project sponsor to meet with MTA’s Special
Events folks to discuss very specific portions of the TMP and get
feedback on transportation management during events (e.g., closure of
the Embarcadero, etc.). 


4.        Standing Transportation Work update with OEWD meeting –
Friday, 1/17 from 2 – 3 pm @ City Hall (room 448):  this is the bi-
weekly check-in meeting with Ken where we can discuss all of the
above.  Per Ken’s email on 12/16 to a subset of this group, this is a list
of things he wanted to cover. 


                    
 - Detailed schedule for the "phase 2" effort, showing


biweekly meeting dates (e) [Liz, I swear you emailed this out (as a
separate worksheet in Adavant’s schedule) but I can’t seem to find
this in my email.]


 - draft talking points on transportation (ken/adam)
 - Project status update (peter/e)
 - traffic enforcement pilot plan (gillian)
 - muni service pilot plan (peter)


 


5.        City Transportation Team meeting – Wednesday, 1/22 from noon –
1 pm @ Planning:  agenda TBD.


6.        Streetscape Improvements meeting – Wednesday, 1/22 from 2-3 pm
@ Planning:  the purpose of this meeting is to discuss with the sponsor
whether they will be incorporating any of the suggested improvements
into their project and to allow them an opportunity to ask questions and
seek clarification.  If any of you feel that you would like to attend this
meeting, please advise and we will forward you the invitation.


7.        City Transportation Team meeting – Wednesday, 1/29 from noon –
1 pm @ Planning:  agenda TBD.


8.        GSW CAC Transportation Subcommittee meeting – I don’t have the
details but I think it’s at the Port at 6 pm?:  please see above for
agenda. 







9.        Standing Transportation Work update with OEWD meeting –
Friday, 1/30 from 12:30 – 1 pm @ City Hall (room 448):  TBD


 
I think that’s about it.  Please let me know if I missed something or
if you have a different understanding of our work program for the
month of January. 
 
Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning
 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049│Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org
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--
Liz Brisson
Senior Transportation Planner
San Francisco County Transportation Authority
1455 Market Street, 22nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
415-522-4838
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From: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: FW: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
Date: Thursday, May 15, 2014 3:44:39 PM


Can you make this meeting?  The Oversight Board mtg is at 2 pm that day so I won’t participate. 
 
Catherine – You should suggest that they move the meeting to 12 pm or even 12:30 so you can do
both CEQA and attend the Oversight Board.  If not, perhaps a divide and conquer approach with the
OB (Christine Maher, Sally covering) and you and Manny cover the CEQA mtg.  It’s important that
Planning doesn’t treat this as a City project and just do their normal process since this is not a City
project.  If Jim is available, perhaps he can attend the CEQA mtg as well to remind Planning.
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 9:28 AM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC);
Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
Hi Jennifer,
Viktoriya and I discussed this earlier this morning and agree that next week seems too soon to
address the topics on Clarke’s agenda (and that 90 minutes is not enough time to cover all of these
items). We’d like to schedule an internal call/meeting on CEQA approach before discussing further
with GSW. Can we schedule this for Wednesday 5/21 at 1:00? If that time doesn’t work, I’ll send out
a Doodle Poll to find a timeslot.
 
Thanks,
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 
 
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 9:13 AM
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC);
Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin
(MTA)
Subject: Re: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
City folks,
 
I don't want to meet until we have a project description.  In my opinion, many of Clarke's items
cannot be addressed until we have that level of info. Let me know if you have different thoughts. I'll
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wait for your input and reply to Clarke later today. In the meantime, please don't send him your
availability. Planning, please let consultants know they should hold. 
 
Jennifer


On May 14, 2014, at 7:03 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:


Team,
 
We’d like to re-engage the CEQA team now that efforts are underway on the Warriors
arena in Mission Bay. We’d like to convene the group for a 90-minute meeting next
week to address the following preliminary agenda items:


·         Confirmation of SEIR analyses/chapters
·         Review and confirmation of Transportation SOW
·         Discussion of key assumptions for Transportation analysis
·         Review of preliminary CEQA schedule (ESA to prepare in advance)
·         Select a day of the week and time for this group to meet on a recurring basis
·         and other items, as appropriate


 
Please confer with your colleagues on your team and send me your firm’s availability
for the following days/times (location TBD):


·         Wed, May 21: Noon – 1:30pm
·         Thurs, May 22: 11am – 1pm
·         Fri, May 23: 10am – 3pm


 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: Re: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
Date: Monday, May 19, 2014 4:21:01 PM


Let me call you tomorrow morning. I have a substantive update. 


On May 19, 2014, at 6:12 PM, "Kern, Chris (CPC)" <chris.kern@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hi Jennifer,
Have you followed up with Clarke about this? He just left me a message to see if
Viktoriya and I are available for a CEQA kickoff meeting 5/28. How would you like us to
respond?
Thanks,
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 
 
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 9:13 AM
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Wise,
Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR);
Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Re: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
City folks,
 
I don't want to meet until we have a project description.  In my opinion, many of
Clarke's items cannot be addressed until we have that level of info. Let me know if you
have different thoughts. I'll wait for your input and reply to Clarke later today. In the
meantime, please don't send him your availability. Planning, please let consultants
know they should hold. 
 
Jennifer


On May 14, 2014, at 7:03 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:


Team,
 
We’d like to re-engage the CEQA team now that efforts are underway on
the Warriors arena in Mission Bay. We’d like to convene the group for a
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90-minute meeting next week to address the following preliminary
agenda items:


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Confirmation of SEIR
analyses/chapters


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Review and confirmation of
Transportation SOW


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Discussion of key
assumptions for Transportation analysis


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Review of preliminary CEQA
schedule (ESA to prepare in advance)


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Select a day of the week and
time for this group to meet on a recurring basis


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->and other items, as
appropriate


 
Please confer with your colleagues on your team and send me your firm’s
availability for the following days/times (location TBD):


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Wed, May 21: Noon –
1:30pm


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Thurs, May 22: 11am – 1pm
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Fri, May 23: 10am – 3pm


 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Jose I. Farran (jifarran@adavantconsulting.com)
Subject: Re: last warriors question... I swear!
Date: Thursday, May 08, 2014 6:50:10 PM


True, I think that the 8 to 11 counts could be eliminated, even through we will 
probably want to analyze this conditions. post game.


Your revisions work for me.


Luba C. Wyznyckyj, AICP
LCW Consulting
3990 20th Street
San Francisco, CA 94114
(t) 415-252-7255
(c) 415-385-7031


On May 8, 2014, at 6:37 PM, Wise, Viktoriya (CPC) wrote:


Brett’s draft email says that we should collect ped and bike 
counts for the same time periods are traffic counts.  Does this 
make sense? 
Can we eliminate the Weekday 9-11 ped and bike counts or do 
we need this for something? 
 
I am working on editing his draft:
 
See below
 
<image002.png>
 
Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning
 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049│Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Wise, Viktoriya
Subject: FW: Checking in on mode split methodology
Date: Tuesday, January 21, 2014 9:29:54 PM
Attachments: Mode choice adjustments Piers 30-32.pdf


Viktoriya, in the interest of time and not creating a schedule delay, we reached out to Jose directly
to better understand the proposed mode numbers you shared with me tonight. We have a call with
him tomorrow at 8:30am, so I’ll have an answer for you by the time I see you in the afternoon. If
you’d like to join us for the 8:30am call, let me know and I’ll circulate a dial-in number.
Thanks,
Clarke
 
 


From: José I. Farrán [mailto:jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 21, 2014 6:49 PM
To: David Noyola
Cc: Clarke Miller; 'David Carlock'
Subject: RE: Checking in on mode split methodology
 
David – I am available tomorrow morning for a call; I am on the East coast right now so I’d rather have
it as soon as it I convenient to both of you.  Do you want me to call in or would you rather initiate the
call?  It does not matter to me.
 
I had prepared a comparison table for Planning to review which I am attaching, and that we can refer
to during our call.
 
 
_______________________________________________________
José I. Farrán, P.E.
  Adavant
         Consulting
200 Francisco St.,  2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133
office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com
www.AdavantConsulting.com
 
 
From: David Noyola [mailto:dnoyola@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 21, 2014 6:39 PM
To: jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com
Cc: Clarke Miller; David Carlock (dcarlock@warriors.com)
Subject: Checking in on mode split methodology
 
Hey Jose,
Clark and I understand you discussed with Viktoriya today a different way to calculate the mode split
for 30-32 vs AT&T Park. Do you have time to discuss tomorrow morning with me and Clarke before
we go into an afternoon of meetings with the City? I am available anytime in the morning and Clarke
will join if he can.
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MODAL SHIFT ANALYSIS



SF GIANTS 2007 SURVEY SF GIANTS 2012 SURVEY
WEEKDAY WEEKEND WEEKDAY WEEKEND



Afternoon Evening Average Afternoon Evening Average Afternoon Evening Average Afternoon Evening Average
Auto 49.5% 53.5% 50.8% 58.1% 52.5% 56.2% 40.9% 33.0% 37.7% 51.8% 51.3% 51.5%
Transit 42.1% 37.0% 40.5% 37.5% 40.2% 38.4% 49.2% 54.2% 51.2% 42.3% 38.9% 40.5%
Taxi 0.9% 1.5% 1.1% 0.9% 1.2% 1.0% 2.0% 2.0% 2.0% 0.4% 2.3% 1.4%
Bike 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.5% 1.5% 1.5% 2.0% 1.0% 1.6% 1.4% 1.7% 1.5%
Walk 5.0% 4.0% 4.7% 0.4% 4.5% 1.8% 3.3% 6.4% 4.6% 2.1% 2.7% 2.4%
Other 1.6% 3.0% 2.0% 1.6% 0.0% 1.0% 2.7% 3.4% 3.0% 2.1% 3.0% 2.6%
All Modes 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%



SF Giants 2007 Survey
If parking 
becomes 



more 
difficult



If parking 
becomes 



more 
expensive Average



See fewer games 44% 53% 48%
Keep driving/parkin 25% 12% 19%
Carpool 2% 2% 2%
Take transit 27% 30% 29%
Walk or bike 2% 3% 3%



100% 100% 100%



SPECTATORS ARRIVING AT EVENT
Possible revised assumptions



Piers 30-32 SWL 337
(based on adjusting (unadjusted average



AC34 avg day data from 2007) day data from 2012)
Survey WEEKDAY SATURDAY WEEKDAY SATURDAY



Auto 18% 35% 39% 38% 52%
Transit 39% 55% 55% 51% 41%
Taxi 6% 1% 1% 2% 1%
Bike 6% 2% 2% 2% 2%
Walk 30% 5% 2% 5% 2%
Other 2% 2% 1% 3% 3%
All Modes 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%












Thanks,
 
David Noyola
Associate
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420
San Francisco, CA 94105
(o)   415.263.9144
(m)   415.812.6479
www.stradasf.com
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From: Oshima, Diane
To: Wise, Viktoriya; Michelle Magee
Cc: Liz Brisson; Elizabeth Sall; Albert, Peter; Uchida, Kansai; Miller, Erin; Aide Aceves; Bollinger, Brett
Subject: RE: GSW: Transportation - status update on various items
Date: Friday, January 17, 2014 11:44:45 AM
Attachments: Transportation_2014_ Four Meeting Summary vwise (1)-LB, DO.docx
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Hi all.  Thanks for your patience.  I layered my comments and revisions into
the version Viktoriya had sent on Wed (? I think).  Plus, I have attached a
clean version as well. 
 
Thanks,
Diane
 
Diane Oshima
Assistant Deputy Director, Waterfront Planning
Port of San Francisco
Pier 1, San Francisco, CA  94111
Diane.Oshima@sfport.com
415/274-0553
 
From: Wise, Viktoriya 
Sent: Friday, January 17, 2014 9:32 AM
To: Oshima, Diane; Michelle Magee
Cc: Liz Brisson; Elizabeth Sall; Albert, Peter; Uchida, Kansai; Miller, Erin; Aide Aceves; Bollinger, Brett
Subject: RE: GSW: Transportation - status update on various items
 
Sure.  I think it would be good to have this for the meeting with Ken today.  It is at 2 pm.
The ‘clean’ version has not been circulated yet so I am attaching what I think is the latest
version of the document.  Hopefully this is what you’ve been working off of. 
  
 
Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning
 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049│Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org


               
 


From: Oshima, Diane 
Sent: Friday, January 17, 2014 9:24 AM
To: Michelle Magee
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya; Liz Brisson; Elizabeth Sall; Albert, Peter; Uchida, Kansai; Miller, Erin; Aide Aceves;
Bollinger, Brett
Subject: Re: GSW: Transportation - status update on various items
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2014 CAC Transportation Subcommittee 	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: This is a wonderful summary of our next steps with a good explanation/rationale for why we’re doing certain things/meetings and reminders to ourselves as to what points we should be covering when presenting to the CAC.  However, I would suggest producing a simplified version of this document that we can distribute to the public and share with other City family members (Ken, DWG, etc.).  They don’t need the kind of detail that we have here.  Essentially, this would look like an Agenda for the next four meetings.  It’s up to you guys…just a suggestion.  
At the end of this document, I have put together what this would look like (see page 4).  


Workplan:  Sequenced Four Meeting Content (January – April)


Draft 01.02.14 , 1-15-14


[Not for CAC/public; this document is to support internal City team coordination]





On January 2nd City staff from multiple departments (SFCTA, SFMTA, Planning, OEWD, Port) met to develop a consistent message for the multiple transportation efforts currently underway.  This resulted in the development of a Transportation Overview handout that summarizes the various efforts currently underway with respect to waterfront transportation planning.  Specifically, tThe overview document definesing the multiple transportation planning efforts and their relationships to each otherthe EIR transportation impact and mitigation analysis is underway.  Additionally, City staff also developed The group defined a deliberate and organized sequence of CAC Transportation subcommittee meetings to discuss these various efforts and their results over the course of the next six months.  move the Phase 2 analysis forward prior to the EIR.  A detailed high level description of the content for the first four meetings of 2014 is defined below.  





Meeting #1 (January 29th, 2014): Review the overall City Waterfront Transportation efforts and present the WTA Phase 2 component of it in more detail.  (Presenters:  X, Liz Brisson)Define Transportation Communication Strategy.  


1. 


2. Review the transportation overview summary document describing:  - WTA (recognizing Phase 1 vs Phase 2), SFCTA Corridor Modeling, City’s TDMP, Project Sponsor’s TMP, and EIR content. 


· Clarify process, timeline, and how the work of the committee fits into each document.  	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: We did not explicitly discuss this as a group.  Is someone coming up with this?  


· Rationale:  Address confusion created for the public by the many pieces related to ongoing transportation work.  Bring the GSW back to reporting to the City Team so strategies are not rolled out prior to careful vetting (i.e. curb management closing the Embarcadero at Land Use in Dec.).  Facilitate City putting forward a disciplined and consistent message to CAC and public.  


Supporting Material: Transportation Overview Handout including flowchart visual that shows how all efforts relate to one another





· OverviewAddress time frame concerns 


· Explain timeline for analysis. Focus on 2017 and 2020 context in subcommittee work, includes what can occur between 2017 and 2020.  City Team will present programs and enhancements that could be rolled out soon.  Talking about 2040 only raises anxiety and feeds into concern that analysis is out of sync with Arena coming on line.  


· Solicit input on new corridor analysis. 


· Explain that corridors like BMS and 2nd street are currently being addressed by other studies. Highlight when that information will be available to the CAC for updates.  


· Clarify the criteria for selecting corridors for Phase 2 analysis – i.e. spines that are most relevant to the GSW project.  


3.  of the WTA Phase 2 technical analysis that the TA is leading in partnership with SFTMA.


4. 


· During WTA Phase 2, the SFCTA will support SFMTA in undertaking Solutions Analysis using the goals and inventory of strategies developed during WTA Phase 1


· The Solutions Analysis unfolds in 4 steps: 


a. Corridor Analysis: Using our travel forecasting tool, we look at travel patterns to and from the waterfront from several perspectives:	Comment by Liz Brisson: This can speak to some of the bullets I deleted above regarding why we’re looking at some corridors and not others and what timeframes we look at. Regarding timeframes, the analysis for phase 2 is still scoped to focus on 2020 and 2040 and 2040 continues to be important b/c much of Pier 70 and Mission Rock happens later. I am working on a presentation that explains what years we are looking at and why and the presentation will be responsive to the very rational concerna bout years 2017 to 2020.


· How many people travel to and from the Waterfront area today


· How many will do so in a future with and without Warriors/Pier70/Mission Rock and other waterfront development projects 


· How many will occur by driving, transit, walking, and cycling


· Where are they going to and coming from





Knowing travel patterns allows us to understand what the problems will be on specific travel corridors. Some corridors are already operating near or beyond capacity today.  Some experience very slow speeds. ,Some lack safe and complete cycling facilities, and some have unsafe pedestrian crossings. The outcome of this step is a list of problems identified for each corridor.





b. Strategy Screening: Once we have more information on the specific problems expected on each travel corridor, we will look at the inventory of WTA Phase 1 transportation strategies and identify which might be relevant to solving this problem. The outcome of this step is a smaller set of strategies matched to the problems identified in each corridor. 


c. 





c. Strategy Evaluation: With a smaller set of strategies to focus on we will undertake a more rigorous analysis to understand their effectiveness. (E.g. How much faster will a transit line get if we do X strategy? How many more people can get on a transit line if we have one more light-rail car?) Once we know which strategies will be most effective, we will also draw up conceptual plans for strategies that involve capital improvements as well as estimate their capital and operating costs. The outcome of this step is a subset of the strategies that do the best job addressing the problems and more description of how they would work and what their cost would be.





d. 


e. Strategy Cost-Sharing: Once we have identified a set of high-performing strategies, we use our travel forecasting tool to understand how much these strategies benefit underlying deficiencies that exist today or in the future without waterfront development, vs. how much they will serve new trips to/from waterfront development. This will inform a cost-sharing framework that can inform subsequent discussion about the Development Agreements. The outcome of this step is a %-age breakdown of costs among the city and each major development. 


Supporting Material: WTA Fact Sheet (circulated in advance?), PowerPoint Presentation (day of meeting?)





Meeting #2 (February): Present and take feedback on Pilots and present a summary of the GSW Travel Demand and Background Trip-Making to/from Waterfront – Phase 2 Modeling.


1. Explain that, in addition to the above WTA Phase 2 analysis, the City would like to conduct pilot test projects this spring for specific conditions in the South Beach area.  This allows City and residents to observe the effectiveness of transportation management interventions against actual conditions.   	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: This should be a standing item at all CAC meetings.  





· Explain Phase 2 Modeling 	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: I thought we agreed to do this in Meeting #1.


2. Solicit input from CAC on the proposedlaunching  pilot transportation pilot projects 


a. Pilots expected to be launched March-April


b. Proposedotential pilots include:  Joint use parking pilot (with the Giants); 3-car trains all the way to Caltrain during Giants games (in combination with a 2-car T); stationing of PCOs/PD during rush hour to unblock the box.  Others include:  working on Beale Street; reconfiguring lane striping on BB on-ramp approaches; set control of traffic lights to flush traffic.  	Comment by Oshima, Diane: I don’t understand- does this mean 2-car T trains will now all be 3 car T trains?  Or, will all N and T trains be 3 cars during peak arrival and exit period for Giants games?  Need to be specific.  	Comment by Oshima, Diane: Does City have recommendtions for which intersections?  2nd/Bryant?  


c. Question for CAC:  Where do CAC members see need for PCOs to be stationed to “unblock the box and manage circulation?”


Supporting Material: Short memo outlining proposed pilots circulated in advance?





3. Summary of GSW Travel Demand and Trip-Making.  


a. One-page handout for meeting will include number of trips by modality, event type, description on population levels, and time of day/day of week travel demand.  (summary of key TMD findings)


b. 


c. 


Supporting Material: 1-page handouts for both of the above (circulated in advance?)


Present the “compelling story”:  waterfront has existing infrastructure;  minimal Warrior game overlap with the Giants 	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Agreed but not sure at what point in this meeting or other meetings we should discuss

LB: If I remember the conversation correctly ,this was Adam’s guidance about needing to shape the way the background trip-making info is presented… I don’t think its own item, but more of a framing concern as we put together the two different handouts.  





Meeting #3 (March): WTA Preliminary review of the corridor analysisPhase 2 corridor analysis results and proposed sshort list of strategies for further evaluation.  





Describe Present preliminary analysis on pilot projects, as refined in response to CAC comments discussed in Meeting #2 that City intends to conduct.	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: We will not be ready to do this.  Please strike.  We will at best just be starting to implement the pilots.  





1. WTA Phase 2 Corridor analysis  (transit & auto) is part of an integrated package designed to improve transportation flow along a given corridor.  Different purpose than the EIR.  (see overview memo) and results (this is what is now described under Meeting 1 2a and 2b). Discuss WTA Phase 1 transportation strategies that should be tested to provide relief to problems identified in the Phase 2 corridor analysis.	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Liz:  can you please provide a little more info as to what you will be talking about/presenting.  





Supporting Material: Memo (circulated in advance?), PowerPoint Presentation (day of meeting?)





2. Review transportation strategies for evaluation that emerge from the pilots	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Again, I don’t think we’ll be ready to do that in March but I defer to MTA since they will be the ones implementing the pilots.  
Maybe, we will be able to talk about the results of PCOs protecting the square by this time if we roll that out quickly but that’s probably it.  

LB: Agree with Viktoriya








Meeting #4 (Late April): 


1. Review results of the WTA Phase 2 analysis per Meeting #3, testing WTA transportation strategy solutions





2. Review the GSW TMP-Phase 2 Modeling Interim Results 


[bookmark: _GoBack]Review the Project sponsor/GSW Transportation Management Plan (TMP).  The TMP should respond to feedback from SFCTA presented during Meeting #3.  


Supporting Material: ?? Exec summary or short memo of TMP??





1.  Review results of the corridor evaluation  


(preliminary results will be discussed in Meeting #3)





Supporting Material: Memo (circulated in advance?), PowerPoint Presentation (day of meeting?)






2014 GSW CAC TRANSPORTATION SUBCOMMITTEE MEETING AGENDAS 	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Summary of the above for public consumption.    





[THIS IS A GOOD HANDOUT FORMAT FOR PUBLIC, THO NEED TO DETERMINE WHETHER MORE MEETINGS, REFINEMENTS TO DESCRITPIONS]





City staff from multiple departments (SFCTA, SFMTA, Planning, OEWD, and Port) have been working together on the Waterfront transportation planning issues for a number of months.  As part of that work, the City family has developed a summary of the multiple transportation efforts currently underway.  This summary is presented in a Transportation Overview handout included in this document.  Specifically, the overview defines the multiple transportation planning efforts and their relationships to each other.  Additionally, City staff has also developed an organized sequence of CAC Transportation subcommittee meetings to discuss these various efforts and their results over the course of the next six months.  A high level description of the content for the first four meetings of 2014 is described below.  





Meeting #1 (January 29th, 2014): Review the overall City Waterfront Transportation efforts and present the WTA Phase 2 component in more detail.  (Presenters:  X, Liz Brisson)	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Let’s identify who will be doing the presenting. 





Meeting #2 (February): Present and take feedback on pilots and present a summary of the GSW Travel Demand and Background Trip-Making to/from Waterfront today and in future without new development.





Meeting #3 (March): Preliminary rReview of the WTA Phase 2 analysis Corridor Analysis results (what deficiencies we need strategies to solve e.g. transit capacity on Embarcadero, safer/upgraded cycling facility between X and Y) and Strategy Screening results and (short list of strategies for further evaluation).  





Meeting #4 (Late April): Review the GSW TMP and results from WTA Phase 2 Strategy Evaluation analysis. (which strategies were most effective) 
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2014 CAC Transportation Subcommittee 	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: This is a wonderful summary of our next steps with a good explanation/rationale for why we’re doing certain things/meetings and reminders to ourselves as to what points we should be covering when presenting to the CAC.  However, I would suggest producing a simplified version of this document that we can distribute to the public and share with other City family members (Ken, DWG, etc.).  They don’t need the kind of detail that we have here.  Essentially, this would look like an Agenda for the next four meetings.  It’s up to you guys…just a suggestion.  
At the end of this document, I have put together what this would look like (see page 4).  


Workplan:  Sequenced Four Meeting Content (January – April)


Draft 01.02.14 , 1-15-14


[Not for CAC/public; this document is to support internal City team coordination]





On January 2nd City staff from multiple departments (SFCTA, SFMTA, Planning, OEWD, Port) met to develop a consistent message for the multiple transportation efforts currently underway.  This resulted in the development of a Transportation Overview handout that summarizes the various efforts currently underway with respect to waterfront transportation planning.  Specifically, the overview defines the multiple transportation planning efforts and their relationships to each other.  Additionally, City staff also developed  an organized sequence of CAC Transportation subcommittee meetings to discuss these various efforts and their results over the course of the next six months.  A detailed description of the content for the first four meetings of 2014 is defined below.  





Meeting #1 (January 29th, 2014): Review the overall City Waterfront Transportation efforts and present the WTA Phase 2 component of it in more detail.  (Presenters:  X, Liz Brisson) 	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Let’s identify who will be doing the presenting. 


1. Review the transportation overview summary document describing: WTA (recognizing Phase 1 vs Phase 2), City’s TDMP, Project Sponsor’s TMP, and EIR content. 


· Clarify process, timeline, and how the work of the committee fits into each document.  	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: We did not explicitly discuss this as a group.  Is someone coming up with this?  


· [bookmark: _GoBack]Rationale:  Address confusion created for the public by the many pieces related to ongoing transportation work.  Bring the GSW back to reporting to the City Team so strategies are not rolled out prior to careful vetting (i.e. curb management closing the Embarcadero at Land Use in Dec.).  Facilitate City putting forward a disciplined and consistent message to CAC and public.  


Supporting Material: Transportation Overview Handout including flowchart visual that shows how all efforts relate to one another





2. Overview of the WTA Phase 2 technical analysis that the TA is leading in partnership with SFTMA.


· During WTA Phase 2, the SFCTA will support SFMTA in undertaking Solutions Analysis using the goals and inventory of strategies developed during WTA Phase 1


· The Solutions Analysis unfolds in 4 steps: 


a. Corridor Analysis: Using our travel forecasting tool, we look at travel patterns to and from the waterfront from several perspectives:	Comment by Liz Brisson: This can speak to some of the bullets I deleted above regarding why we’re looking at some corridors and not others and what timeframes we look at. Regarding timeframes, the analysis for phase 2 is still scoped to focus on 2020 and 2040 and 2040 continues to be important b/c much of Pier 70 and Mission Rock happens later. I am working on a presentation that explains what years we are looking at and why and the presentation will be responsive to the very rational concerna bout years 2017 to 2020.


· How many people travel to and from the Waterfront area today


· How many will do so in a future with and without Warriors/Pier70/Mission Rock and other waterfront development projects 


· How many will occur by driving, transit, walking, and cycling


· Where are they going to and coming from





Knowing travel patterns allows us to understand what the problems will be on specific travel corridors. Some corridors are already operating near or beyond capacity today.  Some experience very slow speeds. ,Some lack safe and complete cycling facilities, and some have unsafe pedestrian crossings. The outcome of this step is a list of problems identified for each corridor.	Comment by Oshima, Diane: We need to be prepared to explain how/which corridors are selected for study.





b. Strategy Screening: Once we have more information on the specific problems expected on each travel corridor, we will look at the inventory of WTA Phase 1 transportation strategies and identify which might be relevant to solving this problem. The outcome of this step is a smaller set of strategies matched to the problems identified in each corridor. 	Comment by Oshima, Diane: Same comment about basis for selecting study corridor





c. Strategy Evaluation: With a smaller set of strategies to focus on we will undertake a more rigorous analysis to understand their effectiveness. (E.g. How much faster will a transit line get if we do X strategy? How many more people can get on a transit line if we have one more light-rail car?) Once we know which strategies will be most effective, we will also draw up conceptual plans for strategies that involve capital improvements as well as estimate their capital and operating costs. The outcome of this step is a subset of the strategies that do the best job addressing the problems and more description of how they would work and what their cost would be.





d. Strategy Cost-Sharing: Once we have identified a set of high-performing strategies, we use our travel forecasting tool to understand how much these strategies benefit underlying deficiencies that exist today or in the future without waterfront development, vs. how much they will serve new trips to/from waterfront development. This will inform a cost-sharing framework that can inform subsequent discussion about the Development Agreements. The outcome of this step is a %-age breakdown of costs among the city and each major development. 


Supporting Material: WTA Fact Sheet (circulated in advance?), PowerPoint Presentation (day of meeting?)





Meeting #2 (February): Present and take feedback on Pilots and present a summary of the GSW Travel Demand and Background Trip-Making to/from Waterfront .


1. Explain that, in addition to the above WTA Phase 2 analysis, the City would like to conduct pilot test projects this spring for specific conditions in the South Beach area.  This allows City and residents to observe the effectiveness of transportation management interventions against actual conditions.   





2. Solicit input from CAC on the proposed  transportation pilot projects 


a. Pilots expected to be launched March-April


b. Proposed pilotsinclude:  Joint use parking pilot (with the Giants); 3-car trains all the way to Caltrain during Giants games (in combination with a 2-car T); stationing of PCOs/PD during rush hour to unblock the box.  Others include:  working on Beale Street; reconfiguring lane striping on BB on-ramp approaches; set control of traffic lights to flush traffic.  	Comment by Oshima, Diane: I don’t understand- does this mean 2-car T trains will now all be 3 car T trains?  Or, will all N and T trains be 3 cars during peak arrival and exit period for Giants games?  Need to be specific.  	Comment by Oshima, Diane: Does City have recommendtions for which intersections?  2nd/Bryant?  


c. Question for CAC:  Where do CAC members see need for PCOs to be stationed to “unblock the box and manage circulation?”


Supporting Material: Short memo outlining proposed pilots circulated in advance?





3. Summary of GSW Travel Demand and Trip-Making.  


a. One-page handout for meeting will include number of trips by modality, event type, description on population levels, and time of day/day of week travel demand.  (summary of key TMD findings)


Supporting Material: 1-page handouts for both of the above (circulated in advance?)





Meeting #3 (March): WTA Phase 2 corridor analysis results and proposed short list of strategies for further evaluation.  


Describe  pilot projects, as refined in response to CAC comments in Meeting #2 that City intends to conduct.	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: We will not be ready to do this.  Please strike.  We will at best just be starting to implement the pilots.  





1. WTA Phase 2 Corridor analysis   and results (this is what is now described under Meeting 1 2a and 2b). Discuss WTA Phase 1 transportation strategies that should be tested to provide relief to problems identified in the Phase 2 corridor analysis.





Supporting Material: Memo (circulated in advance?), PowerPoint Presentation (day of meeting?)











Meeting #4 (Late April): 





1. Review results of the WTA Phase 2 analysis + solutions to follow up on Meeting #3 





2. Review the Project sponsor/GSW Transportation Management Plan (TMP).  The TMP should respond to feedback from SFCTA presented during Meeting #3.  


Supporting Material: ?? Exec summary or short memo of TMP??





 


Supporting Material: Memo (circulated in advance?), PowerPoint Presentation (day of meeting?)






2014 GSW CAC TRANSPORTATION SUBCOMMITTEE MEETING AGENDAS 	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Summary of the above for public consumption.    





[THIS IS A GOOD HANDOUT FORMAT FOR PUBLIC, THO NEED TO DETERMINE WHETHER MORE MEETINGS, REFINEMENTS TO DESCRITPIONS]





City staff from multiple departments (SFCTA, SFMTA, Planning, OEWD, and Port) have been working together on the Waterfront transportation planning issues for a number of months.  As part of that work, the City family has developed a summary of the multiple transportation efforts currently underway.  This summary is presented in a Transportation Overview handout included in this document.  Specifically, the overview defines the multiple transportation planning efforts and their relationships to each other.  Additionally, City staff has also developed an organized sequence of CAC Transportation subcommittee meetings to discuss these various efforts and their results over the course of the next six months.  A high level description of the content for the first four meetings of 2014 is described below.  





Meeting #1 (January 29th, 2014): Review the overall City Waterfront Transportation efforts and present the WTA Phase 2 component in more detail.  (Presenters:  X, Liz Brisson)	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Let’s identify who will be doing the presenting. 





Meeting #2 (February): Present and take feedback on pilots and present a summary of the GSW Travel Demand and Background Trip-Making to/from Waterfront today and in future without new development.





Meeting #3 (March): Review WTA Phase 2 Corridor Analysis results (what deficiencies we need strategies to solve e.g. transit capacity on Embarcadero, safer/upgraded cycling facility between X and Y) and Strategy Screening results (short list of strategies for further evaluation).  





Meeting #4 (Late April): Review the GSW TMP and results from WTA Phase 2 Strategy Evaluation analysis. (which strategies were most effective) 
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Hi 
I actually have been working on this this morning, around a number of meetings.  Can send it
this afternoon?


Diane
 
Diane Oshima 
(short & sweet from iPhone)


On Jan 17, 2014, at 8:27 AM, "Michelle Magee" <mmagee@harderco.com> wrote:


Hello
I am flying this morning.  Will send when I land later today. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE DROID


"Wise, Viktoriya" <viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org> wrote:


Michelle, 
Can you please distribute the latest version this morning. 
Thank you.


On Jan 14, 2014 1:30 PM, Michelle Magee <mmagee@harderco.com> wrote:
Hello all:
 
I am accepting all changes and resending the document so we can take a read and
move forward to a next iteration if  we need to.
Thanks
 
 
From: Liz Brisson [mailto:liz.brisson@sfcta.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 14, 2014 10:43 A To: Miller, Erin
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya; Oshima, Diane; Bollinger, Brett; Albert, Peter; Elizabeth Sall
(elizabeth.sall@sfcta.org); Michelle Magee; Uchida, Kansai
Subject: Re: GSW: Transportation - status update on various items
 
Here are my comments on the 4 meeting summary and the summary of the 4
meeting summary (which i agree is needed). I started to call out what materials
we think we will want to distribute in advance of each meeting which i think will
help in the efficiency of the meeting. Inevitably, for the Phase 2 related items on
each agenda, i wont be able to cover everything we've done related so would
prefer to have things that the members can review in advance and then can target
my preso on just the highlights. Cheers, Liz
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On Mon, Jan 13, 2014 at 12:17 PM, Miller, Erin <Erin.Miller@sfmta.co> wrote:
You noted Gillian's enforcement pilot in B4. I wanted to highlight the discussion
of pilots, including this one in general. Peter left us with 4 concepts for pilots
that I've been working internally and with Gillian on to coordinate, refine and
confirm as feasible.  As "Pilots" is a key agenda item on the  February meeting
of the 4 meeting summary Michelle developed, I think it's important that we do
the work on our end to confirm the pilots and clarify our communications of
them. 
 
 
I plan to continue to discuss them with key MTA staff at our upcoming meeting
with Alicia Wednesday, and I recommend we expand the discussion to all pilots
at Kens meeting. 


Thank you,
 
Erin Miller
SFMTA Urban Planning Initiatives
 
 
415.701.5490 o
415.971.7429
 
 


On Jan 12, 2014, at 8:20 PM, "Wise, Viktoriya" <viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Hi City Transportation Team-
(I am sending this to everyone that attended our 1/2/14 meeting and
a few other folks that were absent as a result of vacations or have a
contribution to make to the below-described work.  Needless to say,
if you find the below summary useful, feel free to forward to others
in your agency as you see fit.)
 
There are quite a few moving transportation-related efforts going on
for the GSW project so I wanted to provide a summary of them and
a list of various upcoming meetings so that we’re all on the same
page given that the CAC meeting is but a short 2.5 weeks away. 
 


A.      DELIVERABLES


1.        Transportation 2014 CAC Four Meeting Summary:  Michelle sent
out (see email on 1/8) a summary of the first four CAC meeting
contents and asked us to review and provide feedback.  I have reviewed
this document and am providing my edits, which incorporate information
from subsequent emails on this subject matter (e.g., Liz’s explanation
of TA’s work; standardizing use of terms [not Phase 2 modeling but
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rather WTA Phase 2 analysis]; etc.).  This document is quite good at
getting City family on the same page and provides a good summary of
what we need to cover and some of the messaging we need to do at the
first 2 CAC meetings.  However, in addition to this document, I think
we need to have a summary of the next 4 meetings at a higher level (to
share with Ken, for example, or at the DWG, or with Deep and Dan, and
so on).  To that end, I’ve summarized the contents of this document
into a one page summary that can be shared with others.  This summary
is provided at the end of the attached document for your consideration. 
If you think this is not necessary, we can delete it.  Please take a look
and provide any final comments to Michelle in the next few days as we
should probably finalize this by Friday morning. 


2.        Transportation Overview Handout:  Diane put together a draft
summarizing the various transportation-related efforts that the City is
engaged in (WTA Phase 1, WTA Phase 2 analysis, City’s TDMP,
Project Sponsor’s TMP, and EIR),  This was circulated to the group
for comment a few weeks ago and we agreed that MTA would finalize
the document and also try to come up with a graphic to represent the
various efforts visually.  Due to competing priorities, additional time
was needed to complete this and Planning has taken on this task for the
time being.  We expect to have a draft to this group by 1/15.  (Brett and
Kansai:  please check in with me on Monday about the status of this
work). 


3.        GSW Transportation Management Plan:  Peter provided a version of
this document that contained his comments.  Planning has reviewed this
version of the document and a combined set of comments are attached. 
The EIR consultants are also reviewing this draft and will provide their
comments by the end of tomorrow.  Diane, I believe you wanted to take
a look at this document and possibly provide some additional feedback if
MTA/Planning missed anything.  Erin, if appropriate, please consider
sharing this with Carli so that she can take a look at Planning’s
comments before Wednesday and let us know if there is anything in
there she does not agree with (i.e., some of the TDM suggestions).  We
should be providing a consolidated non-conflicting set of comments to
the project sponsor.  To that end, if there are additional comments from
the Port/OEWD, could someone at MTA volunteer to consolidate them
please.  Comments are due no later than COB on 1/14 so that we can
discuss them on 1/15, if necessary. 


4.        Proposed Streetscape Improvements:  Planning has asked the project
sponsor to incorporate a number of Streetscape Improvements into their
project (we have previously circulated these but if you would like, we
can resend these).  MTA is currently reviewing/vetting these proposals
internally.  We will be discussing them this Wednesday at noon and
subsequently providing comments to the sponsor.    







5.        Travel Demand Memo:  The Travel Demand Memo was submitted
to the City on 1/23 by Adavant and LCW.  Planning and MTA (Peter)
have completed their review of this document and sent a consolidated set
of comments back to the consultant last week.  We expected to get
comments from Jerry Robbins on this document but have yet to hear
from him.  Erin, could you please follow up on the status of his review. 
 Liz, as I mentioned to you last week, this memo needed some revisions
and therefore, was not ready to be used by the TA for your work.  We
are still aiming to have it finalized by 1/21 and will keep everyone
posted on progress. 


B.       MEETInGS (CITy FAMILy; CITy FAMILy + SPOnSOR; PuBLIC)


1.        Travel Demand Memo meeting - Tuesday, 1/14 from 2- 4 pm @
Planning:  the purpose of the meeting is to go over City comments on
the Travel Demand memo and for City staff to ask questions about the
methodology.  This meeting is being attended by Planning and EIR
consultants only but if anyone else is interested in attending (MTA, Port,
OEWD, please feel free to join us). 


2.        Standing City Transportation Team meeting – Wednesday, 1/15
from noon – 1 pm @ Planning:  the purpose of this meeting is for all
of us to go over the GSW TMP and the Proposed Streetscape
Improvements so that the City can provide the sponsor with a
consolidate set of comments and direction on each.  At this meeting, we
are also likely to go over the Transportation Overview Handout.  We
only have one hour so please be on time. 


3.        GSW Transportation Management Plan meeting – Friday, 1/17
from 10 to 11:30 am @ MTA (Civic Center Conference Room):  the
purpose of this meeting is for the project sponsor to meet with MTA’s
Special Events folks to discuss very specific portions of the TMP and
get feedback on transportation management during events (e.g., closure
of the Embarcadero, etc.). 


4.        Standing Transportation Work update with OEWD meeting –
Friday, 1/17 from 2 – 3 pm @ City Hall (room 448):  this is the bi-
weekly check-in meeting with Ken where we can discuss all of the
above.  Per Ken’s email on 12/16 to a subset of this group, this is a list
of things he wanted to cover. 


                    
 - Detailed schedule for the "phase 2" effort, showing


biweekly meeting dates (e) [Liz, I swear you emailed this out (as a
separate worksheet in Adavant’s schedule) but I can’t seem to find
this in my email.]


 - draft talking points on transportation (ken/adam)
 - Project status update (peter/e)
 - traffic enforcement pilot plan (gillian)
 - muni service pilot plan (peter)







 


5.        City Transportation Team meeting – Wednesday, 1/22 from noon
– 1 pm @ Planning:  agenda TBD.


6.        Streetscape Improvements meeting – Wednesday, 1/22 from 2-3
pm @ Planning:  the purpose of this meeting is to discuss with the
sponsor whether they will be incorporating any of the suggested
improvements into their project and to allow them an opportunity to ask
questions and seek clarification.  If any of you feel that you would like
to attend this meeting, please advise and we will forward you the
invitation.


7.        City Transportation Team meeting – Wednesday, 1/29 from noon
– 1 pm @ Planning:  agenda TBD.


8.        GSW CAC Transportation Subcommittee meeting – I don’t have
the details but I think it’s at the Port at 6 pm?:  please see above for
agenda. 


9.        Standing Transportation Work update with OEWD meeting –
Friday, 1/30 from 12:30 – 1 pm @ City Hall (room 448):  TBD


 
I think that’s about it.  Please let me know if I missed something or
if you have a different understanding of our work program for the
month of January. 
 
Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning
 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049│Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org
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--
Liz Brisson
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Senior Transportation Planner
San Francisco County Transportation Authority
1455 Market Street, 22nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
415-522-4838
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From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris


(CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Re: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
Date: Thursday, May 15, 2014 9:12:53 AM


City folks,


I don't want to meet until we have a project description.  In my opinion, many of
Clarke's items cannot be addressed until we have that level of info. Let me know if
you have different thoughts. I'll wait for your input and reply to Clarke later today.
In the meantime, please don't send him your availability. Planning, please let
consultants know they should hold. 


Jennifer


On May 14, 2014, at 7:03 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:


Team,
 
We’d like to re-engage the CEQA team now that efforts are underway on the Warriors
arena in Mission Bay. We’d like to convene the group for a 90-minute meeting next
week to address the following preliminary agenda items:


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Confirmation of SEIR analyses/chapters
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Review and confirmation of


Transportation SOW
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Discussion of key assumptions for


Transportation analysis
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Review of preliminary CEQA schedule (ESA


to prepare in advance)
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Select a day of the week and time for this


group to meet on a recurring basis
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->and other items, as appropriate


 
Please confer with your colleagues on your team and send me your firm’s availability
for the following days/times (location TBD):


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Wed, May 21: Noon – 1:30pm
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Thurs, May 22: 11am – 1pm
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Fri, May 23: 10am – 3pm


 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Oerth, Sally (OCII)
Cc: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: Request for Kevin"s Assistance
Date: Tuesday, May 13, 2014 5:59:00 PM


Sally – I would appreciate if we could have some of Kevin’s time to help with a Warrior’s related
project.  Specifically, we need help reviewing the DBI files to collect the permit set of several
residential buildings in Mission Bay South to get a copy of the ground floor and any summary sheet
that shows the square footage of retail.  Once we have all of those, there are five buildings in total
that we are looking for, and Manny has already completed the work for a couple, then we may also
need Kevin’s help in calculating the retail square footage, especially if we see that there are
variances in how each individual architect calculated the square footage of support areas attached
to the retail.
 
Thank you for checking with Jim to see if Kevin has availability to help.  We want to complete this
task by the end of the week and anticipate that it would take about 2 to 4 hours.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Oshima, Diane
To: Liz Brisson; Wise, Viktoriya
Cc: David Noyola (dnoyola@stradasf.com); Albert, Peter; Van de Water, Adam; Bollinger, Brett; Uchida, Kansai;


Miller, Erin
Subject: RE: GSW: summary of transportation efforts
Date: Thursday, January 23, 2014 7:24:21 PM
Attachments: Transportation flowchart, DOrevs.pdf


WTA-EIR-TMP_AMV comments-v2 (2), DO 1-23-14.docx


Hi Viktoriya
Thanks again to you and all for considering these revisions.  As indicated
earlier, my revisions are focused to bring the document back to provide more
of a summary of the different transportation analyses and their
relationships.  I revised to make it generic, in the hopes it may be helpful for
audiences following other development projects.  I think the flowchart is
excellent, and thus revised the narrative to follow a more parallel structure
of the area-wide vs. project-specific efforts. 
 
Thanks,
Diane
 
Diane Oshima
Assistant Deputy Director, Waterfront Planning
Port of San Francisco
Pier 1, San Francisco, CA  94111
Diane.Oshima@sfport.com
415/274-0553
 
From: Liz Brisson [mailto:liz.brisson@sfcta.org] 
Sent: Thursday, January 23, 2014 11:58 AM
To: Wise, Viktoriya
Cc: David Noyola (dnoyola@stradasf.com); Albert, Peter; Van de Water, Adam; Oshima, Diane;
Bollinger, Brett; Uchida, Kansai; Miller, Erin
Subject: Re: GSW: summary of transportation efforts
 
Viktoriya, this looks great, thank you! Here are a few comments:


1. Note for the word doc you have the version of the background transportation efforts
that i last "touched" but i think we decided this version is for purposes of our team
having shared understanding of different pieces, but is more detailed that what we want
to share publicly. I think we do need some version of short text narrative to accompany
this that probably can be extracted from this document plus the concurrently edited
version that others on the team edited. 


2. For the WTA Box I suggest:


Separate from/above Phase 1 or Phase 2 i suggest starting with "Purpose:
Analysis of existing and future transportation needs along the Waterfront to
inform transportation strategies that can support existing needs as well as needs
created by proposed new developments (Warriors, Mission Rock, Pier 70)
Then delete the purpose for Phase 1 and Phase 2 but keep the outcomes
Phase 2 Outcomes, 
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Summary:  San Francisco Approach to Waterfront Transportation Planning, Analysis and Solutions


(Draft: 1/24/14)





San Francisco enjoys a rich and dynamic transportation network that provides many different regional and local transportation options and alternatives to private automobile use. The City employs a number of tools and functions to assess and plan for existing and future transportation needs.  Given the changes forecasted along the waterfront and eastern side of the City, and the successes and lessons learned through the coordinated transportation planning to support the 34th America’s Cup, the City now is focused on several efforts to identify existing and future transportation needs and solutions.  





[bookmark: _GoBack]The summary below and accompanying graphic flowchart provide an overview explanation of the function and relationships between the different transportation studies and planning functions.  Together, they facilitate efforts by the City, regional agencies, sponsors of new development projects and the general public to develop responses and mitigation measures that are proactive and strategically aligned for maximum effectiveness.  These efforts provide a view of transportation issues both from a big picture, area-wide perspective, as well as from a project-specific perspective.  Both perspectives are important to inform how major system improvements can benefit existing and future populations, and how finer-scale mitigation measures and transportation practices in new projects should contribute to the effectiveness of major City transportation investments.  





AREA-WIDE EFFORTS





Waterfront Transportation Assessment (WTAAssessment)


The WTAaterfront Transportation Assessment reviews and analyzes proposed transportation projects to improve the transportation network over the next 25 years servingalong the San Francisco waterfront, in anticipation of new development and regional growth forecastsproposed major developments, including the Golden State Warriors (GSW), Mission Rock, and Pier 70 projects. This comprehensive review will be conducted inIt includes two main phases of work:


· WTA Phase 1 (Fall 2012-Winter 2013)


· Inventoried transportation goals and strategies already proposed for the waterfront study area. 


· Addition of Identified a set of other goals and strategies proposed developed in partnership with the by community and stakeholders that update and complement this inventory to better address anticipated transportation needs of these developments and the needs of broader transportation network. 


· WTA Phase 2 (Winter 2013-Summer 2014)


· Conducts transportationa Corridor Analysis that identifies transportation deficiencies in the wWaterfront study area underin existing and future scenarios, with and without the major wWaterfront developments; 


· Uses Corridor Analysis findings to assess effectiveness of transportation strategies screen inventory generated in Phase 1, and produce recommendations of generate revised or additional strategies, and evaluate their effectiveness;


· Develops concept plans and cost estimates for effective strategies;


· Develops a cost-sharing framework for effective strategies that can inform City-Project Sponsor negotiations.  T; the framework would be is based on the beneficiaries of a strategy—ie. how much will a strategy benefit aeach wWaterfront development vs. address existing or baseline future transportation deficiencies. 


· Continues regular public involvement during each step of the process;


· Publishes findings in a final report that will be published concurrently to the Warriors DEIR.


The effort is led by the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency (SFMTA). The technical analysis aspects of Phase 2 are directed by the San Francisco County Transportation Authority (SFCTATransportation Authority) in partnership with SFMTA. 





Transportation Demand Management Planning (TDMP)


SFMTA has a Transportation Demand Management Planning (TDMP) team that specializes in developing smart transportation practices.  The staff provides TDMP advice and direction to development project sponsors, building owners and the public about how to manage transportation demand that takes full advantage of alternative travel modes and services.  Developers take this City direction and advice to develop their own Transportation Management Plans that tailor smart transportation design and services to the specifics of their projects.  TDMP staff also work in concert with other SFMTA departments, including the Special Events Team (SET) which coordinates on-ground staffing and  systems management to keep transportation moving during high-volume special events.  





PROJECT-SPECIFIC EFFORTS





Golden State Warriors Proposed Project	Comment by Liz Brisson: We could make this more vague to reference 3 developments. Or include additional blurbs for Mission Rock and Pier 70.


The Office of Economic and Workforce Development (OEWD), in partnership with the Port of San Francisco, is working with the Golden State Warriors (Warriors) to plan for a state of the art multi-purpose recreation and entertainment facility on Piers 30-32 and mixed use development on Seawall Lot 330. The proposed project includes a land use program (e.g. number of housing units, square footage of commercial/retail space, number of event seats), site plan (e.g. location and design of buildings), and Ttransportation Mmanagement Pplans (TMP)


TMPs are produced by development project sponsors (e.g. GSW) to promote use of alternative transportation modes, and program supporting facilities and services that are tailored to the detailed design, function and operations of the project.  Increasingly, sponsors of major projects define an initial proposed TMP as part of their project planning.  The TMP undergoes review by City staff (including Planning Department, SFMTA) and is subject to revision and updates to improve effectiveness, to incorporate transportation mitigation measures that may result through the CEQA environmental review process, and to incorporate changes that track with project transportation demand patterns discovered after construction or during ongoing operation of the project.   Project TMPs are typically included as conditions of approval and/or requirements in approved Development Agreements and leases.    (e.g. management and operating plan for multi-modal access to proposed site). The current proposal has been shaped by public and agency input: some strategies from Phase 1 of the Assessment have been incorporated into the Transportation Management Plan.





Golden State WarriorsCEQA Environmental Environmental ReviewImpact Report


The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and San Francisco Administrative Code, Chapter 31 establish the standards and requirements for analyzing and Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Warriors project will disclosinge environmental impacts of new projects, including development projects in San Francisco.  The San Francisco Planning Department is lead City agency overseeing preparation of CEQA documents. Major developments, such as the GSW project, typically are required to prepare an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) that includes in-depth analysis of the be analyzed under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), including for trantransportation impacts that would be generated by the project. This analysis will includes a forecast of the increases in trip-making by travel mode associated with the Warriors project , and their resultant impacts in terms of vehicle level of service at street intersections, transit crowding, pedestrian and bicycle safety and accessibility, loading needs, and emergency vehicle access.  Where such transportation impacts are determined to have a significant adverse environmental effect, CEQA requires mMitigation measures to be identified to reduce or eliminate will be proposed for  significant impacts. The San Francisco Planning Department (SF Planning) is the lead city agency overseeing preparation of the EIR.  Mitigation measures may include transportation strategies and improvements that have been suggested in the WTA Phase 1 process (described above).  CEQA reports are public information documents to inform the public and decision-makers about environmental effects of projects, how they can be mitigated, and whether there are viable alternatives to reduce or avoid significant impacts.  Typically, mitigation measures are included as conditions of project approval.  Transportation mitigation measures may also be incorporated into project sponsor TMPs.










[Viktoriya, I think this comparative is helpful, but it can we provide on a separate handout from the above? This gets into a deeper level of detail that departs from the high level summary]








What are the dComparing the Diifferences and Ssimilarities Bbetween the Transportation Analyses 


of the WTAAssessment Phase 2 analysis and the Golden State Warrior Warriors EIR


 analysis of transportation impacts?


The City conducts or oversees two similar but different types of transportation analyses in CEQA environmental review documents (including Environmental Impact Reports), and WTA Phase 2 transportation corridor analysis to be conducted by SFMTA and SFCTA. They are similar in that they use the same underlying land use assumptions and travel forecasting tools, but they vary in the scenarios and horizon years they target. Table 1 provides a thorough comparison. Generally, the WTAAssessment analysis is focused on analyzing allows for comprehensive transportation planning to establish an overarching vision for the wWaterfront transportation network comprehensively to define how it can be improved and expanded rationally to address existing conditions and long-term growth.  The GSW EIR provides information about project-specific impacts and allows mitigation measures to be to developed so that they that can then provide a framework to guide each Development’s transportation contribute ion to realizing the comprehensive transportation network improvements sought in the WTA. that vision.





Table 1: EIR vs. Assessment Transportation Analysis


			


			EIR 	Comment by Liz Brisson: I’m sure this column would need refining and expanding by SF Planning


			Assessment Phase 2





			Horizon Years


			Existing, 2040


			Existing, 2020, 2040





			Land Use Scenarios


			Existing





Existing + Project





Cumulative aka “With Waterfront Development”











-


			Existing





-





With Waterfront Development aka “Cumulative” (future growth forecast in San Francisco in Plan Bay Area through Jobs-Housing Connection Scenario)





Without Waterfront Development (With Waterrfront Development Scenario except for the sites of Warriors, Mission Rock, and Pier 70, where existing land use is considered)





			Travel Forecasting Tools and Methods


			Existing conditions from observed data





Travel Demand from Proposed Project for Existing+Project forecast using standard methodology established by SF Planning carried out by consultants.





Cumulative scenario from regional travel demand model SF-CHAMP with event trips as determined through Travel Demand inputted into model.


			Existing conditions from observed data and SF





2020 and 2040 using SF-CHAMP





With Waterfront Development includes Warriors event trips as determined through Travel Demand





			Types of Transporta-tion Planning Questions to be Answered


			What transportation measures can mitigate significant transportation impacts created by proposed development?


			What future transportation system in the Waterfront will accommodate all trip-making expected consistent with city policy goals and capacity constraints, including impacts that exist today and in the future without new Waterfront Development?


How can we get the biggest “bang for our buck” in coordinating so that strategies the city asks Project Sponsors to contribute to or implement support city efforts to address underlying transportation deficiencies?





			Travel Scenarios


			Warriors Regular Season Game, Warriors Post Season Game, Smaller Event, etc etc


			Warriors Regular Season Game


No Event at GSW





			Time Periods


			AM peak, PM peak, Late Night peak, Weekend


			PM Peak, Late Night peak




















[Viktoriya, this is very helpful; can it be included in the flowchart, in lieu of the Development Agreement box?What are the different roles of the city agencies involved in this work?


· OEWD: Lead agency planning major waterfront developments (Warriors, Mission Rock, Pier 70)


· Port: Partner agency planning major waterfront developments and land-owner of waterfront development sites.


· SFMTA: Lead agency conducting the Waterfront Transportation Assessment


· SFCTA: Partner agency supporting Waterfront Transportation Assessment, directing Phase 2 technical analysis.]





How can transportation strategies to improve the wWaterfront transportation network ultimately be realizedend up implemented?


· As part of the Proposed Project (through Transportation Management Plan)


· As a mitigation measure to a significant impact identified in CEQA documentsthe Warriors EIR, Mission Rock EIR, or Pier 70 EIR


· Through the Development Agreement(s) in development project approvalswith the Warriors, Mission Rock, or 70


· By San Francisco implementing Ccity agencies.





1









Short list of of most effective strategies based on technical analysis and
community input
More detailed information about strategies, cost estimates
Cost-sharing framework


3. I think there should be an arrow from Phase 1 outcomes to the TMP
4. Maybe there should be an arrow froM PHase 2 outcomes to TMP?
5. I suggest a parenthetical after project-specific efforts that notes the 3 gold boxes


happen for each of the 3 developments
 


On Wed, Jan 22, 2014 at 4:51 PM, Wise, Viktoriya <viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org> wrote:
Hi-
Per our discussion earlier today, here is a DRAFT summary of all the different transportation
efforts.  If we want to show this at the 1/29 meeting, we will need to finalize these documents
by a week from today.  The word document has already been vetted by many of you several
times (I still need to review the CEQA section) but you are seeing the graphic for the first
time.  The graphic needs some work so please print it out and mark it up with your changes. 
Please submit changes no later than COB, Monday 1/27. 
 
Thanks. 


 
--
Liz Brisson
Senior Transportation Planner
San Francisco County Transportation Authority
1455 Market Street, 22nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
415-522-4838


www.sfcta.org
www.facebook.com/sfcta
www.twitter.com/sanfranciscota
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From: Kern, Chris
To: Wise, Viktoriya; Bollinger, Brett; Navarrete, Joy
Subject: FW: City Direction to ESA to Take Photography of GSW Alternative Sites
Date: Tuesday, March 04, 2014 10:26:37 AM
Attachments: Alt 1 Potrero 3x Page.pdf


Alt 2 SWL 337 3x Page.pdf
Alts 1&2 Selections 9x Page.pdf
Pans 3 Selections-Alts 1-2ea.pdf


Do any of you have notes from the April 10, 2013, GSW CEQA team meeting (or do you remember
the discussion Paul describes in his message below)?
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Monday, March 03, 2014 2:49 PM
To: Kern, Chris
Cc: Bollinger, Brett; Joyce
Subject: City Direction to ESA to Take Photography of GSW Alternative Sites
 
Chris:
 
As a followup to ESA’s meeting with the sponsor team last Friday, the sponsor team is requesting
that we show written backup of direction we received from the City to conduct certain tasks that
were conducted outside of ESA’s January 2013 scope of work/contract.  One of those tasks is
related to photography that was conducted in 2013 at the two off-site alternative sites.
 
Joyce and my meeting notes indicate that ESA first discussed taking photographs with the City at the
two off-site alternative sites (SWL 337 and former Potrero Power Plant site) at the end of the April
10, 2013 GSW CEQA meeting (this weekly meeting centered around a number of off-site alternatives
issues).  At that time, aesthetics was still an environmental issue to be addressed in the EIR, and we
recommended to the City the merits of taking some limited existing conditions photographs of the
two off-site alternative sites to help characterize our description of existing conditions for the EIR
Alternatives section.  The City agreed this would be a useful task to be conducted, and the
photography was subsequently conducted by ESA in June 2013.  (The attached photos and email
below show the results of this photography task.)
 
However, while the City verbally directed ESA to conduct this task, ESA does not have any written
correspondence (e.g., email or otherwise) documenting this.  Consequently, ESA is requesting City
Planning to please corroborate in writing that the City provided direction last year to ESA to conduct
this photography, so that we may forward this to the sponsor.  Thanks, and please do not hesitate to
contact me with any questions.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
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From: Paul Curfman [mailto:paulcurfman@hotmail.com] 
Sent: Monday, June 24, 2013 10:14 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; 'Joyce Hsiao'
Subject: GSW Alternative Sites Figures
 
Hi Paul and Joyce,
 
On Saturday I took quite a few photos of Mirant’s Potrero Power Plant and Seawall Lot 337 for the
Alternatives Analysis.  So you know what is available, I am forwarding a sampling of the photos (see
the …9x file), including some panoramic shots (Pans file).  We could use the pans for the alternatives
analysis, or a simpler set of just three plain photos. Alt 1 Potrero, and Alt 2 SWL 337, are also
potential figure mock-ups using the plain photos. Take a look and let me know if you have a
preference.  When you are ready, I will forward the photos and directions for Ron to prepare the
figures. 
 
BTW I got the Oakland Middle Harbor Park picture for the setting, which is also attached.    
 
Thanks,
 
Paul C. 
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From: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: Re: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
Date: Friday, May 16, 2014 7:47:21 AM


No need.  Jen is taking care of this.


Tiffany Bohee


On May 16, 2014, at 7:41 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Chris is organizing the meeting.  I think he changed it to City Hall so that I would be
able to make the Oversight Board meeting.  It was probably the room he could get
easier.  If you don’t want it at City Attorney I will ask him to work with Phillip to see if
there is another room.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 7:34 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: Re: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
I don't think we the mtg should take place in the City Attorney's office. Did Chris Kern
suggest this?
 
If the issue is a mtg room in City Hall to accommodate your schedule at Oversight Bd,
then Jen Matz can have her staff secure that.


Tiffany Bohee
 


On May 15, 2014, at 3:49 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Yes, we will definitely attend and will be making clear the client
relationship.  I will see if we can move up a little since the discussion has
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grown.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San
Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 3:45 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: FW: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
Can you make this meeting?  The Oversight Board mtg is at 2 pm that day
so I won’t participate. 
 
Catherine – You should suggest that they move the meeting to 12 pm or
even 12:30 so you can do both CEQA and attend the Oversight Board.  If
not, perhaps a divide and conquer approach with the OB (Christine
Maher, Sally covering) and you and Manny cover the CEQA mtg.  It’s
important that Planning doesn’t treat this as a City project and just do
their normal process since this is not a City project.  If Jim is available,
perhaps he can attend the CEQA mtg as well to remind Planning.
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 9:28 AM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel
(OCII); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Van de Water, Adam
(MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
Hi Jennifer,
Viktoriya and I discussed this earlier this morning and agree that next
week seems too soon to address the topics on Clarke’s agenda (and that
90 minutes is not enough time to cover all of these items). We’d like to
schedule an internal call/meeting on CEQA approach before discussing
further with GSW. Can we schedule this for Wednesday 5/21 at 1:00? If
that time doesn’t work, I’ll send out a Doodle Poll to find a timeslot.
 
Thanks,
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
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Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 
 
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 9:13 AM
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel
(OCII); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Van
de Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Re: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
City folks,
 
I don't want to meet until we have a project description.  In my opinion,
many of Clarke's items cannot be addressed until we have that level of
info. Let me know if you have different thoughts. I'll wait for your input
and reply to Clarke later today. In the meantime, please don't send him
your availability. Planning, please let consultants know they should hold. 
 
Jennifer


On May 14, 2014, at 7:03 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com>
wrote:


Team,
 
We’d like to re-engage the CEQA team now that efforts are
underway on the Warriors arena in Mission Bay. We’d like to
convene the group for a 90-minute meeting next week to
address the following preliminary agenda items:


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Confirmation of
SEIR analyses/chapters


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Review and
confirmation of Transportation SOW


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Discussion of
key assumptions for Transportation analysis


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Review of
preliminary CEQA schedule (ESA to prepare in
advance)


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Select a day of
the week and time for this group to meet on a
recurring basis


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->and other
items, as appropriate
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Please confer with your colleagues on your team and send
me your firm’s availability for the following days/times
(location TBD):


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Wed, May 21:
Noon – 1:30pm


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Thurs, May 22:
11am – 1pm


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Fri, May 23:
10am – 3pm


 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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From: Liz Brisson
To: Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin; Van de Water, Adam; Elizabeth Sall; Oshima, Diane; Wise, Viktoriya; Bollinger, Brett
Cc: Rich, Ken
Subject: Revised Slides for Pier 3032 subcommittee
Date: Tuesday, February 18, 2014 10:36:35 PM
Attachments: DraftsWarriorsCACSlides02192014v2.pdf


Hi All,


Here are revised slides for tomorrow's meeting that incorporates our discussions last
week (after some consideration, I decided to drop the change in auto trips at
gateway/bottleneck points for time being, but will include as part of future item).
Please let me know any feedback ASAP. i will use a version of these mashed up with
some from last meeting for the DWG and Fisherman's Wharf presos as well. You'll
note there's one outstanding land use placeholder i need to fill in in am. I will do
another pass to make sure formatting is clean in morning, as well.


Thanks, Liz


-- 
Liz Brisson
Senior Transportation Planner
San Francisco County Transportation Authority
1455 Market Street, 22nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
415-522-4838


www.sfcta.org
www.facebook.com/sfcta
www.twitter.com/sanfranciscota
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Goals for Item 



• CAC and Public to understand  basic travel patterns to/from 



Waterfront 



    For scenarios without proposed major Port developments 



 How many trips? 



 What modes? 



 Today  and in future? 



 



• Feedback from CAC 



 Are these results intuitive? 



 Are there other travel pattern metrics you are interested in seeing 



next time along with “proposed developments” scenario results? 



(we’ll do our best, but can’t commit to everything) 
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Recap: Purpose of Assessment 
To provide transportation information to the public and policy-
makers to:  



 



A) Inform upcoming decisions about big developments on the 
Waterfront (Warriors, Mission Rock, Pier 70).  



 



B) Lead to transportation improvements that can address 
problems that exist today or in a future even without the 
big Waterfront developments. 
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Step 1: Needs Identification to understand travel 
patterns, identify problems 
 
Step 2: Screen Strategies to match problems identified 
and add any additional strategies 
 
Step 3: Strategy Evaluation to understand effectiveness, 
consider cost, timing 
 
Step 4: Strategy Benefit Breakdown  to inform potential 
Development Agreements  



Recap: Process 
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Step 1: Needs Identification to understand travel 
patterns, identify problems 
 
 
 
 



Existing 
Conditions 



2020  
Planned 
Growth 



2040 
Planned 
Growth 



 
•Capacity 
•Reliability 
•Safety 
•Flexibility 
 
 
 



Giants 
Game + 
Warriors 



Non-
Basketball 



Event 



2020 + 
Proposed 



Developments   



2040 + 
Proposed 



Developments 



Existing 
Conditions 



2020  
Planned 
Growth 



2040 
Planned 
Growth 
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District System 



for Travel 



Analysis 



 



 



Southeast waterfront 
planning occurred as 
a part of 
Candlestick/Hunters 
Point Shipyards 
Development 
Planning Process 
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Land Use Assumptions 



2012 2020 2040 



Region 7 mil 7.7 mil 9.2 mi 



San 



Francisco 



Waterfront 



Study Area 



34,500 50,500 88,500 



Area of 



Focus 



12,600 16,300 26,600 



2012 2020 2040 



3.4 mil 4 mil 4.5 mil 



145,200 190,500 271,300 



19,300 36,200 42,600 



Population Jobs 



Source: Association of Bay Area Governments, 



processed for SF-CHAMP 4.3. 



TO BE ADDED IN AM. TO BE ADDED IN AM. 
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Source: SF-CHAMP 4.3 



135,000 projected new trips to/from/within 
Study Area by 2040 
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Most trips starting/ending outside Area of Focus 
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Rest of Waterfront Study Area 
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Most trip-making and growth related to Eastern 
SoMa 
 
 



Source: SF-CHAMP 4.3 
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2012 PM Peak 



Trips Between 



Districts and 



Area of Focus 



 



 
Key Markets: 



Downtown, 



Eastern SoMa, 



Mission/Potrero 
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PM Peak Trips 
Between 
Districts and 
Area of Focus 



 



Key Growth 
Markets 
Between 2012 
and 2040 



 



 



East Bay: 



+120% 



Bayshore 



+260% 



Eastern 
SoMa 



+200% 



Mission/ 
Potrero 



+80% 



Downtown



+80% 
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2012 PM Peak 
Trips Between 
Markets, Inbound 
to Area of Focus 
Only 



Nearby 
neighborhoods 
contribute most: 
Downtown, 
Eastern SoMa, 
Mission/Potrero 
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Outbound markets: Regional trips play bigger role 



2012 PM Peak Trips 



Between Markets, 



Outbound from 



Area of Focus Only 



Greater trip-
making and more 
regional than 
inbound 
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Source: SF-CHAMP 4.3 



Change in trips by mode: 2012 vs. 2020 vs. 2040: more trips by 
all modes 
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33% 



36% 



38% 



36% 



37% 



34% 



28% 



26% 



25% 



3% 



1% 



3% 
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2040 Planned Growth



2020 Planned Growth



2012 Base



Auto Transit Walk Bike



Increase in non-auto mode share 



Source: SF-CHAMP 4.3 
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But increase in non-auto mode share still means increase in 
overall auto-trip making demand 



Source: SF-CHAMP 4.3 
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January 29: Introduction to Phase 2 



• CAC Role: Primarily informational, input on how to focus 
subsequent meeting WTA content 



February: Needs Identification, Part 1- Trip-Making Patterns 
Today and Future Without Proposed Development 



• CAC Role: Informational 



March: Needs Identification, Part 2-Strategy Screening Results 



• CAC Role: Informational, advise on strategies to add 



April: Strategy Evaluation Results 



• CAC Role: Input on high-performing strategies 



 



 



Where we’re headed… 
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Thank you! Feedback for us? 



 



Clarifying Questions 



Are Results Intuitive? 



What Would You Like to See Next Time? (we’ll try to add, 
but no promises) 













From: Kern, Chris (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
Date: Friday, May 30, 2014 12:02:04 PM


Will do.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Friday, May 30, 2014 11:59 AM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
 
Chris – since we are coming down to the wire, could you start asking your side if they can make the
times on Monday and to hold them.  I can make all those times and will check with any additional
staff on my side.  Then once we hear from Jennifer, we can tie it down.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Friday, May 30, 2014 10:54 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
 
FYI: I left a message for Clarke this morning asking him to have GSW reps and Craig hold those
Monday timeslots.
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Friday, May 30, 2014 10:52 AM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Jones, Natasha (OCII); Green, Andrea (CPC)
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Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
 
Could you all please hold those times while we wait for confirmation from Jennifer (and then we
need to ask the larger group for confirmation on their times).
 
Once we finish this one, I will have to ask your kind help again for finding slots for another 2 hour


meeting for the week of June 9th and June 16th to meet with the project sponsor.  Thanks
 
Thanks all for the help!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Wong, Phillip (MYR) 
Sent: Friday, May 30, 2014 10:29 AM
To: Jones, Natasha (OCII); Green, Andrea (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
 
Hi Natasha,


Thanks for the follow up.  Waiting to confirm that Jennifer can attend Monday.
 
Best,
 
Phillip C. Wong
--
Project Assistant |OEWD
Office: 415-554-6512
Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
 


From: Jones, Natasha (OCII) 
Sent: Friday, May 30, 2014 10:28 AM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Green, Andrea (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
 
Hi Andrea and Phillip,
 



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org





Just following up on Monday, June 2 (9-12 or 3:30-5) for this meeting.
 
Thx a lot.
___________________________________________
NATASHA A. JONES
Interim Board Secretary
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
City and County of San Francisco
One South Van Ness, 5th Floor
San Francisco, California 94103
P 415.749.2458
F 415-749-2585
E natasha.jones@sfgov.org
 
From: Jones, Natasha (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 3:49 PM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Green, Andrea (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
 
Tiffany has a Commission  meeting 1-5 on Tuesday unfortunately.
How about Monday, June 2 (9-12 or 3:30-5)
 
___________________________________________
NATASHA A. JONES
Interim Board Secretary
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
City and County of San Francisco
One South Van Ness, 5th Floor
San Francisco, California 94103
P 415.749.2458
F 415-749-2585
E natasha.jones@sfgov.org
 
From: Wong, Phillip (MYR) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 3:45 PM
To: Green, Andrea (CPC); Jones, Natasha (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
 
Hi all,
 
Jennifer is available Tuesday, 6/3, 1pm – 4pm.
 
Best,
 
Phillip C. Wong
--
Project Assistant |OEWD
Office: 415-554-6512



mailto:natasha.jones@sfgov.org

mailto:natasha.jones@sfgov.org





Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
 


From: Green, Andrea (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 3:44 PM
To: Jones, Natasha (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
 


Hey there,
 
John is also out of the office beginning the afternoon of June 4 through June 6.
 
Andrea
 
From: Jones, Natasha (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 3:39 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Green, Andrea (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Re: Help with Meeting Times
 
Hi all,
 
Tiffany is out of office June 5 and 6.
 
Thank you.
 
 
 


On May 29, 2014, at 3:35 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Andrea/Phillip/Natasha – Could you please find some times that work for Tiffany,
Jennifer, and John to meet next week (before Friday, but preferably later in the week)
for 1.5-2 hours for an internal meeting on the design review process for the Warriors
project?  We can host here at OCII and there will be some additional attendees, but
we’ll get them on board once we have some times that work for the important people.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1,
2014.
 








From: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: FW: GSW - Design Input
Date: Thursday, May 29, 2014 12:16:21 PM
Attachments: image002.png


image003.png
image004.png
image005.png
image006.png


I followed up with Jeff on the email below verbally just now.  He said he
will get back to me. 
 
Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning
 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049│Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org


               
 
From: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC) 
Sent: Wednesday, May 28, 2014 5:18 PM
To: Rahaim, John (CPC); Joslin, Jeff (CPC)
Subject: GSW - Design Input
 
Hi-
I wanted to follow-up on the discussion we had at the Senior Manager’s
meeting yesterday with respect to providing early design input on the
Golden State Warriors project. 
 
I spoke with Jen and Catherine (OCII Project Manager) about our
involvement in the design of the project.  They would like to schedule a
‘design’ meeting either on Monday June 9th or on Monday, June 16th with
the Warriors Team.  Jen recommended that at this meeting planning staff
provide verbal direction to the Warriors as to how we would like to see
the site developed (John, Tiffany was supposed to call you to discuss this
– not sure if you connected with her already). 
 
OCII will be in charge of scheduling this meeting and needs to know who
from Planning they should invite.  Could you please let me know the list
of people that should participate in this meeting (David A.? David W.?
etc.).  On a related note, in our budget for this work we allocated 50
hours for Design Review Services (@ David Winslow’s rate) and 80 hours
to Current Planning (@ Assistant Director’s rate).  Jeff, if you think staff
will need more hours than this, please let me know in the next several
days so that I can adjust the budget accordingly. 
 
Thank you
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Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning
 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049│Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org
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From: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: Re: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
Date: Thursday, May 15, 2014 7:34:30 PM


I don't think we the mtg should take place in the City Attorney's office. Did Chris
Kern suggest this?


If the issue is a mtg room in City Hall to accommodate your schedule at Oversight
Bd, then Jen Matz can have her staff secure that.


Tiffany Bohee


On May 15, 2014, at 3:49 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Yes, we will definitely attend and will be making clear the client relationship.  I will see
if we can move up a little since the discussion has grown.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 3:45 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: FW: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
Can you make this meeting?  The Oversight Board mtg is at 2 pm that day so I won’t
participate. 
 
Catherine – You should suggest that they move the meeting to 12 pm or even 12:30 so
you can do both CEQA and attend the Oversight Board.  If not, perhaps a divide and
conquer approach with the OB (Christine Maher, Sally covering) and you and Manny
cover the CEQA mtg.  It’s important that Planning doesn’t treat this as a City project
and just do their normal process since this is not a City project.  If Jim is available,
perhaps he can attend the CEQA mtg as well to remind Planning.
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 9:28 AM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Wise,
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Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA);
Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
Hi Jennifer,
Viktoriya and I discussed this earlier this morning and agree that next week seems too
soon to address the topics on Clarke’s agenda (and that 90 minutes is not enough time
to cover all of these items). We’d like to schedule an internal call/meeting on CEQA
approach before discussing further with GSW. Can we schedule this for Wednesday
5/21 at 1:00? If that time doesn’t work, I’ll send out a Doodle Poll to find a timeslot.
 
Thanks,
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 
 
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 9:13 AM
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Wise,
Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR);
Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Re: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
City folks,
 
I don't want to meet until we have a project description.  In my opinion, many of
Clarke's items cannot be addressed until we have that level of info. Let me know if you
have different thoughts. I'll wait for your input and reply to Clarke later today. In the
meantime, please don't send him your availability. Planning, please let consultants
know they should hold. 
 
Jennifer


On May 14, 2014, at 7:03 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:


Team,
 
We’d like to re-engage the CEQA team now that efforts are underway on
the Warriors arena in Mission Bay. We’d like to convene the group for a
90-minute meeting next week to address the following preliminary
agenda items:


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Confirmation of SEIR
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analyses/chapters
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Review and confirmation of


Transportation SOW
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Discussion of key


assumptions for Transportation analysis
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Review of preliminary CEQA


schedule (ESA to prepare in advance)
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Select a day of the week and


time for this group to meet on a recurring basis
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->and other items, as


appropriate
 
Please confer with your colleagues on your team and send me your firm’s
availability for the following days/times (location TBD):


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Wed, May 21: Noon –
1:30pm


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Thurs, May 22: 11am – 1pm
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Fri, May 23: 10am – 3pm


 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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From: José I. Farrán
To: Wise, Viktoriya; Bollinger, Brett; Kern, Chris
Cc: Luba C. Wyznyckyj ; "Paul Mitchell"; "Joyce"
Subject: Revised Tables to Draft 2 of the Travel Demand Memorandum for Event Center at Piers 30-32 and SWL 330
Date: Wednesday, January 08, 2014 1:46:10 PM
Attachments: Updated Tables Piers 30-32 and SWL 330 Travel Demand Memo DRAFT 2.5 - Adavant LCW 2014 01 08.pdf


Viktoriya/Brett/Chris – The revised PDF file includes the revised tables of the second draft of the travel
demand memorandum we sent you on December 23.  As I had indicated a couple of days ago, there
was an error in the calculation of the percentage of basketball and concert trips that would occur during
the PM and Late PM peak hours; as a result to changes to the model mechanics related to the modal
split, the peak hour factor was being applied to both the inbound and outbound trips as opposed to
only the inbound or only the outbound trips depending on the analysis period.  As a result, the peak
hour person and vehicle trips for those two types of events had been overestimated by a factor of
approximately 2. 
 
The attached tables provide the correct number of PM and Late PM trips.  As shown in the tables, he
error does not affect the calculation of trips under the no event or the convention event scenarios. 
Similarly, it does not affect the calculation of daily basketball or concert trips.  In addition, the
calculation of the parking demand also remains unchanged as it is based on daily trip assumptions.
 
My apologies for the inconvenience this change has caused you; let me know if you have any
questions.
 
_______________________________________________________
José I. Farrán, P.E.
  Adavant
         Consulting
200 Francisco St.,  2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133
office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com
www.AdavantConsulting.com
 
 
 



mailto:jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com

mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=53ddc14b15cb409584d3f7b15453f64a-Viktoriya Wise

mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org

mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org

mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com

mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com

mailto:joyce@orionenvironment.com






LCW Consulting Adavant 
Consulting 



DRAFT 2.5 DOCUMENT – SUBJECT TO REVISIONS December 23, 2013January 7, 2014 
P12010 Page 12



Table 5 
Proposed Project Person Trip Generation Rates by Land Use and Time Period [a] 



Land Use Type 



Weekday Saturday 



Daily 
Rate 



PM Peak 
Hour of the 



4 to 6 PM 
period [b] 



Late Evening 
Peak Hour of 
the 9 to 11 PM 



period [c] Daily 



Late Evening 
Peak Hour of 
the 7 to 9 PM 



period [d] 
% of 
Daily 



Rate 
% of 
Daily 



Rate
% of 



Weekday 
Rate 



% of 
Daily 



Rate



Event Center (per attendee) 
Basketball Game 2.10 21.5% 0.45 38.5% 0.81 100% 2.10 33.3% 0.70 
Convention Event [e] 3.19 10.9% 0.35 N.A. [f] N.A. [f] N.A. [f] 
Concert Event 2.11 N.A. [f] N.A. [f] 100% 2.11 28.4% 0.60 



Retail (per 1,000 GSF) 150.00 9.0% 13.50 0.0% 0.00 117% 175.54 2.5% 4.38 
Restaurant (per 1,000 GSF) 



Quick Service Restaurant 600.00 13.5% 81.00 12.2% 72.90 125% 747.32 23.2% 173.55 
Sit-down Restaurant 200.00 13.5% 27.00 12.2% 24.30 125% 249.11 23.2% 57.85 



Residential (per unit) 
Studio/ 1-bedroom units 7.50 17.3% 1.30 6.9% 0.52 98% 7.32 11.2% 0.82 
Two or more bedroom units 10.00 17.3% 1.73 6.9% 0.69 98% 9.76 11.2% 1.09 
Weighted combination [d] 8.61 17.3% 1.49 6.9% 0.60 98% 8.40 11.2% 0.94 



Hotel (per room) 7.00 10.0% 0.70 10.0% 0.70 100% 7.02 12.0% 0.84 
Office (per 1,000 GSF) 18.10 8.5% 1.54 0.4% 0.08 22% 4.04 0% 0.00 
Notes: 



[a] See Appendix A (pp. A-5 through A-8) for detailed trip generation rate calculations. 
[b] Pre-event analysis period; the basketball game trip generation rates estimated for this period has been extend to 7 PM, 



so as to capture a higher percentage of attendees arriving at the event center during the analysis period.  
[c] Post-event analysis period. 
[d] Pre-event analysis period. 
[e] The average person trip rate per attendee depends in part on the number of employees working at the event; a 



convention event has the lowest attendee-to-employee ratio (13) compared to a basketball game (20) or a concert 
(18); in addition, it is assumed that 25 percent of the employees and 50 percent of the attendees during a convention 
will leave the project site during the day for lunch, shopping, errands, etc., resulting in the highest average person trip 
rate. 



[f] Not applicable; not part of the transportation demand analysis since other scenarios would capture the potential 
transportation impacts during this period. 



[g] Weighted combination for 98 studio/1-bedroom units plus 78 two or more bedroom units. 
Source: SF Guidelines, Institute of Transportation Engineers, Urban Land Institute, Pushkarev and Zupan, Adavant Consulting – 
December 2013January 2014. 
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Table 6 
Proposed Project Person Trip Generation Rates by Land Use and Time Period [a] 



Land Use Type 



Weekday Saturday 



Daily 



PM Peak 
Hour of the 



4 to 6 PM 
period 



Late Evening 
Peak Hour of 
the 9 to 11 PM 



period 



Daily 



Late Evening 
Peak Hour of 
the 7 to 9 PM 



period 
No Event 
Event Center 250 21 N.A. [b] 250 0
Retail 3,150 284 N.A. [b] 3,687 92
Quick Service Restaurant 2,938 397 N.A. [b] 3,659 850
Sit-down Restaurant 4,520 610 N.A. [b] 5,630 1,308 
Residential [c] 1,515 262 N.A. [b] 1,478 166
Hotel 1,589 159 N.A. [b] 1,593 191
Office 644 55 N.A. [b] 144 0
Total person trips w/out event 14,607 1,787 N.A. [b] 16,441 2,606 
With Event 
Basketball Game 37,978 8,151 14,636 37,978 12,645 
Convention Event 28,688 3,113 N.A. [b] N.A. [b] N.A. [b] 
Concert Event N.A. [b] N.A. [b] N.A. [b] 29,550 8,400 
Retail [d] 824 74 0 964 24
Quick Service Restaurant [d] 2,938 397 357 3,659 850
Sit-down Restaurant [d] 1,182 160 144 1,472 342
Residential [c] 1,515 262 105 1,478 166
Hotel 1,589 159 159 1,593 191
Office 644 55 3 144 0
Total person trips with event 



Basketball Game 46,670 9,257 15,403 47,289 14,217 
Convention Event 37,380 4,220 N.A. [b] N.A. [b] N.A. [b] 
Concert Event N.A. [b] N.A. [b] N.A. [b] 38,861 9,972 



Notes: 
[a] Numbers may not sum to total due to rounding to the nearest person-trip. See Appendix B (pp. A-54 through A-66) for 



detailed trip generation calculations for each individual land use. 
[b] Not applicable; not part of the transportation demand analysis. 
[c] Weighted combination for 98 studio/1-bedroom units plus 78 two or more bedroom units. 
[d] Indicates additional person trips made by individuals not attending an ongoing event at the project site.  In other 



words, the link trip reduction discussed on page 14 has been applied.   
Source: Adavant Consulting – December 2013January 2014. 
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Table 8 
Trip Generation by Mode, Land Use and Time Period [a] 



Land Use Type 



Weekday Saturday 
PM Peak Hour 



of 4 to 6 PM period 
Late Evening Peak Hour 
of the 9 to 11 PM period 



Late Evening Peak Hour 
of the 7 to 9 PM period 



Auto Transit Other [b] Total Auto Transit Other [b] Total Auto Transit Other [b] Total 
No Event 
Event Center 8 11 1 21 0 0 0 0 
Retail 102 52 129 284 33 17 42 92 
Quick Service Restaurant 146 132 119 397 312 284 254 850 
Sit-down Restaurant 220 169 221 610 471 363 474 1,308 
Residential [d] 53 101 108 262 34 64 68 166 
Hotel 60 66 33 159 72 79 40 191 
Office 21 26 8 55 0 0 0 0 
Total person trips 
without event 



610 558 619 1,787 
N.A. [c] 



922 806 878 2,606 
34% 31% 35% 100% 35% 31% 34% 100% 



With Event 
Basketball Game 2,744 4,380 1,026 8,151 5,077 7,861 1,699 14,636 6,449 4,931 1,264 12,645 
Convention Event [e] 353 223 2,538 3,113 N.A. [c] N.A. [c] 
Concert Event N.A. [c] N.A. [c] 4,284 3,276 840 8,400 
Retail [f] 27 19 27 74 0 0 0 0 9 6 9 24 
Quick Service Restaurant [f] 146 132 119 397 131 119 107 357 312 284 254 850 
Sit-down Restaurant [f] 59 53 48 160 53 48 43 144 126 114 102 342 
Residential [d] 53 101 108 262 21 40 43 105 34 64 68 166 
Hotel 60 66 33 159 60 66 33 159 72 79 40 191 
Office 21 26 8 55 1 1 0 3 0 0 0 0 
Total person trips with event 



Basketball Game 
3,110 4,778 1,369 9,257 5,342 8,135 1,925 15,403 7,001 5,478 1,738 14,217 
34% 52% 14% 100% 35% 52% 13% 100% 49% 39% 12% 100% 



Convention Event 
718 620 2,881 4,220 



N.A. [c] N.A. [c] 
17% 15% 68% 100% 



Concert Event N.A. [c] N.A. [c] 
4,836 3,823 1,314 9,972 
49% 38% 13% 100% 
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Notes: 
[a] Numbers may not sum to total due to rounding; see Appendix B (pp. A-33-A-53) for detailed trip generation calculations. 
[b] “Other” includes walk, bicycle, motorcycle, taxis, limousines, etc. 
[c] Not applicable; not part of the transportation demand analysis. 
[d] Weighted combination for 98 studio/1-bedroom units plus 78 two or more bedroom units. 
[e] Transit mode includes trips made by convention event shuttle. 
[f] Indicates additional person trips made by individuals not attending the on-going event at the project site. 



Source: Adavant Consulting – December 2013. 
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Table 9 
Average Vehicle Occupancies and Vehicle Trips by Place of Origin and Time Period [a] 



Place of Trip 
Origin 



Weekday Saturday 



PM Peak Hour 
of the 4 to 6 PM period 



Late Evening 
Peak Hour of the 
9 to 11 PM period 



Late Evening Peak Hour 
of the 7 to 9 PM period 



No Event 
Basketball 



Game 
Convention 



Event 
Basketball Game No Event 



Basketball 
Game 



Concert 



Avg. 
Veh. 



Occp. 



Veh. 
Trips 



Avg. 
Veh. 



Occp. 



Veh. 
Trips 



Avg. 
Veh. 



Occp. 



Veh. 
Trips 



Avg. 
Veh. 



Occp. 



Veh. 
Trips 



Avg. 
Veh. 



Occp. 



Veh. 
Trips 



Avg. 
Veh. 



Occp. 



Veh. 
Trips 



Avg. 
Veh. 



Occp. 



Veh. 
Trips 



San Francisco               
Superdistrict 1 1.5 39 1.8 119 10.9 [b] 77 2.0 135 1.8 43 2.2 217 2.1 154 
Superdistrict 2 1.7 37 1.7 95 4.4 38 2.1 80 1.8 60 2.2 114 2.1 89 
Superdistrict 3 1.7 54 1.7 139 3.3 58 2.1 111 1.9 74 2.2 153 2.1 119 
Superdistrict 4 1.7 28 2.0 92 4.9 34 2.2 87 1.8 45 2.3 117 2.2 88 



East Bay 2.5 38 2.7 303 4.9 53 2.6 562 2.6 57 2.6 764 2.6 519 
North Bay 1.9 27 2.5 163 3.0 32 2.6 393 1.9 45 2.6 450 2.6 308 
South Bay 1.7 55 2.3 402 3.5 92 2.6 666 1.8 73 2.6 828 2.5 568 
Out of Region 3.1 36 2.6 67 5.5 42 2.7 105 3.1 51 2.7 131 2.7 96 
Total Vehicles 1.9 314 2.3 1,380



[c] 
5.3 426 2.5 2,140 



[c] 
2.1 448 2.5 2,774 



[c] 
2.5 1,941



[c] 
Inbound  121  1,230  108  42  170  2,574  1,741 
  39%  89%  25%  2%  38%  93%  90% 
Outbound  193  150  318  2,098  278  200  200 
  61%  11%  75%  98%  62%  7%  10% 



Notes: 
[a] Average vehicle occupancy rates vary depending on the time of day as the proportion of trips generated by the various land uses components of the project, each 



one with a different average vehicle occupancy rate, is different depending on the time of the day. See Appendix B (pp. A-55 through A-66) for detailed vehicle 
occupancy and vehicle trip demand calculations for each individual land use. 



[b] This average vehicle occupancy rate includes trips by shuttle bus service with an average occupancy of 25 passengers per vehicle. 
[c] The total number of vehicle trips during a basketball game or a concert takes into account the added trip linkages to retail and restaurant that would take place on an 



event day. 
Source: Adavant Consulting – December 2013January 2014. 
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Table 12 
Proposed Off-Site Project Alternatives Person Trip Generation 



on a Basketball Game Day by Land Use and Time Period [a] 



Land Use Type 



Weekday Saturday 



Daily 



PM Peak 
Hour of the 



4 to 6 PM 
period 



Late Evening 
Peak Hour of 
the 9 to 11 PM 



period 



Daily 



Late Evening 
Peak Hour of 
the 7 to 9 PM 



period 
Seawall Lot 337 
Basketball Game 37,978 8,151 14,636 37,978 12,645 
Office 644 55 3 144 0
Total person trips with event 38,622 8,205 14,639 38,122 12,645 
Mirant Power Plant Site 
Basketball Game 37,978 8,151 14,636 37,978 12,645 
Office 0 0 0 0 0
Total person trips with event 37,978 8,151 14,636 37,978 12,645 
Note: 



[a] Numbers may not sum to total due to rounding to the nearest person-trip. See Appendices D and E for detailed trip 
generation calculations for the Seawall Lot 337 and the Mirant Power Plant Site alternatives, respectively. 



Source: Adavant Consulting – December 2013January 2014. 
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Table 14 
Proposed Off-Site Project Alternatives Person Trip Generation 



on a Basketball Game Day by Mode, Land Use and Time Period [a] 



Land Use Type 



Weekday Saturday 
PM Peak Hour 



of the 4 to 6 PM period 
Late Evening Peak Hour 
of the 9 to  11 PM period 



Late Evening Peak Hour 
of the 7 to 9 PM period 



Auto Transit Other [b] Total Auto Transit Other [b] Total Auto Transit Other [b] Total 
Seawall Lot 337             
Basketball Game 3,055 4,111 985 8,151 5,554 7,532 1,551 14,636 6,517 4,984 1,144 12,645 
Office 38 11 6 55 2 1 0 3 0 0 0 0 



Total person trips 
3,093 4,122 991 8,205 5,555 7,533 1,551 14,639 6,517 4,984 1,144 12,645 
38% 50% 12% 100% 38% 51% 11% 100% 52% 39% 9% 100% 



Mirant Power Plant Site            
Basketball Game 5,787 2,138 225 8,151 10,666 3,733 238 14,636 9,926 2,466 253 12,645 
Office 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 



Total person trips 
5,787 2,138 225 8,151 10,666 3,733 238 14,636 9,926 2,466 253 12,645 
71% 26% 3% 100% 73% 26% 2% 100% 79% 20% 2% 100% 



Notes: 
[a] Numbers may not sum to total due to rounding to the nearest person-trip. See Appendices D and E for detailed trip generation calculations for the Seawall Lot 337 and 



the Mirant Power Plant Site alternatives, respectively. 
[b] “Other” includes walk, bicycle, motorcycle, taxis, limousines, etc. 



Source: Adavant Consulting – December 2013January 2014. 
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Table 15 
Off-site Project Alternatives Average Vehicle Occupancies and Vehicle Trips 



on a Basketball Game Day by Place of Origin and Time Period [a] 



Place of Trip Origin 



Weekday Saturday 
PM Peak Hour 



of the 4 to 6 PM period 
Late Evening Peak Hour 
of the 9 to 11 PM period 



Late Evening Peak Hour 
of the 7 to 9 PM period 



Avg. Veh. 
Occupancy 



Vehicle 
Trips 



Avg. Veh. 
Occupancy 



Vehicle 
Trips 



Avg. Veh. 
Occupancy 



Vehicle Trips 



Seawall Lot 337       
San Francisco       



Superdistrict 1 1.6 72 1.7 70 2.1 129 
Superdistrict 2 1.6 88 1.9 63 2.2 81 
Superdistrict 3 1.4 129 1.7 47 2.2 52 
Superdistrict 4 1.8 66 2.1 48 2.4 68 



East Bay 2.2 174 2.5 254 2.6 469 
North Bay 2.5 272 2.7 702 2.7 609 
South Bay 2.2 672 2.6 1,020 2.6 1,100 
Out of Region 1.6 10 1.8 2 2.6 0 
Total all origins 2.1 1,482 2.5 2,206 2.6 2,508 



Inbound  1,430  0  2,508 
  96%  0%  100% 
Outbound  52  2,206  0 
  4%  100%  0% 



Mirant Power Plant Site       
San Francisco       



Superdistrict 1 2.3 290 2.4 399 2.4 389 
Superdistrict 2 2.0 139 2.3 144 2.3 129 
Superdistrict 3 1.8 200 2.3 163 2.4 141 
Superdistrict 4 2.2 120 2.4 132 2.5 121 



East Bay 2.6 517 2.7 987 2.7 1,002 
North Bay 2.6 270 2.7 702 2.7 609 
South Bay 2.3 853 2.7 1,420 2.7 1,241 
Out of Region 2.5 78 2.6 140 2.6 137 
Total all origins 2.3 2,466 2.6 4,086 2.6 3,770 



Inbound  2,441  0  3,770 
  99%  0%  100% 
Outbound  26  4,086  0 
  1%  100%  0% 



Notes: 
[a] See Appendices D and E for detailed vehicle occupancy and vehicle trip demand calculations for the Seawall Lot 337 



and the Mirant Power Plant Site alternatives, respectively. 
Source: Adavant Consulting – December 2013January 2014. 
 
 
  













From: Miller, Erin
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger,


Brett (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
Date: Thursday, May 15, 2014 10:12:52 AM


I t is also in my and Peter’s calendars.
 
Erin E. Miller
Project Manager Waterfront Transportation Assessment
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Sustainable Streets
SFMTA|Municipal Transportation Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
 
415.701.5490 (o)
415.971.7429 (m)
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) [mailto:jennifer.matz@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 9:53 AM
To: Kern, Chris
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany; Reilly, Catherine; Bereket, Immanuel; Wise, Viktoriya; Bollinger, Brett; Van de
Water, Adam; Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin; Wong, Phillip C
Subject: Re: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
That time works for me. 


On May 15, 2014, at 9:28 AM, "Kern, Chris (CPC)" <chris.kern@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hi Jennifer,
Viktoriya and I discussed this earlier this morning and agree that next week seems too
soon to address the topics on Clarke’s agenda (and that 90 minutes is not enough time
to cover all of these items). We’d like to schedule an internal call/meeting on CEQA
approach before discussing further with GSW. Can we schedule this for Wednesday
5/21 at 1:00? If that time doesn’t work, I’ll send out a Doodle Poll to find a timeslot.
 
Thanks,
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 9:13 AM
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Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Wise,
Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR);
Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Re: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
City folks,
 
I don't want to meet until we have a project description.  In my opinion, many of
Clarke's items cannot be addressed until we have that level of info. Let me know if you
have different thoughts. I'll wait for your input and reply to Clarke later today. In the
meantime, please don't send him your availability. Planning, please let consultants
know they should hold. 
 
Jennifer


On May 14, 2014, at 7:03 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:


Team,
 
We’d like to re-engage the CEQA team now that efforts are underway on
the Warriors arena in Mission Bay. We’d like to convene the group for a
90-minute meeting next week to address the following preliminary
agenda items:


·        Confirmation of SEIR analyses/chapters
·        Review and confirmation of Transportation SOW
·        Discussion of key assumptions for Transportation analysis
·        Review of preliminary CEQA schedule (ESA to prepare in advance)
·        Select a day of the week and time for this group to meet on a


recurring basis
·        and other items, as appropriate


 
Please confer with your colleagues on your team and send me your firm’s
availability for the following days/times (location TBD):


·        Wed, May 21: Noon – 1:30pm
·        Thurs, May 22: 11am – 1pm
·        Fri, May 23: 10am – 3pm


 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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From: Paul Mitchell
To: Wise, Viktoriya
Subject: FW: GSW EIR - Employment Estimates
Date: Tuesday, January 14, 2014 5:20:33 PM


Viktoriya:
 
As a follow up to our discussion today, below is the email I referred to regarding how project
employment numbers are proposed to be presented.  David Noyola at Strada wants to confirm the
approach below is ok with you, as he plans to include the convention below in his operational
assumptions memo he is finalizing.  If you can provide a response by end-of-day Wednesday, that
would be helpful.  Thanks, and please call with any questions.
 
-Paul
 


From: Paul Mitchell 
Sent: Thursday, January 09, 2014 2:34 PM
To: 'Wise, Viktoriya'
Cc: 'David Noyola'; Clarke Miller; Joyce; 'Kern, Chris'; 'Kern, Chris'; 'Bollinger, Brett'
Subject: GSW EIR - Employment Estimates
 
Viktoriya:
 
As a followup to yesterday’s discussion, I want to confirm with you how project employment will be
presented in the EIR Project Description.  If acceptable to City Planning, given its unique
characteristics, the day-of game/event employment at the event center will be presented in the EIR
Project Description as total employees.  However, all other project employment (including GSW
management, Piers 30-32 retail uses, SFFD fire house, and SWL 330 retail, hotel and residential
uses) will be presented in the EIR Project Description as full-time-equivalents.  
 
Total day-of-game/event employment at the event center would be the most conservative numbers
for Jose to use in the Travel Demand  Memo as well for that use as well.
 
Happy to discuss this issue with you and sponsor if you wish.  Thanks for your consideration of this
issue.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
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From: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: Re: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
Date: Thursday, May 15, 2014 7:34:30 PM


I don't think we the mtg should take place in the City Attorney's office. Did Chris
Kern suggest this?


If the issue is a mtg room in City Hall to accommodate your schedule at Oversight
Bd, then Jen Matz can have her staff secure that.


Tiffany Bohee


On May 15, 2014, at 3:49 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Yes, we will definitely attend and will be making clear the client relationship.  I will see
if we can move up a little since the discussion has grown.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 3:45 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: FW: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
Can you make this meeting?  The Oversight Board mtg is at 2 pm that day so I won’t
participate. 
 
Catherine – You should suggest that they move the meeting to 12 pm or even 12:30 so
you can do both CEQA and attend the Oversight Board.  If not, perhaps a divide and
conquer approach with the OB (Christine Maher, Sally covering) and you and Manny
cover the CEQA mtg.  It’s important that Planning doesn’t treat this as a City project
and just do their normal process since this is not a City project.  If Jim is available,
perhaps he can attend the CEQA mtg as well to remind Planning.
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 9:28 AM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Wise,
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Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA);
Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
Hi Jennifer,
Viktoriya and I discussed this earlier this morning and agree that next week seems too
soon to address the topics on Clarke’s agenda (and that 90 minutes is not enough time
to cover all of these items). We’d like to schedule an internal call/meeting on CEQA
approach before discussing further with GSW. Can we schedule this for Wednesday
5/21 at 1:00? If that time doesn’t work, I’ll send out a Doodle Poll to find a timeslot.
 
Thanks,
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 
 
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 9:13 AM
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Wise,
Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR);
Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Re: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
City folks,
 
I don't want to meet until we have a project description.  In my opinion, many of
Clarke's items cannot be addressed until we have that level of info. Let me know if you
have different thoughts. I'll wait for your input and reply to Clarke later today. In the
meantime, please don't send him your availability. Planning, please let consultants
know they should hold. 
 
Jennifer


On May 14, 2014, at 7:03 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:


Team,
 
We’d like to re-engage the CEQA team now that efforts are underway on
the Warriors arena in Mission Bay. We’d like to convene the group for a
90-minute meeting next week to address the following preliminary
agenda items:


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Confirmation of SEIR
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analyses/chapters
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Review and confirmation of


Transportation SOW
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Discussion of key


assumptions for Transportation analysis
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Review of preliminary CEQA


schedule (ESA to prepare in advance)
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Select a day of the week and


time for this group to meet on a recurring basis
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->and other items, as


appropriate
 
Please confer with your colleagues on your team and send me your firm’s
availability for the following days/times (location TBD):


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Wed, May 21: Noon –
1:30pm


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Thurs, May 22: 11am – 1pm
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Fri, May 23: 10am – 3pm


 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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From: corinnewoods@cs.com
To: Reilly, Catherine; Hussain, Lila
Subject: Salesforce site for an Arena?
Date: Tuesday, March 04, 2014 7:38:15 PM


Might want to look up the zoning for Blocks 29-32.  Speculation is rampant:


http://www.sfgate.com/warriors/article/Warriors-arena-supporters-may-shoot-for-alternate-
5289188.php#photo-5974766
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From: Kern, Chris (CPC)
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger,


Brett (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
Date: Thursday, May 15, 2014 9:28:08 AM


Hi Jennifer,
Viktoriya and I discussed this earlier this morning and agree that next week seems too soon to
address the topics on Clarke’s agenda (and that 90 minutes is not enough time to cover all of these
items). We’d like to schedule an internal call/meeting on CEQA approach before discussing further
with GSW. Can we schedule this for Wednesday 5/21 at 1:00? If that time doesn’t work, I’ll send out
a Doodle Poll to find a timeslot.
 
Thanks,
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 9:13 AM
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC);
Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin
(MTA)
Subject: Re: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
City folks,
 
I don't want to meet until we have a project description.  In my opinion, many of Clarke's items
cannot be addressed until we have that level of info. Let me know if you have different thoughts. I'll
wait for your input and reply to Clarke later today. In the meantime, please don't send him your
availability. Planning, please let consultants know they should hold. 
 
Jennifer


On May 14, 2014, at 7:03 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:


Team,
 
We’d like to re-engage the CEQA team now that efforts are underway on the Warriors
arena in Mission Bay. We’d like to convene the group for a 90-minute meeting next
week to address the following preliminary agenda items:


·         Confirmation of SEIR analyses/chapters
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· Review and confirmation of Transportation SOW
·         Discussion of key assumptions for Transportation analysis
·         Review of preliminary CEQA schedule (ESA to prepare in advance)
·         Select a day of the week and time for this group to meet on a recurring basis
·         and other items, as appropriate


 
Please confer with your colleagues on your team and send me your firm’s availability
for the following days/times (location TBD):


·         Wed, May 21: Noon – 1:30pm
·         Thurs, May 22: 11am – 1pm
·         Fri, May 23: 10am – 3pm


 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
 



mailto:cmiller@stradasf.com






From: Kern, Chris (CPC)
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Navarrete, Joy (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: FW: GSW EIR Schedule for your review
Date: Thursday, March 27, 2014 10:54:05 AM
Attachments: GSW_Arena_EIR_&_Permitting_Schedule_2014_03_26_v6.pdf


Here’s the revised schedule. As expected, review times are very tight from Draft 1C through DEIR
publication… Of particular note/concern are:
 
Task 143 EP Senior Review of Draft 1C (TR, WS, NO, AQ) – 3 days over a weekend (Fri 6/20 to Mon
6/23)
Task 150 EP Senior Review of Alts – 1 day (7/1)
 
Let me know if you want to make adjustments before sending to the rest of the team.
Thanks,
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 26, 2014 5:25 PM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Joyce; Jonathan Carey
Subject: GSW EIR Schedule for your review
 
 
Chris:
 
Here is the revised EIR schedule for your review, per our recent discussions.  Please let us know if
you have any comments; otherwise, please feel free to forward to the project sponsor.
 
 


 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
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ID Task Name Duration Start Finish Predecessors



1 Project Start 0 days Wed 6/20/12 Wed 6/20/12



2 City Term Sheet & Fiscal Feasibility Analysis 165 days Wed 6/20/12 Tue 2/5/13



16 Develop Design Concepts and Public Outreach 106 days Mon 7/9/12 Tue 12/4/12



28 Draft EIR 517 days Tue 10/16/12 Fri 10/17/14



29 File EE Application 0 days Wed 11/21/12 Wed 11/21/12 12
30 CEQA Consultant NTP Received 0 days Thu 11/22/12 Thu 11/22/12 12FS+1 day
31 Notice of Preparation and Scoping 102 days Tue 10/16/12 Wed 3/6/13
32 Site Planning Team Submits NOP Info Data Needs 27 days Tue 10/16/12 Wed 11/21/12 22
33 Consultant and City Finalize Mailing List 3 days Thu 11/22/12 Mon 11/26/12 12
34 Consultant Finalizes NOP 9 days Fri 11/23/12 Wed 12/5/12 30,22
35 NOP Publication 0 days Wed 12/5/12 Wed 12/5/12 30,33,34
36 Scoping Period 49 edays Wed 12/5/12 Wed 1/23/13 35
37 Public Scoping Meeting 0 days Tue 1/15/13 Tue 1/15/13 35FS+41 edays
38 Compile and Review Scoping Comments 30 days Thu 1/24/13 Wed 3/6/13 36
39



40 EIR Project Description / Variants 80 days Fri 11/22/13 Mon 3/24/14



41 Site Planning Team Submits Complete Project Description Details 0 days Fri 11/22/13 Fri 11/22/13



42 Site Planning Team Submits Complete Details of Variant #1:
Distributed Parking



0 days Fri 11/22/13 Fri 11/22/13 41



43 Site Planning Team Submits Complete Details of Variant #2:
Ferry Stop Dock



0 days Fri 11/22/13 Fri 11/22/13 41



44 Site Planning Team Submits Complete Details of Variant #3 (No
Longer Applicable)



0 days Fri 11/22/13 Fri 11/22/13 41



45 City/Port provides additional PD info (e.g., water taxis, ferries,
SAP amendment, fill removal, etc.)



0 days Fri 11/22/13 Fri 11/22/13 41



46 Work Session to discuss Updated EIR Scope of Work 0 days Wed 12/4/13 Wed 12/4/13 45FS+9 days



47 Consultant Prepares Admin Draft EIR Project Description,
including Variants, but without photosimulations



19 days Fri 11/22/13 Wed 12/18/13 41



48 Sponsor, City, and Port Review Admin Draft EIR Project, Variants 16 edays Wed 12/18/13 Fri 1/3/14 47



49 EP Submits Consolidated Comments to Consultant 1 day Mon 1/6/14 Mon 1/6/14 48



50 Work Session to Review Comments on Admin Draft Project,
Variants, and discuss photosimulations



0 days Wed 1/8/14 Wed 1/8/14 48FS+3 days



51 Consultant Prepares First Draft Photosimulations 56 edays Wed 1/8/14 Wed 3/5/14 50



52 EP, Sponsor, & City Family Reviews First Draft Photosimulations 5 days Thu 3/6/14 Wed 3/12/14 51



53 Work Session to Review photosimulations 0 days Wed 3/12/14 Wed 3/12/14 51FS+5 days



54 Consultant Finalizes Project & Variants Description as Part of
Admin Draft #1B



52 days Thu 1/9/14 Mon 3/24/14 129FF,50



55 Consultant Finalizes Alternatives Description as Part of Admin
Draft EIR #1B



52 days Thu 1/9/14 Mon 3/24/14 129FF,50



56



57 CEQA Alternatives Strategy 137 days Fri 11/22/13 Wed 6/11/14



58 Site Planning Team Submits Plans for All Alternatives 0 days Fri 11/22/13 Fri 11/22/13 41



59 Alternative A: No Project 0 days Fri 11/22/13 Fri 11/22/13 58



60 Alternative B: Code Compliant at Seawall Lot 330 0 days Fri 11/22/13 Fri 11/22/13 58



61 Alternative C: Reduced Intensity 0 days Fri 11/22/13 Fri 11/22/13 58



62 Alternative D: Off-site at Seawall Lot 337 0 days Fri 11/22/13 Fri 11/22/13 58



63 Alternative E: Off-site Location at Former Potrero Power Plant Site 0 days Fri 11/22/13 Fri 11/22/13 58



64 Work Session #1 to Preview Results of Alts Analysis 0 days Wed 6/4/14 Wed 6/4/14 129FS+52 days



65 Work Session #2 to Preview Results of Alts Analysis 0 days Wed 6/11/14 Wed 6/11/14 64FS+5 days



66



67 Project Transportation Impact Analysis 407 days Thu 12/6/12 Tue 7/8/14



68 Finalize Transportation Scope of Work 63 days Thu 3/7/13 Mon 6/3/13 38



69 Work Session to Confirm Revised Final Transportation SOW 0 days Wed 12/11/13 Wed 12/11/13 41FS+14 days



70 Consultant Prepares Setting Section 130 days Fri 11/22/13 Mon 6/2/14 41
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Project: Event Center and Mixed-Use Development 
at Piers 30-32 and SWL 330
Date: Wed 3/26/14



Site Planning Task, ESA Major Deliverable
Work Session



Highlighted Gray Text are completed tasks











ID Task Name Duration Start Finish Predecessors



71 EP Reviews Transportation Setting (to be conducted as part of
ADEIR #1C)



130 days Fri 11/22/13 Mon 6/2/14 70SS



72 Consultant Finalizes Setting Section (to be conducted as part of
ADEIR #1C)



130 days Fri 11/22/13 Mon 6/2/14 71SS



73 Augment Transportation Data Collection 128 days Thu 12/6/12 Mon 6/3/13 68FF,35



74 Travel Demand Memo 195 days Tue 6/4/13 Wed 3/12/14



75 Submit Project Travel Demand, Draft Memo 50 days Tue 6/4/13 Mon 8/12/13 68



76 EP Reviews Travel Demand Memo 46 days Tue 8/13/13 Tue 10/15/13 75



77 Transportation Meeting on Travel Demand Memo 0 days Wed 10/16/13 Wed 10/16/13 76FS+1 day



78 Submit 2nd Draft Travel Demand Memo with Updated
Project Description



32 days Thu 11/7/13 Fri 12/20/13 77FS+15 days



79 EP Reviews 2nd Draft Travel Demand Memo (Xmas) 7 days Mon 12/23/13 Wed 1/8/14 78



80 Consultant Prepares 3rd Draft Travel Demand Memo 40 days Thu 1/9/14 Thu 3/6/14 79



81 EP Approves Final Travel Demand Memo 4 days Fri 3/7/14 Wed 3/12/14 80



82 Site Planning Team Provides Draft Trans Mgmt Plan 0 days Wed 1/15/14 Wed 1/15/14 79FS+5 days



83 Project / Variant / Alternatives Transportation Impact Analysis 125 days Mon 11/18/13 Tue 5/20/14



84 Existing + Project / Variant Analyses (2 Variants) 52 days Thu 1/16/14 Mon 3/31/14 82



85 Existing + Alternatives Analyses (5 Alternatives) 36 days Tue 4/1/14 Tue 5/20/14 84



86 Cumulative Impact Analyses 125 days Mon 11/18/13 Tue 5/20/14 41FS-14 days,8



87 Transportation Team Meeting #1 to Discuss Preliminary
Impacts and Mitigations



0 days Wed 4/9/14 Wed 4/9/14 84FS+7 days



88 Transportation Team Meeting #2 to Discuss Preliminary
Impacts and Mitigations



0 days Wed 4/23/14 Wed 4/23/14 87FS+10 days



89 Transportation Team Meeting #3 to Discuss Preliminary
Impacts and Mitigations



0 days Wed 5/7/14 Wed 5/7/14 88FS+10 days



90 Admin Draft EIR Inputs 71 days Mon 3/31/14 Tue 7/8/14



91 Submit Transportation Data for Project + Variant AQ / Noise
Analysis



0 days Mon 3/31/14 Mon 3/31/14 84



92 Submit Transportation Data for Alternatives AQ / Noise
Analysis



0 days Tue 5/20/14 Tue 5/20/14 85



93 Prepare ADEIR-1C Section for ESA to Incorporate 35 days Wed 4/2/14 Tue 5/20/14 84FS+1 day



94 Prepare ADEIR-1D (Alternatives) Section for ESA to
Incorporate



20 days Wed 5/14/14 Tue 6/10/14 93FS-5 days



95 Prepare Transportation Supporting Information 20 days Wed 6/11/14 Tue 7/8/14 94



96



97 Cultural Resources Analysis 318 days Thu 12/6/12 Wed 3/5/14



98 Consultant Prepares Issues Paper on Red's Java House 12 days Tue 12/18/12 Wed 1/2/13



99 Prepare Setting Section 138 days Thu 12/6/12 Mon 6/17/13 35



100 Work Session to Preview Cultural Resources Impacts and
Mitigation Measures



0 days Wed 8/28/13 Wed 8/28/13



101 Prepare Photosimulations for Cultural Resources Section 56 edays Wed 1/8/14 Wed 3/5/14 50



102



103 Wind Analysis 393 days Thu 12/6/12 Wed 6/18/14



104 Establish Cumulative Assumptions; Obtain EP Approval 90 days Thu 12/6/12 Wed 4/10/13 35



105 Prepare Model of Existing and Cumulative Conditions 90 days Thu 12/6/12 Wed 4/10/13 35



106 Select Wind Test Locations for Review and Approval by EP 0 days Fri 1/10/14 Fri 1/10/14 50FS+2 days



107 Conduct Wind-Tunnel Testing for 4 Scenarios 11 days Mon 4/7/14 Mon 4/21/14 106FS+59 days



108 Conduct Work Session to Present Results of Wind Study and
Need for Mitigation Measures



0 days Wed 4/30/14 Wed 4/30/14 107FS+7 days



109 Conduct Follow-Up Wind Testing if Needed 15 days Thu 5/1/14 Wed 5/21/14 108



110 Consultant Prepares Draft Technical Memo of the Wind Study (to
be conducted as part of ADEIR #1C)



23 days Thu 5/1/14 Mon 6/2/14 108



111 EP, Sponsor & City Family Reviews Draft Wind Study TM 12 days Tue 6/3/14 Wed 6/18/14 110



112



113 Water Supply Assessment (WSA) 271 days Wed 2/27/13 Mon 3/24/14



114 SFPUC to Provide EP with List of Information Needs 0 days Wed 3/20/13 Wed 3/20/13



115 Site Planning Team Provides Updates PD Information applicable
to the WSA



0 days Fri 11/22/13 Fri 11/22/13 41



116 SFPUC Prepares WSA 132 edays Wed 2/27/13 Tue 7/9/13 35FS+60 days
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ID Task Name Duration Start Finish Predecessors



117 EP and CEQA Team review updated PD information to determine
applicability of current WSA (assumes SFPUC will not need to
revise WSA; EP to determine if Revised Water Supply Memo is
required)



11 days Fri 11/22/13 Fri 12/6/13 115



118 Consultant Incorporates Revsied PD and WSA Information Into
Utilities and WQ Analysis



20 days Tue 2/25/14 Mon 3/24/14 116,129FF



119 Admin Draft EIR #1 403 days Thu 12/6/12 Wed 7/2/14



120 EP Approves Final EIR Scope of Work for All Resources Topics
and EIR Table of Contents



164 days Thu 5/16/13 Wed 1/8/14 50FF



121 Consultant Submits Preliminary Setting Sections of Selected
Topics



107 days Thu 12/6/12 Fri 5/3/13 35



122 EP Provides Comments on Selected Setting Sections 0 days Mon 5/20/13 Mon 5/20/13 121FS+11 days



123



124 Consultant prepares Admin Draft #1A (Intro, Plans/Policies, LU,
PH,RE,GE,HZ,AG, Growth)



40 days Tue 5/21/13 Mon 7/15/13 122



125 Sponsor, City, and Port Review Admin Draft EIR #1A 37 days Tue 7/16/13 Wed 9/4/13 124



126 EP Consolidation of #1A Comments 5 days Thu 9/5/13 Wed 9/11/13 125



127 EP Senior Review and Submit All Comments to ESA 8 days Thu 9/12/13 Mon 9/23/13 126



128



129 Consultant prepares Admin Draft #1B (Intro, PD, Impact
Overview, LU, CP, GG, UT, PS, BI, HY, ME, non-traffic portions of
NO and AQ, partial Alternatives, Other CEQA)



80 days Fri 11/22/13 Mon 3/24/14 41,47FF



130 Site Planning Team review and submit final comments and any
outstanding data gaps on Chapter 3 EIR Project Description and
Chapter 7 Alternatives



14 days Tue 3/25/14 Fri 4/11/14 129



131 City Port review and submit final comments and any outstanding
data gaps on Chapter 3 EIR Project Description and Chapter 7
Alternatives



14 days Tue 3/25/14 Fri 4/11/14 129



132 Sponsor, City, and Port Review Admin Draft #1B 20 days Tue 3/25/14 Mon 4/21/14 129



133 CAO Reviews Admin Record (1A and 1B) 5 days Tue 4/22/14 Mon 4/28/14 132



134 EP Consolidation of #1B Comments 5 days Tue 4/22/14 Mon 4/28/14 132



135 EP Senior Review and Submit All Comments to ESA 8 days Tue 4/29/14 Thu 5/8/14 134



136 Work Session to Discuss Comments on Admin Draft #1B 0 days Wed 5/14/14 Wed 5/14/14 135FS+4 days



137 Work Session to Discuss Comments on Admin Draft #1B 0 days Wed 5/21/14 Wed 5/21/14 136FS+5 days



138



139 Consultant prepares Admin Draft #1C (WS, TR, NO, AQ) 22 days Fri 5/2/14 Mon 6/2/14 41,93FF+9 days



140 Sponsor, City, and Port Review Admin Draft #1C 12 days Tue 6/3/14 Wed 6/18/14 139



141 CAO Reviews Admin Record 2 days Thu 6/19/14 Fri 6/20/14 140



142 EP Consolidation of #1C Comments 2 days Thu 6/19/14 Fri 6/20/14 140



143 EP Senior Review and Submit All Comments to ESA 3 edays Fri 6/20/14 Mon 6/23/14 142



144 Work Session to Discuss Comments on Admin Draft #1C 0 days Wed 6/25/14 Wed 6/25/14 143FS+2 days



145



146 Consultant prepares Admin Draft #1D (Alternatives) 35 days Thu 5/1/14 Wed 6/18/14 129,94FF-10 da



147 Sponsor, City, and Port Review Admin Draft #1D 6 days Thu 6/19/14 Thu 6/26/14 146



148 CAO Reviews Admin Record 3 edays Fri 6/27/14 Mon 6/30/14 147FS+1 day



149 EP Consolidation of #1D Comments 3 edays Fri 6/27/14 Mon 6/30/14 147FS+1 day



150 EP Senior Review and Submit All Comments to ESA 1 eday Mon 6/30/14 Tue 7/1/14 149



151 Work Session to Discuss Comments on Admin Draft #1D 0 days Wed 7/2/14 Wed 7/2/14 149FS+2 days



152



153 Admin Draft #2 / Screencheck Draft EIR and Publication 272 days Tue 9/24/13 Fri 10/17/14



154 Consultant Prepares Screencheck A (all sections except TR &
ALTS)



201 days Tue 9/24/13 Thu 7/10/14 127



155 Sponsor, City, and Port Review Screencheck A 24 edays Thu 7/10/14 Sun 8/3/14 154



156 Consultant Prepares Screencheck  B (TR & ALTS) 28 days Tue 6/24/14 Thu 7/31/14 143,150FF+14 d



157 Sponsor, City, ERO, and Port Review Screencheck B 4 days Fri 8/1/14 Wed 8/6/14 156



158 Screencheck Work Sessions (Daily "War Room" Meetings) 5 days Mon 8/4/14 Fri 8/8/14 156FS+1 day



159



160 Consultant Finalizes Draft EIR, Prepares Printcheck Draft EIR 5 days Mon 8/11/14 Fri 8/15/14 158,94
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161 Printcheck Review 2 days Mon 8/18/14 Tue 8/19/14 160



162 Consultant Begins Production 6 days Wed 8/20/14 Wed 8/27/14 161



163 Publish Draft EIR 0 days Wed 8/27/14 Wed 8/27/14 162



164



165 Consultant Submits Complete Draft EIR Admin Record 0 days Thu 7/31/14 Thu 7/31/14 156



166 CAO Reviews Admin Record 7 days Fri 8/1/14 Mon 8/11/14 165



167 EP Reviews and Approves Draft EIR Admin Record for Posting 4 days Tue 8/12/14 Fri 8/15/14 166



168 EP Posts Draft EIR Admin Record per AB 900 / SB 743 on
Website



0 days Wed 8/27/14 Wed 8/27/14 165,163FF



169



170 Public Review of Draft EIR 47 edays Wed 8/27/14 Mon 10/13/14 163



171 Post Comments on Draft EIR on Web site 4 days Tue 10/14/14 Fri 10/17/14 170



172 Historic Preservation Commission Hearing on Draft EIR 0 days Wed 10/1/14 Wed 10/1/14 163FS+35 eday



173 Planning Commission Hearing on Draft EIR 0 days Thu 10/9/14 Thu 10/9/14 172FS+6 days



174



1



Task



Calendar Item



Summary



Page 4



Project: Event Center and Mixed-Use Development 
at Piers 30-32 and SWL 330
Date: Wed 3/26/14



Site Planning Task, ESA Major Deliverable
Work Session



Highlighted Gray Text are completed tasks













From: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: Re: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
Date: Thursday, May 15, 2014 7:34:30 PM


I don't think we the mtg should take place in the City Attorney's office. Did Chris
Kern suggest this?


If the issue is a mtg room in City Hall to accommodate your schedule at Oversight
Bd, then Jen Matz can have her staff secure that.


Tiffany Bohee


On May 15, 2014, at 3:49 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Yes, we will definitely attend and will be making clear the client relationship.  I will see
if we can move up a little since the discussion has grown.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 3:45 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: FW: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
Can you make this meeting?  The Oversight Board mtg is at 2 pm that day so I won’t
participate. 
 
Catherine – You should suggest that they move the meeting to 12 pm or even 12:30 so
you can do both CEQA and attend the Oversight Board.  If not, perhaps a divide and
conquer approach with the OB (Christine Maher, Sally covering) and you and Manny
cover the CEQA mtg.  It’s important that Planning doesn’t treat this as a City project
and just do their normal process since this is not a City project.  If Jim is available,
perhaps he can attend the CEQA mtg as well to remind Planning.
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 9:28 AM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Wise,
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Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA);
Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
Hi Jennifer,
Viktoriya and I discussed this earlier this morning and agree that next week seems too
soon to address the topics on Clarke’s agenda (and that 90 minutes is not enough time
to cover all of these items). We’d like to schedule an internal call/meeting on CEQA
approach before discussing further with GSW. Can we schedule this for Wednesday
5/21 at 1:00? If that time doesn’t work, I’ll send out a Doodle Poll to find a timeslot.
 
Thanks,
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 
 
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 9:13 AM
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Wise,
Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR);
Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Re: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
City folks,
 
I don't want to meet until we have a project description.  In my opinion, many of
Clarke's items cannot be addressed until we have that level of info. Let me know if you
have different thoughts. I'll wait for your input and reply to Clarke later today. In the
meantime, please don't send him your availability. Planning, please let consultants
know they should hold. 
 
Jennifer


On May 14, 2014, at 7:03 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:


Team,
 
We’d like to re-engage the CEQA team now that efforts are underway on
the Warriors arena in Mission Bay. We’d like to convene the group for a
90-minute meeting next week to address the following preliminary
agenda items:


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Confirmation of SEIR
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analyses/chapters
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Review and confirmation of


Transportation SOW
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Discussion of key


assumptions for Transportation analysis
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Review of preliminary CEQA


schedule (ESA to prepare in advance)
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Select a day of the week and


time for this group to meet on a recurring basis
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->and other items, as


appropriate
 
Please confer with your colleagues on your team and send me your firm’s
availability for the following days/times (location TBD):


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Wed, May 21: Noon –
1:30pm


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Thurs, May 22: 11am – 1pm
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Fri, May 23: 10am – 3pm


 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Jones, Natasha (OCII)
Cc: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: Signed Info Memo
Date: Wednesday, April 30, 2014 8:06:04 AM


Natasha - when you have scanned the Warriors Info Memo with Tiffany's signature, could
you please email it to me?


Thanks


Catherine
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From: Kern, Chris (CPC)
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger,


Brett (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
Date: Thursday, May 15, 2014 9:28:08 AM


Hi Jennifer,
Viktoriya and I discussed this earlier this morning and agree that next week seems too soon to
address the topics on Clarke’s agenda (and that 90 minutes is not enough time to cover all of these
items). We’d like to schedule an internal call/meeting on CEQA approach before discussing further
with GSW. Can we schedule this for Wednesday 5/21 at 1:00? If that time doesn’t work, I’ll send out
a Doodle Poll to find a timeslot.
 
Thanks,
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 9:13 AM
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC);
Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin
(MTA)
Subject: Re: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
City folks,
 
I don't want to meet until we have a project description.  In my opinion, many of Clarke's items
cannot be addressed until we have that level of info. Let me know if you have different thoughts. I'll
wait for your input and reply to Clarke later today. In the meantime, please don't send him your
availability. Planning, please let consultants know they should hold. 
 
Jennifer


On May 14, 2014, at 7:03 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:


Team,
 
We’d like to re-engage the CEQA team now that efforts are underway on the Warriors
arena in Mission Bay. We’d like to convene the group for a 90-minute meeting next
week to address the following preliminary agenda items:


·         Confirmation of SEIR analyses/chapters
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· Review and confirmation of Transportation SOW
·         Discussion of key assumptions for Transportation analysis
·         Review of preliminary CEQA schedule (ESA to prepare in advance)
·         Select a day of the week and time for this group to meet on a recurring basis
·         and other items, as appropriate


 
Please confer with your colleagues on your team and send me your firm’s availability
for the following days/times (location TBD):


·         Wed, May 21: Noon – 1:30pm
·         Thurs, May 22: 11am – 1pm
·         Fri, May 23: 10am – 3pm


 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: FW: GSW Preliminary Project Description Overview
Date: Monday, May 26, 2014 11:08:50 AM


Based on this email it is obvious that is is unclear what my role is with the GSW project. I am
not the secretary for this project and I prefer not to be involved with this project any longer.
There is a serious lack of clear understanding and  communication around roles with this
project. Based on that, I believe it is in my best interest to not be involved with a very high
profile project that lacks leadership on all levels.


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Sent: Sunday, May 25, 2014 1:14 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW Preliminary Project Description Overview
 
Brett – sorry for the various emails.  For some reason I didn’t see the invitees the first go around.  I
think the only change was to invite Jose Farran (I forwarded it to him).  It sounds like Jennifer wants
it a very small group, so both you and Manny have been voted off the island for this one – sorry for
that.  If you could also add Tiffany as an optional (since she’s not going to attend), I’d appreciate it.
 
Give it another week or two and we’ll have this down. J
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 
 
-----Original Appointment-----
From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2014 3:06 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Clarke Miller
(CMiller@stradasf.com); Jesse Blout (jblout@stradasf.com); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: GSW Preliminary Project Description Overview
When: Wednesday, May 28, 2014 1:00 PM-2:00 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).
Where: CPC-431(A)-1650 Mission (20)
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From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger,


Brett (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: Re: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
Date: Thursday, May 15, 2014 9:53:02 AM


That time works for me. 


On May 15, 2014, at 9:28 AM, "Kern, Chris (CPC)" <chris.kern@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hi Jennifer,
Viktoriya and I discussed this earlier this morning and agree that next week seems too
soon to address the topics on Clarke’s agenda (and that 90 minutes is not enough time
to cover all of these items). We’d like to schedule an internal call/meeting on CEQA
approach before discussing further with GSW. Can we schedule this for Wednesday
5/21 at 1:00? If that time doesn’t work, I’ll send out a Doodle Poll to find a timeslot.
 
Thanks,
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 9:13 AM
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Wise,
Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR);
Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Re: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
City folks,
 
I don't want to meet until we have a project description.  In my opinion, many of
Clarke's items cannot be addressed until we have that level of info. Let me know if you
have different thoughts. I'll wait for your input and reply to Clarke later today. In the
meantime, please don't send him your availability. Planning, please let consultants
know they should hold. 
 
Jennifer


On May 14, 2014, at 7:03 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:


Team,
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We’d like to re-engage the CEQA team now that efforts are underway on
the Warriors arena in Mission Bay. We’d like to convene the group for a
90-minute meeting next week to address the following preliminary
agenda items:


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Confirmation of SEIR
analyses/chapters


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Review and confirmation of
Transportation SOW


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Discussion of key
assumptions for Transportation analysis


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Review of preliminary CEQA
schedule (ESA to prepare in advance)


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Select a day of the week and
time for this group to meet on a recurring basis


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->and other items, as
appropriate


 
Please confer with your colleagues on your team and send me your firm’s
availability for the following days/times (location TBD):


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Wed, May 21: Noon –
1:30pm


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Thurs, May 22: 11am – 1pm
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Fri, May 23: 10am – 3pm


 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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From: Jones, Natasha (OCII)
To: Jones, Natasha (OCII)
Subject: Special OCII Commission Meeting A G E N D A for Tuesday, April 29, 2014 • 1:00 p.m
Date: Thursday, April 24, 2014 11:42:16 AM
Attachments: FA042914.pdf


 
 
___________________________________________
NATASHA A. JONES
Interim Board Secretary
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
City and County of San Francisco
One South Van Ness, 5th Floor
San Francisco, California 94103
P 415.749.2458
F 415-749-2585
E natasha.jones@sfgov.org
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             _____ 
 
Staff Reports/Explanatory Documents available to the public and provided to the Commission are posted on the 



Commission website at www.sfgov.org/sfra. The agenda packet is also available at the reception desk at 1 South 



Van Ness Avenue, 5
th
 Floor.  If any materials related to an item on this agenda have been distributed to the 



Commission after distribution of the agenda packet, those materials are available for public inspection at the 



Commission’s Office located at 1 South Van Ness Avenue, 5
th
 Floor, during normal office hours. 



___________________________________________________________________________________ 



 



SPECIAL MEETING 



A G E N D A 



TUESDAY, April 29, 2014 • 1:00 p.m.  
 



             _____ 
 



ACCESSIBLE MEETING POLICY 
 
1. The meeting/hearing will be held in City Hall, Room 416, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, San Francisco. The room is 



wheelchair accessible and has accessible seating for persons with disabilities and those using wheelchairs. 
 



2. The closest accessible BART station is Civic Center, three blocks from City Hall. Accessible MUNI lines serving this 



location are:  #47 Van Ness, #49 Van Ness, #71 Haight/Noriega, #5 Fulton, #21 Hayes, #6 Parnassus, #7 Haight, the F 



Line to Market and Van Ness and any line serving the Metro Stations at Van Ness and Market and at Civic Center. For 



more information about MUNI accessible services, call 311. 
 



3. There is accessible parking across from City Hall at the Civic Center Garage. 
 



4. The following services are available by calling the Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure at (415) 749-2400 



at least 72 hours prior to the meeting/hearing: American Sign Language interpreters, use of a reader during a meeting, or 



a sound enhancement system. Following a meeting minutes can be made available by audiocassette tape or alternative 



formats. 
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5. Requests for language interpreters at a meeting must be received at least 72 hours in advance of the meeting to help 



ensure availability. Please contact the Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure at (415) 749-2400. 
 
 



6. In order to assist the Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure efforts to accommodate persons with severe 



allergies, environmental illness, multiple chemical sensitivity or related disabilities, attendees at public meetings are 



reminded that other attendees may be sensitive to various chemical based products. Please help the Office of Community 



Investment and Infrastructure to accommodate these individuals. 



 



 



 



REGULAR MEETING AGENDA 
 



PLEASE BE ADVISED A MEMBER OF THE PUBLIC HAS UP TO THREE MINUTES TO MAKE 



PERTINENT PUBLIC COMMENTS ON EACH AGENDA ITEM UNLESS THE COMMISSION 



ADOPTS A SHORTER PERIOD ON ANY ITEM.  IT IS STRONGLY RECOMMENDED THAT 



MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC WHO WISH TO ADDRESS THE COMMISSION SHOULD FILL OUT A 



"SPEAKER CARD" PROVIDED BY THE COMMISSION SECRETARY, AND SUBMIT THE 



COMPLETED CARD TO THE COMMISSION SECRETARY. 



 



 



1. Recognition of a Quorum 



 



2. Announcements 



A. The next regularly scheduled Commission meeting will be held on Tuesday, May 6, 2014 



at 1:00 pm (City Hall, Room 416). 



 



B. Announcement of Prohibition of Sound Producing Electronic Devices during the Meeting 



 



Please be advised that the ringing of and use of cell phones, pagers and similar sound-



producing electronic devices are prohibited at this meeting. Please be advised that the 



Chair may order the removal from the meeting room of any person(s) responsible for the 



ringing of or use of a cell phone, pager, or other similar sound-producing electronic 



device. 



 



3. Report on actions taken at previous Closed Session meeting, if any. 



 



4. Matters of Unfinished Business. None 



 



5. Matters of New Business: 



 



CONSENT AGENDA. None 
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REGULAR AGENDA 



 



Staff presentation estimated time: 15 minutes  



 



a) Adopting environmental review findings pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act 



and (1) conditionally approving a Memorandum of Understanding with the Regents of the 



University of California, a California public corporation, (2) conditionally approving a Fifth 



Amendment to the Mission Bay South Owner Participation Agreement with FOCIL-MB, LLC, a 



Delaware limited liability company, and (3) conditionally approving a Release Agreement and 



Covenant Regarding Assumption of the Mission Bay South Owner Participation Agreement with 



the Regents of the University of California, a California public corporation, and Bay Jacaranda 



No. 3334 LLC, a Delaware limited liability company, related to the Regents’ purchase of Blocks 



33 and 34, bounded by 16th Street to the north, Illinois Street to the east, Mariposa to the south, 



and Third Street to the west, for future development of up to 500,000 gross square feet; Mission 



Bay South Redevelopment Project Area. (Discussion and Action) (Resolution No. 30-2014) 



 



6. Public Comment on Non-agenda Items 



 



Members of the public may address the Commission on matters that are within the 



Commission jurisdiction and not on today's calendar.  Each speaker shall have up to three 



minutes to make pertinent public comments unless the Commission adopts a shorter period.  



It is strongly recommended that members of the public who wish to address the Commission 



should fill out a "Speaker Card" provided by the Commission Secretary, and submit the 



completed card to the Commission Secretary. 



 



7. Report of the Chair 



 



8. Report of the Executive Director: 



 



a) Report on the Golden State Warriors’ proposed purchase and development of  Blocks 29-32, 



bounded by Third Street, South Street, 16th Street and Terry Francois Boulevard in the Mission 



Bay South Redevelopment Project Area 



9. Commissioners' Questions and Matters 



 



10. Closed Session 



 



11. Adjournment 













From: Kern, Chris (CPC)
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger,


Brett (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
Date: Thursday, May 15, 2014 9:28:06 AM


Hi Jennifer,
Viktoriya and I discussed this earlier this morning and agree that next week seems too soon to
address the topics on Clarke’s agenda (and that 90 minutes is not enough time to cover all of these
items). We’d like to schedule an internal call/meeting on CEQA approach before discussing further
with GSW. Can we schedule this for Wednesday 5/21 at 1:00? If that time doesn’t work, I’ll send out
a Doodle Poll to find a timeslot.
 
Thanks,
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 9:13 AM
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC);
Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin
(MTA)
Subject: Re: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
City folks,
 
I don't want to meet until we have a project description.  In my opinion, many of Clarke's items
cannot be addressed until we have that level of info. Let me know if you have different thoughts. I'll
wait for your input and reply to Clarke later today. In the meantime, please don't send him your
availability. Planning, please let consultants know they should hold. 
 
Jennifer


On May 14, 2014, at 7:03 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:


Team,
 
We’d like to re-engage the CEQA team now that efforts are underway on the Warriors
arena in Mission Bay. We’d like to convene the group for a 90-minute meeting next
week to address the following preliminary agenda items:


·         Confirmation of SEIR analyses/chapters
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· Review and confirmation of Transportation SOW
·         Discussion of key assumptions for Transportation analysis
·         Review of preliminary CEQA schedule (ESA to prepare in advance)
·         Select a day of the week and time for this group to meet on a recurring basis
·         and other items, as appropriate


 
Please confer with your colleagues on your team and send me your firm’s availability
for the following days/times (location TBD):


·         Wed, May 21: Noon – 1:30pm
·         Thurs, May 22: 11am – 1pm
·         Fri, May 23: 10am – 3pm


 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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From: Watty, Elizabeth
To: Miller, Erin; Oshima, Diane; Albert, Peter; Hrushowy, Neil; Chasan, Paul; Perry, Nicholas; Winslow, David;


Robbins, Jerry; Sallaberry, Mike; José I. Farrán (jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com);
Chris.Garbarkiewctz@sfmta.com; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Olea, Ricardo; Van de Water, Adam; Paine, Carli;
Samii, Camron


Cc: Wise, Viktoriya; Bollinger, Brett; Riessen, Greg
Subject: FW: GSW response to City"s Streetscape comments
Date: Tuesday, February 11, 2014 8:58:11 AM
Attachments: Streetscape Advisory Team Meeting Notes_GSW Response 20140207 vFinal.docx
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All,
 
Attached is the Warrior’s response to the Planning Department’s original pedestrian and streetscape
comments. I am hopeful that their responses reflect the City-family comments that were raised our
meeting on January 22, 2014.
 
Please review with the appropriate people in your agencies, and if possible, provide comments back


to me by February 18th.
 
Erin/Peter – Please forward this to other MTA folks, as appropriate.
 
Adam – Please forward to the appropriate people at DPW.
 
Thanks, and let me know if you have any questions.
 
Regards,
 
Elizabeth Watty, LEED AP
Assistant Director of Current Planning
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6620 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: Elizabeth.Watty@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org


               
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Friday, February 07, 2014 10:07 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya; Kern, Chris; Bollinger, Brett; Watty, Elizabeth
Cc: Paul Mitchell (pmitchell@esassoc.com); Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com); David Noyola; Jesse Blout; Mary Murphy
(MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com); Jim Abrams (jabrams@gibsondunn.com)
Subject: GSW response to City's Streetscape comments
 
City team,
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[bookmark: _GoBack]STREETSCAPE ADVISORY TEAM MEETING NOTES 





GSW Mixed-Use Development Project – Pier 30; SWL 330 





Planner: Elizabeth Watty 





Date: December 12, 2013 





Attendees: Elizabeth Watty, Alexis Smith, Nick Perry, Greg Riessen, Maia Small 





The Project includes the construction of a multi-purpose event center, public open space, maritime uses, a parking facility and visitor-serving retail and restaurant uses on the approximately 13-acre Piers 30-32. The Project also includes a mixed-use development on an approximate 2.3 acre area of Seawall Lot 330, located directly across The Embarcadero from Piers 30-32. Seawall Lot 330 would be developed with a variety of mixed uses, including residential, hotel, and retail uses. Collectively, the Piers 30-32 improvements together with the mixed-use development on Seawall Lot 330 comprise the proposed project. 





The team suggests that GSW implement several pedestrian, bicycle, transit and traffic improvements within the project vicinity, as described below and illustrated on the attached drawing. It should be noted that none of these improvements would require any reconfiguration of roadway geometries; in other words, traffic operations would not be affected, and therefore no modifications would be necessary to the GSW traffic study. These improvements would also enable the retention of the majority of on-street parking; only a handful of on-street spaces would have to be removed. 





1. Pier 30 Driveway: 


a. The curb cut and garage opening for Pier 30-32 should be reduced to a maximum width of 22’-0”, with one lane inbound and one lane outbound. Within the garage structure, the driveway/aisle can be wider than 22’, but the width of the driveway as it crosses the Embarcadero promenade should be no wider than 22’. GSW: The project sponsor believes that three lanes (and a corresponding driveway width greater than 22’) provides a significant operational benefit when the garage is being loaded and unloaded before and after events and minimizes disruption on The Embarcadero. Nonetheless, this item is ON HOLD pending conclusion of the discussion of one exit lane versus two exit lanes from the garage.


b. Bulb outs, each ~ 30’ long, should be added adjacent to either side of the Pier’s curb cut. These would maximize visibility at the driveway, improving safety. GSW: The Port requested any bulb-out decisions be deferred until they can perform further study to understand potential impacts to bicycle lanes and existing parking stalls.


c. There should be a KEEP CLEAR stencil on the roadway in front of the driveway. This would enable outbound driveway traffic to access the northbound-left turn pocket for Bryant/Embarcadero without being blocked by queued vehicles. GSW: The project sponsor is willing to accept this recommendation and incorporate this feature into the project description.


d. During arena events, the northbound Embarcadero curb lane should be coned off to become a right-turn-only lane into the arena (as is shown on attached drawing). In the shadow of this single inbound lane would be the single outbound driveway lane. This configuration is simple, would not require traffic attendants to stand in the roadway, and would enable northbound traffic on the Embarcadero to proceed at all times. GSW: MTA disagrees with this recommendation due to safety concerns for bicyclists. Our intent is to use the existing parking lane as a right turn pocket into the garage. In the project sponsor’s proposed design, the bicycle lane would then reside between the existing northbound curbside lane and the right turn pocket; such a design complies with State law that a bike lane not be positioned to the right of a right turn lane (i.e., along the existing curb). 


e. During non-event times, no cones would be required, and the driveway would function like a typical driveway. Both northbound Embarcadero lanes would function as through lanes during non-event times. GSW: The project sponsor agrees that the roadway would continue to operate in its typical manner during non-event times as it does today.


f. To maximize safety for vehicles exiting the driveway and entering the northbound-left turn pocket to Bryant/Embarcadero, the length of the turn pocket should be shortened by ~60 feet so that the turn pocket begins exactly at the driveway. This way, outbound driveway vehicles would only have to merge through one traffic lane (during events, or two lanes during non-event), not two traffic lanes (or three lanes during non-event times). One palm tree should be planted in the expanded median to match the existing tree pattern. GSW: Planning Department dropped this recommendation during our January 22, 2014 meeting.





2. SWL 330: 


a. The Streetscape Advisory Team has concerns about the number and size of the curb cuts on the SWL 330 site, as well as the Porte Cochere, as these substantially detract from the pedestrian realm. GSW: As clarified during the January 22, 2014 meeting, there is no curb cut where the Pedestrian Passageway meets Bryant or The Embarcadero. Additionally, a dedicated passageway for pedestrians enhances the pedestrian realm considerably. Lastly, GSW believes the Porte Cochere is a critical element of removing vehicular loading and unloading from Bryant Street for the benefit of the neighbors and point to a substantial list of hotels in SF with similar conditions.


b. To serve SWL 330, there should be only one consolidated curb cut on Beale Street. There should be no curb cut on Bryant Street. GSW: The project sponsor believes that, similar to other SF residential/hotel projects, there needs to be separation of garage entries for the various uses to reduce confusion in part because the hotel will not have a Beale Street address.


c. Consider opportunities to improve the existing plaza at the south end of the SWL 330 Site, at Beale Street and The Embarcadero. GSW: The project sponsor plans to improve the landscaping and create a small seating area at the existing plaza between Beale Street and The Embarcadero.





3. Pedestrian Improvements: 


a. Along the south sidewalk of Bryant Street, from Main Street (just west of the eastbound stop bar) to the Embarcadero, take advantage of the painted center median and excessive lane widths in order to widen the sidewalk to as wide as possible (at least to 15’), as this will be a major pedestrian route. The widened sidewalk would connect with the point where the proposed paseo meets Main Street, enabling shorter pedestrian crossings for pedestrians traveling to and from Main Street. (May require removal of one parking space, immediately west of Main St intersection.) GSW: The project sponsor is willing to accept this recommendation and incorporate this feature into the project description.


b. To shorten pedestrian crossing distances and enhance pedestrian safety, install bulb-outs at the following locations: GSW: The Port requested any bulb-out decisions be deferred until they can perform further study to understand potential impacts to bicycle lanes and existing parking stalls. Additionally, MTA has its own concerns about the proposed bulb-outs complying with truck and SFFD turning dimensions.


 Northwest corner of Embarcadero/Bryant, bulbing into the westbound curb lane of Bryant St (no parking removal required). 


 Southwest corner of Embarcadero/Bryant, bulbing into the southbound Embarcadero parking lane and connecting with widened Bryant St south sidewalk. (1-2 parking spaces removed) 


 Northeast corner of Main/Bryant, bulbing into the northbound Main St parking lane (no parking removal required due to existing fire hydrant) 


 Northwest corner of Main/Bryant, bulbing into both the southbound Main St parking lane (no parking removal required due to existing pump station driveway) and the westbound Bryant St parking lane (1-2 parking spaces removed) 


 Northeast corner of Beale/Bryant, bulbing into both the westbound Bryant St parking lane (remove only one space due to existing fire hydrant) and the northbound Beale St parking lane (no parking removal required due to existing fire hydrant) 


 Southeast corner of Beale/Bryant, bulbing into the eastbound Bryant St parking lane (1-2 parking spaces removed) 


c. Widen all crosswalks at Embarcadero/Bryant, Main/Bryant and Beale/Bryant, as shown on graphic. Install Continental-style crosswalks, which is Better Streets Plan standard. GSW: The project sponsor is willing to accept this recommendation and incorporate this feature into the project description.





4. Bicycle Improvements: 


a. Install an eastbound bike lane on Bryant between Beale Street and the Embarcadero. This would connect the existing bike lane on Beale Street with the Embarcadero and would be a major inbound bike route for the arena. This lane would take advantage of overly-wide traffic lanes, and not require the removal of parking or reconfiguration of traffic lanes. GSW: The project sponsor is supportive of making bicycle facility improvements, where feasible. However, it is the recommendation of the Port to decline this improvement based on its impact to the availability of on-street residential parking for neighboring projects. Additionally, MTA expressed concern that the recommendations may not reconcile with the Rincon Hill Master Plan. 


b. Install a westbound bike lane on Bryant Street between the Embarcadero and Main Street. Combined with (c) below, this would connect the Embarcadero with Main Street and would be a major outbound bike route for the arena. This would take advantage of overly-wide traffic lanes, and not require the removal of on-street parking or a reduction in travel lanes. GSW: The project sponsor is supportive of making bicycle facility improvements, where feasible. However, MTA expressed concern that the recommendations may not reconcile with the Rincon Hill Master Plan.


c. Install a northbound bike lane on Main between Bryant and Harrison streets. This would take advantage of overly-wide traffic lanes, and not require the removal of on-street parking or a reduction in travel lanes. GSW: The project sponsor is supportive of making bicycle facility improvements, where feasible. However, MTA expressed concern that the recommendations may not reconcile with the Rincon Hill Master Plan.





5. Embarcadero Median: 


a. Remove the 300’ southbound left/U-turn pocket on The Embarcadero as it approaches Bryant Street, and increase the width of the median. This improvement will improve the signal operations (especially for transit) and will shorten pedestrian crossings at what would be a high-volume crosswalk during events at Pier 30. Three palm trees should be planted in this median to match the existing tree pattern. GSW: The project sponsor is willing to accept this recommendation and incorporate this feature into the project description. The palm trees need to be discussed with the Port as we’ve heard there may be concerns about the health and viability of palm trees in those locations.


b. At Embarcadero/Bryant, upgrade the hatched painted medians into upgraded/widened crosswalks, coordinated with 3(c) above (both the north and south sides of the median).  GSW: The project sponsor is willing to accept this recommendation and incorporate this feature into the project description.











6. Embarcadero Cycletrack 


a. Please dimension the sidewalk width along the Embarcadero, between the curb line and the arena building wall. The sidewalk width needs to be sufficient so as to not preclude the planned Embarcadero Cycletrak options currently under study by SFMTA. GSW: The sidewalk is ~50’ from the curb to the retail facades of the Retail buildings which provides sufficient room for a future bicycle facility. The project sponsor is supportive of the Cycletrak and looks forward to working with MTA to ensure that the sponsor’s existing design can accommodate it.



















Please see the attached response from the GSW team on the City team’s Streetscape comments.
I’m available to discuss any questions you may have.
 
Best regards,
Clarke
 
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger,


Brett (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: Re: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
Date: Thursday, May 15, 2014 9:53:02 AM


That time works for me. 


On May 15, 2014, at 9:28 AM, "Kern, Chris (CPC)" <chris.kern@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hi Jennifer,
Viktoriya and I discussed this earlier this morning and agree that next week seems too
soon to address the topics on Clarke’s agenda (and that 90 minutes is not enough time
to cover all of these items). We’d like to schedule an internal call/meeting on CEQA
approach before discussing further with GSW. Can we schedule this for Wednesday
5/21 at 1:00? If that time doesn’t work, I’ll send out a Doodle Poll to find a timeslot.
 
Thanks,
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 9:13 AM
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Wise,
Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR);
Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Re: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
City folks,
 
I don't want to meet until we have a project description.  In my opinion, many of
Clarke's items cannot be addressed until we have that level of info. Let me know if you
have different thoughts. I'll wait for your input and reply to Clarke later today. In the
meantime, please don't send him your availability. Planning, please let consultants
know they should hold. 
 
Jennifer


On May 14, 2014, at 7:03 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:


Team,



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=B2161CDA984E436B919FD2B738C5E13D-JENNIFER ENTINE MATZ

mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org

mailto:tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:immanuel.bereket@sfgov.org

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=53ddc14b15cb409584d3f7b15453f64a-Viktoriya Wise

mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org

mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org

mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org

mailto:peter.albert@sfmta.com

mailto:erin.miller@sfmta.com

mailto:phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org

mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org

mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org

http://www.sfplanning.org/

mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com





 
We’d like to re-engage the CEQA team now that efforts are underway on
the Warriors arena in Mission Bay. We’d like to convene the group for a
90-minute meeting next week to address the following preliminary
agenda items:


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Confirmation of SEIR
analyses/chapters


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Review and confirmation of
Transportation SOW


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Discussion of key
assumptions for Transportation analysis


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Review of preliminary CEQA
schedule (ESA to prepare in advance)


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Select a day of the week and
time for this group to meet on a recurring basis


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->and other items, as
appropriate


 
Please confer with your colleagues on your team and send me your firm’s
availability for the following days/times (location TBD):


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Wed, May 21: Noon –
1:30pm


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Thurs, May 22: 11am – 1pm
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Fri, May 23: 10am – 3pm


 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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From: Uchida, Kansai
To: Wise, Viktoriya; Bollinger, Brett
Subject: Spreadsheet Review
Date: Friday, January 17, 2014 5:17:40 PM


Hi Viktoriya and Brett,
 
Sorry I didn’t manage to catch you while you were in the office today, but I reviewed the
spreadsheets Jose sent earlier and didn’t have any additional comments.  I mainly checked the
formulas for things that I hadn’t already checked by hand on the paper copies.  Happy to discuss
further if needed.
 
-Kansai
 
Kansai Uchida, AICP 
Environmental & Transportation Planner
 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9048│Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: kansai.uchida@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Beaupre, David (PRT)
Subject: FW: Mission Bay South Art MOU
Date: Friday, May 16, 2014 1:51:00 PM


David – I am still trying to get this meeting cancelled (don’t think Alix checked her VM), but if they do
want to meet to go over their concept with the understanding that the City needs to circle around
and figure out process, can you make the meeting next Thursday at 1 PM?
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Alix Rosenthal [mailto:arosenthal@warriors.com] 
Sent: Friday, May 16, 2014 1:32 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Manton, Jill (ART)
Subject: Re: Mission Bay South Art MOU
 
Also – would it be possible to have the meeting here at the Warriors SF office? 2 Harrison Street, Suite 140.
Let me know, thanks. 
 


From: <Reilly>, "Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
Date: Thursday, May 15, 2014 at 8:21 AM
To: Alix Rosenthal <arosenthal@warriors.com>
Cc: "Manton, Jill (ART)" <jill.manton@sfgov.org>
Subject: RE: Mission Bay South Art MOU
 
Sorry, spelled Jill’s last name wrong.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 8:19 AM
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To: arosenthal@warriors.com
Cc: 'jill.manson@sfgov.org'
Subject: Mission Bay South Art MOU
 
Alix – as promised, attached is the Mission Bay South Art MOU for context.  Jill and I have been
talking and are outreaching to the Port.  Jill will be joining the meeting next week and we will see if a
someone from the Port can attend as well, as Park P22 is Port property and they will need to be
involved in the design of the park and any art installed.
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: "Clarke Miller"
Subject: RE: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
Date: Thursday, May 15, 2014 8:05:00 AM


I do not think she will, but her scheduler will let you know times if she does want to.  Also, put her as
“optional” once you find a time that works for the key CEQA folks.  Thanks for checking.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 7:49 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
Terrific, thanks Catherine. Do you expect Tiffany wants/needs to join this meeting as well?
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On May 15, 2014, at 7:45 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Please see below.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 7:00 PM
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Wise,
Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Gary Oates
(GOates@esassoc.com); Paul Mitchell (pmitchell@esassoc.com); Joyce Hsiao
(joyce@orionenvironment.com); Jose Farran (jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com);
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; 'Chris Mitchell (C.Mitchell@fehrandpeers.com)'; 'Mary Murphy
(MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com)'; 'Sekhri, Neil (NSekhri@gibsondunn.com)'; Matz, Jennifer
(MYR); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); 'David Carlock
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(david.carlock@machetegroup.com)'; 'Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)'; Jesse
Blout; David Kelly (dkelly@warriors.com); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
Team,
 
We’d like to re-engage the CEQA team now that efforts are underway on the Warriors
arena in Mission Bay. We’d like to convene the group for a 90-minute meeting next
week to address the following preliminary agenda items:


·         Confirmation of SEIR analyses/chapters
·         Review and confirmation of Transportation SOW
·         Discussion of key assumptions for Transportation analysis
·         Review of preliminary CEQA schedule (ESA to prepare in advance)
·         Select a day of the week and time for this group to meet on a recurring basis
·         and other items, as appropriate


 
Please confer with your colleagues on your team and send me your firm’s availability
for the following days/times (location TBD):


·         Wed, May 21: Noon – 1:30pm  OK
·         Thurs, May 22: 11am – 1pm OK
·         Fri, May 23: 10am – 3pm OK


 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger,


Brett (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: Re: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
Date: Thursday, May 15, 2014 9:53:02 AM


That time works for me. 


On May 15, 2014, at 9:28 AM, "Kern, Chris (CPC)" <chris.kern@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hi Jennifer,
Viktoriya and I discussed this earlier this morning and agree that next week seems too
soon to address the topics on Clarke’s agenda (and that 90 minutes is not enough time
to cover all of these items). We’d like to schedule an internal call/meeting on CEQA
approach before discussing further with GSW. Can we schedule this for Wednesday
5/21 at 1:00? If that time doesn’t work, I’ll send out a Doodle Poll to find a timeslot.
 
Thanks,
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 9:13 AM
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Wise,
Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR);
Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Re: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
City folks,
 
I don't want to meet until we have a project description.  In my opinion, many of
Clarke's items cannot be addressed until we have that level of info. Let me know if you
have different thoughts. I'll wait for your input and reply to Clarke later today. In the
meantime, please don't send him your availability. Planning, please let consultants
know they should hold. 
 
Jennifer


On May 14, 2014, at 7:03 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:


Team,



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=B2161CDA984E436B919FD2B738C5E13D-JENNIFER ENTINE MATZ

mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org

mailto:tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:immanuel.bereket@sfgov.org

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=53ddc14b15cb409584d3f7b15453f64a-Viktoriya Wise

mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org

mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org

mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org

mailto:peter.albert@sfmta.com

mailto:erin.miller@sfmta.com

mailto:phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org

mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org

mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org

http://www.sfplanning.org/

mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com





 
We’d like to re-engage the CEQA team now that efforts are underway on
the Warriors arena in Mission Bay. We’d like to convene the group for a
90-minute meeting next week to address the following preliminary
agenda items:


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Confirmation of SEIR
analyses/chapters


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Review and confirmation of
Transportation SOW


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Discussion of key
assumptions for Transportation analysis


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Review of preliminary CEQA
schedule (ESA to prepare in advance)


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Select a day of the week and
time for this group to meet on a recurring basis


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->and other items, as
appropriate


 
Please confer with your colleagues on your team and send me your firm’s
availability for the following days/times (location TBD):


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Wed, May 21: Noon –
1:30pm


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Thurs, May 22: 11am – 1pm
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Fri, May 23: 10am – 3pm


 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
 



mailto:cmiller@stradasf.com






From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Standing water
Date: Friday, May 23, 2014 8:57:21 AM


Can OCII generate a letter or email to Salesforce and/or GSW about the need to abate the standing
water on the site, citing any pertinent language in any docs that speaks to this issue. Strada will work
with the parties to enforce/remediate. They just need something in writing pointing them to the
requirement to abate. Let me know!


Best,


Jennifer
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Subject: FW: Mission Bay
Date: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 11:22:00 AM


Tiffany - let me know how you would like to handle this.  Thanks


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/


-----Original Message-----
From: Eric Young [mailto:eyoung@bizjournals.com]
Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 11:19 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Mission Bay


government approvals from City/OCII


on 5/14/14 11:16 AM, Reilly, Catherine (OCII) at catherine.reilly@sfgov.org
wrote:


> What do you envision by "public filings".  Documents and such that
> they would submit for government approvals from City/OCII?  Or filings
> required by the federal government, such as any financial data, etc.? 
> Will help me get you to the right person.
>
> Thanks
>
> Catherine Reilly
> Project Manager
> Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
>    Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County
> of San Francisco
> 1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
> San Francisco, CA 94103
> 415-749-2516 (direct)
> http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Eric Young [mailto:eyoung@bizjournals.com]
> Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 11:12 AM
> To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
> Subject: Mission Bay
>
> Hello. As you probably know we're going to follow the Warriors' plans
> to build a new arena in Mission Bay.
> Will you please tell me what public filings the team will be making so
> that we can stay on top of that development?
> Also, what other public agencies should we check in with to ask the
> same question?
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> Thank you for your time.
> ___________
> Eric Young
> Reporter
> San Francisco Business Times
>
> OFFICE: (415) 288-4969
> CELL: (415) 717-6429
> WEB: www.SanFranciscoBusinessTimes.com
> TWITTER: @SFBIZericyoung; SFBayAreaEcon
>
>
>  
>
>
>


___________
Eric Young
Reporter
San Francisco Business Times


OFFICE: (415) 288-4969
CELL: (415) 717-6429
WEB: www.SanFranciscoBusinessTimes.com
TWITTER: @SFBIZericyoung; SFBayAreaEcon


 








From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: "Clarke Miller"
Subject: RE: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
Date: Thursday, May 15, 2014 8:05:00 AM


I do not think she will, but her scheduler will let you know times if she does want to.  Also, put her as
“optional” once you find a time that works for the key CEQA folks.  Thanks for checking.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 7:49 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
Terrific, thanks Catherine. Do you expect Tiffany wants/needs to join this meeting as well?
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On May 15, 2014, at 7:45 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Please see below.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 7:00 PM
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Wise,
Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Gary Oates
(GOates@esassoc.com); Paul Mitchell (pmitchell@esassoc.com); Joyce Hsiao
(joyce@orionenvironment.com); Jose Farran (jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com);
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; 'Chris Mitchell (C.Mitchell@fehrandpeers.com)'; 'Mary Murphy
(MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com)'; 'Sekhri, Neil (NSekhri@gibsondunn.com)'; Matz, Jennifer
(MYR); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); 'David Carlock
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(david.carlock@machetegroup.com)'; 'Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)'; Jesse
Blout; David Kelly (dkelly@warriors.com); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
Team,
 
We’d like to re-engage the CEQA team now that efforts are underway on the Warriors
arena in Mission Bay. We’d like to convene the group for a 90-minute meeting next
week to address the following preliminary agenda items:


·         Confirmation of SEIR analyses/chapters
·         Review and confirmation of Transportation SOW
·         Discussion of key assumptions for Transportation analysis
·         Review of preliminary CEQA schedule (ESA to prepare in advance)
·         Select a day of the week and time for this group to meet on a recurring basis
·         and other items, as appropriate


 
Please confer with your colleagues on your team and send me your firm’s availability
for the following days/times (location TBD):


·         Wed, May 21: Noon – 1:30pm  OK
·         Thurs, May 22: 11am – 1pm OK
·         Fri, May 23: 10am – 3pm OK


 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris


(CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Re: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
Date: Thursday, May 15, 2014 9:12:55 AM


City folks,


I don't want to meet until we have a project description.  In my opinion, many of
Clarke's items cannot be addressed until we have that level of info. Let me know if
you have different thoughts. I'll wait for your input and reply to Clarke later today.
In the meantime, please don't send him your availability. Planning, please let
consultants know they should hold. 


Jennifer


On May 14, 2014, at 7:03 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:


Team,
 
We’d like to re-engage the CEQA team now that efforts are underway on the Warriors
arena in Mission Bay. We’d like to convene the group for a 90-minute meeting next
week to address the following preliminary agenda items:


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Confirmation of SEIR analyses/chapters
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Review and confirmation of


Transportation SOW
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Discussion of key assumptions for


Transportation analysis
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Review of preliminary CEQA schedule (ESA


to prepare in advance)
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Select a day of the week and time for this


group to meet on a recurring basis
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->and other items, as appropriate


 
Please confer with your colleagues on your team and send me your firm’s availability
for the following days/times (location TBD):


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Wed, May 21: Noon – 1:30pm
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Thurs, May 22: 11am – 1pm
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Fri, May 23: 10am – 3pm


 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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From: Liz Brisson
To: Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA); Oshima, Diane (PRT); Elizabeth Sall; Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger,


Brett (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: TA slides for Warriors Transpo Subcommittee meeting tomorrow
Date: Tuesday, March 18, 2014 1:32:20 PM
Attachments: 2014-03-14 Congestino Pricing 101 v3.pdf


2014-03-19-ExistingFutureWaterfrontPattnernsPart2-DRAFT.pdf


All, FYI here are my draft slides for the both the congestion pricing and the
Waterfront Travel Analysis, Part 2. The distribution of trips by time of day and
inbound vs. outbound is in progress but not yet ready, but you can see a placeholder
for where it would. If there's a good enough draft by COB ill circulate for review, but
id rather have it be correct than present before we have time to QA/QC - stay tuned.


For congestion pricing, I will probably move some to the backpocket after i get a
sense of how long its taking me to get through the presentation. 


Please let me know any comments/edits needed. I'm going to try to avoid using the
word "tranche" tomorrow night =P.


Thanks! -Liz


-- 
Liz Brisson
Senior Transportation Planner
San Francisco County Transportation Authority
1455 Market Street, 22nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
415-522-4838
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Congestion Pricing in San Francisco: Feasibility 
Study (Dec 2010) and What’s Happened Since 
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Piers 30-32 CAC Transportation Subcommittee 
Waterfront Transportation Assessment Phase 2  
March 19, 2014 
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• What is it? 
• Why consider in SF? 
• What were the findings and recommendations of the 



feasibility study (Mobility, Access and Pricing Study)? 
• What has happened since? 
• What next? 



Agenda 
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1. Uses Econ 101 principles of supply and 
demand to manage scarce resource of 
road space 



2. Fee paid by motorists using congested 
areas or roads at congested times 



3. Revenues re-invested in transportation 
improvements   
 Transit services 
 Signal timing 
 Bicycle access 
 Streetscape enhancements 
 And more… 



What is Congestion Pricing? 
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It’s been implemented successfully in other 
cities 
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Divisadero, 8 am  



(Jan 2009) 



Bush St, 8 am  



(Jan 2009) Stanyan, 9 am  



(Jan 2009) 



Stockton, 5 pm 



(Jan 2009) 



3rd St, 8 am  



(Jan 2009) 



Franklin, 9 am  



(Jan 2009) 



Why Consider in SF? We have a congestion 
problem… 
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Weekday PM Peak Automobile Delay Conditions 
based on Level of Service – Spring 2009 
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In San Francisco, traffic congestion negatively 
impacts transit, walking, and cycling 
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Weekday PM Peak Muni Bus Speeds – Spring 2009 
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• SF/Oakland top 5 most congested US urbanized areas 
• Average regional peak-period trip to downtown is 2x 



as long as off-peak 
• Economic impacts in SF totaled more than $2B in 



2005 



It’s a waste of time and money 
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It’s bad for the environment 



Source: SF Environment 2013 Climate Action Strategy 
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We are growing… 
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We are growing… 
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Options for Managing Auto Congestion in San 
Francisco 



• Increase road supply 
• Manage traffic through enforcement, signal timing, 



other technology improvements 
• Increase attractiveness of non-auto modes 



 Better, faster, more frequent, reliable, transit 
 Better, safer bike lanes 
 Safer, more attractive pedestrian amenities 



• Manage demand 
 Cordon pricing 
 Parking management/pricing 
 Other Transportation Demand Management (TDM), e.g. workplace 



shuttles, flexible schedules 
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Mobility, Access + Pricing Study: Approved 2010 



 12% fewer peak period auto trips 



 21% reduction in hours of vehicle delay 



 16% reduction in Northeast Cordon GHGs 



 $60-80M annual net revenue 



 20-25% transit speed improvement 



 12% reduction in pedestrian incidents 
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Fee Analyzed 



Weekdays Weekends 



6am – 9am $3 NO FEE 



9am – 3pm NO FEE NO FEE 



3pm – 7pm $3 NO FEE 



evenings NO FEE NO FEE 



Discounts Analyzed 



Disabled Drivers 



Zone Residents 



Low-income 



Drivers 



(50%) 



$6 daily cap 



$1 rebate on bridge tolls 



Fleet program for businesses 



How Congestion Pricing Would Work 
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• Technology would 
leverage existing 
systems, e.g. FasTrak 
accounts 



• Design considerations 
support camera-based 
equipment 



• Multiple payment 
methods possible 
 Phone, web, text, retail, etc. 



Sample Detection Technology 



How Congestion Pricing Would Work 
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Up-front/Day One: 
San Francisco 



 BRT in key corridors (Van Ness, 
Geary) 



 Signal priority and peak bus-only 
lanes on Fulton, Mission, 
California 



 Bike lanes citywide 
 Real-time signage and wayfinding 



Regional improvements 



 BART station wayfinding, capacity, 
access improvements 



 101 corridor management/HOV 
 Caltrain access improvements 



Ongoing/Annual: 
San Francisco 



 More frequent rapid/express service 
 Street paving/pothole repair 
 Traffic calming 
 Streetscape improvements 
 Parking management & enforcement 



Regional/programmatic improvements 



 More frequent regional/express 
service 



 School, worksite TDM programs 
 Power-washing sidewalks 



Representative Investment Program 
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Is Congestion Pricing Equitable? 



Source: SF-CHAMP, 2010, MAPS Final Report  



Source: SF-CHAMP, 2010, MAPS Final Report  
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Economic/business impacts broadly neutral 



Mode Drive Transit Walk 



Average Spend 
per Visit 



$56 $39 $42 



Average # Trips 
per Month 



4 7 7 



Average Spend 
per Month 



$224 $273 $294 



Average Spending & Frequency by Mode 



Survey of 1390 travelers in San Francisco’s downtown retail areas, December 2007 and April 2008 
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Type of Driver/ Group 
Level of 
Discount 



Taxi, Transit, Emergency FREE 



Toll-payer ‘Fee’-bate $1 off 



Low-Income (Lifeline Value) 50% off 



Disabled Drivers 50% off 



Zone Residents 50% off 



Low-Emission Vehicles - 



HOV/Carpool - 



 Daily cap of $6 
 



 Fleet program for commercial vehicles, 
rental, shuttles 



Discounts 
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Information/explanation can change opinions 



Support
42%



Oppose
58%



Regional Opinion (non-SF) Pre-Presentation 
(n=250)



Support
67%



Oppose
33%



Regional (non-SF) Opinion Post-Presentation
(n=250)
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What has happened since? Pricing in the news 



“As South of Market grows 



in density, I think more and 



more residents are talking 



about it and switching from 



saying, 'This is a terrible 



idea" to thinking, 'This may 



be the only way I can have 



a livable neighborhood,’” 
 



Jane Kim, District 6 Supervisor 



KQED – June 11, 2013 



“The time has come to study and 



implement a comprehensive pricing 



plan to charge motorists to drive 



into downtown San Francisco.” 
 



San Francisco Examiner Editorial 



May 27, 2013 



“Effectively managing traffic 



flow is the problem, not 



banning cars.” 
 



Marc Intermaggio, BOMA 



SF Examiner – July 1, 2013 
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What next? 



• As part of WTA, benefits specific to WTA 
transportation metrics will be quantified 
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Recap: Purpose of 
Assessment 



To provide transportation 



information to the public and 



policy-makers to:  



A) Inform upcoming decisions 



about big developments on 



the Waterfront (Warriors, 



Mission Rock, Pier 70). 



 



B) Lead to transportation 



improvements that can 



address problems that exist 



today or in a future even 



without the big Waterfront 



developments. 
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Step 1: Needs Identification to understand travel 
patterns, identify problems 
 
Step 2: Screen Strategies to match problems identified 
and add any additional strategies 
 
Step 3: Strategy Evaluation to understand effectiveness, 
consider cost, timing 
 
Step 4: Strategy Benefit Breakdown  to inform potential 
Development Agreements  



Recap: Process 
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Step 1: Needs Identification to understand travel 
patterns, identify problems 
 
 
 
 



Existing 
Conditions 



2020  
Planned 
Growth 



2040 
Planned 
Growth 



 
•Capacity 
•Reliability 
•Safety 
•Flexibility 
 
 
 



Giants 
Game + 
Warriors 



Non-
Basketball 



Event 



2020 + 
Proposed 



Developments   



2040 + 
Proposed 



Developments 



Existing 
Conditions 



2020  
Planned 
Growth 



2040 
Planned 
Growth 



2020 + 
Proposed 



Developments   



2040 + 
Proposed 



Developments 



Giants 
Game  
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Recap: Tools we will use 



Observed Data: 



Vehicle Counts, 



Transit 



Ridership, Etc. 



SF-CHAMP 



Regional Travel 



Demand 



Forecasting Tool 



Synchro: Traffic 



Simulation 



Software 



Research 



Evaluation of 



Strategies that 



Have Been 



Implemented Here 



or in Other Cities 



Professional 



Judgment 



SF-CHAMP 



Regional Travel 



Demand 



Forecasting Tool 
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District System 



for Travel 



Analysis 



 



 



Southeast waterfront 
planning occurred as 
a part of 
Candlestick/Hunters 
Point Shipyards 
Development 
Planning Process 
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Jobs/Residents: Today 
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Source: Association of Bay Area Governments, Processed for SF-CHAMP 4.3 
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Jobs/Residents: With 2020 Planned Growth 



Source: Association of Bay Area Governments, Processed for SF-CHAMP 4.3 
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Jobs/Residents: With 2040 Planned Growth 



Source: Association of Bay Area Governments, Processed for SF-CHAMP 4.3 
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Jobs/Residents: With Proposed Developments, by 2020 



Source: Association of Bay Area Governments, Processed for SF-CHAMP 4.3, and Current Project Details 
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Jobs/Residents: With Proposed Developments, by 2040 



Source: Association of Bay Area Governments, Processed for SF-CHAMP 4.3, and Current Project Details 
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Area of Focus: PM Peak Trips 



Source: SF-CHAMP 4.3 
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Source: SF-CHAMP 4.3 
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Source: SF-CHAMP 4.3 
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Distribution of Trips by Time of Day 
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PM Peak Trips to/from the Area of Focus on a Giants Gameday 
Today: ~27,000 total 



Source: SF-CHAMP 4.3 
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Source: SF-CHAMP 4.3 
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Source: SF-CHAMP 4.3 
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Source: SF-CHAMP 4.3 
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Source: SF-CHAMP 4.3 
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PM Peak trips to/from Area of Focus: 2012, inbound and 
outbound 



Source: SF-CHAMP 4.3 
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Source: SF-CHAMP 4.3 



PM Peak Trips to/from Area of Focus: 2020 with proposed 
developments, inbound and outbound 
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Source: SF-CHAMP 4.3 



PM Peak Trips to/from Area of Focus: 2040 with proposed 
developments, inbound and outbound 
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Source: SF-CHAMP 4.3 



PM Peak trips to/from Area of Focus: 2012, inbound to 
developments 
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Source: SF-CHAMP 4.3 



PM Peak Trips to/from Area of Focus: 2020 with proposed 
developments, inbound to developments 
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Source: SF-CHAMP 4.3 



PM Peak Trips to/from Area of Focus: 2040 with proposed 
developments, inbound to developments 
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Source: SF-CHAMP 4.3 



PM Peak trips to/from Area of Focus: 2012, outbound from 
developments 
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Source: SF-CHAMP 4.3 



PM Peak trips to/from Area of Focus: 2020 with proposed 
developments, outbound from developments 
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Source: SF-CHAMP 4.3 



PM Peak trips to/from Area of Focus: 2040 with proposed 
developments, outbound from developments 
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PM peak trips by mode, Waterfront Study Area: 2012 



Source: SF-CHAMP 4.3 
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PM peak trips by mode, Waterfront Study Area: 2020 
Background Growth 



Source: SF-CHAMP 4.3 
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PM peak trips by mode, Waterfront Study Area: 2040 
Background Growth 



Source: SF-CHAMP 4.3 
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PM peak trips by mode, Waterfront Study Area: Proposed 
developments, 2020 



Source: SF-CHAMP 4.3 
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PM peak trips by mode, Waterfront Study Area: Proposed 
developments, 2040 



Source: SF-CHAMP 4.3 
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PM peak trips by mode, Waterfront Study Area: Proposed 
developments, 2040 with Events 



Source: SF-CHAMP 4.3 
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January 29: Introduction to Phase 2 
 



February 19: Existing and Future Travel Patterns/Needs 
Identification, Part 1 
 



March 19: Existing and Future Travel Patterns/Needs 
Identification, Part 2 
 



April 30: Capacity/Safety/Reliability/Flexibility Needs 
Identification, Part 3, and Strategy Screening Results 
 



May TBD: Strategy Evaluation Results 



 



 



Where we’re headed… 













From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Cc: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: FW: Oakland Tribune Reporter
Date: Monday, May 12, 2014 3:39:00 PM


Tiffany – As a fyi in case you get a call from the reporter (we will make sure to forward any calls to
you from the reporter).  Thanks
 


From: Hussain, Lila (OCII) 
Sent: Monday, May 12, 2014 3:10 PM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Fwd: Oakland Tribune Reporter
 
Hi john,
 
I am adding Catherine to this email since I am about to head out of town and she is back.  Thanks for
getting the notes, I hope you are not doing a word for word transcription.


Sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Gavin, John (MYR)" <john.gavin@sfgov.org>
Date: May 12, 2014 at 3:04:42 PM PDT
To: "Hussain, Lila (OCII)" <lila.hussain@sfgov.org>
Subject: RE: Oakland Tribune Reporter


Hi Lila,
 
I ended up not coming into work on Sunday, so I’ve been working on the notes today,
will send them your way by the end of the day... 


On a separate issue, Angela Woodall from the Oakland Tribune left me a voice
message re: the upcoming Bay Planning Coalition Symposium(Friday).
http://bayplanningcoalition.org/dmc/dmc-2014/
 
She's asking about the GSWs decision to move to MB,  if sea level rise had anything to
do with it, and whether the MB site is governed by public lands commission.   I sent
Brad Benson an email letting him know about it, but I figured I’d let you know as well
because the issue might continue to come up.  I’ll let you know if/when Brad connects
with Angela.
 
-John
 


From: Hussain, Lila (OCII) 
Sent: Friday, May 09, 2014 4:44 PM
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To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: notes
 
Oh I didn’t know you recorded it?  I’m working Sunday too!
 








From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: "Clarke Miller"
Subject: RE: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
Date: Thursday, May 15, 2014 7:45:00 AM


Please see below.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 7:00 PM
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC);
Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Gary Oates (GOates@esassoc.com); Paul Mitchell
(pmitchell@esassoc.com); Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); Jose Farran
(jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com); lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; 'Chris Mitchell
(C.Mitchell@fehrandpeers.com)'; 'Mary Murphy (MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com)'; 'Sekhri, Neil
(NSekhri@gibsondunn.com)'; Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA);
'David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)'; 'Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)'; Jesse
Blout; David Kelly (dkelly@warriors.com); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
Team,
 
We’d like to re-engage the CEQA team now that efforts are underway on the Warriors arena in
Mission Bay. We’d like to convene the group for a 90-minute meeting next week to address the
following preliminary agenda items:


·         Confirmation of SEIR analyses/chapters
·         Review and confirmation of Transportation SOW
·         Discussion of key assumptions for Transportation analysis
·         Review of preliminary CEQA schedule (ESA to prepare in advance)
·         Select a day of the week and time for this group to meet on a recurring basis
·         and other items, as appropriate


 
Please confer with your colleagues on your team and send me your firm’s availability for the
following days/times (location TBD):


·         Wed, May 21: Noon – 1:30pm  OK
·         Thurs, May 22: 11am – 1pm OK
·         Fri, May 23: 10am – 3pm OK


 
Thanks,
Clarke



mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com
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Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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From: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: Re: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
Date: Friday, May 16, 2014 7:47:21 AM


No need.  Jen is taking care of this.


Tiffany Bohee


On May 16, 2014, at 7:41 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Chris is organizing the meeting.  I think he changed it to City Hall so that I would be
able to make the Oversight Board meeting.  It was probably the room he could get
easier.  If you don’t want it at City Attorney I will ask him to work with Phillip to see if
there is another room.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 7:34 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: Re: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
I don't think we the mtg should take place in the City Attorney's office. Did Chris Kern
suggest this?
 
If the issue is a mtg room in City Hall to accommodate your schedule at Oversight Bd,
then Jen Matz can have her staff secure that.


Tiffany Bohee
 


On May 15, 2014, at 3:49 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Yes, we will definitely attend and will be making clear the client
relationship.  I will see if we can move up a little since the discussion has
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grown.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San
Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 3:45 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: FW: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
Can you make this meeting?  The Oversight Board mtg is at 2 pm that day
so I won’t participate. 
 
Catherine – You should suggest that they move the meeting to 12 pm or
even 12:30 so you can do both CEQA and attend the Oversight Board.  If
not, perhaps a divide and conquer approach with the OB (Christine
Maher, Sally covering) and you and Manny cover the CEQA mtg.  It’s
important that Planning doesn’t treat this as a City project and just do
their normal process since this is not a City project.  If Jim is available,
perhaps he can attend the CEQA mtg as well to remind Planning.
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 9:28 AM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel
(OCII); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Van de Water, Adam
(MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
Hi Jennifer,
Viktoriya and I discussed this earlier this morning and agree that next
week seems too soon to address the topics on Clarke’s agenda (and that
90 minutes is not enough time to cover all of these items). We’d like to
schedule an internal call/meeting on CEQA approach before discussing
further with GSW. Can we schedule this for Wednesday 5/21 at 1:00? If
that time doesn’t work, I’ll send out a Doodle Poll to find a timeslot.
 
Thanks,
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
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Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 
 
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 9:13 AM
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel
(OCII); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Van
de Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Re: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
City folks,
 
I don't want to meet until we have a project description.  In my opinion,
many of Clarke's items cannot be addressed until we have that level of
info. Let me know if you have different thoughts. I'll wait for your input
and reply to Clarke later today. In the meantime, please don't send him
your availability. Planning, please let consultants know they should hold. 
 
Jennifer


On May 14, 2014, at 7:03 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com>
wrote:


Team,
 
We’d like to re-engage the CEQA team now that efforts are
underway on the Warriors arena in Mission Bay. We’d like to
convene the group for a 90-minute meeting next week to
address the following preliminary agenda items:


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Confirmation of
SEIR analyses/chapters


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Review and
confirmation of Transportation SOW


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Discussion of
key assumptions for Transportation analysis


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Review of
preliminary CEQA schedule (ESA to prepare in
advance)


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Select a day of
the week and time for this group to meet on a
recurring basis


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->and other
items, as appropriate
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Please confer with your colleagues on your team and send
me your firm’s availability for the following days/times
(location TBD):


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Wed, May 21:
Noon – 1:30pm


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Thurs, May 22:
11am – 1pm


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Fri, May 23:
10am – 3pm


 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Arce, Pedro (OCII)
Subject: Thursday"s Warriors meeting postponed
Date: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 3:20:00 PM


They need some additional time, so you are FREE!  We should still get together to chat, but let’s look
at next week (I’m still catching up).
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
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From: Paul Mitchell
To: David Noyola
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kern, Chris; Bollinger, Brett; Wise, Viktoriya; Joyce
Subject: FW: Outstanding Data Request Items
Date: Tuesday, February 04, 2014 11:02:49 AM
Importance: High


David:
 


1.        As the construction schedule affects several technical sections we are currently preparing,
please confirm that the construction schedule included in the EIR Project Description is still
accurate for our technical analysts to use.


2.       As you know, we have a number of impending deadlines for the EIR, including submittal of a
number technical sections.  In order for us fully understand all aspects of the proposed
project/variants and complete our analyses accurately, it is critical that we have complete
responses from you on all the outstanding data items.  To assist this process, we have
prioritized those outstanding data request items with the highest priority in highlighted
yellow.  Please respond with specific dates for when you will provide the outstanding data
items, and particularly those highlighted in yellow.


Thanks, I am available to talk anytime, should you have any questions.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell 
Sent: Friday, January 31, 2014 3:26 PM
To: 'David Noyola'
Cc: Joyce; 'Kern, Chris'; 'Bollinger, Brett'; Clarke Miller
Subject: Outstanding Data Request Items
 
David:
 
The following are the still-outstanding data requests that ESA is waiting for responses to from you
complete the EIR Project Description and have all the necessary information for our analysts.  (The
text in red is the last updates you had provided on these request items on January 24, 2014.)  Note
that the numbered questions below are not all consecutive as I have removed the questions for
which you previously provided adequate responses to.


1.        Memo Confirming Operational Assumptions.  Sponsor currently preparing, and will
provide to ESA.


2.        Figure 3-5:  Project Site Plan.
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·         Viktoriya questioned whether this figure should include the shadows that are shown in
the figure.  Can this figure be reproduced by you w/o shadows?


An updated site plan with shadows and ferry dock removed, and with mooring
platform shown is forthcoming 


·         Confirm if the curb cut for Piers 30-32 garage entrance is accurate to scale.
  Confirmation forthcoming
 


3.        Building Heights on Piers 30-32 and SWL 330.  [Comments VW2 and VW21, and DN edits] 
The City has provided direction for the sponsor to revise their site plans that are presented
in the EIR Project Description so that all proposed building/plaza/deck heights on Piers 30-
32 and SWL 330 are measured relative to the adjacent street curb, consistent with Section
102.12 of the Planning Code.  This would affect the following EIR Project Description
figures that present heights/elevations: 


 
Piers 30-32
Figures 3-6:  Piers 30-32 Site Plan
Figure 3-8:  Piers 30-32 Floor Plan – Event Level/Retail Level 1/Parking Level 1
Figure 3-9:  Piers 30-32 Floor Plan –Parking Level 2
Figure 3-10:  Piers 30-32 Floor Plan – Mezzanine Level/Retail Level 2/Parking Level 3
Figure 3-11:  Piers 30-32 Floor Plan - Retail Level 2
Figure 3-12:  Piers 30-32 Floor Plan - Main Concourse Level
Figure 3-13:  Piers 30-32 Floor Plan - Suite Level
Figure 3-14:  Piers 30-32 Floor Plan – Loge Level
Figure 3-15:  Piers 30-32 Floor Plan – Concourse Level
Figure 3-16:  Piers 30-32 Floor Plan – Mechanical Level
Figure 3-17:  Piers 30-32 Floor Plan – Section 1 (East-West Cross-Section Looking
North)
Figure 3-18:  Piers 30-32 Floor Plan – Section 2 (East-West Cross-Section Looking
East and West)
Figure 3-19:  Piers 30-32 West Elevation
Figure 3-20:  Piers 30-32 South Elevation
Figure 3-21:  Piers 30-32 East Elevation
Figure 3-22:  Piers 30-32 North Elevation
Figure 3-25:  Proposed Landscape Plan


 
SWL 330 (if these figures do not currently measure from adjacent street curb per
Section 102.12 of the Planning Code, to be confirmed by your architect)
Figure 3-29:  Seawall Lot 330 Site Plan
Figure 3-37:  Seawall Lot 330 East Elevation
Figure 3-38:  Seawall Lot 330 Northwest Elevation
Figure 3-39:  Seawall Lot 330 Southwest Elevation
Figure 3-40:  Seawall Lot 330 Proposed Landscape Plan
 
 


       







9. Emergency Vehicle Access for Piers 30-32 to The Embarcadero and Bryant Streets:
a)      [Comment VW46 and BB47] In a related comment to the above comment, Viktoriya


requests that emergency access to The Embarcadero and Bryant Streets be
illustrated in Figure 3-26, Piers 30-32 Proposed Vehicle Circulation. Graphic
forthcoming


b)       Also, Brett inquires if SFFD has confirmed that there is enough room along the
perimeter deck for emergency access. Current design significantly exceeds code-
required emergency access standards around the perimeter deck, but we do not
have written confirmation from SFFD approving design.


10.   Sea Level Rise:
a)      [Comment BB60]  Brett inquires why the year 2081 is selected. Response


forthcoming


b)       [ESA comment]  The preliminary sea level rise assessment report prepared by
Moffat & Nichol (dated 11/19/2013) recommends that the project sponsor prepare
a risk assessment that would include estimating the base flood elevation, total
water level, tsunami inundation, and wave loads for present time, mid-century, and
2081. However, the Rutherford and Chekene memo describing project strategies to
address sea level rise (also dated 11/19/2013) does not include completion of this
risk analysis. Is the project sponsor committing to completing this analysis? In
addition to being recommended by Moffat & Nichol, the BCDC Bay Plan includes
Climate Change Policy 2 requires completion of a risk assessment. Response
forthcoming


 
 


14.   Proposed Dolphin Mooring.
a)      Please provide description of the proposed dolphin mooring proposed on the


southeast corner of Piers 30-32 to assist in mooring of ships, including illustration,
location, purpose, materials, and dimensions Pending from Moffat + Nichol


b)       Please also include similar dolphin pile information to that included for other piles in
Table 3-15 of the EIR Project Description, including pile size, number of piles,
installation method, and depth below seabed Pending from Moffat + Nichol


 


15.    Cumulative Cross-Sectional Area of Piles at Piers 30-32:  Existing vs. Proposed.  On
page 3-91 in the EIR Project Description, we indicated the total cross-sectional area
of existing piles proposed to be removed (approximately 10,700 square feet) would
be slightly greater that the total cross-sectional area of the new piles proposed to
be installed  (10,600 square feet).  Would you please update this estimate based
on the revised number of piles (beneath Piers 30-32 + Floating Docks + Dolphin)?
Pending from Rutherford + Chekene


16.    Installation of 4-foot Diameter Piles at Piers 30-32.  For the proposed 4-foot
diameter piles, the City indicates the EIR¹s description of the installation process







not unclear.  It appeared the sponsor indicated in their tracking log that the
installation process for the 4-foot diameter piles would be installed using vibration
and impact hammer, or alternatively, drilled.  If the sponsor elects to drill the 4-
foot piles, please confirm would be no vibration or impact hammers involved.
Pending from Rutherford + Chekene


17.    Distributed Parking Variant.  Please provide description of proposed Distributed Parking
Variant, including new Figure 3-44 (Distributed Parking Variant:  Seawall Lot 330 Floor
Plan – Level 1) and Figure 3-45 (Distributed Parking Variant:  Seawall Lot 330 Floor Plan –
Parking Basement Level); and data gaps in Table 3-18 and 3-20. Description of Distributed
Parking Variant still pending. We understand this is a critical path item and will provide it
as soon as possible.


 
18.  Ferry Dock Variant:


a.    ESA’s Proposed Approach to Removal of Ferry Dock from EIR Project Description
Figures for proposed project, and inclusion of new figure for Ferry Dock Variant.  It
will be quicker/easier for ESA (as opposed to the sponsor ) to remove the ferry dock
from several Project Description figures (Figures 3-6 to 3-12, 3-23, 3-24, 3-25-to 3-
28), and just reuse Figure 3-28 for the figure for the Ferry Dock Variant.  The only
exception would be for the sponsor to prepare and resend to ESA the color Site Plan
(Figure 3-5 in the EIR Project Description) but without the ferry stop, and without
building shadows (as requested in No.,7, below) Architects are producing color site
plan (Figure 3-5) with ferry stop and shadows removed, and mooring platform added.


 
19.  Sewage and Bilge Water Pumpout Facilities.  The City has requested a brief description of


these facilities, which maritime uses will use these facilities, and explain how
bilge/wastewater would be handled. Description still pending discussion with SF Port on
recommended facilities.


 


Thanks, and please don¹t hesitate to contact me with any questions.
 
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: "Clarke Miller"
Subject: RE: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
Date: Thursday, May 15, 2014 7:45:00 AM


Please see below.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 7:00 PM
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC);
Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Gary Oates (GOates@esassoc.com); Paul Mitchell
(pmitchell@esassoc.com); Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); Jose Farran
(jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com); lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; 'Chris Mitchell
(C.Mitchell@fehrandpeers.com)'; 'Mary Murphy (MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com)'; 'Sekhri, Neil
(NSekhri@gibsondunn.com)'; Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA);
'David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)'; 'Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)'; Jesse
Blout; David Kelly (dkelly@warriors.com); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
Team,
 
We’d like to re-engage the CEQA team now that efforts are underway on the Warriors arena in
Mission Bay. We’d like to convene the group for a 90-minute meeting next week to address the
following preliminary agenda items:


·         Confirmation of SEIR analyses/chapters
·         Review and confirmation of Transportation SOW
·         Discussion of key assumptions for Transportation analysis
·         Review of preliminary CEQA schedule (ESA to prepare in advance)
·         Select a day of the week and time for this group to meet on a recurring basis
·         and other items, as appropriate


 
Please confer with your colleagues on your team and send me your firm’s availability for the
following days/times (location TBD):


·         Wed, May 21: Noon – 1:30pm  OK
·         Thurs, May 22: 11am – 1pm OK
·         Fri, May 23: 10am – 3pm OK


 
Thanks,
Clarke
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http://www.sfredevelopment.org/





 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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From: Liz Brisson
To: Michelle Magee
Cc: Van de Water, Adam; Oshima, Diane; Wise, Viktoriya; Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter; Bollinger, Brett
Subject: Re: CONFIRMING: Piers 30-32 Transportation meeting/call per Diane
Date: Thursday, January 02, 2014 1:36:57 PM
Attachments: DWG slides.pdf


WTA-EIR-TMP_AMV comments-v2.docx
Phase2TechnicalAssessmentSchedule-PlusWarriors.xlsx


Hi All, 


To support our discussion today, I have prepared two things that are attached:
1) Schedule of Assessment Phase 2 Technical Work (built in same spreadsheet as SF
Planning's Warriors EIR schedule on separate tab)
2) Revised write-up from Brett. I started doing this in track changes but my changes
were so wholesale that i just created a new version. Ultimately, i think we could use
a simplified and graphical version of this for the public, which could perhaps build on
the slide set ive been using to share the phase 2 scope (slides from recent DWG
meeting attached) 


I will bring hard copies to the meeting at SFMTA, but wanted to share electronic
versions for those who are calling in.


Thanks, Liz


On Thu, Jan 2, 2014 at 12:37 PM, Michelle Magee <mmagee@harderco.com>
wrote:


Hi Erin:  
We need the conference line number to call in at 2pm.  
Thanks


 


From: Van de Water, Adam [mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 12:33 PM
To: Oshima, Diane
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya; Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter; liz.brisson@sfcta.org; elizabeth.sall@sfcta.org;
Bollinger, Brett; Michelle Magee; Elizabeth Sall


Subject: Re: CONFIRMING: Piers 30-32 Transportation meeting/call per Diane


 


Either call my cell: 510.220.0156 or let me know the best number to call in.  Talk
soon.  Happy new year everyone!


Adam Van de Water


Project Manager



mailto:liz.brisson@sfcta.org

mailto:mmagee@harderco.com
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SAN FRANCISCO COUNTY TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY 



Scope of Work for Phase 2 Waterfront 
Transportation Assessment Technical Analysis 



December 2013 











Context 
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• October 2012: Waterfront Transportation Assessment 
kicks off  



• Phase 2 work always intended to include SFCTA 
role to be scoped at close of Phase 1 



• Commissioner Kim: Request to study 



• Existing and baseline future transportation 
conditions 



• Vice-Chair Wiener: Request to study  



• Transportation demands of proposed Warriors 
development 



• Cost of enhancing transit, bike, pedestrian services 
to meet demand 











Scenarios to be Analyzed 
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Existing 



Conditions 



2020 Future 



Baseline 



2020 with 



Waterfront 



Developments   



2040 



Future 



Baseline 



2040 with 



Waterfront 



Developments 
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Freeway Ramps 



Bay Bridge 



US 101  



I-280 



Local Roadway 



Waterfront 



Developments 



Waterfront 



Study Area 



Corridors to be Analyzed (1 of 2) 











Corridors to be Analyzed (2 of 2) 
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Local Transit 



T
-T



h
ird



 



Regional Transit 



Transbay  
BART (corridor 



+ Embarcadero 



Station) 



AC Transit 



Ferries 



Peninsula  
BART 



SamTrans 



Caltrain 



North Bay    
Golden Gate 



Transit 



Ferries 



Waterfront 



Developments 



Waterfront Study 



Area 











Expected Evaluation Approach 



1. Deficiency analysis for each scenario and corridor: 



 Build off feedback from Phase 1 of Assessment 



 How many trips are expected, by what mode (driving, transit, 



walking, cycling)? 



 What are the deficiencies with respect to: capacity, safety, 



mobility, and flexibility 



2. Screen and refine Assessment strategies, add strategies, to address 



deficiencies 



3. Evaluate strategies for effectiveness 



4. Refine definitions and costs for selected strategies 



5. Cost-sharing framework 



 How much will a strategy benefit each Waterfront development 



vs. address existing transportation deficiency? 
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Draft Schedule 
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December January February March April May 



Phase 2 Process 



and Schedule* 



Are these the right 



points to come to 



you for input?  



Corridor 



Deficiency 



Analysis Results* 



Do these findings 



seem right? In 



light of findings, 



which of the 



inventory 



strategies (or 



additional 



strategies) seem 



most important to 



evaluate further? 



Strategy 



Evaluation 



Results/ 



Prioritization*: 



Given evaluation 



findings, which 



strategies should 



be prioritized? 



Phase 2 Final 



Report 



Concept plans, 



costs, and cost-



sharing 



framework for 



transportation 



strategies that 



improve 



waterfront 



transportation 



performance 



* Opportunities for input from Piers 30-32 CAC and via other WTA Public Meetings; additional 



opportunities after completion of Phase 2 to provide input to further develop transportation concepts 










Waterfront Transportation Assessment (Assessment)


The Waterfront Transportation Assessment reviews and analyzes proposed transportation projects over the next 25 years along the San Francisco waterfront in anticipation of proposed major developments, including the Warriors, Mission Rock, and Pier 70 projects. It includes two main phases of work:


· Phase 1 (Fall 2012-Winter 2013)


· Inventoried transportation goals and strategies already proposed for the waterfront area. 


· Identified a set of goals and strategies developed in partnership with the community and stakeholders that update and complement this inventory to better address anticipated transportation needs of these developments and the needs of broader transportation network. 


· Phase 2 (Winter 2013-Summer 2014)


· Conducts a Corridor Analysis that identifies transportation deficiencies in the Waterfront area in existing and future scenarios with and without the major Waterfront developments; 


· Uses Corridor Analysis findings to screen inventory generated in Phase 1, generate additional strategies, and evaluate their effectiveness;


· Develops concept plans and cost estimates for effective strategies;


· Develops a cost-sharing framework for effective strategies that can inform City-Project Sponsor negotiations; the framework is based on the beneficiaries of a strategy—ie. how much will a strategy benefit each Waterfront development vs. address existing or baseline future transportation deficiencies. 


· Continues regular public involvement during each step of the process;


· Publishes findings in a final report that will be published concurrently to the Warriors DEIR.


The effort is led by the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency. The technical analysis aspects of Phase 2 are directed by the San Francisco County Transportation Authority (Transportation Authority) in partnership with SFMTA. 





Golden State Warriors Proposed Project	Comment by Liz Brisson: We could make this more vague to reference 3 developments. Or include additional blurbs for Mission Rock and Pier 70.


The Office of Economic and Workforce Development (OEWD), in partnership with the Port of San Francisco, is working with the Golden State Warriors (Warriors) to plan for a state of the art multi-purpose recreation and entertainment facility on Piers 30-32 and mixed use development on Seawall Lot 330. The proposed project includes a land use program (e.g. number of housing units, square footage of commercial/retail space, number of event seats), site plan (e.g. location and design of buildings), and transportation management plan (e.g. management and operating plan for multi-modal access to proposed site). The current proposal has been shaped by public and agency input: some strategies from Phase 1 of the Assessment have been incorporated into the Transportation Management Plan.





Golden State Warriors Environmental Impact Report


The Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Warriors project will disclose environmental impacts required to be analyzed under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), including for transportation. This analysis will include a forecast of the increases in trip-making by mode associated with the Warriors project and their resultant impact of vehicle level of service, transit crowding, pedestrian and bicycle safety and accessibility, loading needs, and emergency vehicle access. Mitigation measures will be proposed for significant impacts. The San Francisco Planning Department (SF Planning) is the lead city agency overseeing preparation of the EIR. 






What are the differences and similarities between the Assessment Phase 2 analysis and the Warriors EIR analysis of transportation impacts?


The analyses are similar in that they use the same underlying land use assumptions and travel forecasting tools, but they vary in the scenarios and horizon years they target. Table 1 provides a thorough comparison. Generally, the Assessment allows for comprehensive transportation planning to establish an overarching vision for the Waterfront transportation network that can then provide a framework to guide each Development’s transportation contribution to that vision.





Table 1: EIR vs. Assessment Transportation Analysis


			


			EIR 	Comment by Liz Brisson: I’m sure this column would need refining and expanding by SF Planning


			Assessment Phase 2





			Horizon Years


			Existing, 2040


			Existing, 2020, 2040





			Land Use Scenarios


			Existing





Existing + Project





Cumulative aka “With Waterfront Development”











-


			Existing





-





With Waterfront Development aka “Cumulative” (future growth forecast in San Francisco in Plan Bay Area through Jobs-Housing Connection Scenario)





Without Waterfront Development (With Waterrfront Development Scenario except for the sites of Warriors, Mission Rock, and Pier 70, where existing land use is considered)





			Travel Forecasting Tools and Methods


			Existing conditions from observed data





Travel Demand from Proposed Project for Existing+Project forecast using standard methodology established by SF Planning carried out by consultants.





Cumulative scenario from regional travel demand model SF-CHAMP with event trips as determined through Travel Demand inputted into model.


			Existing conditions from observed data and SF





2020 and 2040 using SF-CHAMP





With Waterfront Development includes Warriors event trips as determined through Travel Demand





			Types of Transporta-tion Planning Questions to be Answered


			What transportation measures can mitigate significant transportation impacts created by proposed development?


			What future transportation system in the Waterfront will accommodate all trip-making expected consistent with city policy goals and capacity constraints, including impacts that exist today and in the future without new Waterfront Development?


How can we get the biggest “bang for our buck” in coordinating so that strategies the city asks Project Sponsors to contribute to or implement support city efforts to address underlying transportation deficiencies?





			Travel Scenarios


			Warriors Regular Season Game, Warriors Post Season Game, Smaller Event, etc etc


			Warriors Regular Season Game


No Event at GSW





			Time Periods


			AM peak, PM peak, Late Night peak, Weekend


			PM Peak, Late Night peak














What are the different roles of the city agencies involved in this work?


· OEWD: Lead agency planning major waterfront developments (Warriors, Mission Rock, Pier 70)


· Port: Partner agency planning major waterfront developments and land-owner of waterfront development sites.


· SFMTA: Lead agency conducting the Waterfront Transportation Assessment


· SFCTA: Partner agency supporting Waterfront Transportation Assessment, directing Phase 2 technical analysis.





[bookmark: _GoBack]How can transportation strategies to improve Waterfront transportation ultimately end up implemented?


· As part of the Proposed Project (through Transportation Management Plan)


· As a mitigation measure to a significant impact identified in the Warriors EIR, Mission Rock EIR, or Pier 70 EIR


· Through the Development Agreement(s) with the Warriors, Mission Rock, or 70


· By San Francisco implementing city agencies.
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Waterfront Phase 2)


			Waterfront Transportation Assesssment Phase 2 Technical Analysis


			Work Schedule


						31-Dec-13


																								YEAR 2014


			Task Name						December															January												February												March																								April												May																								June																											July


									2			9			16			23			30			6			13			20			27			3			10			17			24			3			10						17						24			31						7			14			21			28			5						12						19						26						2						9						16						23			30						7						14			21			28


			1. Evaluation Framework 


			a			Draft v1 Evaluation Framework from consultants and mtg with LB and EM to discuss


			b			Draft v2 Evaluation Framework from consultants and mtg with LB and EM to discuss


			c			City Agencies Review Evaluation Framework


			d			Framework is Finalized																											X


			2. Corridor Analysis


			a			Road capacity analysis methodology 


			b			Transit capacity existing conditions analysis methodology


			d			Existing Condition, 2020/2040 Without Waterfront Development Analysis (including Transit Capacity Existing Conditions Analysis- Arup/Tony Bruzzone interviews SFMTA operations staff


			e			2020/2040 With Waterfront Development Analysis *requires Adavant Trip Generation Memo for Warriors EIR to be finalized 1/21


			f			Draft Results and City Agency Review


			g			Final Results


			3. Strategy Screening and Additions


			a			N/N Screen Strategies


			b			SFMTA (Julie, Jeff, Grahm) create transit service plan using 2g results)


			c			Arup Begins to Work up Additional Concepts


			d			N/N Convenes Charrette with TA, MTA, Regional Transit Ops, Caltrans


			e			Arup Documents Strategies in Enough Detail to Evaluate


			f			City Agencies Review Strategies to Be Evaluated 


			g			Strategies for Evaluation are Finalized																																																									X


			4. Strategy Evaluation


			a			Evaluation Methodology


			b			City Agency Review Methodology


			c			N/N Executes Evaluation


			d			Draft Results and City Agency Review


			e			Final Evaluation Results-Subset of Strategies for Refining and Cost Estimating


			5. Refined Strategies and Cost Estimates


			a			Refined Strategies Concept Drawings


			b			Cost Estimates


			c			City Agencyes Review Strategies and Cost Estimates


			d			Strategies and Cost Estimates Finalized																																																																														X


			6. Fair Share Cost Framework


			a			Model Analysis


			b			Draft Results and City Review


			c			Final Results


			7. Final Report


			a			Draft Report


			b			Final Report


									X			=			Check In With Warriors CAC and Other Outreach as Determined by SFMTA








Warriors EIR


			Transportation Analysis for the Event Center and Mixed Use Development at Piers 30/32 and Seawall Lot 330 EIR 																																																																																																																																																												Adavant Consulting


			Work Schedule																																																																																																																																																												LCW Consulting


			November 19, 2013


									YEAR 2013																											YEAR 2014


			Task Name						November												December															January												February												March																								April												May																								June																											July


									4			11			18			25			2			9			16			23			30			6			13			20			27			3			10			17			24			3			10						17						24			31						7			14			21			28			5						12						19						26						2						9						16						23			30						7						14			21			28


			Finalize Transportation Scope of Work						Completed (Variant 3?)


			Existing Conditions


						Prepares Setting Section for project site and off-site locations (6 periods)


						EP Reviews Transportation Setting


						Finalize Setting Section for project site and off-site locations (6 periods)


			Augment Transportation Data Collection						Completed (Variant 3?)


			Travel Demand Estimation


						Perform Travel Demand Analysis and submit 1st Draft of Travel Demand Memorandum			Completed


						EP Reviews 1st Draft of Travel Demand Analysis			Completed


						Perform Travel Demand Analysis on revised project plus two off-site alternatives and submit 2nd Draft Tech Memorandum to EP


						EP Reviews 2nd Draft of Travel Demand Analysis


						Incorporate revisions to 2nd Draft Travel Demand Memorandum and submit final version


						EP Approves Travel Demand Analysis and Documentation


			Project Sponsor provides Draft Transportation Management Plan after preliminary review by EP and MTA


			Transportation Impact Analysis for Project/Alternatives/Variants


						Existing + Project/Variant 2 (12  9 periods/scenarios)


						Existing + Variant 1 (All residential uses at SWL 330) (3 periods)


						Existing + Variant 3 (Distributed Event Center Parking) (9 periods)


						Existing + Alternative B (Reduced Intensity) (1 period)


						Existing + Alternative C (SWL 337) (6 periods/scenarios)


						Existing + Alternative D (Potrero Power Plant) (6 periods/scenarios)


			Cumulative Transportation Impact Analysis


						No Project (2 periods)


						With Project at Piers 30-32 / SWL 330 (4  3 periods/scenarios)


						With Arena at Potrero Power Plant (2 periods/scenarios)


						With Arena at SWL 337 (2 periods/scenarios)


			Development of Mitigation Measures


						Transportation Team Meeting # 1 - Discuss Preliminary Impacts and Mitigations																																																						X


						Transportation Team Meeting # 2 - Discuss Preliminary Impacts and Mitigations																																																																		X


						Transportation Team Meeting # 3 - Discuss Preliminary Impacts and Mitigations																																																																																							X


			Submit Transportation Data for AQ / Noise Analysis


						Project and Variants


						Alternatives


			Preparation of ADEIR-1C


						Prepare ADEIR-1C Section for Project and Variants; submit to ESA


						ESA prepares ADEIR-1C Transportation


						City/Sponsor Review of ADEIR-1C


						Work Session to discuss comments on ADEIR-1C


			Preparation of ADEIR-1D


						Prepare ADEIR-1D Section for Alternatives; submit to ESA


						ESA prepares ADEIR-1D Transportation


						City/Sponsor Review of ADEIR-1D


						Work Session to discuss comments on ADEIR-1D


			Prepare Transportation Supporting Information





						Adavant Consulting/LCW Consulting


						City staff


						ESA


						Project sponsor












Office of Economic and Workforce Development 


City and County of San Francisco


1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place


San Francisco, CA 94102


415.554.6625


 


On Jan 2, 2014, at 10:56 AM, "Oshima, Diane" <diane.oshima@sfport.com>
wrote:


I actually will try and attend the meeting at MTA.  Also, thanks
to Brett for circulating the draft explanation describing WTA vs.
the other transportation acronyms.  I layered in further revisions
in the attached.  See you later today.  Thanks!


 


Diane


 


Diane Oshima


Assistant Deputy Director, Waterfront Planning


Port of San Francisco


Pier 1, San Francisco, CA  94111


Diane.Oshima@sfport.com


415/274-0553


 


From: Van de Water, Adam 
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 9:52 AM
To: Wise, Viktoriya
Cc: Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter; liz.brisson@sfcta.org; elizabeth.sall@sfcta.org; Bollinger,
Brett; Oshima, Diane; Michelle Magee; Elizabeth Sall
Subject: Re: CONFIRMING: Piers 30-32 Transportation meeting/call per Diane


 


I will join but am enjoying working from home.  Is there a call-in
number?



tel:415.554.6625

mailto:diane.oshima@sfport.com

mailto:Diane.Oshima@sfport.com

tel:415%2F274-0553

mailto:liz.brisson@sfcta.org

mailto:elizabeth.sall@sfcta.org





Adam Van de Water


Project Manager


Office of Economic and Workforce Development 


City and County of San Francisco


1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place


San Francisco, CA 94102


415.554.6625


 


On Jan 2, 2014, at 9:36 AM, "Wise, Viktoriya"
<viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org> wrote:


Thanks.  I got a babysitter and came in today so I will see
you at this meeting.


 


Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning


 


Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049│Fax: 415-558-6409


Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org


Web: www.sfplanning.org
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From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 9:35 AM
To: Albert, Peter; Wise, Viktoriya; Van de Water, Adam;
'liz.brisson@sfcta.org'; 'elizabeth.sall@sfcta.org'; Bollinger, Brett; Oshima,
Diane; 'Michelle Magee'
Cc: 'Elizabeth Sall'
Subject: RE: CONFIRMING: Piers 30-32 Transportation meeting/call per
Diane


 


Brett,



tel:415.554.6625

mailto:viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org

tel:415-558-6409

mailto:viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org

http://www.sfplanning.org/

https://www.facebook.com/sfplanningdept

http://www.flickr.com/photos/sfplanning

https://twitter.com/sfplanning

http://www.youtube.com/sfplanning

http://signup.sfplanning.org/
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mailto:elizabeth.sall@sfcta.org





 


Sorry, I see on an older email that you’re unavailable. 


 


Viktoriya, 
Would you suggest that we (me and Peter, Diane, Liz, and maybe
Adam) get together and take a first stab at this discussion and then
come next Wednesday to flesh it out?  I hate to drag you in if you have
child care limitations.


 


 


 


Erin Miller


Project Manager, Waterfront Transportation Assessment


 


Join the Waterfront Transportation Assessment Mailing List


 


Sustainable Streets-Strategic Planning & Policy


Urban Planning Initiatives


 


 


<image006.jpg> SFMTA | Municipal Transportation Agency


1 South Van Ness Ave, 7th Floor-7067 -  SF, CA 94103


Office:   415 701 5490


Mobile: 415 971 7429


 


 


-----Original Appointment-----
From: Miller, Erin 
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 9:31 AM



http://www.sfmta.com/projects-planning/projects/waterfront-transportation-assessment-0

http://www.sfmta.com/projects-planning/projects/waterfront-transportation-assessment-0

https://docs.google.com/forms/d/1pLb9NiXBn9ZBAEam9pEBPborM74DJY9d9xgLKw84Aq8/viewform

tel:415%20701%205490

tel:415%20971%207429





To: Albert, Peter; Wise, Viktoriya; Van de Water, Adam;
'liz.brisson@sfcta.org'; 'elizabeth.sall@sfcta.org'; Bollinger, Brett; Oshima,
Diane; 'Michelle Magee'
Cc: 'Elizabeth Sall'
Subject: CONFIRMING: Piers 30-32 Transportation meeting/call per
Diane
When: Thursday, January 02, 2014 2:00 PM-3:00 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific
Time (US & Canada).
Where: Civic Center Conference Room (1SVN 3074)


 


 


 


All,


 


Would you still like to take this time today for the meeting we
discussed pre-Christmas?  This meeting was the child of our
discussion about how the transportation issues and analysis
relate between WTA, Warriors EIR, Warriors TMP that need
coordination and clear communication.  To jog your
memories, I’ve copied one of Diane’s emails below that is
key behind the topic at hand.


 


We discussed coordinating this meeting with next week’s
standing meeting at Planning on Jan 8.  We proposed this
time because we want to have Peter there, and he is leaving
for 2 weeks on Monday.  I have 5 confirmed including myself,
with Viktoriya as a tentative.  Brett, would you be able to
make it, as it’s important to have EP there.


 


Let me know if you can//want to attend. 


 


Thank you – and Happy New Year!


 


 


 



mailto:liz.brisson@sfcta.org
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With many different transportation efforts in play, I
believe it’s important for city staff (as well as GSW) to
have clear and consistent talking points about what
each part is and, if applicable, its relationship to the
EIR transportation impact and mitigation analysis. 
I’m concerned that the CAC and public does not have
this yet, which makes the community discussions
more challenging.  In part, that’s because the type of
analysis MTA/CTA is doing is the most proactive and
sophisticated in decades.  We should also invest that
same kind of thought to develop a clearer way of
communicating how each piece fits into the full
picture.


 


To get the ball rolling, here’s a start at describing
each; it would be interesting to see if we all have a
shared understanding.


 


WTA – Comprehensive assessment of existing and
planned local/regional transportation projects to yield
recommendations about funding priorities and timing
adjustments (as possible) to optimize transportation
improvements to serve existing population and
planned new development, plus additional possible
measures and operational adjustments to further
improve the transportation benefits, or fill in gaps. 
Provides an early look at measures that could be
identified and analyzed as mitigation measures for
further analysis in development project EIRs.  In this
way, WTA prepares public for some content in the EIR.


 


SFCTA corridor modeling – This work does what an
EIR is not designed to do (which I believe we need to
make more explicit): evaluates the functionality of
 coordinated transportation improvements on a
corridor-basis.  This modeling tests some of the same
WTA strategies that may be considered in the EIR but
as part of an integrated package designed to improve
transportation flow along a given corridor, rather than
as possible individual EIR mitigation measures tied to
a given development project. The SFCTA modeling also
differs from the EIR by having flexibility for setting the







timeframe for studying the corridor; model can look at
nearer-term scenarios rather than the EIR standard of
2040 to meet CEQA cumulative impact analysis
requirements.  If this is an accurate description, then
we should be clearer that the SFCTA modeling is an
interactive transportation planning tool/capability that
is separate and discrete from the CEQA transportation
analysis process. The City needs to have this
capability in order to support proactive transportation
planning that aligns with smart financing decisions of
the SFCTA.  However, we should be clear that while
CEQA  EIRs and SFCTA corridor studies each may
involve use of a quantified transportation model, the
analyses are not interchangeable or reviewed in
combination; each has its separate informational
purpose.


 


MTA Transportation Demand Management Planning
(TDMP) – Provides information and direction to
building owners and developers to promote smart
transportation programs and services (which can help
inform developer TMPs), and works in concert with
MTA departments, including SET, to manage MTA
transportation programs to promote efficient
transportation that priorities alternative modes and
Transit First policy. This is an ongoing operational
function of the city that is not a part of the CEQA
process although many of the strategies employed may
be similar to mitigation measures applied to individual
projects analyzed in CEQA reviews.


 


Project Sponsor Transportation Management Plans
(TMP) – Transportation programs produced by project
sponsors (GSW) that are tailored to the detailed design
and function of the project program, to commit to
physical accommodations and site design, transit and
operational programs.  Project sponsor may start with
a proposed TMP from the project outset, which is built
into the CEQA analysis, and be subject to further
revisions and additions of mitigation measures that
flow from the conclusions of the CEQA analysis.   In
the case of GSW, their opening TMP proposal may
include some WTA strategies.


 







 


<WTA-EIR-TMP_AMV comments, DOrevs.docx>


-- 
Liz Brisson
Senior Transportation Planner
San Francisco County Transportation Authority
1455 Market Street, 22nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
415-522-4838


www.sfcta.org
www.facebook.com/sfcta
www.twitter.com/sanfranciscota



http://www.sfcta.org/

http://www.facebook.com/sfcta

http://www.twitter.com/sanfranciscota






From: Oshima, Diane
To: Amandeep Jawa
Cc: Dan Nguyen-Tan (dan@publicbikes.com); Michelle Magee; Miller, Erin; Wise, Viktoriya; liz.brisson@sfcta.org
Subject: Transportation Committee meeting date options: 1/22 or 1/29?
Date: Tuesday, January 07, 2014 1:59:00 PM


HNY Deep and Dan—
 
Great to read about Deep and partner on the front page this
morning.  So perfect for our Transportation co-chair.
 
We are trying to land a date for the Transportation Committee to
finish up the discussion from your last meeting.  We had
indicated that it would happen in January.
 
Dan is not available on Wed, 1/29 evening.  Deep, if that date
works for you and if it’s ok with Dan, would Deep consider
chairing the meeting solo on 1/29?  If not the 29th, would the
two of you be willing to hold the meeting on Wed, 1/23 evening?
 
Staff has met since your last meeting.  Based on where you left
off, and what staff efforts not underway, here’s our thinking
about what should be the focus of the next meeting:
 


1)  Affirm that Transp Commission discussions of the WTA
strategies has been completed, per the last meeting
 


2)  Presentation /Public Discussion of the discrete but related
transportation planning and analysis efforts underway. 
Staff is aware that there may be a lot of confusion about
how transportation is defined, analyzed, and mitigated.  We
are preparing a “cheat sheet” for public release before the
next meeting to better describe the various efforts, which
are:
 
-      Transportation Demand Management Planning (TDMP) –


Direction provided by City/MTA
 


-      Transportation Management Plans (TMP) – Project-
specific plans and commitments intiated by project
sponsor
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-      EIR transportation modeling


 
-      WTA, Phase 2 transportation modeling - and how it


differs from EIR modeling
 


 
3)  Liz Brisson, SFCTA, presentation of WTA Phase 2


transportation modeling work that is now underway
 
CAN YOU PLEASE LET US KNOW IF 1/29 (DEEP CHAIRS)  OR
1/23 (DEEP AND DAN CO-CHAIR) ARE VIABLE DATES? 
THANKS SO MUCH!
 
Diane
 
Diane Oshima
Assistant Deputy Director, Waterfront Planning
Port of San Francisco
Pier 1, San Francisco, CA  94111
Diane.Oshima@sfport.com
415/274-0553
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From: Kern, Chris (CPC)
To: Clarke Miller; Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC);


Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Gary Oates (GOates@esassoc.com); Paul Mitchell (pmitchell@esassoc.com); Joyce Hsiao
(joyce@orionenvironment.com); Jose Farran (jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com); lubaw@lcwconsulting.com;
"Chris Mitchell (C.Mitchell@fehrandpeers.com)"; "Mary Murphy (MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com)"; "Sekhri, Neil
(NSekhri@gibsondunn.com)"; Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); "David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)"; "Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)"; Jesse Blout; David
Kelly (dkelly@warriors.com); Miller, Erin (MTA)


Subject: RE: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
Date: Thursday, May 15, 2014 9:09:04 AM


Hi Clarke,
Unfortunately the times/dates you’re proposing for the kickoff meeting don’t work for Viktoriya,
Brett and me. Can we schedule the kickoff meeting for 5/28 during the timeslot already established
for this project (i.e. Wednesdays 1:00-3:00)? We’re still holding this time every week, and I suspect
that others on the team may be doing the same.
 
Let me know if this will work.
Thanks,
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 7:00 PM
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC);
Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Gary Oates (GOates@esassoc.com); Paul Mitchell
(pmitchell@esassoc.com); Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); Jose Farran
(jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com); lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; 'Chris Mitchell
(C.Mitchell@fehrandpeers.com)'; 'Mary Murphy (MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com)'; 'Sekhri, Neil
(NSekhri@gibsondunn.com)'; Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA);
'David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)'; 'Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)'; Jesse
Blout; David Kelly (dkelly@warriors.com); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
Team,
 
We’d like to re-engage the CEQA team now that efforts are underway on the Warriors arena in
Mission Bay. We’d like to convene the group for a 90-minute meeting next week to address the
following preliminary agenda items:


·         Confirmation of SEIR analyses/chapters
·         Review and confirmation of Transportation SOW
·         Discussion of key assumptions for Transportation analysis
·         Review of preliminary CEQA schedule (ESA to prepare in advance)
·         Select a day of the week and time for this group to meet on a recurring basis
·         and other items, as appropriate
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Please confer with your colleagues on your team and send me your firm’s availability for the
following days/times (location TBD):


·         Wed, May 21: Noon – 1:30pm
·         Thurs, May 22: 11am – 1pm
·         Fri, May 23: 10am – 3pm


 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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From: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: FW: PPT/CAC prep
Date: Thursday, May 08, 2014 11:44:27 AM
Attachments: Blocks 29-32 WarriorsMBCAC050814.pdf


 
 


From: Hussain, Lila (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 08, 2014 10:52 AM
To: corinnewoods@cs.com
Subject: PPT/CAC prep
 
Good Morning Corinne,
 
My ppt is very minimal since we don’t have a lot of information at this time.  Rick Welts from the
Warriors will be the first speaker at the CAC to discuss  and then I will follow to provide the Mission
Bay context and design review process followed by Q& A.  Jesse Blout said he was going to outreach
to you today to discuss where they are at with being able to provide planning, design and process
information.  
 
Also, please note the following info for tonight:
 


·         Sally Oerth will take notes at the meeting, we will have them ready for website posting by
Monday


·         Christine Maher from OCII will be present to give a two minute summary on the UCSF
·         Please have attendees reference the map on the back of their agenda during the meeting to


identify the location of the parcels.  Our little Mission Bay board will be too hard to see given
the larger room and layout of the seats. 


 
Let me know if you have any additional feedback.
 
See you later,
 
Lila Hussain
Assistant Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure


One South Van Ness, 5th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Phone: 415-749-2431
Email: lila.hussain@sfgov.org
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Mission Bay Blocks 29-32 



Mission Bay CAC Meeting May 8, 2014 











Warriors Project 



 Block 29-32 (12 acres) of vacant property, located within 



the Mission Bay South  



 The Golden State Warriors (GSW) are in negotiations to 



acquire Blocks 29-32 from Salesforce.com Inc. 



2 



2 











Mission Bay Project Area 



 Mission Bay is a Public/Private 



Partnership 



 Uses Tax Increment to fund public 



infrastructure and affordable housing 



 Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC)  



 Two Redevelopment Plans (North and 



South) and two Owner Participation 



Agreements (OPA) adopted 1998 



 6,400 residential units (Affordable and 



Market Rate) 



 4.4 million sf office/ biotech/ R&D/ 



 49 acres of public parks 



 



UCSF 



Hospital 



I-280   
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Design Controls and Review Processes 



Redevelopment Plans 



Design for Developments (“D for D”) 



Design Review and Document Approval Procedures 



(“DRDAP”) 



 Major Phases 



 Combined Basic Concept/Schematic Designs 



 



Approval Process 



 CAC Review and Approval 



 Commission on Community Investment and 



Infrastructure 
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 Key Contacts 



 Office of Economic and Workforce Development (OEWD) 



 Jennifer Matz Jennifer.Matz@sfgov.org  



 Adam Van de Water  adam.vandewater@sfgov.org 



 Warriors 



 Alix Rosenthal, arosenthal@warriors.com 



 Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 



 Catherine Reilly, catherine.reilly@sfgov.org 
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From: Liz Brisson
To: José I. Farrán
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya; Bollinger, Brett; Elizabeth Sall; Drew Cooper
Subject: Re: Canceled: GSW Standing Transportation Meeting
Date: Friday, February 28, 2014 10:14:57 AM
Attachments: image004.png


image001.png
image005.png
image002.png
image003.png


Hi Jose, yes, we will do it for both time periods. I am cc-ing Drew and Elizabeth
here. I know we are squeezing in some non-Waterfront model runs in the moment,
but maybe Drew and E can advise on a schedule for getting you this run.


Thanks! Liz


On Fri, Feb 28, 2014 at 10:07 AM, José I. Farrán <jifarran@adavantconsulting.com>
wrote:


Liz, I also agree with Viktoriya confirmation, we need the 2040 Master Run plus the Warriors overlay
and no Giants.  I have a question though.


 


When you overlay the Warriors and run SF CHAMP, would you do it for both the PM and Late PM
periods? We are analyzing both of them for 2040 in the EIR.


 


_______________________________________________________


José I. Farrán, P.E.


  Adavant


         Consulting


200 Francisco St.,  2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133


office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412


jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com


www.AdavantConsulting.com


 


 


From: Wise, Viktoriya [mailto:viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, February 27, 2014 4:33 PM
To: Liz Brisson; Bollinger, Brett
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Cc: Jose I. Farran (jifarran@adavantconsulting.com)
Subject: RE: Canceled: GSW Standing Transportation Meeting


 


Yes, confirmed.


 


Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning


 


Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049│Fax: 415-558-6409


Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org


Web: www.sfplanning.org


               


 


From: Liz Brisson [mailto:liz.brisson@sfcta.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, February 26, 2014 9:25 AM
To: Bollinger, Brett; Wise, Viktoriya
Subject: Re: Canceled: GSW Standing Transportation Meeting


 


Thanks Brett! So i assume the SF-CHAMP scenario we need to provide is layering
Warriors Basketball trips onto the Master Run (no giants game).


Viktoriya can you pls confirm? thanks, Liz


 


On Wed, Feb 26, 2014 at 7:25 AM, Bollinger, Brett <brett.bollinger@sfgov.org>
wrote:


In the GSW Transportation SOW we have two Weekday PM Period (4-6 PM) Cumulative
scenarios, one for a basketball game and the other for a convention event, both without a Giants
game. We also have a Weekend Late PM Period (7-9 PM) scenario for a basketball game without
a Giants game. SOW is attached for your reference. Let me know if you have any questions.


 


From: Liz Brisson [mailto:liz.brisson@sfcta.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, February 25, 2014 5:51 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya
Cc: Oshima, Diane; Van de Water, Adam; Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin; Bollinger, Brett;
elizabeth@sfcta.org; Paine, Carli
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Subject: Re: Canceled: GSW Standing Transportation Meeting


 


There are two things I wanted to touch on:


 


1) Agenda for next subcommittee meeting --- i got requests from Deep, Dan,
Jamie, and Sunny (Kim's aide) to do an info item high level on Congestion Pricing.
I also understand Erin will want to present some followup items related to the
pilots. Then we also have the next tranche of Phase 2 analysis results. I want to
confirm that we think that all works together as agenda since its changed since we
last discussed it.


 


2) Just for Viktoriya/Brett - we have just about completed the "With PRoposed
Developments" SF-CHAMP scenarios for Phase 2, and will next turn to the scenario
you need for the EIR Cumulative. I can't remember if we want this scenario to
include only a Warriors game, or both a Warriors game and a Giants game. Can
you please advise?


 


On Tue, Feb 25, 2014 at 5:45 PM, Wise, Viktoriya <viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Hi-


 


I don’t think there is anything we need to discuss tomorrow so I am cancelling this meeting. 
Please advise ASAP if it is needed. 


The 1 pm CEQA meeting is still happening. 


 


 


--


Liz Brisson
Senior Transportation Planner
San Francisco County Transportation Authority


1455 Market Street, 22nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
415-522-4838
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--


Liz Brisson
Senior Transportation Planner
San Francisco County Transportation Authority


1455 Market Street, 22nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
415-522-4838
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-- 
Liz Brisson
Senior Transportation Planner
San Francisco County Transportation Authority
1455 Market Street, 22nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
415-522-4838
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From: Miller, Erin
To: Albert, Peter; Olea, Ricardo; Kirschbaum, Julie B; Oshima, Diane; Van de Water, Adam; Michelle Magee;


Reynolds, Seleta; Sallaberry, Mike; Koh, Audrey; Wise, Viktoriya; Bollinger, Brett; Liz Brisson; John-Baptiste,
Alicia; Mahmoudi, Fariba; Flynn, Jeffrey; Robbins, Jerry


Subject: Trello Invitation from Erin
Date: Tuesday, January 14, 2014 7:57:02 PM
Importance: High


Hello All:


Please don't be alarmed by the recent invitation from me to you to join my WTA ProjMngmt Board on
Trello.  You may not be familiar with this tool, but it provides a clever way to keep track of my many
many to-dos on the Waterfront Transportation Assessment.  


You are all involved in it in some immediate or tangential way, and my hope is that this will both help
me to keep up with several threads of work I'm responsible for, and that it will help you to see when/if I
need your input, support, attendance at meetings, technical feedback, etc. 


You do NOT have to join the board when you receive the invitation unless you want to comment or
participate directly in it, but I wanted to share it with you because:


MTA - it is related to the request we've received from Alicia, I may be calling on you for support
in vetting Strategies, attending meetings, preparing cost estimates, supporting technical analysis;
Planning, OEWD, Michelle, Liz - it is related to some of the recent tasks we've been focused on,
and I hope will keep us (or at least me) informed in a summary way of what we need to do;
Liz you are the PM for the WTA Phase 2 work, and might use this to help me help you to
coordinate my colleagues as you need; and
I need a tool that will help me keep track of my work and commitments, and I want you to know
that I will likely be calling on you at some point in this process.


If you are attending the meeting with Alicia tomorrow, I'm happy to answer any questions you might
have about it.


Erin E. Miller
Project Manager Waterfront Transportation Assessment


Waterfront Transportation Assessment Mailing List here
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Sustainable Streets
SFMTA|Municipal Transportation Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
 
415.701.5490 (o)
415.971.7429 (m)
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From: Kern, Chris (CPC)
To: Clarke Miller; Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC);


Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Gary Oates (GOates@esassoc.com); Paul Mitchell (pmitchell@esassoc.com); Joyce Hsiao
(joyce@orionenvironment.com); Jose Farran (jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com); lubaw@lcwconsulting.com;
"Chris Mitchell (C.Mitchell@fehrandpeers.com)"; "Mary Murphy (MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com)"; "Sekhri, Neil
(NSekhri@gibsondunn.com)"; Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); "David
Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)"; "Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)"; Jesse Blout; David
Kelly (dkelly@warriors.com); Miller, Erin (MTA)


Subject: RE: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
Date: Thursday, May 15, 2014 9:09:03 AM


Hi Clarke,
Unfortunately the times/dates you’re proposing for the kickoff meeting don’t work for Viktoriya,
Brett and me. Can we schedule the kickoff meeting for 5/28 during the timeslot already established
for this project (i.e. Wednesdays 1:00-3:00)? We’re still holding this time every week, and I suspect
that others on the team may be doing the same.
 
Let me know if this will work.
Thanks,
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 7:00 PM
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC);
Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Gary Oates (GOates@esassoc.com); Paul Mitchell
(pmitchell@esassoc.com); Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); Jose Farran
(jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com); lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; 'Chris Mitchell
(C.Mitchell@fehrandpeers.com)'; 'Mary Murphy (MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com)'; 'Sekhri, Neil
(NSekhri@gibsondunn.com)'; Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA);
'David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)'; 'Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)'; Jesse
Blout; David Kelly (dkelly@warriors.com); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
Team,
 
We’d like to re-engage the CEQA team now that efforts are underway on the Warriors arena in
Mission Bay. We’d like to convene the group for a 90-minute meeting next week to address the
following preliminary agenda items:


·         Confirmation of SEIR analyses/chapters
·         Review and confirmation of Transportation SOW
·         Discussion of key assumptions for Transportation analysis
·         Review of preliminary CEQA schedule (ESA to prepare in advance)
·         Select a day of the week and time for this group to meet on a recurring basis
·         and other items, as appropriate
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Please confer with your colleagues on your team and send me your firm’s availability for the
following days/times (location TBD):


·         Wed, May 21: Noon – 1:30pm
·         Thurs, May 22: 11am – 1pm
·         Fri, May 23: 10am – 3pm


 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
 



mailto:cmiller@stradasf.com






From: DeMartini, Keith (CPC)
To: Ko, Yvonne (CPC)
Cc: Zhu, Karen (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); DiSanto, Thomas (CPC)
Subject: FW: Piers 30-32 & SWL 330 application withdrawal letter
Date: Friday, May 30, 2014 8:48:43 AM
Attachments: Piers 30-32 app withdrawal letter_May 29, 2014.pdf
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Hi Yvonne,
 
As we discussed, please prepare the refund paperwork and have me review it before we send it out. 
And once you know the refund amount, please let me know so I can let Tom and John know.  We
need to do everything in our power to process this refund on the FY13-14 books.  Let me know if
you have any questions or would like to discuss further.  Thank you very much!
 
Keith DeMartini
Finance & IT Manager
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9118 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:Keith.DeMartini@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org


            
 
Planning Information Center (PIC): 415-558-6377 or pic@sfgov.org
Property Information Map (PIM):http://propertymap.sfplanning.org 
 


 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 5:27 PM
To: DeMartini, Keith (CPC); Ko, Yvonne (CPC)
Cc: Fordham, Chelsea
Subject: FW: Piers 30-32 & SWL 330 application withdrawal letter
 
Per the attached letter, the Warriors are withdrawing their EE application (Case No. 2012.0718E).
Please process a refund for the remaining balance on this case. Let me know if you need anything
else from the sponsor.
Thanks,
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
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From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 5:07 PM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); David Kelly (dkelly@warriors.com); Mary Murphy
(MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com); 'Sekhri, Neil (NSekhri@gibsondunn.com)'; Jesse Blout; Matz, Jennifer
(MYR); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: Piers 30-32 & SWL 330 application withdrawal letter
 
Chris,
Please see the attached letter withdrawing GSW’s application for Piers 30-32 and Seawall 330.
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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From: Liz Brisson
To: Bollinger, Brett; Wise, Viktoriya
Subject: Re: Canceled: GSW Standing Transportation Meeting
Date: Wednesday, February 26, 2014 9:25:35 AM


Thanks Brett! So i assume the SF-CHAMP scenario we need to provide is layering
Warriors Basketball trips onto the Master Run (no giants game).
Viktoriya can you pls confirm? thanks, Liz


On Wed, Feb 26, 2014 at 7:25 AM, Bollinger, Brett <brett.bollinger@sfgov.org>
wrote:


In the GSW Transportation SOW we have two Weekday PM Period (4-6 PM) Cumulative
scenarios, one for a basketball game and the other for a convention event, both without a Giants
game. We also have a Weekend Late PM Period (7-9 PM) scenario for a basketball game without
a Giants game. SOW is attached for your reference. Let me know if you have any questions.


 


From: Liz Brisson [mailto:liz.brisson@sfcta.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, February 25, 2014 5:51 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya
Cc: Oshima, Diane; Van de Water, Adam; Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin; Bollinger, Brett;
elizabeth@sfcta.org; Paine, Carli
Subject: Re: Canceled: GSW Standing Transportation Meeting


 


There are two things I wanted to touch on:


 


1) Agenda for next subcommittee meeting --- i got requests from Deep, Dan,
Jamie, and Sunny (Kim's aide) to do an info item high level on Congestion Pricing.
I also understand Erin will want to present some followup items related to the
pilots. Then we also have the next tranche of Phase 2 analysis results. I want to
confirm that we think that all works together as agenda since its changed since we
last discussed it.


 


2) Just for Viktoriya/Brett - we have just about completed the "With PRoposed
Developments" SF-CHAMP scenarios for Phase 2, and will next turn to the scenario
you need for the EIR Cumulative. I can't remember if we want this scenario to
include only a Warriors game, or both a Warriors game and a Giants game. Can
you please advise?


 


On Tue, Feb 25, 2014 at 5:45 PM, Wise, Viktoriya <viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org>
wrote:
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Hi-


 


I don’t think there is anything we need to discuss tomorrow so I am cancelling this meeting. 
Please advise ASAP if it is needed. 


The 1 pm CEQA meeting is still happening. 


 


 


--


Liz Brisson
Senior Transportation Planner
San Francisco County Transportation Authority


1455 Market Street, 22nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
415-522-4838


www.sfcta.org
www.facebook.com/sfcta
www.twitter.com/sanfranciscota


-- 
Liz Brisson
Senior Transportation Planner
San Francisco County Transportation Authority
1455 Market Street, 22nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
415-522-4838


www.sfcta.org
www.facebook.com/sfcta
www.twitter.com/sanfranciscota
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From: Lima, Cindy
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Cc: Beauchamp, Kevin
Subject: UCSF Benioff Children"s Skyline Sign logo change - temp banner and permanent
Date: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 11:01:49 AM
Attachments: image002.png


BCH Logo Sign - temp solution_4-11-14.pdf
UCSF Site Children"s Logo 4-14-14_ARROW SUBMITTAL[2].pdf


Dear Catherine and Tiffany,
 
Hope all is well – I’m sure you are buried with all things Warriors, among everything else.   I’m
writing to you about a change we need to make to the skyline sign on the children’s hospital (near
Mariposa) at Mission Bay, due to a change in our logo.
 
As you’ve likely seen in ads, on January 1, 2014 UCSF Benioff Children’s Hospital and Children’s
Hospital Oakland formerly affiliated.   Oakland is now a subsidiary of the UC Regents and is managed
by UCSF Medical Center.   A gift from The Benioffs to Oakland also resulted in a renaming to UCSF
Benioff Children’s Hospital Oakland. 
 
As part of the rebranding for the integrated children’s organization (and as you’ve likely seen on TV)
, UCSF Benioff Children’s Hospital has dropped the golden gate bridge image and both organizations
are now using the colorful and recognized children historically used by Oakland.
 
The new logo looks like this:


 
So, because of this logo change we need to take down the golden gate bridge from the skyline sign
and put up the kids.   We do not propose changing the text on the building or adding the words “San
Francisco.”     Additionally, because we can’t get this approved, fabricated and installed for many
months, we would like to put up a temporary banner.
 
Attached are images of both a temporary banner and the final proposed sign.   (I should note that
Marc Benioff has asked for the Children to be “large.”  We have mocked up here what we think is
appropriate.   (Given Marc’s recent $2M donation for Mariposa Park, I hope we can accommodate as
shown here -- also makes it readable given the complexity of the shape.)
 
Could you please confirm if we are good to go with these?  We would like to get the temporary
banner up ASAP. Any flexibility would be appreciated.   Thank you.
 
Cindy
 
p.s. Please save the afternoon/evening of Sept 6 for a community walk and Lights-On Celebration
for the new hospitals!  (Not yet published)
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Kate Keating Associates Inc.
1045 Sansome Street, Suite 202



San Francisco, CA 94111



UCSF Medical Center at Mission Bay
Temp Sign, Scale: 1/8" = 1'-0"
April 11, 2014



Option 1



Digitally printed vinyl banner 
with graphics on first surface. 
Background color to match 
PMS Cool Gray 11 C with
graphics to match white. 
Connection to building to be 
determined by fabricator.



Area of Temporary Sign: 187' 



21'-10 3/4"



8'
-6



"



Option 2



Digitally printed vinyl banner 
with graphics on first surface. 
Background color to match 
white with graphics to match 
PMS Cool Gray 11 C and logo's 
colors. Connection to building 
to be determined by fabricator.
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Cindy Lima
Executive Director
Mission Bay Hospitals Project 
UCSF Health - Organizational Program Management
UCSF Medical Center | UCSF Benioff Children’s Hospital
 
2233 Post Street, Suite 204 
San Francisco, CA 94143-1832
Office: 415.353.2729
Cell:  415.218.3105
Analyst: Linda Harkness 415.514.5791


 
 








From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Cc: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: RE: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
Date: Friday, May 16, 2014 7:41:24 AM


Chris is organizing the meeting.  I think he changed it to City Hall so that I would be able to make the
Oversight Board meeting.  It was probably the room he could get easier.  If you don’t want it at City
Attorney I will ask him to work with Phillip to see if there is another room.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 7:34 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: Re: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
I don't think we the mtg should take place in the City Attorney's office. Did Chris Kern suggest this?
 
If the issue is a mtg room in City Hall to accommodate your schedule at Oversight Bd, then Jen Matz
can have her staff secure that.


Tiffany Bohee
 


On May 15, 2014, at 3:49 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Yes, we will definitely attend and will be making clear the client relationship.  I will see
if we can move up a little since the discussion has grown.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 3:45 PM
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To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: FW: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
Can you make this meeting?  The Oversight Board mtg is at 2 pm that day so I won’t
participate. 
 
Catherine – You should suggest that they move the meeting to 12 pm or even 12:30 so
you can do both CEQA and attend the Oversight Board.  If not, perhaps a divide and
conquer approach with the OB (Christine Maher, Sally covering) and you and Manny
cover the CEQA mtg.  It’s important that Planning doesn’t treat this as a City project
and just do their normal process since this is not a City project.  If Jim is available,
perhaps he can attend the CEQA mtg as well to remind Planning.
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 9:28 AM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Wise,
Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA);
Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
Hi Jennifer,
Viktoriya and I discussed this earlier this morning and agree that next week seems too
soon to address the topics on Clarke’s agenda (and that 90 minutes is not enough time
to cover all of these items). We’d like to schedule an internal call/meeting on CEQA
approach before discussing further with GSW. Can we schedule this for Wednesday
5/21 at 1:00? If that time doesn’t work, I’ll send out a Doodle Poll to find a timeslot.
 
Thanks,
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 
 
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 9:13 AM
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Wise,
Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR);
Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Re: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
City folks,
 
I don't want to meet until we have a project description.  In my opinion, many of
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Clarke's items cannot be addressed until we have that level of info. Let me know if you
have different thoughts. I'll wait for your input and reply to Clarke later today. In the
meantime, please don't send him your availability. Planning, please let consultants
know they should hold. 
 
Jennifer


On May 14, 2014, at 7:03 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:


Team,
 
We’d like to re-engage the CEQA team now that efforts are underway on
the Warriors arena in Mission Bay. We’d like to convene the group for a
90-minute meeting next week to address the following preliminary
agenda items:


·         Confirmation of SEIR analyses/chapters
·         Review and confirmation of Transportation SOW
·         Discussion of key assumptions for Transportation analysis
·         Review of preliminary CEQA schedule (ESA to prepare in advance)
·         Select a day of the week and time for this group to meet on a


recurring basis
·         and other items, as appropriate


 
Please confer with your colleagues on your team and send me your firm’s
availability for the following days/times (location TBD):


·         Wed, May 21: Noon – 1:30pm
·         Thurs, May 22: 11am – 1pm
·         Fri, May 23: 10am – 3pm


 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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From: Paul Mitchell
To: David Noyola
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya; Kern, Chris; Bollinger, Brett; Joyce
Subject: FW: Piers 30-32 and SWL 330 Building Heights in EIR
Date: Wednesday, January 29, 2014 10:53:35 AM
Attachments: image001.png
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David:
 
The City has provided direction for the sponsor to revise their site plans that are presented in the EIR
Project Description so that all proposed building/plaza/deck heights on Piers 30-32 and SWL 330 are
measured relative to the adjacent street curb, consistent with Section 102.12 of the Planning Code. 
This would affect the following EIR Project Description figures that present heights/elevations: 
 
Piers 30-32


Figures 3-6:  Piers 30-32 Site Plan
Figure 3-8:  Piers 30-32 Floor Plan – Event Level/Retail Level 1/Parking Level 1
Figure 3-9:  Piers 30-32 Floor Plan –Parking Level 2
Figure 3-10:  Piers 30-32 Floor Plan – Mezzanine Level/Retail Level 2/Parking Level 3
Figure 3-11:  Piers 30-32 Floor Plan - Retail Level 2
Figure 3-12:  Piers 30-32 Floor Plan - Main Concourse Level
Figure 3-13:  Piers 30-32 Floor Plan - Suite Level
Figure 3-14:  Piers 30-32 Floor Plan – Loge Level
Figure 3-15:  Piers 30-32 Floor Plan – Concourse Level
Figure 3-16:  Piers 30-32 Floor Plan – Mechanical Level
Figure 3-17:  Piers 30-32 Floor Plan – Section 1 (East-West Cross-Section Looking North)
Figure 3-18:  Piers 30-32 Floor Plan – Section 2 (East-West Cross-Section Looking East and West)
Figure 3-19:  Piers 30-32 West Elevation
Figure 3-20:  Piers 30-32 South Elevation
Figure 3-21:  Piers 30-32 East Elevation
Figure 3-22:  Piers 30-32 North Elevation
Figure 3-25:  Proposed Landscape Plan


 
 
SWL 330 (if these figures do not currently measure from adjacent street curb per Section 102.12 of
the Planning Code, to be confirmed by your architect)


Figure 3-29:  Seawall Lot 330 Site Plan
Figure 3-37:  Seawall Lot 330 East Elevation
Figure 3-38:  Seawall Lot 330 Northwest Elevation
Figure 3-39:  Seawall Lot 330 Southwest Elevation
Figure 3-40:  Seawall Lot 330 Proposed Landscape Plan


 
As indicated below, the City is also requesting ESA to qualitatively explain the differences between
the heights as measured from top-of-proposed-deck vs. heights as measured from adjacent street
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curb.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 


From: Wise, Viktoriya [mailto:viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 28, 2014 11:28 AM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Kern, Chris; Bollinger, Brett; Joyce
Subject: RE: Piers 30-32 and SWL 330 Building Heights in EIR
 
Paul-
Thank you very much for your email.  The Planning Department would like to see Option #1.  This
option will be required as part of the entitlements for the project anyway.  We would like to
minimize discrepancies between what is in the environmental document and in the entitlement
package that is being approved.  That being said, I do think it will be important to qualitatively
explain that the height of the arena, retail, etc.,  from the top-of-the deck, which is X feet above the
street curb, would be 127 feet (or whatever it is). 
Please let me know if you have any questions or would like to discuss further. 
 
Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning
 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049│Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org


               
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 27, 2014 3:40 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya
Cc: Kern, Chris; Bollinger, Brett; Joyce
Subject: Piers 30-32 and SWL 330 Building Heights in EIR
 
Viktoriya:
 
I would like to resolve the last of your main substantive comments on the EIR Project Description
Version 3.0, and specifically how building heights on Piers 30-32 and SWL 330 will be measured and
reported in the EIR.  It is our understanding from the 1/8/14 GSW CEQA meeting that the City would
like the EIR to present all building heights on Piers 30-32 and SWL 330 consistent with Section
102.12 of the Planning Code for both Piers 30-32 and SWL 330 (i.e., as measured relative to the
adjacent street curb). 
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As you recall, for Version 3.0, the project sponsor measured all their buildings heights on Piers 30-
32 relative to the proposed Piers 30-32 top-of-deck, which is approximately 2 feet higher than the
adjacent street curb (so, for example, the height of the arena is 125 feet measured from the
proposed top of deck, but ~127 feet to the top of adjacent street curb).  In contrast, for SWL 330, it
appears the project sponsor measured all their buildings heights relative to the street grade
(although I am not certain if this is the same as “adjacent street curb”).  The bottom line is that the
project sponsor is not currently presenting building heights consistently between Piers 30-32 and
SWL 330, and furthermore, the building heights are not fully consistent with how Section 102.12 of
the Planning Code measures building heights.
 
I see two main options to resolve this, from which I would like you to choose one:
 


1)       Option No. 1:  Sponsor Revises Their Plans so all Building Heights on Piers 30-32 and SWL
330 Presented in the EIR are Consistent with Section 102.12 of the Planning Code.  I
suggest the cleanest way to resolve this, and which will be the easiest for a lay reader of the
EIR to understand, is for the sponsor to revise their site plans that are presented in the EIR
Project Description accordingly, so that all proposed building heights on Piers 30-32 and
SWL 330 are measured relative to the adjacent street curb, consistent with Section 102.12
of the Planning Code.  This would affect the following EIR Project Description Figures that
present building heights:  Figures 3-6, 3-8 to 3-22, 3-25; and potentially, Figures 3-29, 3-37
to 3-40).


2)       Option No. 2:  Sponsor Introduces a Figure to the EIR that shows Discrepancy between
how Sponsor Measures Building Heights and how Buildings Heights are Measured per
Section 102.12 of the Planning Code.  At the sponsor’s suggestion, they would be to merely
add a figure early on in the EIR Project Description that would graphically show the
incremental differences between how building heights as measured by the sponsor vs. and
building heights are measured per Section 102.12 of the Planning Code, and then have all
subsequent existing EIR figures include notes that would refer the reader back to this figure. 
The sponsor has provided a figure (attached) for Piers 30-32 that attempts to provide this
detail.  For example, you will see the top of the arena is presented at 127’; but as discussed,
under this option, all subsequent figures (site plans, floor plans, cross-sections, elevation
drawings, etc.) would be kept as-is and need to refer the reader back to this figure.  Frankly,
while the figure may be technically accurate, I find this figure and this option somewhat
confusing.  Furthermore, it is unclear at this point whether the sponsor would need to
provide a similar figure for SWL 330 (if the SWL 330 heights are not currently measured
relative to the adjacent street curb – still to be determined).


 
I would like to try to resolve this issue by the end of this week 1/31/14, as the sponsor will need to
prepare new/replacement figures to ESA. 
 
I am happy to discuss these (or potential other approaches) to resolve the building height
discrepancies with you.  Please don’t hesitate to contact me with any questions.  Thanks for your
consideration of this issue.
 







 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
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From: Miller, Don
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Cancelling Tomorrow"s Meeting
Date: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 2:58:33 PM


I'm available


On May 14, 2014, at 2:50 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org<mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>> wrote:


Don – you are off the hook for the meeting tomorrow on the Warriors.  However, it would be great if
you could attend the 11 AM meeting next Tuesday.  Thanks


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Melissa Chau
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Maher, Christine (OCII)
Cc: melissa.a.chau@gmail.com
Subject: Updated contact information
Date: Wednesday, April 23, 2014 10:45:20 AM
Attachments: Melissa Chau Kwon.vcf


Catherine and Christine,
 
I wanted to share my personal contact information with both of you (below and attached in v-card). 
Again, it was a pleasure working with both of you on Block 1.  I look forward to keeping in touch and
reading about the development of that and the new Warriors arena in the paper soon J
 
Email: Melissa.a.chau@gmail.com
Mobile: 415-692-6837
 
Best,
 
Melissa A. Chau
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420
San Francisco, CA 94105
(w)   415.263.9146
(m)   415.692.6837
mchau@stradasf.com
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BEGIN:VCARD
VERSION:2.1
N;LANGUAGE=en-us:Chau Kwon;Melissa
FN:Melissa Chau Kwon
TEL;CELL;VOICE:(415) 692-6837
X-MS-OL-DEFAULT-POSTAL-ADDRESS:0
EMAIL;PREF;INTERNET:melissa.a.chau@gmail.com
X-MS-OL-DESIGN;CHARSET=utf-8:<card xmlns="http://schemas.microsoft.com/office/outlook/12/electronicbusinesscards" ver="1.0" layout="left" bgcolor="ffffff"><img xmlns="" align="fit" area="16" use="cardpicture"/><fld xmlns="" prop="name" align="left" dir="ltr" style="b" color="000000" size="10"/><fld xmlns="" prop="blank" size="8"/><fld xmlns="" prop="telcell" align="left" dir="ltr" color="000000" size="8"><label align="right" color="626262">Mobile</label></fld><fld xmlns="" prop="email" align="left" dir="ltr" color="000000" size="8"/><fld xmlns="" prop="blank" size="8"/><fld xmlns="" prop="blank" size="8"/><fld xmlns="" prop="blank" size="8"/><fld xmlns="" prop="blank" size="8"/><fld xmlns="" prop="blank" size="8"/><fld xmlns="" prop="blank" size="8"/><fld xmlns="" prop="blank" size="8"/><fld xmlns="" prop="blank" size="8"/><fld xmlns="" prop="blank" size="8"/><fld xmlns="" prop="blank" size="8"/><fld xmlns="" prop="blank" size="8"/><fld xmlns="" prop="blank" size="8"/></card>
REV:20140423T174449Z
END:VCARD








From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Cc: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: RE: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
Date: Friday, May 16, 2014 7:41:00 AM


Chris is organizing the meeting.  I think he changed it to City Hall so that I would be able to make the
Oversight Board meeting.  It was probably the room he could get easier.  If you don’t want it at City
Attorney I will ask him to work with Phillip to see if there is another room.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 7:34 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: Re: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
I don't think we the mtg should take place in the City Attorney's office. Did Chris Kern suggest this?
 
If the issue is a mtg room in City Hall to accommodate your schedule at Oversight Bd, then Jen Matz
can have her staff secure that.


Tiffany Bohee
 


On May 15, 2014, at 3:49 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Yes, we will definitely attend and will be making clear the client relationship.  I will see
if we can move up a little since the discussion has grown.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 3:45 PM
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To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: FW: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
Can you make this meeting?  The Oversight Board mtg is at 2 pm that day so I won’t
participate. 
 
Catherine – You should suggest that they move the meeting to 12 pm or even 12:30 so
you can do both CEQA and attend the Oversight Board.  If not, perhaps a divide and
conquer approach with the OB (Christine Maher, Sally covering) and you and Manny
cover the CEQA mtg.  It’s important that Planning doesn’t treat this as a City project
and just do their normal process since this is not a City project.  If Jim is available,
perhaps he can attend the CEQA mtg as well to remind Planning.
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 9:28 AM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Wise,
Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA);
Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
Hi Jennifer,
Viktoriya and I discussed this earlier this morning and agree that next week seems too
soon to address the topics on Clarke’s agenda (and that 90 minutes is not enough time
to cover all of these items). We’d like to schedule an internal call/meeting on CEQA
approach before discussing further with GSW. Can we schedule this for Wednesday
5/21 at 1:00? If that time doesn’t work, I’ll send out a Doodle Poll to find a timeslot.
 
Thanks,
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 
 
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 9:13 AM
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Wise,
Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR);
Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Re: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
City folks,
 
I don't want to meet until we have a project description.  In my opinion, many of
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Clarke's items cannot be addressed until we have that level of info. Let me know if you
have different thoughts. I'll wait for your input and reply to Clarke later today. In the
meantime, please don't send him your availability. Planning, please let consultants
know they should hold. 
 
Jennifer


On May 14, 2014, at 7:03 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:


Team,
 
We’d like to re-engage the CEQA team now that efforts are underway on
the Warriors arena in Mission Bay. We’d like to convene the group for a
90-minute meeting next week to address the following preliminary
agenda items:


·         Confirmation of SEIR analyses/chapters
·         Review and confirmation of Transportation SOW
·         Discussion of key assumptions for Transportation analysis
·         Review of preliminary CEQA schedule (ESA to prepare in advance)
·         Select a day of the week and time for this group to meet on a


recurring basis
·         and other items, as appropriate


 
Please confer with your colleagues on your team and send me your firm’s
availability for the following days/times (location TBD):


·         Wed, May 21: Noon – 1:30pm
·         Thurs, May 22: 11am – 1pm
·         Fri, May 23: 10am – 3pm


 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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From: Paul Mitchell
To: Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Joyce
Subject: FW: Preliminary Wind Results for GSW at Piers 30-32/SWL 330
Date: Thursday, May 08, 2014 12:44:00 PM
Attachments: Fig 5 9-1 Wind Test Loc.pdf


Chris/Brett:
 
Just keeping you in the loop on a task Clarke had been requesting of ESA regarding preliminary wind
results at Piers 30-32.
 
-Paul
 


From: Paul Mitchell 
Sent: Thursday, May 08, 2014 12:41 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Joyce; Chuck Bennett
Subject: Preliminary Wind Results for GSW at Piers 30-32/SWL 330
 
Clarke:
 
Chuck has had a chance to preliminarily review the wind results for the previously proposed
development at Piers 30-32/SWL 330.  In summary, that development was estimated to exceed the
wind hazard criterion (i.e., a significant impact) a total of 33 hours out of the year.  In general, that
wind exceedences occurred at areas on the project site where wind speeds were expected to be
greatest (e.g., on the podium roof at SWL 330; and on the view terrace, exterior spiral ramp, and
certain pier edges on Piers 30-32.
 
The following provides a brief summary for “Project” conditions scenario, indicating wind test point
and location, predominant wind direction for which exceedence occurs, and hours of exceedence of
wind hazard criterion .  I have also attached  the wind test location map for reference.  Please note
that although not presented here, the “Cumulative + Project” results were not substantially different
than “Project” conditions.  Finally, the results for “Project” conditions presented below are with Pier
28 in place, not removed.
 


Wind Test 
Point


Location
Predominant Wind
Direction for Wind


Hazard


Estimated Hours
Wind Hazard


Criterion Exceeded
During the Year


13 SWL 330 Podium Roof near Pool W-SW 4
38 Piers 30-32 View Terrace NW 3
39 Piers 30-32 View Terrace NW 7
47 Piers 30-32 Northeast Corner NW 6
52 Piers 30-32 Arena Spiral Ramp


south east location
SW 2


54 Piers 30-32 Arena Spiral Ramp NW 5
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GOLDEN STATE WARRIORS
CEQA SUBMITTAL



1/31/2014
PIER 30-32 - SEAWALL LOT 330 SITE PLAN
CEQA NEEDS REFERENCE: AC, I, AJ, CZ
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Figure 5.9-1
Wind Test Location Map



SOURCE:  Snøhetta, Manica Architecture, BAR Architects, 2014
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Case No. 2012.0718E:  Event Center and Mixed-Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330
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There were also other areas in the development where the comfort criterion was exceeded,
although would not be considered a significant impact for CEQA purposes.
 
Finally, although significant wind impacts were identified, feasible mitigation would likely be
available to mitigate the wind hazards to a less than significant level.  Please do not hesitate to
contact me should you wish to discuss further.  Thanks.
 
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
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From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Re: Clarification on Design Meeting
Date: Friday, May 30, 2014 12:23:51 PM


We need to meet with Warriors before next Friday to verbally give them our
perspective on design. We need to do this before they share anything with us and
before they meet with ownership.


John and co. need to be able to share Planning's perspective on the building(s) at
the new location. If we need an internal meeting before than to coordinate how we
discussed OCII design guidelines and Planning Department design ideals that's fine.
We can have a call. 


On May 30, 2014, at 11:05 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Jennifer – Chris and I wanted to check in with you to make sure we are all on the same
page for the intent of the various design meetings that are being scheduled.
 


Meeting #1 - We are looking at a meeting on Monday June 2nd with internal folks.  Do
you see this as an opportunity for the internal folks to have an initial conversation of
process/goals (similar to what we did for CEQA last week), or do you see this as an
opportunity to have the Warriors there as well to provide direction on design prior to
their Friday meeting?  Personally, I would prefer the former since we haven’t had a city
family discussion on the new site yet and I’d like to make sure everyone is on the same
page before bringing in the project proponent.  As necessary we can do a verbal
download with Clarke on anything that we feel can’t wait until we meet with them the
week after so they have that in mind when they meet Friday.
 


Meeting #2 - Then we are looking at holding two times slots – the week of June 9th and


June 16th for the Warriors to come in with their initial design intent (actual date will
depend on when they will be ready).
 
Thanks for helping to clarify.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1,
2014.
 








From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Kevin Beauchamp (KBeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu)
Cc: Luke Stewart (LStewart@mbaydevelopment.com); Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: Updating Map
Date: Monday, April 28, 2014 7:04:00 PM
Attachments: 2014.02.07 Vert Dev.pdf


Kevin – I was wondering if you might be willing to help us.  We are reviewing the map that MBDG
has created to clean up things with all the recent changes (going to be updating our website in prep
for the Warriors outreach). Could you please take a look at the UCSF info and see if the numbers,
etc. match what UCSF states?  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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ARDEN
Bosa - 267 Residential Units



Estimated Completion September 2015



SOMA HOTEL
Stanford Hotel Group - 250 Room 4-star hotel



Estimated Complete: November 2016



BLOCK 1
Strada - 350 Residential Units / 25,000 sq ft retail 



Estimated Complete: 2016-2017



CHANNEL MISSION BAY 
UDR - 315 Residential Units / 9,000 sq ft retail



Completed January 2014



SOL
Equity Residential - 273 Rental Units



Estimated Complete: July 2015



KAISER MEDICAL CENTER - Alexandria
245,000 sq ft Life Sciences Building



Estimated Completion 2015



1670 OWENS GARAGE - Alexandria
803 spaces - Completed September 2009



VENUE 
Summerhill  - 147 Rental Units / 9,000 sq ft retail



Completed January 2014



1450 OWENS - Alexandria
60,000 sq ft Life Sciences Building



(future)



BLOCK 40
Available Site



FOCIL-MB, LLC
 Approx. 700,000 square feet



Medical or Commercial Office



BLOCK N4P3
Available Site - FOCIL-MB, LLC



129 Residential Units:



Up to 84 market-rate rental units;



and at least 45 affordable rental units



500 sq ft retail space



PUBLIC SAFETY BUILDING
City and Coutny of SF - 280,000 sq ft SF Police Dept Headquarters 



Hall of Justice, District Police Station, District Fire Station 



Estimated Complete: November 2014



GLADSTONE INSTITUTES
180,000 square feet research and lab facility



Completed  November 2004



1550 OWENS GARAGE - Alexandria
 Entitled for approximately 300 spaces (future)



1500 OWENS - Alexandria
165,000 sq ft Life Sciences Building



Completed September 2009



450 SOUTH ST. GARAGE
Alexandria - 1424 spaces - Completed August 2009



GAP INC. / OLD NAVY 
Hines - 285,000 sq ft office



Completed November 2002



500 TERRY FRANCOIS BOULEVARD 
TMG Partners (Meraki / Cisco) - 305,000 sq ft commercial office  



Completed May 2008



455 MISSION BAY BOULEVARD 
Alexandria - 225,000 sq ft office and 4,600 sq ft retail



Lab/Office: Bayer, Nektar Therapeutics - Completed October 2010



STRATA
Urban Housing Group 



192 Rental Units / 9,900 sq ft retail  - Completed March 2009



RADIANCE / MADRONE
Bosa Development
418 Condominium Units / 10,000 sq ft retail 



Block 10A (Radiance) 99 Units - Completed June 2008 



Block 10 (Madrone) 329 Units - Completed: October 2012



ALEXANDRIA LIFE SCIENCE &
TECHNOLOGY CAMPUS



153,000 sq ft life science office and lab space



10,000 sq ft ground floor retail



Completed  December 2006 UCSF MEDICAL CENTER
UCSF - Cancer, Womens’, and Childrens’ Hospital



Phase 1: 289-beds (Estimated Complete: Februaray 2015) 



and 600-space parking structure 



Phase 2: 550-beds total 



MB360
BRE Properties 
Block 5: 172 Rental Units / 17k sq ft retail. Est. Complete: May 2014



Block 11: 188 Rental Units. Est. Complete: September 2014   



OFFICE / LAB CAMPUS
Salesforce.com - Approximately 14-acres, 2 million sq ft 



Commercial Office / Corporate Headquarters Facility



EDGEWATER
UDR



193 Rental Units



Completed September 2007



PARK TERRACE
Opus West Development
110 Condominium Units



500 sq ft retail space



Completed September 2007



ARTERRA
Intracorp



269 Condominium Units



800 sq ft retail



Completed August 2008



255 BERRY
Signature Properties



100 condominium units



Completed May 2004



235 BERRY
Signature Properties



99 condominium units



Completed March 2007



AVALON II
Avalon Bay - 313 rental units



including 19 affordable units



8600 square feet of retail space



Completed October 2006



THE BEACON
 Centurian



595 condominium units



including 27 affordable units



with 45,000 sq ft office



and 83,000 sq ft retail



Completed March 2004



CRESCENT COVE
The Related Companies



236 Affordable Rental Units



Completed June 2007



RICH SORRO COMMONS
City and County of San Francisco - 100 Rental Apartments



Very Low Income family units with on-site child care 



9,850 sq ft retail space. Completed June 2002



MISSION CREEK SENIOR COMMUNITY
City and County of San Francisco - 140 Rental Units



Affordable Senior Housing, w/ on site health services.



7,800 sq ft retail and Public Library. Completed July 2006



AVALON I
Avalon Bay - 250 Rental Units, including 21 affordable units



7,800 sq ft retail space. Completed March 2003



THE GLASSWORKS
Santa Fe Partners - 39 Condominiums



19,000 sq. ft. office; 7,800 sq. ft retail. Completed June 2003



MISSION WALK
Bridge Housing



131 Affordable Units



Completed September 2009



AVALON III
Avalon Bay - 260 rental units



11,200 sq ft retail space



Completed September 2009



FIBROGEN LIFE SCIENCE
Alexandria - 450,000 sq ft commercial office



Completed September 2008



1180 FOURTH STREET 
Mercy Housing - 150 Affordable Rental Units



Estimated Complete: June 2014



BLOCKS 6 EAST and 6 WEST
City and County of SF - 233 Affordable Rental Units for Families



BLOCKS 9 and 9A
City and County of San Francisco - 150 Affordable Units, For-Sale



BLOCK 4 EAST
City and County of SF - 100 Affordable Rental Units for Seniors



BLOCKS 7 EAST and 7 WEST 
Related - Approx. 200 Affordable Rental Units (7W)



Family House - 80 Extended-Stay Residences (7E) for Families 



of Patients at UCSF Medical Center Benioff Children’s Hospital 



UCSF ACADEMIC OFFICE BUILDING
UCSF - 263,000 sq ft Faculty Offices and Support Space



Estimated Complete: early 2015



CAMPUS HOUSING
UCSF - 430 units for over 750 students



Completed September 2005



SANDLER NEUROSCIENCES CENTER - UCSF
237,000 sq ft of lab and research space



Completed January 2012



SMITH CARDIOVASCULAR
RESEARCH BUILDING - UCSF



236,000 sq ft lab, educational space



Completed September 2010



ROCK HALL - UCSF
170,000 sq ft of research space



Completed August 2003



WILLIAM J. RUTTER CENTER - UCSF
155,000 square feet of educational, social & recreational space



Completed  October 2005



THIRD STREET GARAGE
UCSF - 822 spaces (Phase 1) - Completed February 2006



GENENTECH HALL - UCSF
385,000 sq ft research and educational building



Completed October 2002



 QB3
California Institute for



Quantitative Biosciences
UCSF



152,000 sq ft research building



Completed November 2004



BLOCK 3 EAST
SF Redevelopment Agency - 97 Affordable Rental Units



BLOCK 12 WEST
City and County of San Francisco



125 Affordable Units, For-Sale



HELEN DILLER CANCER
RESEARCH CENTER- UCSF



162,000 sq ft lab, educational space



Completed June 2009



MISSION CREEK PARK
City and County of San Francisco - An 18-acre contiguous 



waterfront park, with picnic areas, basketball, volleyball, 



tennis, kayak facilities, dog-friendly play area, 



waterfront esplanade, community garden, pedestrian and bicycle paths.



MISSION BAY DRIVE
MEDIAN & CIRCLE (P10)



City and County of San Francisco
Approx. 1 acre of green streetscape / landscape



with innovative stormwater treatment bioswales



Completed November 2011



PARKS P16 - P17 - P18 
City and County of San Francisco - 2.6 acres of public open space



Completed March 2009 - October 2010
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MARKET RATE RESIDENTIAL



AFFORDABLE RESIDENTIAL



HOTEL



GROUND LEVEL RETAIL



COMMERCIAL OFFICE / BIOTECH LAB



UCSF CAMPUS 



UCSF MEDICAL CENTER - HOSPITAL



PARKS & PUBLIC OPEN SPACE



PUBLIC FACILITY (SCHOOL, POLICE / FIRE, ETC)



SAN FRANCISCO BAY TRAIL



MUNI METRO LIGHT RAIL



LIGHT RAIL STATION         



CALTRAIN / FUTURE HIGH SPEED RAIL



CALTRAIN DEPOT



LEGEND
AREAS MAPPED IN DARKER COLOR ARE EITHER COMPLETED OR 



CURRENTLY UNDER CONSTRUCTION



RESIDENTIAL
Entitled for 6000 residential units, including 4200+ market 



rate units and over 1800+ affordable units 



RESIDENTIAL
Entitled for 6000 residential units, including 4200+ market 



rate units and over 1800+ affordable units 



UCSF CAMPUS
43 acre campus with 2.65 million square feet of new 



classroom, community, and research space



OFFICE / BIOTECH LAB
4.4 million square feet of commercial or medical office 



space, and biotechnology research laboratories



RETAIL
At least 280,000 square feet of new neighborhood-serving 



retail and commercial space



PARKS & OPEN SPACE
49 acres of new parks, plazas, sports fields, playgrounds,



and publicly accessible open space 



INFRASTRUCTURE
Projected $700 million in new streets, streetscape, public 



utilities, pedestrian amenities, and traffic improvements 



UCSF MEDICAL CENTER
UCSF’s new 550-bed Children’s, Women’s, and Cancer 



specialty hospital situated on 14.5 acres 
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What’s Happening At 



MISSION BAY



















From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Cc: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: RE: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
Date: Friday, May 16, 2014 7:41:00 AM


Chris is organizing the meeting.  I think he changed it to City Hall so that I would be able to make the
Oversight Board meeting.  It was probably the room he could get easier.  If you don’t want it at City
Attorney I will ask him to work with Phillip to see if there is another room.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 7:34 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: Re: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
I don't think we the mtg should take place in the City Attorney's office. Did Chris Kern suggest this?
 
If the issue is a mtg room in City Hall to accommodate your schedule at Oversight Bd, then Jen Matz
can have her staff secure that.


Tiffany Bohee
 


On May 15, 2014, at 3:49 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Yes, we will definitely attend and will be making clear the client relationship.  I will see
if we can move up a little since the discussion has grown.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 3:45 PM
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To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: FW: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
Can you make this meeting?  The Oversight Board mtg is at 2 pm that day so I won’t
participate. 
 
Catherine – You should suggest that they move the meeting to 12 pm or even 12:30 so
you can do both CEQA and attend the Oversight Board.  If not, perhaps a divide and
conquer approach with the OB (Christine Maher, Sally covering) and you and Manny
cover the CEQA mtg.  It’s important that Planning doesn’t treat this as a City project
and just do their normal process since this is not a City project.  If Jim is available,
perhaps he can attend the CEQA mtg as well to remind Planning.
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 9:28 AM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Wise,
Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA);
Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
Hi Jennifer,
Viktoriya and I discussed this earlier this morning and agree that next week seems too
soon to address the topics on Clarke’s agenda (and that 90 minutes is not enough time
to cover all of these items). We’d like to schedule an internal call/meeting on CEQA
approach before discussing further with GSW. Can we schedule this for Wednesday
5/21 at 1:00? If that time doesn’t work, I’ll send out a Doodle Poll to find a timeslot.
 
Thanks,
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 
 
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 9:13 AM
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Wise,
Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR);
Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Re: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
City folks,
 
I don't want to meet until we have a project description.  In my opinion, many of
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Clarke's items cannot be addressed until we have that level of info. Let me know if you
have different thoughts. I'll wait for your input and reply to Clarke later today. In the
meantime, please don't send him your availability. Planning, please let consultants
know they should hold. 
 
Jennifer


On May 14, 2014, at 7:03 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:


Team,
 
We’d like to re-engage the CEQA team now that efforts are underway on
the Warriors arena in Mission Bay. We’d like to convene the group for a
90-minute meeting next week to address the following preliminary
agenda items:


·         Confirmation of SEIR analyses/chapters
·         Review and confirmation of Transportation SOW
·         Discussion of key assumptions for Transportation analysis
·         Review of preliminary CEQA schedule (ESA to prepare in advance)
·         Select a day of the week and time for this group to meet on a


recurring basis
·         and other items, as appropriate


 
Please confer with your colleagues on your team and send me your firm’s
availability for the following days/times (location TBD):


·         Wed, May 21: Noon – 1:30pm
·         Thurs, May 22: 11am – 1pm
·         Fri, May 23: 10am – 3pm


 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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From: Chris Mitchell
To: Wise, Viktoriya; Olea, Ricardo; Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin; Robbins, Jerry; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Riessen,


Greg
Cc: Bollinger, Brett; Clarke Miller; Bob Grandy
Subject: FW: Pros/Cons
Date: Tuesday, January 28, 2014 12:01:43 PM
Attachments: image001.png


image002.png
image003.png
image004.png
GSW Parking Garage Pro.docx


All,
 
I sent this to Brett earlier hoping he could distribute, but got his out of office e-mail.  So, I’m sending
this to the core subset of people I think will be weighing in on this topic at tomorrow’s meeting, but
feel free to distribute to others as you see fit.
 
Thanks,
Chris
 
Chris Mitchell, PE | Principal


332 Pine Street, 4th Floor  |  San Francisco, CA 94104 
Main  415.348.0300 | Direct  415.685.4019


 


 


From: Chris Mitchell 
Sent: Tuesday, January 28, 2014 11:18 AM
To: 'Bollinger, Brett'
Cc: 'Clarke Miller'; David Noyola; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); 'Bob Grandy
(B.Grandy@fehrandpeers.com)'
Subject: Pros/Cons
 
Brett,
 
As promised, here is the pros/cons list for the two different egress options we discussed last week. 
Please distribute this to the appropriate people at the City for our conversation.
 
Thanks,
Chris
 
Chris Mitchell, PE | Principal


332 Pine Street, 4th Floor  |  San Francisco, CA 94104 
Main  415.348.0300 | Direct  415.685.4019


Be engaged in our efforts to improve communities:    |    |    |  www.fehrandpeers.com 
 
Learn more about SB 743 and its effect on CEQA:  http://www.fehrandpeers.com/sb743/
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			GSW Parking Garage Options Pros & Cons





			PROS


			CONS





			Option 1: Two Exit Lanes





			· Fastest garage empty time (᷉ 30min)


			· Requires careful coordination among PCO's for efficient operation, which may be challenging 





			· Accommodates left-turns and U-turns @ Bryant St., which reduces auto/ped conflicts on north leg of Embarcadero/Bryant


			· Requires lane decisions to be made internal to garage or else risk weaving on street





			


			· Requires more staffing 





			Option 2: One Exit Lane





			· Simplifies movements for all users 


			· Longer egress time





			· Requires only one egress lane from garage (less curb cut)


			· Makes drivers headed south or east take a longer route





			· Provides dedicated lane for garage egress without requiring full stoppage of traffic on Embarcadero 


			· May cause more conflicts with peds on Embarcadero driveway because need to pause flow to exit cars more frequently





			


			· Reduces NB Embarcadero auto capacity by 1/2 (but may not matter) for backgorund traffic











[bookmark: _GoBack]
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From: Van de Water, Adam
To: Kern, Chris
Cc: Rich, Ken; Clarke Miller; Joyce; Wise, Viktoriya; Oshima, Diane; Benson, Brad; Bollinger, Brett; Paul Mitchell;


Taupier, Anne
Subject: Re: Distributed Parking Variant
Date: Thursday, February 20, 2014 9:41:08 PM


Chris:


Ken meant to respond earlier today.  Can we give you final distributed parking
counts/locations for trip assignment on Monday without causing a delay?


Thanks,


Adam Van de Water
Project Manager
Office of Economic and Workforce Development 
City and County of San Francisco
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102
415.554.6625


On Feb 20, 2014, at 2:11 PM, "Kern, Chris" <chris.kern@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hi Ken,
Per the messages below, we can’t wait any longer to finalize the assumptions for the
distributed parking variant for the transportation analysis. Who’s the decision-maker
for this? Can we get the locations and numbers of spaces that we should use for the
analysis to the consultants today?
Thanks,
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 
 
 


From: Bollinger, Brett 
Sent: Thursday, February 20, 2014 2:10 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Kern, Chris; Clarke Miller; Joyce; Wise, Viktoriya; Oshima, Diane; Benson, Brad
Subject: Re: Distributed Parking Variant
 
SWL 328 would allow up to 85 parking spaces with stackers. The 2 acre caltrans lot
would be split in half and it is assumed the warriors would use 1 acre of the caltrans
site. Clarke was going to figure out the change in parking spaces based on that
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assumption. 


On Feb 20, 2014, at 2:01 PM, "Paul Mitchell" <PMitchell@esassoc.com> wrote:


Chris and all:
 
Since the transportation analysts are assigning trips to the roadway
network, we will need to know which specific off-site lots are being used,
and how many parking spaces would be associated with each off-site
parking lot under the Variant.
 
-Paul
 


From: Kern, Chris [mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, February 20, 2014 1:52 PM
To: Diane Oshima; Bollinger, Brett; Brad Benson
Cc: Clarke Miller; Paul Mitchell; Joyce; Wise, Viktoriya
Subject: RE: Distributed Parking Variant 
Importance: High
 
At this point, I suggest we finalize the variant for the transportation
analysis without waiting for written agreements re use of the Gap and
CalTrans parking lots so as not to risk delaying the DEIR publication. To
the extent there are changes to the distributed parking variant later, we
can address these (if needed) in the response to comments. Agreed?
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 
 


From: Oshima, Diane 
Sent: Thursday, February 20, 2014 1:34 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett; Benson, Brad
Cc: Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com); Paul Mitchell
(pmitchell@esassoc.com); Kern, Chris; Joyce Hsiao
(joyce@orionenvironment.com)
Subject: RE: Distributed Parking Variant
 
Brett
Sorry for my delay.  Brad is on vacation this week and I
have not had a chance to touch base with this issue.  I
apologize for this but will not be able to provide
response til next week.  I am out of the office tomorrow.
 
Diane
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Diane Oshima
Assistant Deputy Director, Waterfront Planning
Port of San Francisco
Pier 1, San Francisco, CA  94111
Diane.Oshima@sfport.com
415/274-0553
 
From: Bollinger, Brett 
Sent: Tuesday, February 18, 2014 1:46 PM
To: Benson, Brad; Oshima, Diane
Cc: Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com); Paul Mitchell
(pmitchell@esassoc.com); Kern, Chris; Joyce Hsiao
(joyce@orionenvironment.com)
Subject: FW: Distributed Parking Variant
 
Brad/Diane,
Per the email below, we need to figure out the distributed parking variant
so as not to delay the overall transportation schedule. The Warriors
indicated that they would prefer to have something in writing that states
the Gap and Port are OK with the project using the SWL 328 site for its
distributed parking variant. Is this something you can produce sooner
rather than later to avoid delaying the overall EIR schedule?
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, February 18, 2014 1:31 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett
Cc: Joyce; Kern, Chris
Subject: Distributed Parking Variant
 
Brett and Chris:
 
Jose indicated to me today it is important to nail down the Distributed
Parking Variant asap as he is beginning to assign trips in his analysis.  Can
you please provide feedback when the distributed parking variant
description will be nailed down by the City/Port/sponsor?
 
Thanks.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 


From: Clarke Miller 
Sent: Friday, February 14, 2014 2:59 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett; Paul Mitchell
Cc: Brad Benson
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Subject: RE: from draft tmp
 
Thanks, Brett. I misinterpreted Brad’s email and didn’t understand that
this was a recommendation of the Port’s to include SWL 328 in the
Distributed Parking Analysis. I agree, let’s touch base Tuesday on it.
Enjoy the weekend, everyone.
Clarke
 


From: Bollinger, Brett [mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, February 14, 2014 2:54 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Paul Mitchell (pmitchell@esassoc.com)
Cc: Benson, Brad
Subject: FW: from draft tmp
 
I found the email Brad was referring to. Let’s discuss and finalize the
distributed parking space counts and location Tuesday so we make sure
everyone is on the same page and there is mutual agreement.
 


From: Kern, Chris 
Sent: Monday, February 10, 2014 1:12 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett
Subject: FW: from draft tmp
 
FYI
 


From: Benson, Brad 
Sent: Thursday, January 30, 2014 5:04 PM
To: Kern, Chris; Van de Water, Adam; PMitchell@esassoc.com; Wise,
Viktoriya
Cc: Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com)
Subject: FW: from draft tmp
 
Hi Chris & Adam:


Let’s use 85 valet parking space on SWL 328 in the distributed parking
variant.
 
Thank you.
 
Best,
Brad
 


From: David Noyola [mailto:dnoyola@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Thursday, January 30, 2014 2:50 PM
To: Benson, Brad
Subject: from draft tmp
 


§  Site 1: 63 surface or 85 valet parking spaces at Seawall Lot 328,
located on the Embarcadero just north of Spear Street (under
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the bridge), with access on Spear Street.


 
 
David Noyola
Associate
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420
San Francisco, CA 94105
(w)   415.263.9144
(m)   415.812.6479
www.stradasf.com
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From: Benson, Brad (PRT)
To: Prasad, Uday (PRT); Lozovoy, Mark (PRT)
Cc: Paul Mitchell; Joyce; Oshima, Diane (PRT); Kern, Chris (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: Urgent Data Request
Date: Friday, March 21, 2014 2:35:47 PM


Hi Uday and Mark:


Description of Pier 22½ and Pier 54.  Since Pier 22½ and Pier 54 are proposed to be
removed under the project as Bay fill removal, the Piers 30-32 EIR Project Description will
need characterize these existing facilities.


Can you please provide existing characteristics of Pier 22½ and Piers 54 (e.g., square footage
of the piers, number and size of sheds or other structures on the piers; approximate
number of piles under the piers, and description of existing uses occupying these piers).  We
don't need anything too detailed; just enough to adequately characterize these sites. 


Thank you for your help with this.


Best,
Brad
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: RE: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
Date: Thursday, May 15, 2014 3:49:22 PM


Yes, we will definitely attend and will be making clear the client relationship.  I will see if we can
move up a little since the discussion has grown.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 3:45 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: FW: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
Can you make this meeting?  The Oversight Board mtg is at 2 pm that day so I won’t participate. 
 
Catherine – You should suggest that they move the meeting to 12 pm or even 12:30 so you can do
both CEQA and attend the Oversight Board.  If not, perhaps a divide and conquer approach with the
OB (Christine Maher, Sally covering) and you and Manny cover the CEQA mtg.  It’s important that
Planning doesn’t treat this as a City project and just do their normal process since this is not a City
project.  If Jim is available, perhaps he can attend the CEQA mtg as well to remind Planning.
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 9:28 AM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC);
Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
Hi Jennifer,
Viktoriya and I discussed this earlier this morning and agree that next week seems too soon to
address the topics on Clarke’s agenda (and that 90 minutes is not enough time to cover all of these
items). We’d like to schedule an internal call/meeting on CEQA approach before discussing further
with GSW. Can we schedule this for Wednesday 5/21 at 1:00? If that time doesn’t work, I’ll send out
a Doodle Poll to find a timeslot.
 
Thanks,
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
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1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 
 
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 9:13 AM
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC);
Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin
(MTA)
Subject: Re: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
City folks,
 
I don't want to meet until we have a project description.  In my opinion, many of Clarke's items
cannot be addressed until we have that level of info. Let me know if you have different thoughts. I'll
wait for your input and reply to Clarke later today. In the meantime, please don't send him your
availability. Planning, please let consultants know they should hold. 
 
Jennifer


On May 14, 2014, at 7:03 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:


Team,
 
We’d like to re-engage the CEQA team now that efforts are underway on the Warriors
arena in Mission Bay. We’d like to convene the group for a 90-minute meeting next
week to address the following preliminary agenda items:


·         Confirmation of SEIR analyses/chapters
·         Review and confirmation of Transportation SOW
·         Discussion of key assumptions for Transportation analysis
·         Review of preliminary CEQA schedule (ESA to prepare in advance)
·         Select a day of the week and time for this group to meet on a recurring basis
·         and other items, as appropriate


 
Please confer with your colleagues on your team and send me your firm’s availability
for the following days/times (location TBD):


·         Wed, May 21: Noon – 1:30pm
·         Thurs, May 22: 11am – 1pm
·         Fri, May 23: 10am – 3pm


 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
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100 Spear Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Kern, Chris (CPC); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: FW: Publication of UCSF Draft 2014 Long Range Development Plan
Date: Sunday, May 25, 2014 3:02:06 PM


Here is the latest and greatest of the UCSF plans for MB.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Woo, Kimberly [mailto:kwoo@planning.ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Friday, May 23, 2014 9:31 AM
Subject: Publication of UCSF Draft 2014 Long Range Development Plan
 
To interested parties:
 
UC San Francisco (UCSF) is pleased to announce the publication of its Draft 2014 Long Range
Development Plan (LRDP), available at www.ucsf.edu/LRDP.  The LRDP is a comprehensive physical
land use plan intended to guide UCSF’s growth and other physical changes through the year 2035,
and applies specific strategies to achieve the academic, clinical, and research missions of the
university.  The LRDP estimates overall growth in UCSF’s square footage and population through
2035, and provides guidance for the siting of individual projects in the future.
 
The 2014 LRDP is guided by five primary objectives:
 


Respond to the City and community context;
Accommodate UCSF’s growth through 2035;
Ensure UCSF’s facilities are seismically safe;
Promote environmental sustainability; and
Minimize facility costs.


 
The document reflects four years of planning, including extensive consultation both within UCSF and
with UCSF’s neighbors. In preparing the Draft LRDP, UCSF explored in detail a variety of potential
projects for each campus site, which were discussed at seven community workshops held beginning
in 2012 at the Parnassus Heights, Mission Bay, Mount Zion and Mission Center neighborhoods. 
Feedback received at those workshops is reflected in the Draft LRDP.  Additional community
meetings to present the contents of the Draft LRDP are scheduled for June 16 at Mission Bay and
June 18 at Parnassus Heights.
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The 2014 LRDP, if fully implemented over the next 20 years, would result in an additional 2.3 million
gross square feet (gsf) in owned and leased buildings, for a total of 11.58 million gsf across all of
UCSF’s sites.  The LRDP proposes to accommodate most of this growth in new buildings at UCSF’s
Mission Bay campus site, where there is undeveloped land available and infrastructure planned to
support such growth.  Additional space is in new buildings is proposed at UCSF’s Parnassus Heights,
Mount Zion and Mission Center campus sites.  LRDP proposals for the Parnassus Heights campus site
also advance UCSF’s work toward compliance with the 3.55 million gsf space ceiling imposed by the
Regents to limit growth there, as well as compliance with state seismic laws for inpatient facilities
through the long-range plan to decommission Moffitt Hospital as an impatient facility and the
construction of an addition to Long Hospital by 2030.
 
A draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) on the LRDP will be prepared in accordance with the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) to analyze potential environmental impacts that could
result from implementation of the LRDP.  The Draft EIR is scheduled to be published later this year. 
Following a 60-day public review period, the EIR and LRDP will be finalized and submitted to the
Board of Regents of the University of California for their review and consideration.  Upon adoption
by the Regents, the 2014 LRDP will replace UCSF’s 1996 LRDP, as amended.
 
Comments on the Draft LRDP may be submitted to LRDP@planning.ucsf.edu.
 
 
Kimberly Woo
Administrative Assistant
Campus Planning
Phone: 415-476-9255
E-mail:kwoo@planning.ucsf.edu
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From: Jo locke
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting
Date: Thursday, May 15, 2014 1:17:47 PM


Hi Catharine, 
Keep me posted on any alternative dates.....would very much like to attend since I
missed May 8th meeting!


Sent from my iPad


On May 14, 2014, at 3:20 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hello CAC Members – we are trying to schedule a follow-up meeting with the Block 1
design team to allow the CAC and community to work on addressing the concerns
raised at last week’s meeting.  Please let me know if you are planning on attending, and
also if you would be available next Wednesday, May 21 at 5.  If you do plan on


participating and cannot make the 21st, please let me know what evenings would work
for you next week and the following.
 
Also, please let me know if you do NOT want me to provide your contact information
to other City agencies for them to outreach to you for the Warriors project. 
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Liz Brisson
To: Albert, Peter; Wise, Viktoriya; Van de Water, Adam; Oshima, Diane; Miller, Erin; Elizabeth Sall
Cc: Audrey Koh
Subject: WTA Fact Sheet - Draft for Distribution at Tomorrows Piers 30-32 Transportation Subcommittee meeting
Date: Tuesday, January 28, 2014 3:35:49 PM
Attachments: 140122_WTA_Factsheet_v8.2_DRAFT.pdf


Hi All,


Please see attached for a Draft Fact Sheet on the WTA (courtesy of Audrey Koh,
thank you Audrey!). I'd like to make sure all on this string are comfortable before
planning to distribute at tomorrow's subcommittee meeting.


My intention is for this to be communication material the WTA team can use in
multiple venues. It has some overlap with what Viktoriya has prepared, but is more
focused on just the WTA scope, while mentioning in one paragraph how it relates to
the proposed developments planned.


I've noticed one or two light typo-ish edits that i would like to have addressed.
Please share any comments as you are able to, and i can also take feedback at our
12pm meeting tomorrow.


A few notes:


Peter/Erin: I wrote a short graf about past outreach and stakehodler
involvement, but would be good for you to verify i've captured this correctly 
Adam/Diane/Viktoriya: I wrote one paragraph that describes how the WTA
relates to proposed developments (top right corner). Please have a quick skim
to make sure you're comfortable with the language. 


Thanks! Liz


-- 
Liz Brisson
Senior Transportation Planner
San Francisco County Transportation Authority
1455 Market Street, 22nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
415-522-4838


www.sfcta.org
www.facebook.com/sfcta
www.twitter.com/sanfranciscota
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Waterfront Transportation Assessment
January 27, 2014 | Sustainable Streets Division



Project Overview



The Waterfront Transportation Assessment (Assessment) 



reviews and analyzes transportation conditions over the next 



25 years along the San Francisco waterfront in anticipation 



of proposed major developments, including the proposed 



Warriors, Mission Rock, and Pier 70 projects. The Assessment 



includes:



•	 Inventorying transportation projects already planned for 
implementation near the Waterfront (e.g. higher frequency 
Caltrain service as a result of electrification; e.g. the 
Central Subway connecting the T-Third to Chinatown 
through a subway under 4th and Stockton streets)



•	 Working with community and agency stakeholders to 
set goals and identify an inventory of potential new 
transportation strategies 



•	 Using technical analysis to understand existing and 
future transportation needs within major waterfront 
transportation corridors and evaluating the effectiveness 
of potential new transportation strategies to respond to 
these needs



•	 Advancing effective transportation strategies through 
concept drawings and cost estimates and by proposing 
a cost-sharing framework for their advancement through 
partnership between the city and potential private sector 
partners.



The Assessment is led by the San Francisco Municipal 



Transportation Agency in partnership with the San Francisco 



County Transportation Authority. Many other public agencies 



will participate in the process to vet potential transportation 



solutions including BART, Caltrain, the Water Emergency 



Transportation Agency, Caltrans, and the San Francisco 



Planning Department. 



Relationship to Proposed 
Developments



The Assessment is coordinated 
with the planning processes for the 
proposed Warriors, Mission Rock, 
and Pier 70 developments. The 
Office of Economic and Workforce 
Development and the Port of San 
Francisco are working with the 
Golden State Warriors, the San 
Francisco Giants, and Forest City 
(Pier 70 developers) to plan these 
projects. The San Francisco Planning 
Department is the lead agency for 
environmental review of the projects 
under the California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA). 



Outreach & Stakeholder 
Involvement



Public outreach in support of this 
effort has included two community 
meetings, regular attendance at 
the Piers 30-32 Citizens Advisory 
Committee, and presentations at 
neighborhood groups. Contact 
us to invite us to present at your 
group and check our Study website 
for information about upcoming 
meetings.











Sustainable Streets Division
1 South Van Ness Avenue 7th Floor
415.701.1111
1.27.2014



In partnership with the 
San Francisco County 
Transportation Authority



Project Contacts
Peter Albert, SFMTA  Erin Miller, SFMTA  Carli Paine, SFMTA  Liz Brisson, SFCTA
UPI Manager    Project Manager  TDM Project Manager  Senior Transportation Planner
peter.albert@sfmta.com erin.miller@sfmta.com carli.paine@sfmta.com liz.brisson@sfcta.org
415.701.4328   415.701.5490   415.701.4469   415.522.4838 



Website:
https://www.sfmta.com/fr/projects-planning/projects/waterfront-transportation-assessment-0



Where We’ve Come From, and Where We’re Going
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Phase Two analyzes these transportation strategies to prioritize a subset that would 



most effectively respond to transportation needs.



•	 Corridor Analysis: uses existing data and travel forecasting tools to understand 
travel patterns in the waterfront and what transportation needs exist today and 
the in future



•	 Strategy Screening: uses what is learned from the Corridor Analysis to narrow 
the inventory of strategies.



•	 Strategy Evaluation: evaluates strategies for their ability to provide 
transportation capacity, reliability, safety, and flexibility, relative to their costs 
and potential implementation timeframe.



•	 Strategy Cost-Sharing: evaluates the relative breakdown of the benefit of 
strategies in terms of serving trips to/from new developments vs. other trips in 
the Waterfront.



 



 



  



The key outcome of Phase One work was an inventory of potential transportation 



strategies that are now being tested and evaluated in Phase Two.



•	 Identified proposed development and transportation plans - the “Pipeline” - 
along the Waterfront over the next 25 years



•	 Identified and solicited agency and community concerns based on their 
knowledge of the area’s transportation network



•	 Developed strategies that coordinate and leverage transportation programs and 
improvements early in the planning process



•	 Vetted strategies and solutions with responsible local and regional agencies













From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: RE: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
Date: Thursday, May 15, 2014 3:49:00 PM


Yes, we will definitely attend and will be making clear the client relationship.  I will see if we can
move up a little since the discussion has grown.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 3:45 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: FW: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
Can you make this meeting?  The Oversight Board mtg is at 2 pm that day so I won’t participate. 
 
Catherine – You should suggest that they move the meeting to 12 pm or even 12:30 so you can do
both CEQA and attend the Oversight Board.  If not, perhaps a divide and conquer approach with the
OB (Christine Maher, Sally covering) and you and Manny cover the CEQA mtg.  It’s important that
Planning doesn’t treat this as a City project and just do their normal process since this is not a City
project.  If Jim is available, perhaps he can attend the CEQA mtg as well to remind Planning.
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 9:28 AM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC);
Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
Hi Jennifer,
Viktoriya and I discussed this earlier this morning and agree that next week seems too soon to
address the topics on Clarke’s agenda (and that 90 minutes is not enough time to cover all of these
items). We’d like to schedule an internal call/meeting on CEQA approach before discussing further
with GSW. Can we schedule this for Wednesday 5/21 at 1:00? If that time doesn’t work, I’ll send out
a Doodle Poll to find a timeslot.
 
Thanks,
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco



mailto:tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org

mailto:immanuel.bereket@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/





1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 
 
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 9:13 AM
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC);
Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin
(MTA)
Subject: Re: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
City folks,
 
I don't want to meet until we have a project description.  In my opinion, many of Clarke's items
cannot be addressed until we have that level of info. Let me know if you have different thoughts. I'll
wait for your input and reply to Clarke later today. In the meantime, please don't send him your
availability. Planning, please let consultants know they should hold. 
 
Jennifer


On May 14, 2014, at 7:03 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:


Team,
 
We’d like to re-engage the CEQA team now that efforts are underway on the Warriors
arena in Mission Bay. We’d like to convene the group for a 90-minute meeting next
week to address the following preliminary agenda items:


·         Confirmation of SEIR analyses/chapters
·         Review and confirmation of Transportation SOW
·         Discussion of key assumptions for Transportation analysis
·         Review of preliminary CEQA schedule (ESA to prepare in advance)
·         Select a day of the week and time for this group to meet on a recurring basis
·         and other items, as appropriate


 
Please confer with your colleagues on your team and send me your firm’s availability
for the following days/times (location TBD):


·         Wed, May 21: Noon – 1:30pm
·         Thurs, May 22: 11am – 1pm
·         Fri, May 23: 10am – 3pm


 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group



mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org

http://www.sfplanning.org/
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100 Spear Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
 



mailto:cmiller@stradasf.com






From: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: FW: RFQ: Design, Engineering, & Consulting Services for the Golden State Warriors Arena Site Development
Date: Wednesday, May 28, 2014 4:44:42 PM
Attachments: RFQ_GSW_SF_Arena_Design-Engineering-Consulting.pdf


ATT00001.htm


 
fyi


From: Contracts <contracts@warriors.com>
Subject: RFQ: Design, Engineering, & Consulting Services for the
Golden State Warriors Arena Site Development
Date: May 27, 2014 6:33:38 PM PDT
To: Contracts <contracts@warriors.com>


The attached Request for Statements of Interest and Qualifications (RFQ) is issued for professional
design, engineering, and consulting services by the Golden State Warriors development team in
connection with the design of its new Multi-Purpose Arena and ancillary Office/Retail/Parking
development on Blocks 29-32 in Mission Bay, San Francisco.
 
Please see attachment for further detail. Small Business Enterprises (SBE) and Local Business
Enterprises (LBE) are encouraged to respond.



x-msg://263/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=53DDC14B15CB409584D3F7B15453F64A-VIKTORIYA WISE

x-msg://263/chris.kern@sfgov.org

x-msg://263/contracts@warriors.com

x-msg://263/contracts@warriors.com
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REQUEST FOR STATEMENTS OF INTEREST AND QUALIFICATIONS 
“DESIGN, ENGINEERING, & CONSULTING SERVICES” 



 
TO:   Prospective Firms 
 
FROM:   GSW Arena LLC (“Owner”) 
 
DATE:   May 27, 2014 
 
SUBJECT:  Golden State Warriors Arena Site Development – Mission Bay 
 
LOCATION:  San Francisco, CA 
 



Introduction 



This Request for Statements of Interest and Qualifications (RFQ) is issued for professional design, engineering, and 
consulting services by Owner in connection with the design of Owner’s new Multi-Purpose Arena and ancillary 
Office/Retail/Parking development on Blocks 29-32 in the Mission Bay South Project Area of San Francisco (the 
“Project”).  
 



FULL OR PARTNERSHIP OPPORTUNITIES FOR THE PROJECT: 
 
Interested firms, particularly Small Business Enterprises (SBE) and Local Business Enterprises (LBE), are encouraged to 
respond with statements of interest and qualifications for a full scope of work for components of the Arena 
development as well as the Project’s Office, Retail, and Parking Structure development for all disciplines listed below:  



 
Consultants of Owner:  



 Archaeology 



 Architect of Record 
(Office/Retail/Parking) 
 



 



 Art Consultant  



 MEP Peer Review 



 Structural Peer Review 



 



 Survey 



 Testing and Inspection 



Subconsultants of Architect of Record:  



 Accessibility 



 Acoustical (Office/Retail) 



 Acoustical/Broadcast/Sound/ 
Audio-Visual/ Access Control 
and Video Surveillance/ 
Data/Telecom/ Structured 
Cabling System (Arena) 



 Acoustical/Audio-Visual/ 
Theatrical Design (Small 
Theater) 



 Architectural Model Making 



 Architectural Rendering 
Production 



 BMCS (Building Controls) 



 Building Enclosure (Curtain 
Wall and Waterproofing) 



 Building Maintenance 



 Code Consultant 



 Code and Wayfinding 
Signage/Environmental 
Graphics Design 



 Data/Telecom (Office) 



 Design Architect 
(Office/Retail) 



 Fire, Life Safety and CFD 
Analysis 



 Food Service/Kitchen 
Equipment Design (Arena) 



 Graphics and Signage 



 Graphic Reproduction 



 Ice Floor Consulting 



 Interiors Architect 
(Office/Retail) 



 Landscape Architect  



 LEED Commissioning 



 Lighting Design  



 MEP Engineering 
(Office/Retail/Parking) 



 Parking Design 



 Pedestrian and Vehicular Legion 
Modeling 



 Risk Assessment  



 Security System Design 



 Seismic Analysis 



 Specialty Lighting (Arena) 



 Structural Engineering 
(Office/Retail/Parking) 



 Sustainability 



 Vertical Transportation 



 Waste Management and 
Recycling 



 Wind Engineering 
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PARTNERSHIP OPPORTUNITIES FOR ARENA PORTION OF PROJECT: 
 
Given the Owner’s extensive design efforts for almost two years at a prior arena site on Piers 30-32, some members 
of the professional team have already been engaged. Specifically, Owner has retained Kendall/Heaton Associates as 
its Architect of Record to coordinate the specialized arena design work on the Project and has engaged Manica 
Architecture (Arena Design Architect) and Craig Dykers of Snøhetta (Senior Design Advisor) to develop the creative 
and programmatic vision for the Project. Due to their arena expertise and/or familiarity with the Project site, the 
Owner also anticipates contracting on arena-specific work with Magnusson Klemencic Associates, Inc. (Structural 
Engineering), BKF Engineering (Civil Engineering), Langan Treadwell Rollo (Geotechnical Engineering), and Smith 
Seckman Reid (MEP). SBE and LBE firms specializing in the disciplines above are strongly encouraged to apply for 
substantial partnerships with the aforementioned consultants. Please note, however, that interested firms are not to 
contact these consultants about partnerships in advance of submitting qualifications or proposals. Partnership 
opportunities will be decided at the sole discretion of the Owner and the Architect of Record. 
 
SBEs and LBEs are encouraged to respond with statements of interest and qualifications to provide services in the 
following arena-specific disciplines which are expected to be necessary as part of the Project’s arena development:    



 
Consultants of Owner:  



 Arena Architect of Record (Kendall/Heaton 
Assoc.) 



 Arena Design Architect (Manica Architecture) 



 



 Arena Interiors Architect (Manica Architecture) 



 Geotechnical Engineering (Langan Treadwell 
Rollo) 



 
Subconsultants of Architect of Record:  



 Civil Engineering (BKF Engineering) 



 Senior Design Advisor (Snøhetta) 



 MEP Engineering – Arena (Smith Seckman 
Reid) 



 Structural Engineering – Arena (Magnusson 
Klemencic Associates, Inc.) 



 



 
 
Further description of each scope of work is included in the attached Exhibit A. 
 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)-certified SBE firms as well as LBE firms certified by the City 
and County of San Francisco are encouraged to apply.  Additional information regarding the SBE certification process 
is outlined below in Section 3. 



 



1. Project Description 



The Project is the development of a new multi-purpose arena for the Golden State Warriors and ancillary 
development (i.e., Office, Retail, Plaza Areas, and Structured Parking) on 12 acres of land referred to as Block 29 – 
32 in Mission Bay, San Francisco. The complex consists of an arena with approximately 18,000-seats, multiple 
Office buildings with ground-floor retail, and open spaces. The project is envisioned to include offices, conference 
space, retail, restaurants, structured parking, public spaces/parks, and other amenities. 



 
Owner and Architect of Record are committed to making a good faith effort to contract with professional services 
consultants certified as small, local, minority- and women-owned businesses. This project has a 50% Small 
Business Enterprise (SBE) participation goal for professional services. More information on the SBE certification 
process can be found in Section 3.  



2. RFQ & Selection Process  
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Key RFQ Dates  
The Owner anticipates a two-part RFP process to accommodate any need for additional services and disciplines 
as the Project progresses. Information on the group anticipated for each discipline is included in the attached 
Exhibit A.  Consultants interested in opportunities for Group 1 and/or Group 2 must submit their qualification 
responses to this RFQ by June 25, 2014 at 5:00 PM. 
 
The selection process schedule is summarized as follows (dates subject to change). 



 
RFQ Issued:       Tuesday May 27, 2014 



Pre-Submittal Conference:      Monday June 9, 2014 at 3:30 PM 



Deadline for Questions & Clarifications on RFQ:  Friday June 13, 2014 by 5:00 PM 



Written Responses to Clarification Requests:  Wednesday June 18, 2014 by 5:00 PM 



RFQ Response Due Date:      Wednesday June 25, 2014 by 5:00 PM 



Proposals Requested from Shortlisted Firms (Group 1):  Anticipated mid-summer 2014 



 (varies depending on discipline) 



Notification of Selections (Group 1):    Between July 2014 and February 2015 



 (varies depending on discipline) 



Proposals Requested from Shortlisted Firms (Group 2):  Anticipated fall 2014      



        (varies depending on discipline) 



Notification of Selections (Group 2):  Between November 2014 and April 2015  



(varies depending on discipline) 



 



Pre-Submittal Conference 



A pre-submittal conference will be held to provide more Project specific information and answer questions about 
the Project on the following date: 



 
Date:    Monday, June 9, 2014 



Time:    3:30 PM 



Location:   The San Francisco Public Library 
100 Larkin Street (at Grove) 
Koret Auditorium, located on the library’s lower level 
Enter 30 Grove Street, proceed down stairs 



 



Note: This is not a library-sponsored program.  Refreshments are not 
permitted in the auditorium. 



 
Clarifications and Interpretations 



All questions and requests for clarification of this RFQ shall be submitted in writing to Contracts@warriors.com. 
All questions and clarifications received prior to June 9, 2014 will be responded to at the Pre-Submittal 
Conference on June 9, 2014 at 3:30 PM. All questions and clarifications received after the Pre-Submittal 
Conference and before the deadline for questions and clarifications on June 13, 2014 will be responded to by 
June 18, 2014 at 5:00 PM. Any clarifications or interpretations that materially affect or change RFQ requirements 
will be distributed by Owner as an addendum.  All such addenda will be posted on the OCII website at 
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/index.aspx?page=127 and will be deemed part of this RFQ.   
 
 





mailto:Contracts@warriors.com
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RFQ Response Submittal 
 
Respondents may submit their Qualifications on the website below after the Pre-Submittal meeting on June 9, 
2014. Submissions will be accepted until 5:00 PM on June 25, 2014. 



 



Beginning of Submissions:  Monday, June 9, 2014 



Close of Submissions:   5:00 PM on Wednesday, June 25, 2014 



Format:    Two-step electronic submittal process 



Step 1: General Information: Fill out form electronically at www.warriors.com/sf/contracts 



Step 2: Attachments: Email attachments as one (1) PDF file to contracts@warriors.com  



 
All responses to this RFQ must be concise and shall be in the form provided on www.warriors.com/sf/contracts 
(consistent with Exhibit B to this document) with all information filled out completely. Each Statement of 
Qualifications shall be no more than 10 pages, including all attachments. For firms submitting for multiple service 
categories, each category can be up to a maximum of 10 pages, including all attachments.  Hard copy or verbal 
responses will not be accepted.  All documents and media will become the property of Owner and will not be 
returned. 



 
Proposal & Selection Process 
The Project team will evaluate all completed, responsive, and qualified submittals.  Evaluations will be based on 
the information provided in conjunction with the Selection Criteria as noted below.  Owner may choose to 
contact previous Clients and Owners, whether listed or otherwise, to verify the experience and performance of 
the prospective consultant, their key personnel, and their sub-consultants. Upon completion of the evaluation, 
Owner and Architect of Record, in conjunction with OCII, will select firms to submit proposals on the Project and 
may request in-person interviews.  For Group 1 disciplines, this process is anticipated to take place between July 
and December of this year. For Group 2 disciplines, this process is anticipated to take place between November 
2014 and April 2015. Exact dates will be provided to selected participants depending on discipline. Following 
receipt of proposals and participation in an interview process (if requested), it is the intent of the Owner and 
Architect of Record to enter into agreements with selected firms between July 2014 and April 2015, depending 
on the discipline and the progress of the Project (identified as Group 1 versus Group 2 in Exhibit A).  Owner and 
Architect of Record reserve the right to accept or reject any and all proposals at their sole discretion. 
 
Participants acknowledge and accept that any costs incurred from their participation in this RFQ shall be at the 
sole risk and responsibility of the participant. 
 
Selection Criteria 
All firms wishing to be considered for selection on the Project must satisfy the following conditions:  



a. Applicable business and professional licenses in good standing;  
b. Insurance in good standing; 
c. Ability to use 2D & 3D modeling software, including AutoCAD, Revit, 3d Studio Max, and Rhino.  All 



construction documents shall be prepared using Revit. 
 
For those firms satisfying the above minimum standards, qualifying firms may be selected to provide proposals 
based upon, but not limited to, the following factors: 



a. Strength of consultant’s qualifications to undertake the subject scope of services (30 pts); 
b. Experience in working with the jurisdictions (including OCII) affecting this project (10 pts); 
c. Individual project team members’ experience with projects of similar size/scope (30 pts); 
d. Professional references from developers, general contractors, and/or architects (10 pts); 
e. Other criteria deemed to be in the best interest of the Project and/or Owner (20 pts). 



3. Office of Community Investment SBE Certification Process 





http://www.warriors.com/sf/contracts


mailto:contracts@warriors.com
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5 



 



Small Business Enterprise Goals: Professional Services  
The Project is administered by the OCII.  The former Redevelopment Agency’s Small Business Enterprise (SBE) 
Program is applicable to the Project and there is a 50% SBE participation goal for Professional Services contracts.  First 
consideration will be given in awarding contracts to San Francisco-based SBEs. Non San Francisco-based SBEs should 
be used to satisfy participation goals only if San Francisco-based SBEs are not available, qualified, or if their bids or 
fees are significantly higher than those of non San Francisco-based SBEs.  
 
As of March 2012, OCII no longer directly certifies SBEs; however, firms previously certified as MBE, WBE and SBE 
with the Former Agency will continue to be valid through the expiration date on the certificate (3 years from the date 
of certification).  OCII will honor firms certified with the City and County of San Francisco as a Local Disadvantaged 
Business Enterprises (LBEs) that are consistent with the SBE certification standards.  In order to be recognized as an 
economically disadvantaged SBE, the business must have an average gross receipt income based on the three most 
recent tax returns that does not exceed $2 Million Dollars for Professional Services.   
 
OCII will accept the information on documented small economically disadvantaged business (SBE, MBE and WBE) 
certifications from the following jurisdictions: State of California--Small Business Enterprises (SBE), Federal and any 
other local jurisdiction.  OCII staff will make the final determination on the consistency of the certification standards 
and acceptance or denial of certifications listed above.  
 
For more information on LBE certification with the City and County of San Francisco, please visit the following site:  
http://sfgsa.org/index.aspx?page=5364.  
 
Please contact George Bridges, OCII Senior Contract Compliance Specialist for additional information at 
George.Bridges@sfgov.org.   



 



4. Owner's Reservation of Rights 



The Owner and Architect of Architect reserve the right to divide the Project into multiple parts, to increase or 
decrease scope of services, to reject any and all qualifications without providing any reason for such rejection and re-
solicit for new qualifications, or to reject any and all proposals and temporarily or permanently abandon the Project.  
Neither this RFQ nor subsequent communications during the evaluation process shall be deemed to imply or be part 
of any binding agreement on the part of Owner, its affiliates, any proposer or any of their respective owners, 
employees or representatives. No contract shall be awarded, if at all, unless and until Owner or Architect of Record 
enters into a separate written agreement for such services. Owner has no obligations, whether express or implied, to 
enter into any agreement for such services. 



 



5. No Reimbursement For Costs 



Respondent acknowledges and accepts that any costs incurred from the respondent's participation in this RFQ shall 
be at the sole risk and responsibility of the respondent. 



 



6. No Exclusivity 



Owner and Architect of Record have an interest in seeing that the Project team is ultimately comprised of diverse and 
competent consultants and subcontractors retained in compliance with the Diversity Program. Therefore, for the 
purposes of the RFQ, respondents shall not form contracts with consultants or subcontractors or request or enter 
into exclusive or non‐exclusive arrangements which would preclude them from participating in the Project as part of 
another team. 
  





http://sfgsa.org/index.aspx?page=5364
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Exhibit A 



 
Description of Scopes of Work 



 
Group 1 



 



No. Consultant Scope Contract with 



1 Archaeology  
Evaluate historical objects found during the course of excavation and 
construction. 



Owner 



2 
Arena Architect of 
Record 



Coordinate design work and drawing production for Arena portion of 
project. 



Owner 



3 
Architect of Record 
(Office/Retail/Parking) 



Coordinate design work and drawing production for 
Office/Retail/Parking portions of project. 



Owner 



4 
Arena Design 
Architect  



Arena planning and design Owner 



5 
Arena Interiors 
Architect 



Interior design of arena and amenities Owner 



6 
Geotechnical 
Engineering  



Investigate subsurface conditions and materials; determine the 
relevant physical and environmental properties of these materials; 
assist in the design of structure foundations; and monitor site 
conditions and foundation construction.  



Owner 



7 Survey  
Research physical boundaries of property, location of utility lines and 
easements. 



Owner 



 
 



No. Consultant Scope Contract with 



8 Accessibility ADA compliance, site, building and interiors. Architect of Record 



9 



Acoustical/Broadcast/ 
Sound/Audio-Visual/ 
Access Control and  
Video Surveillance/ 
Data/Telecom/ 
Structured Cabling 
System (Arena) 



Provide consulting design service to the design team for Arena 
technical support. 



Architect of Record 



10 
Acoustical/Audio-
Visual/ Theatrical 
Design (Small Theater) 



Provide consulting design service for theater planning and 
equipment, acoustics and audio-visual and IT.  



Architect of Record 



11 
Architectural Model 
Making 



Production of physical model(s) depicting the project.  Architect of Record 



12 
Architectural Rendering 
Production 



Production of artistic renderings depicting the project.  Architect of Record 
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No. Consultant Scope Contract with 



13 
BMCS (Building 
Controls) 



Design and specify Building Management Controls Systems.  Architect of Record 



14 
Building Enclosure 
(Curtain Wall and 
Waterproofing) 



Exterior window wall system design and details. Participate in design 
coordination with architects. 



Architect of Record 



15 Civil Engineering 
Design and coordinate site work, underground utilities, roadways, 
site grading and sustainable design features. 



Architect of Record 



16 Code Consultant Fire and life safety code consultation. Architect of Record 



17 
Code and Wayfinding 
Signage/Environmental 
Graphics Design 



Design comprehensive wayfinding and graphics.  Architect of Record 



18 
Design Architect 
(Office/Retail) 



Design services in collaboration with Architect of Record & Arena 
Design Architect. 



Architect of Record 



19 Design Consultant Planning and design consulting services Architect of Record 



20 
Fire Life Safety and CFD 
analysis 



Analyze design for life safety compliance and perform smoke and fire 
CFD analysis.  Coordinate findings with design team for 
implementation.  



Architect of Record 



21 
Food Service/Kitchen 
Equipment Design 
(Arena) 



Design of Arena kitchen, serveries, and support areas complete with 
equipment selections. 



Architect of Record 



22 Graphics & Signage Indoor and outdoor graphics design and signage systems. Architect of Record 



23 Graphic Reproduction Drawing management and documents printing services. Architect of Record 



24 Ice Floor Consulting Design and specification of ice floor system.  Architect of Record 



25 
Interiors Architect 
(Office/Retail) 



Design services in collaboration with Architect of Record & Design 
Architect. 



Architect of Record 



26 Landscape Architect  
Design open space including planted areas, hardscape and outdoor 
features, terraces, and plazas. 



Architect of Record 



27 LEED Commissioning 
Verify that the building’s energy related systems are installed, 
calibrated and perform according to the owner’s project 
requirements, basis of design, and construction documents. 



Architect of Record 



28 Lighting Design 
Lighting design for site, arena interior, building exterior, and life 
safety needs. 



Architect of Record 
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No. Consultant Scope Contract with 



29 
MEP Engineering  
(Arena) 



Mechanical, electrical, plumbing, fire protection design and 
engineering specific to Arena. Coordinate with other design 
disciplines; adhere to sustainability criteria set by client/design team. 



Architect of Record 



30 
MEP Engineering 
(Office/Retail/Parking) 



Mechanical, electrical, plumbing, fire protection design and 
engineering specific to Office/Retail/Parking. Coordinate with other 
design disciplines; adhere to sustainability criteria set by client/ 
design team. 



Architect of Record 



31 Parking Design 
Parking facility design. Participate in design coordination with 
architect and other consultants. 



Architect of Record 



32 
Pedestrian and 
Vehicular Legion 
Modeling 



Analyze pedestrian and traffic flow to and from events.  Architect of Record 



33 Security System Design Provide security system design and implementation plans. Architect of Record 



34 Seismic Analysis 
Analyze structural design for seismic forces and coordinate with 
structural engineer. 



Architect of Record 



35 
Specialty Lighting 
(Arena) 



Design lighting for special Events / Sports.  Architect of Record 



36 
Structural Engineering 
(Arena) 



Design foundations, building superstructures, roof and other special 
structures specific to the Arena. Provide seismic design. Coordinate 
with architectural and site work. 



Architect of Record 



37 
Structural Engineering 
(Office/Retail/Parking) 



Design foundations, building superstructures, roof and other special 
structures specific to Office/Retail/Parking. Provide seismic design. 
Coordinate with architectural and site work. 



Architect of Record 



38 Sustainability 
Design building systems for energy and water conservation, 
daylighting, natural ventilation, renewable energy generations, LEED 
certification and other sustainability goals. 



Architect of Record 



39 Vertical Transportation Passenger and service elevators and escalator design services. Architect of Record 



40 
Waste Management 
and Recycling 



Design systems and equipment and consult on traffic flow and 
access. 



Architect of Record 



41 Wind Engineering 
Consult on wind engineering issues including structural frame, 
cladding pressures and pedestrian comfort for site design. 
Participate in design coordination with architects. 



Architect of Record 
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Group 2 



 



No. Consultant Scope Contract with 



42 Art Consultant 
Curate artwork and consult on programming in fulfillment of 
Owner’s 1% public art commitment. 



Owner 



43 MEP Peer Review 
Review the design of the MEP systems to ensure design quality and 
reliability. 



Owner 



44 
Structural Engineering 
Peer Review 



Review the design of the structural systems to ensure design quality 
and reliability. 



Owner  



45 Testing and Inspection 
Conduct testing of construction materials to ensure compliance with 
specifications. 



Owner 



 
 
 



No. Consultant Scope Contract with 



46 
Acoustical 
(Office/Retail) 



Acoustical design for indoor and outdoor environment, including 
mechanical equipment noise and vibration isolation. 



Architect of Record 



47 Building Maintenance 
Building Maintenance (i.e.; window washing, glass replacement, 
sealant repairs, etc.) strategies, systems recommendations and 
design. Coordination with architects and engineers. 



Architect of Record 



48 Data/Telecom (Office) Data/Telecom design strategies, options, and implementation. Architect of Record 



49 Risk Assessment 
Provide risk assessment analysis including terrorist prevention 
measures. 



Architect of Record 
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Exhibit B 



Template for RFQ Response Found at www.warriors.com/sf/contracts 



 
[see attached] 
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GSW Arena LLC 
Arena and Ancillary Development – Mission Bay 



 



RESPONSE TO RFQ FOR DESIGN, ENGINEERING, & CONSULTING SERVICES 
www.warriors.com/sf/contracts  



 



 



Discipline(s) for which your 
firm is providing a statement 
of qualifications: 



 
 



  
General Information  



Firm Name  



Address  



Phone Number  



Website (if any)  



Email address  



Contact person  



  
Firm Information  



Length of time in business  Number of Employees  
 



Firm owner(s), principal(s), 
and/or officer(s)  
 



SBE or LBE certified?  California License No.  



 
 



Attachments  (Maximum of 10 pages per discipline for which you are providing a statement of qualifications).        
All attachments should use the naming convention “FirmName_Discipline.pdf” (i.e., ACME Associates_Survey.pdf).  



 
1. Prior experience description including no more than three examples of experience with comparable projects   



 For each, provide name of the project owner, project size, date completed, and project references  



 Each example should be no more than one page 
 



2. List of projects which involved working with the OCII, San Francisco Department of Building Inspection and/ 
or other San Francisco agencies 



 
3. List of staff and personnel that will be assigned to this project, and their relevant experience 



 Limit each individual’s relevant information to a single page 
 



4. Evidence of License in the State of California, if applicable  
 



5. List of professional licenses, accreditation and memberships within the firm 
 



6. A statement of available insurance 
 



7. Professional references from two (2) developers, two (2) general contractors, and two (2) architects 
 



8. Proof of SBE and/or LBE status in San Francisco, if applicable 





http://www.warriors.com/sf/contracts
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[end of RFQ] 






















From: Kevin Simons
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting
Date: Thursday, May 15, 2014 8:41:21 AM


I feel your pain.  I used to think it was pre-alzheimers - but now I'm quite certain it is
just information overload...


My phone is 415 378 2347.


I'll give you a ring tomorrow morning.


-Kevin


From: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
To: Kevin Simons <kevin_simons@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 6:28 PM
Subject: RE: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting 


Sounds good – what’s your current number?  If you don’t hear from me, give me a
call (I am SOOOO brain dead this week I am just planning ahead for a screw up).
J
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
From: Kevin Simons [mailto:kevin_simons@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 6:15 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting
 
Catherine,
 
How about 8:30 AM Friday?  You call me?
 
-Kevin
 


From: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
To: Kevin Simons <kevin_simons@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 6:00 PM
Subject: RE: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting
 
I am looking at the pavilion in Park P1 (easier for us to organize).  I would
love to talk with you – would Friday be ok?  Tomorrow has turned into one



mailto:kevin_simons@yahoo.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:kevin_simons@yahoo.com





of those meeting days.  Times I’m available to chat Friday are: before 9,
12-1, 3-5.


Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San
Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
From: Kevin Simons [mailto:kevin_simons@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 4:08 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting
 
Catherine,
 
I'll be there - but what location?
 
Also - would it be possible for you and I to chat for a minute or 2 about Block 1?  
 
I really hate the proposal in it's current form.  I think the massing is fine, the angles,
etc are all good - but the lack of creativity is overwhelming.  
 
I'd love to know if OCII staff share my disappointment?  I try not to be an architecture
critic - I don't think that's my job - but as I said in last weeks' meeting, I'm also getting
VERY tired of everybody complaining about the box jobs - boring palettes -
uninspired architecture that plague Mission Bay.  We represent the citizens of the
City, and they've made it VERY clear (at least to me) that they hate most of the
Mission Bay projects that have been completed to date. As such I feel compelled to
be more vocal with these architects with my criticisms.
 
I think we have a chance here to put a fire under these guys and mix things up... if
we don't start getting some inspired architecture (and by that I mean exterior
treatments) in Mission Bay, it IS going to be one of the blandest and most
underwhelming neighborhoods in SF. 


-Kevin
415 378 2347


From: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
To: 
Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 3:20 PM
Subject: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting
 
Hello CAC Members – we are trying to schedule a follow-up
meeting with the Block 1 design team to allow the CAC and
community to work on addressing the concerns raised at last



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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week’s meeting.  Please let me know if you are planning on
attending, and also if you would be available next Wednesday,
May 21 at 5.  If you do plan on participating and cannot make
the 21st, please let me know what evenings would work for you
next week and the following.
 
Also, please let me know if you do NOT want me to provide
your contact information to other City agencies for them to
outreach to you for the Warriors project. 
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County
of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Luba Wyznyckyj
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Jose Farran
Subject: Warriors - Intersection Map for SWL 337
Date: Thursday, May 01, 2014 10:15:52 AM
Attachments: Fig 2 Seawall Site.pdf


ATT00001.htm


Hey there
Not sure what time you were meeting today, but attached is the graphic with the 
study intersections for SWL 337.



mailto:lubaw@sbcglobal.net

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=53ddc14b15cb409584d3f7b15453f64a-Viktoriya Wise
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Figure 2
Seawall Lot 337 Site Study Intersection



SOURCE:  Adavant Consulting/LCW Consulting
Case No. 2012.0718E:  Event Center and Mixed-Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: RE: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
Date: Thursday, May 15, 2014 3:49:00 PM


Yes, we will definitely attend and will be making clear the client relationship.  I will see if we can
move up a little since the discussion has grown.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 3:45 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: FW: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
Can you make this meeting?  The Oversight Board mtg is at 2 pm that day so I won’t participate. 
 
Catherine – You should suggest that they move the meeting to 12 pm or even 12:30 so you can do
both CEQA and attend the Oversight Board.  If not, perhaps a divide and conquer approach with the
OB (Christine Maher, Sally covering) and you and Manny cover the CEQA mtg.  It’s important that
Planning doesn’t treat this as a City project and just do their normal process since this is not a City
project.  If Jim is available, perhaps he can attend the CEQA mtg as well to remind Planning.
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 9:28 AM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC);
Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
Hi Jennifer,
Viktoriya and I discussed this earlier this morning and agree that next week seems too soon to
address the topics on Clarke’s agenda (and that 90 minutes is not enough time to cover all of these
items). We’d like to schedule an internal call/meeting on CEQA approach before discussing further
with GSW. Can we schedule this for Wednesday 5/21 at 1:00? If that time doesn’t work, I’ll send out
a Doodle Poll to find a timeslot.
 
Thanks,
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco



mailto:tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org
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1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 
 
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 9:13 AM
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC);
Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin
(MTA)
Subject: Re: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
City folks,
 
I don't want to meet until we have a project description.  In my opinion, many of Clarke's items
cannot be addressed until we have that level of info. Let me know if you have different thoughts. I'll
wait for your input and reply to Clarke later today. In the meantime, please don't send him your
availability. Planning, please let consultants know they should hold. 
 
Jennifer


On May 14, 2014, at 7:03 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:


Team,
 
We’d like to re-engage the CEQA team now that efforts are underway on the Warriors
arena in Mission Bay. We’d like to convene the group for a 90-minute meeting next
week to address the following preliminary agenda items:


·         Confirmation of SEIR analyses/chapters
·         Review and confirmation of Transportation SOW
·         Discussion of key assumptions for Transportation analysis
·         Review of preliminary CEQA schedule (ESA to prepare in advance)
·         Select a day of the week and time for this group to meet on a recurring basis
·         and other items, as appropriate


 
Please confer with your colleagues on your team and send me your firm’s availability
for the following days/times (location TBD):


·         Wed, May 21: Noon – 1:30pm
·         Thurs, May 22: 11am – 1pm
·         Fri, May 23: 10am – 3pm


 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group



mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org
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100 Spear Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Cc: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: FW: Rescheduling GSW-CEQA Meeting
Date: Wednesday, April 23, 2014 1:10:24 PM
Importance: High


Manny – I need to see if I can bring you, but could you hold this time for now I appreciate it, since I’d
like to bring you into the CEQA loop on this project.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Wong, Phillip (MYR) 
Sent: Wednesday, April 23, 2014 11:53 AM
To: 'Jesse Blout (jblout@stradasf.com)'; David Kelly; NSekhri@gibsondunn.com;
MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com; 'Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com)'; Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris
(CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Jones, Sarah (CPC)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Jones, Natasha (OCII); Chin, Karen (CAT)
Subject: Rescheduling GSW-CEQA Meeting
Importance: High
 
Hello all,
 
Kindly advise and hold the following date and time frame for this meeting:


-          Monday, 4/28, 1:30pm – 5pm
 
We will confirm tomorrow after 11am tomorrow.
 
Best,
 
Phillip C. Wong
--
Project Assistant
Office of Economic and Workforce Development
City Hall, Room 448
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102-4653
Office: 415-554-6512
Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
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From: Toby Levine
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting
Date: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 6:37:02 PM


That would be great.  I know Peter Cohen from way back and think I could speak 
frankly and honestly to him.  I actually like the project
a lot.  You can give him my phone number and we can arrange a time the following 
week starting with the 26th.


Toby
On Jan 14, 2014, at 5:58 PM, Reilly, Catherine (OCII) wrote:


Thanks, Toby – if we go ahead and with the meeting next week would you be ok if we 
had them outreach to you directly?  I also agree with you that from what I’ve heard, a 
lot of the comments were a result of poor visuals and PPT.


Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Toby Levine [mailto:tobylevine@earthlink.net] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 4:53 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting
 
Thank you Catherine for organizing this.  I cannot attend next week as Jerry and 
I will be out of town.  I would like to have an opportunity to talk with that team.  
I think a lot of their problems come from their building graphics. (The landscape 
drawings are better.)  I think I could help them  
 
I am available anytime on Monday, May 26.  I am available Tuesday, late 
afternoon and evening.  Wednesday, 5/28 after 6PM and then that's it for the 
week.
 
I do like the project.  I also hope that the retail they are planning will help 
support the neighborhood.
 
Toby
On Jan 14, 2014, at 3:20 PM, Reilly, Catherine (OCII) wrote:
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x-msg://69/catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/





Hello CAC Members – we are trying to schedule a follow-up meeting with the Block 1 
design team to allow the CAC and community to work on addressing the concerns 
raised at last week’s meeting.  Please let me know if you are planning on attending, and 
also if you would be available next Wednesday, May 21 at 5.  If you do plan on 


participating and cannot make the 21st, please let me know what evenings would work 
for you next week and the following.
 
Also, please let me know if you do NOT want me to provide your contact information 
to other City agencies for them to outreach to you for the Warriors project. 
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Paine, Carli
To: Wise, Viktoriya
Cc: Paine, Carli
Subject: Warriors Arena TMP comments/edits
Date: Tuesday, January 14, 2014 8:01:57 PM
Attachments: SF Warriors Arena TMP Draft_NOV 13-paa vwise cp.docx


Hi Viktoriya, 
I reviewed the GSW TMP and had a number of comments. I made comments/ suggested edits in track
changes and am attaching here in case we don't get through everything at tomorrow's meeting (before
I have to leave). 
Carli


Carli Paine
TDM Project Manager
Sustainable Streets-Transportation Planning & Policy
SFMTA  Municipal Transportation Agency
1 South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
 
(415) 701-4469
carli.paine@sfmta.com
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[bookmark: _Toc372617990]EXECUTIVE SUMMARY	Comment by VWise: General comments:  
 The TMP needs to address loading at the Pavilion, not just passenger but freight.  Loading operations for the Piers and SWL 330 have to be discussed.  Consider adding a chapter titled “Driveway and Loading Operations Plan.”  
Vehicular access to SWL 330 and other land uses that use The Embarcadero between Townsend and Bryant post events needs to be described. We had to include this for Candlestick and AC34.
Concerts should probably be included in the TMP as they are different from conventions, and will be the most common event.  Because we will not be conducting a quantitative analysis of concerts in the EIR, we will need to rely on and refer heavily to the TMP for our discussion of how pedestrian and vehicular traffic would be managed. 
We would like to see more discussion of how the garage driveway and pedestrians and bicyclists on The Embarcadero would be managed. The discussion is very light - just that PCOs will likely have to manage the situation. Or we can include the mitigation measure that we had for the cruise terminal (and I think the Exploratorium).  
 Please provide information about travel demand management during non-event conditions.   How would the driveway across The Embarcadero be managed, for example?  


The Transportation Management Plan (TMP) is a management and operating plan designed to provide multi-modal access to a range of events at the new Golden State Warriors Pavilion in San Francisco as well as activities at the mixed-use development on Seawall Lot 330 located directly across The Embarcadero from the new Pavilion. The purpose of the plan is to reduce vehicular impacts to the South Beach/China Basin Waterfront and in adjacent neighborhoods while providing access to the Pavilion and adjacent retail uses, with a focus on promoting and facilitating use of the extensive, nearby public transit services and pedestrian and bicycle infrastructure. 


The TMP is a working document that will remains continuously informed by the on-going “Waterfront Transportation Assessment” (WTA) led by the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency (SFMTA), and will be expanded and refined by the Warriors, the City of San Francisco, and other agencies responsible for carrying out the plan. An active monitoring process will occur during the first year of operation to make any necessary adjustments.  It is also anticipated that subsequent refinements will be made to respond to changing event types and schedules, new transportation access and parking opportunities, and planned transportation improvements that are implemented in the Pavilion vicinity.


The TMP provides a summary of planned major transportation projects, the Pavilion project description, event scenarios that are addressed in this document, existing transportation facilities, travel characteristics of  Pavilion attendees, transportation control recommendations, and communication strategies. The travel characteristic assumptions for the new Pavilion are based on the analysis prepared for the project environmental impact report.


The scenarios addressed in this plan are as follows.


· Typical Day (Non-Event Day)


· Small Event – a weekday convention with 6,000 attendees


· Concert – a weeknight event with 9,000 attendees	Comment by Albert, Peter: I recommend adding this since the concert-goers will likely be more one-time, transit-based and (due to age, other characteristics) of possible greater “management” concern to area residents.   	Comment by VWise: I agree.  The only other thing I would consider is doing the analysis on the same level of attendees as the EIR.  
We are doing 9,000 for weekday convention.  We are not analyzing concerts but for the Travel Demand calculations, we are assuming 14K.  Just FYI.  


· Peak Event (pre-game) – Warriors game with 18,000 attendees


· Peak Event (post-game) – Warriors game with 18,000 attendees


· Peak Event coinciding with AT&T Event


Transportation control strategies that are identified in the Plan include provision of an on-site Transportation Management Center (TMC) in the Pavilion, designation of a Parking Control Officer (PCO) supervisor who will staff the TMC and manage game day controls, the location of PCO’s who will direct vehicular and pedestrian traffic under various event scenarios, a post-game street closure on the Embarcadero for the peak event, designation of a temporary taxi stand for a convention event, and designation of peak event drop-off and pick-up locations. 


The transportation control strategies also address transit boarding at the nearby Brannan MUNI station, pedestrian control at the Pavilion garage driveway on the Embarcadero, support for taxi loading and a temporary pick-up location for the vehicular valet stand during the peak event.


Communication strategies that are identified in the Plan include promotion, outreach and wayfinding strategies designed to inform event attendees of the various transportation options that are available and provide directions on how to access them.  This includes a description of transportation information that will be provided by the Warriors and event promoters with event ticket purchases. The wayfinding strategies include a series of temporary signs that will be placed to facilitate pedestrian, bicycle, and vehicle circulation and access.
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[bookmark: _Toc358019627][bookmark: _Toc372617991]INTRODUCTION


This introduction describes the purpose, goals, and objectives of the Transportation Management Plan (TMP) for the Golden States Warriors Pavilion project (“Pavilion”). It gives a project overview within the San Francisco context, including ongoing and upcoming projects that will change the transportation system in the area and may prompt adjustments to the TMP in the coming years. It then lists organizations and agencies with a stake in the project with their respective roles and responsibilities, and discusses the overall TMP implementation strategy, including coordination between stakeholders. Finally, it outlines the information contained in the remainder of the TMP. 


[bookmark: _Toc372617992][bookmark: _Toc358019628]TMP Purpose, Goal and Objectives 


The purpose of the TMP is to outline strategies to optimize access to and from the Pavilion within the constraints inherent to a large public event. Its main goal is to minimize negative impacts to the surrounding neighborhood. In particular, it seeks to minimize conflicts between vehicles, pedestrians, bicycles, and transit.


The objectives of the TMP are:


To maximize traffic safety for all road users at key locations around the Pavilion site and broader neighborhood during event ingress and egress; 


To facilitate and promote use of non-automobile transportation by people attending and supporting Pavilion events; and


To ensure efficient exit of vehicles from the Pavilion garage located mid-block on The Embarcadero between Bryant Street and Brannan Street.


The TMP is a living document and may will be amended from time to time as travel patterns change as a result of development and changes to the roadway infrastructure and operations, upon the City’s prior approval. The Golden State Warriors is committed to complying with the TMP.


[bookmark: _Toc372617993][bookmark: _Toc358019630]Key Stakeholders 


Key stakeholders in the TMP and their respective roles and responsibilities are listed in Table 11.





			[bookmark: _Ref370224854][bookmark: _Toc372618256]
Table 11: Key Stakeholders, Roles, and Responsibilities 





			Key Stakeholders


			Roles and Responsibilities





			Golden State Warriors (GSW)


			The GSW is the project sponsor and is responsible for compliance with the TMP.





			San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency (SFMTA)


			The SFMTA has jurisdiction over the City’s public right-of-way (ROW) and manages all surface transportation infrastructure and systems in the City, including roads, sidewalks, bicycle lanes, parking, transit, and traffic control1. This includes San Francisco’s bus and light rail service under the Muni brand, which will provide access to the Pavilion. Recommendations related to physical changes to the ROW have to be reviewed and approved by the SFMTA.





			Caltrans


			Caltrans is California’s Department of Transportation and has jurisdiction over the freeways that provide regional vehicle access to the proposed Pavilion site.





			Port of San Francisco (Port)


			The Port of San Francisco (Port) has jurisdiction over San Francisco’s waterfront, including The Embarcadero and a few city blocks inland from the water’s edge1. The Port also oversees operation of the ferry terminals at the near-by Ferry Building as well as general water taxi and transit access facilities.  Revenues from parking meters on those street segments belong to the Port, and street uses on those segments, such as designated passenger pick-up and drop-off locations, have to be coordinated and approved by the Port.





			San Francisco Bay Conservation and Development Commission (BCDC)


			The BCDC is the federally-designated state coastal management agency for the San Francisco Bay segment of the California coastal zone. This designation empowers the Commission to use the authority of the federal Coastal Zone Management Act to ensure that federal projects and activities are consistent with the policies of the Bay Plan and state law2. 





			San Francisco County Transportation Authority (SFCTA)


			The SFCTA serves as the Congestion Management Agency (CMA) for San Francisco County.





			San Francisco Planning Department


			The Planning Department is responsible for reviewing project applications, including the assessment of environmental impacts on the City and its residents, as well as complying and enforcing the Planning and Zoning Code and implementing the General Plans.





			San Francisco Department of Public Works (DPW)


			DPW is responsible for street maintenance and implementation of streetscape projects in San Francisco, including curb ramp installations and upgrades. Recommendations for physical changes to the ROW would be implemented by DPW under direction of SFMTA.





			San Francisco Police Department (SFPD)


			SFPD is responsible for emergency response, oversight/override of traffic control plans, incident management, and coordination with SFFD and the California Highway Patrol as needed.





			San Francisco Fire Department (SFFD)


			SFFD provides fire suppression and emergency medical services to the residents, visitors, and workers within San Francisco.





			Caltrain


			Caltrain is a California commuter rail line connecting San Francisco to the Peninsula and Santa Clara Valley to the South. Its terminal station in the north is at 4th and King Streets, approximately 1 mile south of the project site.





			Bay Area Rapid Transit (BART)	Comment by VWise: Please consider including the ferry providers as well (GGT, WETA).  


			BART is a rapid transit system that serves the San Francisco Bay Area. It operates five routes with 44 stations in four counties. Downtown San Francisco is roughly the geographic center of the BART system, and its Embarcadero station is less than one mile from the project site.





			San Francisco Bicycle Coalition (SFBC)	Comment by VWise: This is the only non-governmental organization included in the list.  If we include them, should we include others as well?  Like the CAC, for instance.  


			The SFBC is San Francisco’s bicycle advocacy group and provides free, volunteer bicycle valet parking services at several events around the City, including Giants games at AT&T Park. The SFBC also has an interest in bicyclist circulation and safety, particularly along designated bicycle routes.





			Notes:


1. Although the Port has jurisdiction over certain street segments in San Francisco, SFMTA still manages all aspects of surface transportation on those streets under agreement with the Port.


2. Source: http://www.bcdc.ca.gov/history.shtml.


Source: Fehr & Peers, 2013.











[bookmark: _Toc372617994][bookmark: _Toc358019629]Project Context 


The proposed Pavilion site consists of Piers 30-32 along the waterfront in the South Beach neighborhood of San Francisco and is well-served by local and regional transit (Muni, BART, ferries, regional buses and Caltrain) as well as bicycle and pedestrian facilities, a robust roadway network, and freeway access. The project location is illustrated on Figure 11. The project site plan is illustrated on Figure 11.  


Over the past several years, many projects in the area have affected the transportation system, including the opening of the Giants baseball stadium in 2000, the construction of several residential towers, and the opening of the T-third light rail line connecting San Francisco’s Financial District to Sunnydale, which started operation in 2007. Several additional, significant transportation investments at or near the site are projected to begin operation within the next 5-10 years, including SFMTA’s Central Subway, the electrification of Caltrain and expansion and upgrades to the ferry terminals.  These types of capacity and service enhancements are included in the WTA and provide essential context for planning safe, efficient transportation access to the Pavilion, adjacent retail uses and Seawall Lot 330.          


The projects listed in the following sections, which are either ongoing or upcoming, will also impact the transportation system in the area and may warrant changes to the TMP. Note that although there are no projects specifically intended for pedestrians, many projects include pedestrian improvements or have implications for pedestrian circulation and safety.





[bookmark: _Ref370226860][bookmark: _Toc372618244]Figure 11: Project Location
	Comment by Albert, Peter: The inset map on this page is key to illustrating the transit-rich setting, so it should also show  “Ferry Building,” “Future Transbay Terminal” and Muni Metro platforms at Folsom and Brannan. 


[bookmark: _Toc372618245]Figure 12: Site Plan	Comment by Albert, Peter: Considering importance of Transit, I recommend extending map a bit south to show Brannan Street Muni station.





[bookmark: _Toc372617995]Transit Projects


SFMTA


Several major near-term and long-term SFMTA Muni projects are proposed that directly improve service frequency, capacity, travel time, cost-effectiveness and reliability in the vicinity of the project site.


SFMTA Transit Effectiveness Project (TEP) – This is an ongoing SFMTA program that aims to improve Muni service and reliability. The project includes both general improvements throughout the system and measures for specific transit lines. Implementation is ongoing and scheduled for completion in 2016. The following changes are scheduled to take place in the project area:


· Increased service frequency and transit travel priority treatments to key Muni bus and streetcar corridors within ½ mile of the project site, including the F Market, 14 Mission, 1 California, 5 Fulton, 38 Geary, 21 Hayes and 31 Balboa.,      


· Introduction of the E Embarcadero streetcar line, connecting Fisherman’s Wharf with the Fourth and King Caltrain station (nearest stop: Brannan Station).


· Realignment of the 10 Townsend to serve the Mission Bay neighborhood (nearest stop: Second Street and Bryant Street).


· Introduction of the 11 Downtown Connector, providing service to Van Ness Avenue and Bay Street via North Beach and Van Ness Muni Station via Folsom/Harrison (nearest stop: Second Street and Harrison Street), and related discontinuation of the 12 Folsom bus route (with same nearest stop).


· Frequency and Capacity enhancements for Muni Metro, including the two lines that run closest to the site (the N Judah and T Third but affecting all five Muni Metro lines which serve the Embarcadero Station 2/3 from the project site,


· Select “pilot” trials on lines within ½ mile of the project site that speed up corridor travel time and may become standard service plan features, such as the 5 Fulton “Limited”Discontinuation of the 12 Folsom bus route (nearest stop: Second Street and Harrison Street).


SFMTA Central Subway – SFMTA Muni proposes to operate a light rail subway at high frequency between Chinatown, Union Square, Yerban Buena Gardens and the Caltrain depot at 4th and King Streets (about 3/4 mile from the project site) beginning in 2019.  The T Third would be divered north of the Channel to serve this subway, and would no longer operate along the waterfront.  Construction of this project is well underway.


SFMTA Bus Rapid Transit – SFMTA proposes to build and operate two Muni “rapid bus” corridors with terminals within ¾ mile from the project site:  the Van Ness corridor (with one of two lines terminating at 4th & King Streets) and the Geary Corridor.  These service and infrastructure enhancements are expected to be in operation by 2020, bringing faster, higher-capacity transit between the site and Northwest San Francisco.  


Transbay Transit Center – The new Transbay Transit Center, currently under construction and scheduled for completion in 2017, will be a major hub serving 11 transit providers. It will be located between Beale, First, Mission and Howard Streets, approximately ½-mile from the project site. During construction, AC Transit, Muni, and SamTrans (among others) are utilizing the Temporary Transbay Terminal facilities located between Howard, Folsom, Main, and Beale Streets, approximately 1/3-mile from the project site. All bus operations will move to the Transit Center after construction is complete. The relocation of bus operations will include the reinstatement of this facility as a major Muni terminal and hub close to the project site and will not substantially affect the pedestrian paths of Pavilion attendees who utilize these bus services since the terminals are in close proximity. 


The Transit Center will also eventually become the northern terminus for Caltrain service, which will bring this service approximately ½-mile closer to the Pavilion as compared to the current northern terminus, one mile away at Fourth and King Streets. This change will affect pedestrian patterns of Pavilion attendees who utilize Caltrain service. The Caltrain Downtown Extension (DTX) is a planned project that has not been fully funded or environmentally cleared. 


Transbay Center District Plan – This Public Realm Plan component of the Transbay Center District Plan implements the changes to the circulation network to accommodate the projected levels of density and activity generated by the Transbay Transit Center. Changes relevant to the Pavilion site:


· Removal of vehicular travel lanes on Fremont Street, Beale Street, Main Street, and southbound Spear Street north of Folsom Street.


· On Folsom Street, adding a vehicular travel lane in the westbound direction from Fremont Street to The Embarcadero and removing a lane in the eastbound direction between The Embarcadero and Third Street.


· Sidewalk widening on both sides of the street on Folsom Street (between The Embarcadero and Third Street) and north of Folsom Street on Fremont Street and Beale Street.


· Sidewalk widening on the west side of Main Street and Spear Street.


· Pedestrian bulbouts at intersections along Folsom Street (from Spear Street to First Street), and along Spear Street and Main Street (north of Folsom Street).


These network changes will have impacts onaffect the vehicular and pedestrian flows near the proposed Pavilion site.


Ferry Building Landings and Terminals – the Port of San Francisco operates the ferry terminals at the Ferry Building ½ mile from the project site, in cooperation with the Water Emergency Transportation Authority (WETA) and Golden Gate Transit.  Frequent, daily ferry service is provided between this site and seven cities in Alameda, Solano, San Mateo and Marin Counties.  The Ferry Building is also a major Muni bus and streetcar terminal hub, serving numerous cross-town and downtown lines..


[bookmark: _Toc372617996]Bicycle Projects


The 2009 Bike Plan includes several improvements to the bicycle network throughout the City. Of the improvements approved for implementation in the near-term, the following projects will affect bicycle circulation in the vicinity of the site: 


The installation of a Class II[footnoteRef:1] bicycle lane on Fremont Street (one-way northbound) between Harrison Street and Howard Street. [1:  Class II facilities are striped lanes on roadways designated for use by bicycles.] 



The conversion of the Class III[footnoteRef:2] bicycle facility on Howard between The Embarcadero and Fremont Street into a Class II bicycle lane. [2:  Class III facilities are designated roadways where bicycles and vehicles share travel lanes.] 



The conversion of the Class III bicycle facility on 2nd Street to Class II bicycle lanes.


Expansion and extension of the Folsom Street Class II bicycle lanes. 


SFMTA is also considering the addition of a two-way Class I (physically separated from automobile traffic) cycle track along The Embarcadero (Inset 1-1). Although this project is not currently included in the Bike Plan, grant funding has recently been awarded to SFMTA to design the cycle track.





			Inset 1-1 – Cycle Track Illustration





			[image: C:\Users\bgrandy\Desktop\SF Arena\Draft TMP v2 (Nov 13)\Embarcadero Cycle Track.png]





			Source: SPUR, Buildling the EmBIKEadero Waterfront Bike Path








Bicycle Sharing – the Bay Area Air Quality Management District and the SFMTA’ debuted the Bay Area Bicycle Sharing program in 2013 with 35 bicycle stations and 350 bicycles in and around Downtown San Francisco, including directly across the Embarcadero from the project site.  SFMTA has plans to expand this network and intensity distribution within this core to reach at least 500 bikes within the next year.  


As these projects are implemented, modifications to the control strategies outlined in the TMP may be warranted.





[bookmark: _Toc372617997]Regional Traffic Projects


Proposal to remove the northern section of Interstate 280 – This proposal is currently being explored by the City and would remove the I-280 terminus on- and off-ramps from their current location adjacent to the Caltrain Station at Fourth and King Streets. This removal may have various benefits, including uniting the neighborhoods currently split by the freeway, opening up land for development, reducing the complexity of the downtown rail extension, and reducing vehicle-pedestrian conflicts at the crossing outside the Caltrain Station. If this project moves forward, it will affect access to the Pavilion.


[bookmark: _Toc372617998][bookmark: _Toc358019631]Implementation Strategy 


[bookmark: _Toc372617999]Coordination with Agencies and Transit Providers


Traffic controls proposed in the TMP will require coordination with several of the agencies described in section 1.2. Table 12 summarizes the necessary coordination between the Warriors and public agencies and transit providers during Pavilion events.


			[bookmark: _Ref370224905][bookmark: _Toc372618257]
Table 12: Control and Service Coordination Summary





			Control or Service


			Agency


			Coordination





			Post-game special train service to South Bay


			Caltrain


			Real-time communication between Transportation Management Control (TMC) and Caltrain during games so that train can be put into service at 4th/King station at appropriate time.





			Changeable message sign on I-280


			Caltrans, SFMTA


			Location, installation, and operation of changeable message signs alerting drivers on northbound I-280 of closures on The Embarcadero.





			Use of existing SFgo video cameras for observation of traffic conditions on streets pre-, during, and post-event


			SFMTA


			Permission from SFMTA to see live streams from video cameras from the TMC room at the Pavilion.





			Traffic management by Parking Control Officers (PCOs) on the streets pre-, during, and post-event 


			SFMTA


			Real-time communication between TMC and PCOs on the street. 





			Post-game special northbound light rail service 


			SFMTA (Muni)


			Real-time communication between TMC and SFMTA (Muni) during games so that additional light rail trains can be put into service at 4th/King station at appropriate time.





			Valet bicycle parking during events	Comment by VWise: Is valet bicycle parking available only during events?  Is the SFBC really going to provide valet parking for up to 200+ events at the site?  


			SFBC


			The provision of free valet bicycle parking at the Pavilion must be coordinated with the SFBC.





			Curb Cuts and Curb ramp upgrades	Comment by VWise: This does not strike me as a control strategy.  It is just a positive attribute of the project.  I recommend deleting. 


			DPW


			Installation of curb cuts, curb ramps at street intersections where they are missing, and curb ramp upgrades must be coordinated with DPW’s Ramp Upgrade Program.





			Enhanced post-game BART service on event days


			BART


			Coordination of game schedules so that BART augment service by providing additional train cars post-game. 





			On-street parking special event pricing


			SFMTA (SFpark), Port


			Provide event schedule to SFpark’s group within SFMTA and the Port for implementation of special event pricing at on-street parking meters during events.	Comment by VWise: We will need to define a boundary of where this applies at some point.  I recommend suggesting a boundary in this document and adding an explanation that the boundary is flexible and will be responsive to changing parking conditions/needs.  





			Source: Fehr & Peers 2013.











[bookmark: _Toc372618000][bookmark: _Toc358019632]Document Organization 


Chapter 2 summarizes the Pavilion project and outlines the event scenarios. Chapter 3 describes the existing transportation system in the project vicinity, including the street network, transit, bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure, and regional traffic access. Chapter 4 describes the travel demand management program that will be implemented to increase the level of access to the project by transit, bicycling and walking. Chapter 5 describes the anticipated characteristics of Pavilion attendees, including the key assumptions on which the TMP recommendations are based. Chapter 6 describes the proposed controls and is organized by event scenario, ranging from the simplest event (i.e. a typical day) to most complex event (Pavilion event concurrent with event in AT&T Park), and is organized so that the controls listed in each section add to the controls listed in each of the previous sections. Finally, Chapter 7 discusses communication strategies designed to complement the controls listed in Chapter 6, and includes wayfinding and outreach. Chapter 8 describes how the TMP will be monitored and refined over time. 	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: What about a typical day (no events)?  This is one of the scenarios listed in the summary of this document.  Will there be any transportation management during non-event days?  


[bookmark: _Toc372618001]PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND EVENT SCENARIOS


[bookmark: _Toc372618002]Project Description 	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Now that the EIR project description is almost final, please make sure what is presented in this document is consistent with what is in the EIR.  It would also be advisable to use the same terminology.  


[bookmark: _Toc372618003]General


The proposed site is comprised of Piers 30-32, located along The Embarcadero at Bryant Street; and Seawall Lot 330, across the Embarcadero from Piers 30-32, at the corner of Bryant Street. The current program for the Pavilion site includes the following:	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: The description for this portion of the project is not included in this section except for one small sentence towards the end.  


Seating capacity: 18,064.


90,000 square feet of retail in multiple buildings along the Embarcadero sidewalk.


Red’s Java House, currently located at the northwest corner of the site, will be relocated to the southwest corner of Piers 30-32 and have outdoor seating.


18,470 square foot fire house with capacity for three boats along the north side of the pier.


7.6 acres of open space.	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Consider adding another bullet point or two to acknowledge that the project also includes ancillary offices, GSW practice facility, water and ferry docks.  


The public realm zones and uses for the pavilion are shown below in Inset 2-1. There will be two entries to the Pavilion, one at the North Entry Plaza at the northwest corner and one at the South Plaza at the southwest corner of Pier 30-32.   The North Entry Plaza is an accessible entry from Embarcadero that provides access to the retail uses and the Pavilion. Pedestrians will be able to gain access to retail uses and the upper plaza/terraces via a series of ramps or stairs. The South Plaza is an accessible entry that provides access to upper venues via the Grand Stair that will have both accessible ramps and stairs. The South Plaza will include a large event space and the relocated Red’s Java House.


			Inset 2-1 – Pavilion Public Realm Zones and Uses	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: This graphic is hard to read.  Suggest making it larger or full page.  





			[image: C:\Users\bgrandy\Desktop\SF Arena\Draft TMP v2 (Nov 13)\Site Plan Public Realm Uses.png]





			Source: Golden State Warriors











The Pier 30-32 improvements maximize public access and open space. The primary outdoor public spaces on the Pier include:


The North Entry Plaza located on the northwest side of the Pier adjacent to the Embarcadero


The South Plaza located on the southwest side of the Pier adjacent to the Embarcadero;


The Bay Promenade, a Pier walk wrapping the North, East and South East edge of the pier;


The Grand Stairs, connecting the South Plaza to the Event Plaza;


The Event Plaza located at Main Concourse Level;


The Upper View Terrace; and


The View Terrace, located on the North side overlooking the Bay.


 Seawall Lot 330 will have a 227 room hotel, 176 residential units, and 30,000 square feet of retail space.	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: At a minimum please add information about parking and loading.  


[bookmark: _Toc372618004]Maritime Uses


The Bay Promenade will be a working waterfront that will include maritime uses such as fireboats, a water taxi landing, a possible ferry landing, and a cruise ship berth on the north and east sides of Piers 30-32. 


A deep water berth along the east edge of the pier. This existing berth is currently used as overflow for the cruise ship terminal at Pier 35 and occasionally for ceremonial ships (i.e. during Fleet Week), and its use would not change. 


A ferry landing (capacity for 1 boat at a time) on the  north side of the pier;


Fireboat landings (capacity for 32 boats at once) on the north side of the pier, for boats relocated from Pier 22½; and


A water taxi landing on the north side of the pier.


[bookmark: _Toc372618005]Vehicle Parking


The current Pavilion program includes a 500-space parking garage broken down as described below:


150 spaces reserved for players, coaches, and the Fire Department;


350 spaces available to the public on non-event days and dedicated for premium ticket holders during an NBA game.


The number of on-site parking spaces may be reduced as the final plans for the Pavilion are developed. This reduction would be part of a distributed parking strategy that would involve a reduced level of on-site parking and additional parking at one or more of three alternative sites.


Site 1: 63 surface or 85 valet parking spaces at Seawall Lot 328, located on the Embarcadero just north of Spear Street (under the bridge), with access on Spear Street.


Site 2: 232 parking spaces at the Caltrans Corp Yard at 434 Main Street (at Bryant Street) with access on Beale Street, Main Street, and Bryant Street.


Site 3: 224 underground parking spaces at the Seawall Lot 330 site (in addition to the original provision) across from the Pavilion, with access on Beale Street.


Site 4: A combination of two or more options as described above.


For diagrams illustrating these locations, please see Appendix B. 


Attendees who purchase reserved parking will receive instructions for entering and exiting the Pavilion garage (or other location) with their ticket confirmation. The parking operation on event days will consist of attendants checking entering vehicles for valid parking access to a space in the garage or lot.	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Could you please elaborate how this will work?  If not properly managed, this could be very inefficient.  Where would this occur (on the Embarcadero, inside the garage?)


Under the current scenario (500-space garage at Pavilion site), on non-event days and on event days with evening events, the garage will be available for public parking to support the retail. Garage operation will consist of attended valet parking. The valet parking drop-off and pick-up location will be on northbound Embarcadero, north of the garage driveway, where the majority of the retail is located. This placement will require coordination with SFMTA and the Port so that a white curb (passenger loading) can be painted and the curb can be reserved for this purpose. Although valet parking for retail and restaurant users will be available on most event days, vehicles may be parked offsite for some events.	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Please consider providing more information about what happens when all 500 spaces are full.  


In addition to the distributed parking strategy for the 500 spaces described above, the Pavilion program also includes coordination and facilitation with incentives to utilize the over 10,000 parking spaces in garages within a ¾ mile from the project site that are currently underutilized or closed to the public after 6:30 pm on weekdays and on weekends.  More details about this parking strategy are included in Chapter 4: Travel Demand Management.      


.


[bookmark: _Toc372618006]Bicycle Parking


The site will include space for up to 100 bicycles for employees. In addition, it will include a valet bicycle parking facility accessible from the sidewalk at the center of the site, with space for up to 300 bicycles. The valet parking facility will be attended from two hours before tipoff to approximately one hour after the final buzzer.	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Please check for consistency with the EIR PD.  
Will the valet parking be provided during the other 100++ events?  


In addition to the valet bicycle parking program, the Pavilion program will include support for expanding the capacity and number of stations dedicated to the Bay Area Bicycle Sharing program.


[bookmark: _Toc372618007]Event Scenarios 


The primary event scenarios anticipated for the Pavilion are as follows:


Typical Day (Non-Event Day). 


Small Event – convention with 6,000 attendees.


Concert – a weeknight event with 9,000 attendees


Pavilion Peak Event (pre-game) – Warriors game with 18,000 attendees.


Peak Event (post-game) – Warriors game with 18,000 attendees


Peak Event coinciding with AT&T Event (with 41,500 attendees)


The event scenarios and time periods analyzed in the TMP are designed to provide a range of typical scenarios. Transportation control measures for events not specifically described (i.e. concerts) will be derived based on reviewing the plans for events with comparable attendance levels included in the TMP and making adjustments, as needed.


[bookmark: _Toc372618008]Typical Day (Non-Event Day)


The retail, restaurant, and public open space uses located adjacent to the Pavilion will be open 365 days a year.


[bookmark: _Toc372618009]Small Event


Small events (3,000 to 9,000 attendees) may consist of conventions, theater events, small concerts, family shows, non-NBA sporting events, and other types of events to be decided. For the purpose of the TMP, a small event is defined as a convention with an attendance of 6,000 people.


Concert


PLEASE ADD DESCRIPTION – something like “Concerts will range from 7500-9000, happen at night, draw a different type of user than the typical attendee of a Small or Peak Event and who will likely be younger, more transit-dependent, and a less-regular Pavilion user..,    	Comment by Albert, Peter: Need text here


[bookmark: _Toc372618010]Peak Event


Peak events are defined in this TMP as events where more than half the seating capacity of the Pavilion will be occupied; i.e. events with more than 9,000 attendees. These include all GSW pre-season, regular season, and post-season games as well as some larger concerts. The peak event analyzed in detail in the TMP is a sold out basketball game that fills the Pavilion to capacity (18,000 attendees).	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Fyi:  EIR considers 18,064 and some events could be 18,500.  


The NBA regular season consists of 41 home games. 


The majority of games take place in the evening (7:30 pm tipoff). In the 2012-2013 season, there was one daytime game (1:00 pm tipoff) during the regular season and it took place on a holiday (Martin Luther King Day, 01/21/13). Since most concerts typically take place in the evening, most of the egress from the Pavilion will occur at night, during off-peak traffic conditions. At least some games and concerts, however, will have ingress activity during the weekday evening commute period.


[bookmark: _Toc372618011]Peak Event Concurrent with Event at AT&T Park


The traffic controls section of the TMP proposes increasing levels of traffic controls ranging from the smallest event requiring the least control (i.e. typical day scenario) to the most complex event requiring the most controls (i.e. an Pavilion event coinciding with an AT&T Park event). 


[bookmark: _Toc372618012]Typical Annual Event Distribution 


It is anticipated that the Pavilion will have a total of approximately 200-220 events each year, distributed as follows:


43-59 GSW home games (2 pre-season + 41 regular season + a maximum possible of 16 home playoff games), all taking place from 7:30 pm to 10:30 pm.


45 concerts/theater events, mostly on Friday and Saturday nights from 7:30-10:30 pm, concentrated during late Fall, Winter, and Early Spring. 


55 family shows. Tours typically perform 10 shows in the building over 5 days (Wed-Sun) as described in Table X-X.


Approximately 60 other sporting events and conventions distributed throughout the year as the building schedule permits.


Table 21 summarizes the annual event distribution. 






			[bookmark: _Ref370224949][bookmark: _Toc372618258]
Table 21: Typical Annual PAVILION Event Distribution 





			Event Description 


			Quantity


			Event Type1


			Event Time


			Daytime or Evening





			Warriors Events


			43-59	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: 60?  Because that is the absolute maximum.  3+41+16.  


			


			


			





				Pre-season


			2-3


			Peak Event


			7:30 pm – 10:30 pm


			Evening





				Season


			41


			Peak Event


			7:30 pm – 10:30 pm


			Evening





				Post-season


			0-16


			Peak Event


			7:30 pm – 10:30 pm	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: EIR end times in Table 3-10 say the event ends at 9:40.  


			Evening





			Non-Warriors Events


			161


			


			


			





				Concerts


			45


			Peak Event


			Fri-Sat 7:30 pm – 10:30 pm


			Evening





				Family Shows


			55


			Small Event


			


			





			


			15


			Small Event


			Wed-Fri 7:30 pm-9:00 pm


			Evening





			


			5


			Small Event


			Fri 10:30 am-12:00 pm


			Daytime	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: EIR says there are Friday night shows.  





			


			20


			Small Event


			Sat-Sun 11:00 am-1:00 pm


Sat-Sun 3:00 pm-4:30 pm


			Daytime





			


			10


			Small Event


			Sat-Sun 7:00 pm-8:30 pm


			Evening





			


			5	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: The 5 rows above are a subset of the 55 but the way the table is set up, this is not ready apparent.  Please consider modifying table design.  Also, may want to add total number of events.  


			Small Event


			TBD


			TBD





				Other Sporting Events


			30


			TBD


			TBD


			TBD





				Other Events	Comment by VWise: This is called Conventions/Corporate events in the EIR.  I would suggest making all the information consistent with the EIR project description (in this case especially because the TMP references convention events throughout the document).  


			31


			TBD


			TBD


			TBD





			Notes:


1. Of the peak events, it is anticipated that fewer than 10 will overlap with events at AT&T Park.


Source: Golden State Warriors.














[bookmark: _Toc372618013]EXISTING CONDITIONS


Chapter 3 describes existing transportation systems serving the Pavilion site, including the street network, freeways, transit hubs and bicycle facilities.  Select commitments to make near-term significant changes in conditions are certain and fully-funded are noted.  


[bookmark: _Toc372618014]Street Network 


Since the Pavilion site is on the waterfront, the street network serving it extends to the north, west, and south only. 


[bookmark: _Toc372618015]Local Access


Local access to the site is provided by a square grid of streets running northwest-southeast and northeast-southwest; however, for simplification, this document uses the following convention:


Northwest = North


Southeast = South


Northeast = East


Southwest = West


This section describes the streets that are most relevant for access to the immediate vicinity of the site and discusses their relevance for particular modes as appropriate. 


The Embarcadero, where the site is located, is a two-way north-south roadway that runs along San Francisco’s waterfront between King and Taylor Streets. In general, The Embarcadero has two or three travel lanes in each direction. The San Francisco General Plan identifies it as a Major Arterial in the Congestion Management Plan (CMP) Network, a Metropolitan Transportation System (MTS) Street, a Transit Preferential Street (Transit Important Street), and a Neighborhood Commercial Pedestrian Street. Muni lines N Judah and T Third operate along the median between Howard and King Streets, although the T Third is proposed to divert to the Central Subway along 4th Street when that project opens in 2019.. Bicycle Route 5 runs along The Embarcadero (Class II between King and North Point Streets, and Class I between North Point and Taylor Streets). The sidewalk along the water side of The Embarcadero, which is designated a portion of the Bay Trail, is approximately 30 feet wide and serves as a mostly uninterrupted multi-use path for pedestrians and bicyclists.


Approximately ½-mile south of the site, The Embarcadero transitions to King Street, a four-lane east-west roadway that connects to the terminus of I-280. Muni lines N Judah and T Third operate in the median along King Street between The Embarcadero and Fourth Street. AT&T Park, home of the San Francisco Giants, is located on King Street between Second and Third Streets. Caltrain has its terminus station on Fourth Street between King and Townsend Streets. Although King Street is not directly adjacent to the Pavilion project site, it plays a major role in providing access to and from the site. 


Townsend Street runs east-west between The Embarcadero and Division Street/Eighth Street. There are between one and two travel lanes in each direction with a two-way left turn lane in some places. Between The Embarcadero and Second Street, bicycles share the lane with vehicle traffic. There are Class II bike lanes along the length of Townsend Street to the west of Second Street, and Caltrain has its terminus station on Fourth Street between King and Townsend Streets. 


Bryant Street originates at The Embarcadero across from the Pavilion site at Piers 30-32 and extends to Precita Avenue in Peralta Heights. Between The Embarcadero and Second Street, Bryant Street operates two-way in the east-west direction with two to three lanes; however, the presence of the elevated freeway limits accessibility to and from Bryant Street between Beale and Second Streets. Vehicles traveling west on Bryant Street past Beale Street may be forced onto the I-80 East freeway on-ramp just after First Street if they do not turn off of Bryant Street at one of the local street intersections to the South. 


The following three streets run north-south from Market Street towards the site: Spear Street (easternmost), Main Street, and Beale Street (westernmost). Together with The Embarcadero, they are the primary roadways providing pedestrian and bicycle access to the site from the financial district and transit hubs to the north, including the Embarcadero BART Station and the temporary and future (permanent) Transbay Terminals.


Main Street is a north-south roadway that runs between Market and Bryant Streets. It generally operates one-way northbound with four travel lanes, except between Bryant and Folsom Streets where it operates two-way with one lane in the northbound direction and two lanes in the southbound direction. Multiple Muni and regional bus routes operate on Main Street between Market Street and the Temporary Transbay Terminal at Howard Street.


Beale Street is a north-south roadway that runs between Market Street and a cul-de-sac adjacent to The Embarcadero, immediately south of SWL 330. Between Market and Folsom Streets, Beale Street operates in the southbound direction with three or four travel lanes. South of Folsom Street, Beale Street operates with one lane in each direction and has a Class II bicycle lane in the southbound direction to Bryant Street. 


Spear Street is a north-south roadway that runs between Market Street and a cul-de-sac adjacent to The Embarcadero. It operates in the southbound direction only with three travel lanes.	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Consider moving up after Bryant so you list streets east to west.  


Vehicular access to the proposed Pavilion site via Beale and Spear Streets is limited because of their one-way operation and the fact that both terminate in cul-de-sacs (i.e. they are separated from The Embarcadero by wide sections of sidewalk). This minimizes vehicular traffic on these two streets, and makes them good environments for walking and bicycling towards the Pavilion from the Embarcadero BART station on Market Street between Main and Spear Streets. While pedestrians can walk uninterrupted from both streets onto The Embarcadero, in the current configuration of the cul-de-sacs bicyclists have to dismount and lift their bicycles onto the sidewalk, and then lower them onto the bicycle lanes on The Embarcadero.	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: This is not quite true for Beale Street because it provides access to Bryant and certainly will provide access to SWL 330 development.  	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: On Beale they will make a left onto Bryant towards the Pavilion before they ever travel to the end of Beale, especially since there is no crosswalk at the end of Beale.  


Fourth Street is a principal north-south arterial between Market Street and Channel Street. It operates in the southbound direction with four travel lanes. At King Street, where the Caltrain Station and a Muni platform are located, it has two dedicated right-turn lanes for vehicular access to I-280.


Brannan Street is an east-west roadway that runs between The Embarcadero and Tenth Street. It generally operates two-way with two travel lanes in each direction. The light rail platform for Muni’s N Judah and T Third lines closest to the proposed site is located in the center island of The Embarcadero at Brannan Street. 


Essex Street runs in the north-south direction for one block between Folsom Street and Harrison Street. It has two general travel lanes and two transit only lanes in the southbound direction. At Harrison Street, Essex Street connects to the I-80 eastbound on-ramp. Muni route 108 Treasure Island and AC Transit Transbay lines run on Essex Street.


Harrison Street runs in the east-west direction between The Embarcadero and Thirteenth/Division Streets, operating one-way westbound between Third and Tenth Streets. In the downtown area, Harrison Street is a primary route to the I-80 freeway, with on-ramps at the intersections of First Street and Essex Street, and to U.S. 101 southbound, with an on-ramp at Fourth Street. Northbound left turns are prohibited from The Embarcadero onto Harrison Street.	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Above why talk about 4th Street but not mention any of the other north/south streets.  For example 2nd Street.  


[bookmark: _Toc372618016]Transit Network 


[image: Description: N:\temp\Libi\Icons\Transit-01.png]This section discusses transit provision to the proposed Pavilion site with a focus on the most active transit hubs, including BART and Caltrain stations, Muni light rail platforms, the Ferry Building and the temporary Transbay Terminal. This section is organized in order of proximity to the site, starting with the transit hub that is furthest away (Caltrain Station) and ending with the one that is closest (Muni light rail platforms) (Figure 31).


[bookmark: _Toc372618017]Caltrain (Regional)


Caltrain provides passenger rail service on the Peninsula between San Francisco and Downtown San Jose with several stops in San Mateo and Santa Clara Counties. Limited service is available south of San Jose. Within San Francisco, Caltrain terminates at a station located on Fourth Street between King and Townsend Streets, approximately one mile southwest of the proposed Pavilion site. The Fourth/King station is served by local, limited, and “Baby Bullet” trains. 


Caltrain service headways in the non-peak direction during the PM peak, which will serve Pavilion events, are variable depending on the specific service provided by the train (bullet or limited); however, there are typically 6 or 7 arrivals in one hour. With the service improvements from electrification of the system by 2019, Caltrain is considering increasing train serving frequencies that this enhancement makes possible. On weekends, headways are once per hour, so that most Pavilion attendees will likely arrive in a single train. Finally, Caltrain currently provides special post-game train service following Giants games. 


[bookmark: _Toc372618018]Bay Area Rapid Transit (BART, Regional)


BART provides regional commuter rail service in the Bay Area. San Francisco’s Financial District is centrally located within the system, which provides service to the East Bay (Pittsburg/Bay Point, Richmond, Dublin/Pleasanton and Fremont) and to San Mateo County (San Francisco International Airport and Millbrae) with operating hours between 4 AM and midnight. In the Financial District, BART operates underground below Market Street. The BART station closest to the proposed project site is Embarcadero Station, located on Market Street with exits near Main Street and Spear Street.  During the weekday PM peak period, when event-goers are expected to arrive at Embarcadero Station, headways are generally 5 to 15 minutes for each line. Off-peak headways are generally 20 minutes for each line. BART trains range from 3 to 10 cars depending on time of day and demand. BART will extend its service to Warm Springs in 2015 and to San Jose in 2018, and via eBART to east Contra Costa County in 2016.  BART is also proposing early phases of its “BART Metro” project (that increases Transbay Tube/SF frequency) and to introduce higher-capacity train cars within the next 5-10 years.   The BART system map is illustrated below.


[bookmark: _Ref370392465][bookmark: _Ref370392461][bookmark: _Toc372618246]Figure 31: Existing Transit Facilities
	Comment by Albert, Peter: Good map – please consider calling out “Embarcadero BART/Muni Metro Station,” “Brannan Street Muni Metro Station” “Folsom Street Muni Metro Station” and “4th & King Caltrain Terminal” on map as you do Ferry Building, Future Transbay Terminal, etc.?	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: The project site includes the Watermark building.  Please take that out of the blue colored project site.  This is a global comment for all figures.  	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Please consider showing some of the bus lines that could serve the site (e.g., 14).  
Please consider adding street names for some of the main east/west streets.  
Please consider adding the T-third platform/station on Fourth Street between King and Berry streets.  


			[bookmark: _Toc372618259]Bart System Map	Comment by Albert, Peter: Use map showing eBART, Warm Springs and SJ extensions.  This clarifies how many new population centers will become within rapid transit access to the site.





			[image: N:\Projects\2013 Projects\SF13-0682_SF Warriors Arena TMP\Data Collection\Maps\system-map.gif]





			Source: www.bart.gov








[bookmark: _Toc372618019]Ferry Building


 WETA, Blue & Gold and Golden Gate operate regular ferry service between the San Francisco Ferry Building (1/2 mile from the project site) and Vallejo, Larkspur, Sausalito, Tiburon, Oakland, Alameda and South San Francisco.  Golden Gate and WETA also provide event-level service to AT&T Park 2/3 mile from the project site. The Ferry Building is also a terminal / hub for Muni and Amtrak/Amtrak Capital Corridor service,  


San Francisco Muni (Local)


Muni operates bus, cable cars, streetcars, and light rail lines within San Francisco. The primary lines that most-directly serveing the proposed Pavilion site are the KT Ingleside-Third Street and the N Judah-Metro light rail lines, which operate in a dedicated right-of-way in the center of The Embarcadero, but the majority of all Muni bus, streetcar and metro lines terminate or stop within 1 mile of the project site. 


KT Ingleside-Third Street – The T Third Street light rail route connects Visitacion Valley to Market Street BART/Muni Stations in Downtown San Francisco via the Bayview, Dogpatch, AT&T Park, and South Beach. In Downtown, the line continues as the K Ingleside and connects to Balboa Park BART Station via the Castro, West Portal and St Francis Wood. It operates weekdays and weekends from approximately 4 AM to 1 AM. This line will be diverted to the Central Subway in 2019, and its 4th/Brannan station is within 2/3 mile of the project site.  


N Judah-Metro – The N Metro light rail route connects Ocean Beach to Market Street BART/Muni Stations in Downtown San Francisco via Outer and Inner Sunset, the University of California San Francisco Parnassus Campus and the Cole Valley, the California Pacific Medical Center, and the Lower Haight. From Downtown, the N connects to the San Francisco Caltrain station at Fourth and King Streets via Market Street, the Embarcadero, South Beach, and the AT&T Ballpark. On weekdays it operates from approximately 4:30 AM to 2 AM. On weekends, it operates from approximately 6:30 AM to 1:30 AM. 


Although there is no Muni light rail platform at Bryant Street, both lines stop at raised platforms located along The Embarcadero at the following locations:


Just south of Brannan Street (1/8-mile south of the site) 


Just north of Harrison Street (1/4-mile north of the site)


Just west of 4th and King Streets, adjacent to the Caltrain station	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Is there no stop @ Second Street too?  


In addition, all other Muni light rail lines and several east-west Muni bus lines overlap the KT and N lines at the Downtown stations, including the Embarcadero BART/Muni Station and other Market Street Muni bus/rail hubs that range from ½ to ¾ mile away. Event-goers coming from other parts of San Francisco can transfer to either line or walk to the Pavilion from Market Street. Within five years, Muni expects to operate several enhanced service routes benefitting from the TEP, which could include the 14 Mission, 22 Fillmore, N Judah, T Third, and E Embarcadero.  Two new Muni Bus Rapid Transit corridors (Van Ness and Geary) will have at least one of the programmed lines terminate within ¾ mile of the project site within the next 5-8 years.  Lastly, many major Muni some bus lines have terminus stations at the Temporary Transbay Terminal, Caltrain Terminal and Ferry Building (see below).


[bookmark: _Toc372618020]Temporary Transbay Terminal


The Temporary Transbay Terminal provides temporary bus terminal facilities during construction of the new multi-modal Transbay Transit Center, which is scheduled for completion at a site one block closer to the project site in 2017. The Temporary Terminal is located in the area bounded by Main, Folsom, Beale and Howard Streets, approximately ½-mile north of the project site. It currently serves AC Transit, WestCAT Lynx, Muni, Golden Gate Transit, and SamTrans passengers. 


[bookmark: _Toc372618021]Parking 


[insert data from EIR team]


[bookmark: _Toc372618022]Pedestrian Facilities 


All streets in the vicinity of the project site have continuous sidewalks. All major intersections are signalized and have pedestrian countdown signals; however, many intersections have pedestrian recall buttons. 


The Bay Trail is a planned 500-mile recreational shoreline corridor that, when complete, will encircle San Francisco and San Pablo Bays with a continuous network of bicycling and hiking trails. In the project vicinity, the Bay Trail coincides with The Embarcadero sidewalk, which is designated as a multi-use trail shared by pedestrians and bicycles. As a major mostly uninterrupted pedestrian facility, this path will carry a significant proportion of pedestrian flow to and from the Pavilion and between the Pavilion and major regional transit hubs and bikeshare stations.





[bookmark: _Toc372618023]Bicycle Facilities 


[bookmark: _Toc270004431]Bicyclists may use all roadways in the city, not just designated bicycle routes; however, the City of San Francisco has an extensive bicycle network. The three classes of bicycle facilities[image: Description: N:\temp\Libi\Icons\Cyclist-01.png] are described below.








			[image: Description: http://sfcitizen.com/blog/wp-content/uploads/2010/06/IMG_0575-copy.jpg]


			Class I (Multi-use paths) are paved trails separated from roadways. The City of San Francisco has Class I facilities in large parks (e.g., Golden Gate Park or the Panhandle) and in areas where bicycling on the street would be challenging (e.g., US 101/Cesar Chavez Interchange). 


Class I facilities are generally shared with pedestrians and may be adjacent to an existing roadway, or may be entirely independent of existing vehicular facilities. 





			[image: PotreroBikeLane_sfbike-org]


			Class II (Bicycle Lanes) are striped lanes on roadways designated for use by bicycles through striping, pavement legends, and signs.





			[image: MissionSharrow_sf-streetsblog-org]


			Class III (Bicycle Routes) are designated roadways for shared bicycle/vehicle use indicated by signs only; may or may not include additional pavement width for cyclists. The majority of San Francisco’s bicycle facilities are Class III facilities. In San Francisco, Class III Bicycle Routes are routinely striped with the shared-lane arrow, or “sharrow,” reminding drivers and cyclists to share the roadway.








Current on-street bicycle facilities in the vicinity of the project are shown in Figure 32 and described below. The majority of the study area is flat, with limited changes in grade, facilitating bicycling within and through the area; however, bicycling between the areas north and south of I-80 is inhibited by the interstate between Beale and Second Streets. In addition, while there is an established network of bicycle routes in the study area, dedicated bicycle lanes are not provided on all routes. Lastly, during peak commute periods, bicyclists share the road with high volumes of traffic on some routes.


The Bay Trail, described above, connects the Financial District, Embarcadero BART Station, Routes #30 and #50 to the north to AT&T Park and bicycle routes #11 and #36 to the south.


Route #5 runs along the Embarcadero and King Street between Mission Street and 2nd Street as a Class II bike lane and continues for an additional block to Third Street as a Class III bicycle facility. This route connects the Financial District, Embarcadero BART Station, Routes #30 and #50 to the north to AT&T Park and bicycle routes #11 and #36 to the south. 


Route #11 runs along Second Street between King Street and Mission Street as a Class III bicycle facility. It connects to AT&T Park and Routes #5 and #36 to the south, and to the Montgomery BART station and Routes #30 and #50 to the north. 


Route #30 runs along Howard Street (one-way westbound) and Folsom Street (one-way eastbound) mostly as a Class II bike lane between The Embarcadero and Eleventh Street. The section of Route #30 on Howard Street between The Embarcadero and Fremont Street is a Class III bicycle facility. The westbound section of Route #30 on Folsom Street continues past Eleventh Street onto Fourteenth Street. This route connects Routes #5 and # 11 to the east with Routes #19, #23, #25, and #36 to the west.


Route #36 runs along Townsend Street between The Embarcadero and Fourth Street as a Class II bike lane. It connects AT&T Park, the waterfront, and Routes #5 and #11 to the east with the Caltrain Station at Fourth and King Streets and Routes #19, #23, and #123 to the west.


Beale Street also has a two-block section of southbound Class II bicycle lane between Folsom Street and the I-80 underpass and Bryant Street.


There is currently a Bay Area Bike Share (BABS) pod with space for 15 bicycles on the sidewalk at the corner of Embarcadero and Bryant, and six others within ½ mile from the project site. Bikeshare bikes do not have a means to be securely locked except for when they are docked. If guests pick up bikeshare bikes at transit stations such as BART and ride to the Pavilion, it’s possible that the pod will run out of docks. 	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Which corner (NW, SW?)


SFMTA has yet not created a specific plan for episodic demand for bikeshare bikes at sports games and other events. During Nationals games in Washington DC, bike pots are attended so that overflow bikes can be parked in an impromptu bike corral.  The attendant then manages the bikes and docks so that people can still use the station, which could otherwise be overwhelmed[footnoteRef:3].  [3:  Email from Heath Maddox, SFMTA, 5/17/13.] 



[bookmark: _Ref370227146][bookmark: _Toc372618247]Figure 32: Existing Bicycle Facilities 	Comment by Albert, Peter: Include Bikeshare stations within 1/2 mile http://bayareabikeshare.com/stations






[bookmark: _Toc372618024]Regional Traffic 


Interstate 80 (I-80): I-80 provides the primary regional access by car to the project area. It connects to United States Highway 101 (U.S. 101) to the south, providing access to the Peninsula/South Bay; and to the East Bay and other major freeways (I-580 and I-880) via the San Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge. Within San Francisco, I-80 generally has eight lanes (four lanes in each direction). On- and off-ramps serving the site are located as follows:


Off-ramps: 


Westbound: Freemont Street at Folsom Street and at Harrison Street; Harrison Street at Fifth Street.


Eastbound: Bryant Street at Fourth Street


On-ramps:


Westbound: Fourth Street at Harrison Street


Eastbound: Bryant Street between First and Second Streets; First Street at Harrison Street; Essex Street at Harrison Street; Bryant Street at Fifth Street.


In the project vicinity, I-80 consists of a two-level bridge deck with piers at The Embarcadero/Spear Street, Main Street, and Beale Street, where the bridge transitions to an elevated freeway. While surface streets continue uninterrupted under the bridge deck, street level circulation is interrupted by the elevated freeway section between Beale and 2nd Streets.


Interstate 280 (I-280): I-280 is generally a six-lane freeway that provides regional access to San Francisco from the South Bay and Peninsula. There is a freeway interchange between I-280 and U.S. 101 approximately 5 miles south of the site, so that I-280 can be accessed via I-80 to U.S. 101. I-280 has a terminus (both on- and off-ramps) at Fourth and King Streets, adjacent to the Caltrain Station (see below), which has implications for pedestrian circulation at that intersection.	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: When referencing other parts of the document, consider adding a page number to facilitate readability.  





Draft TMP – Golden State Warriors San Francisco Pavilion


November 2013
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[bookmark: _Toc372618025]TRAVEL DEMAND MANAGEMENT	Comment by carlipaine: Transportation 


The purpose of the strategies described in this chapter is to increase the level of access to the project by transit, bicycling and walking while discouraging the use of automobiles, particularly solo drivers. The strategies identified in this chapter will be reviewed and refined both during the initial year of operation and as new transportation facilities are developed in the project vicinity. They benefit users attending Pavilion events as well as future residents and visors to Seawall Lot 330  


[bookmark: _Toc372618026]EMPLOYEE AUTOMOBILE REDUCTION STRATEGIES


Measures that will be implemented to reduce the effects of employee vehicular traffic include:


1. Appoint Hire a Pavilion Transportation Coordinator (PTC) – manage the transportation needs of employees, provide information and education materials, implement and administer various TDM elements, coordinate with nearby employers and with third party event/conference facility renters, promote use of rideshare, encourage use of public transportation and bicycle use, and conduct periodic surveys to determine travel trip mode and other relevant information. This coordinator could also be a resource for employees at the adjacent retail uses and at development at Seawall Lot 330, or that function could be handled separately.	Comment by carlipaine: Appoint sounds like someone who gets appointed to be floor fire warden—a side responsibility for a full-time worker.





2. Provide a subsidy or value incentive for employees who take transit to work, such as a transit fare subsidy.     





3. Support Ridesharing Program – participate in free-to-employees ride-matching program through www.511.org.





4. Emergency Ride Home Program – participate in ERH program through the City of San Francisco (www.sferh.org). 





5. Shall not If offering offer free or subsidized employee parking subsidy on-site or in nearby off-site lots, offer a parking “cash out” program to those employees who do not drive to work under California HSC Section 43845.


6. [bookmark: _Toc372618027]VISITOR AUTOMOBILE REDUCTION STRATEGIES	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: I think GSW may need to come up with some more robust strategies than just the basics listed here.  The transit incentives referenced below is a good start but needs to be developed a lot more (e.g., transit ticket included in the price of event ticket [not just basketball, any event]), etc.  How about a shuttle from Caltrain (see comment below)?  Also, why don’t you talk about how your relatively minimal parking supply should help facilitate a higher non-vehicle mode split.  This is probably your only opportunity to highlight how relatively few parking spaces you are providing.  

…Ah, I see Peter has added some info about the transit subsidy below.  


Measures that will be implemented to reduce the effects of visitor vehicular traffic include:


1. As much as feasible, plan start and end times for events that minimize overlap with commute peak traffic.





2. Develop transit incentives to offset the costs of transit fares that recognize the variety of transit services within close proximity to the project site, and the users’ needs for flexibility in choosing among these services.   	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: I suggest that in the next few months the sponsor develop some specifics about this.  What will this program look like?  This is one of the most effective ways to shift mode so it would be great to see some innovative suggestions here (e.g., price of Muni included in the purchase of a ticket; X percent off concessions if you show your transit ticket, etc.).  





3. Include Promote transit and bicycle access as the best ways to arrive in advertisements, promotions, website, etc. information in literature and advertisements when appropriate for the event type.	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Please consider providing a shuttle from the Caltrain Station to the Pavilion.  This is probably not necessary at the beginning of the game but at 9:40 – 10 pm folks are not going to want to walk all the way back to the Caltrain station.  


[bookmark: _Toc372618028]parking demand REDUCTION STRATEGIES	Comment by Albert, Peter: How is garage managed for non-Peak events?  It might be harder to manage all 500 spaces if they are constantly attracting traffic.   


Measures that will be implemented to reduce parking demand include:


1. Establish a market base fee structure for parking in the Pavilion garage to discourage driving


2. Establish both peak and non-peak Event parking pricing structures to further discourage driving and reduce conflicts at the Pavilion driveway


3. Promote and ensure a “satellite” parking strategy, in partnership with public and private garage operators, integrated with ticket purchase and / or other advance notice opportunities, designed to 1) intercept cars at a 1/3 - 3/4 mile periphery of the Pavilion and 2) utilize the large quantity of unused garage parking spaces in existing structures.	Comment by Albert, Peter: I think GSW are already interested in this, open to wording that demonstrates a commitment to advance and refine this strategy


4. Use ticketholder/pass-holder lists to develop a geographic parking allocation strategy that encourages use of the spaces made available through the garage partnerships that are closest to the origins of the travelers, thereby reducing intensity of event-generated automobile traffic in the immediate vicinity of the project site.  





5. Encourage carpooling and vanpooling by designating/reserving some Pavilion garage parking spaces for employees who use those modes	Comment by carlipaine: I do not agree that we should be making parking easier by promoting pre-reservation.





6. Provide ample advance real-time notice, supported by technology, to indicate when the garage is full to discourage traffic congestion in vicinity and conflicts with other modes at driveway  





7. Provide free on-site carsharing  parking spaces in a convenient location (with incentives) for residents of the Seawall Lot 330 project.	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Also may want to consider subsidizing carshare membership.  






[bookmark: _Toc372618029]public transit STRATEGIES


Measures that will be implemented to increase the use of public transit include:


1. Provide a ticket-holder transit fare subsidy for all events, including conferences,that reflects and accommodates the need for choice access and fare off-sets to facilitate all major nearby transit services. 


2. Provide a transit fare subsidy for employees of the Pavilion, its retail uses and the Seawall Lot 330 project


3. Provide a per-household transit fare subsidy for residents of the project at Seawall Lot 330.  .


4. Provide transit passes to all employees.


5. Sell transit passes on site to employees (transportation coordinator) and visitors (at ticket booths or other locations/kiosks/fare machines after events).





6. Participate in pre-tax commuter benefitsCommuter Check Programs, a federal program that allows employees to reduce their commuting costs by up to 40% using tax-free dollars to pay for their commuting expenses.





7. Provide Promote transit on Pavilion and Pavilion events’ websites with interactive trip planning tools, a transit maps identifying , showing routes to the Pavilion, information on how to use transit fare subsidy, etc., on the Pavilion web site


8. Locate high-profile, publicly-viewable “real-time” transit monitors in public gathering areas on the project site. .


[bookmark: _Toc372618030]BICYCLE STRATEGIES


Measures that will be implemented to increase the use of bicycles include:


1. Provide an on-site indoor bicycle valet facility.	Comment by carlipaine: Free?


2. Provide on-site secure or staffed parking for visitors, employees, patrons





3. Provide outdoor bicycle storage/racks in safe, visible location.





4. Provide temporary outdoor bike valet parking areas for peak daytime events that experience bicycle storage demands that exceed the 300 space indoor valet facility.





5. Provide expanded bicycle sharing station capacity within 1/ mile of the Pavilion.


6. Provide free bicycle sharing memberships for residents of SWL 330 and for full-time employees 





7. Promote bicycling to the Pavilion on Pavilion and Pavilion events’ websites, including trip mapping tools,information about bike parking and bike sharing, and information about taking bicycles on transit. Provide a bicycle map, showing routes to the Pavilion, on the Pavilion web site.





8. Provide a minimum of one shower and locker facility on-site for employee use.	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: Please consider more showers and lockers.  There are going to be a lot of employees on-site on non-event days.  One shower probably won’t suffice.  	Comment by carlipaine: Agreed!





9. Participate in public events that encourage bicycling such as the annual “Bike to Work” day	Comment by carlipaine: Could consider discounts on food/drink etc. with showing of bike helmet or bike valet ticket.





COMMUNICATIONS AND MARKETING


 Promote transit, walking, and/or bicycling as the primary mode of access to the Pavilion for all events, using event promotion materials, ticketing, websites, and other primary points of interface.


-Coordinate and co-market with neighborhood merchants for pre- and post-event activities to spread out peak travel


TARGETS


Establish mode split targets, make a commitment to the targets, and design the TDM program to incentivize target-complying travel behavior and monitor/evaluate effectiveness of TDM measures in meeting target, Monitor and evaluate the performance (actual mode split of visitors and employees and residents) and adjust TDM program if needed to meet the targets.   	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: I could not agree more with this edit.  However, in addition to this statement, please consider actually developing these targets and specifying the monitoring program in the TMP.  

I am simply suggesting this from experience with CPMC when as a result of BOS hearings we had to come up with targets and monitoring language.  To the extent possible, let’s get ahead now rather than scrambling at the Board.  


Design a mechanism to allow program, measures and target revision based on current technologies, trends and network conditions.     


[bookmark: _Toc372618031]TRAVEL CHARACTERISTICS OF PAVILION GUESTS


This chapter describes the travel characteristics of current Oakland Pavilion attendees and the assumptions for the new Pavilion based on the analysis prepared for by the EIR Team, focusing on travel patterns typical of game days. For typical sequences of events on game and concert days, please see Appendix BA.


[bookmark: _Toc372618032][bookmark: _Toc358019659]NBA EVENT Attendance Levels 


The NBA regular Season consists of 82 games total with half of them played at the home Arena. Home games over the year would typically consist of the following:


2-3 pre-season games;


41 regular season home games;


0-16 post-season home games (should the Warriors reach the playoffs, the minimum number of home games is 2 and the maximum is 16) 


The monthly distribution of home games tends to be evenly spread at about 7 games/month over 6 months (November-April), with a typical month having 1-3 games on Fridays, 1-3 games on Saturdays, 0-1 game on Sundays, and 2-6 games on Mondays through Thursdays. 


The capacity of the existing Oakland Arena is 19,596. Average attendance levels at home games over the last 10 years are summarized in Table 51. 


			[bookmark: _Ref370225100][bookmark: _Toc372618260]
Table 51: WARRIORS HISTORIC Game Attendance Levels by Year 





			Season


			Average Attendance


			Occupancy





			2012-13


			19,374


			99%





			2011-12


			18,858


			96%





			2010-11


			18,693


			95%





			2009-10


			18,027


			92%





			2008-09


			18,942


			97%





			2007-08


			19,631


			100%





			2006-07


			18,104


			92%





			2005-06


			18,273


			93%





			2004-05


			16,350


			83%





			2003-04


			16,235


			83%





			Source: Golden State Warriors.


			








Based on the information above, games have, on average, almost filled the Arena to capacity. As a result, the discussion and controls in the following sections are based on 18,064 attendees.


[bookmark: _Toc372618033][bookmark: _Toc358019660]Patron Arrivals 	Comment by VWise: This subchapter is a bit hard to follow because it starts out talking about Small and Peak events and then focuses on presenting the information for the Peak events only while on occasion interspersing that information with Small event info like the convention discussion at the top of page 40.  
I would suggest reorganizing this somewhat to specifically discuss each type of event.   


[bookmark: _Toc372618034]Trip Origins and Arrival Distribution


Table 52 summarizes the known origins of attendees who currently attend games at the Oakland Arena and estimated origins of future attendees. As shown, it is anticipated that at the proposed new Pavilion site, the breakdown of trip origins will shift considerably. It is anticipated that fewer attendees will come from the East Bay (33% vs. 53%) and that more attendees will come from San Francisco, the South Bay, and the North Bay.  


			[bookmark: _Ref370225155][bookmark: _Toc372618261]
Table 52: PRE-GAME ORIGINS OF NBA EVENT ATTENDEES 


			





			Origin


			Origins for Current Oakland Arena Location1


			Forecast Origins for San Francisco Location2	Comment by VWise: This note is missing from the table.  Please cite the source of information.  





			San Francisco


			16%


			22%





			  Super District 1


			N/A


			11.1%





			  Super District 2


			N/A


			3.4%





			  Super District 3


			N/A


			4.2%





			  Super District 4


			N/A


			3.3%





			North Bay


			7%


			13%





			East Bay


			53%


			33%





			South Bay


			24%


			28%





			Out of Region


			N/A


			4%





			Notes:


1. Source: Golden State Warriors. 








For a 7:30 PM game tipoff time, attendees currently arrive as shown in the distribution in Table 53. 


			[bookmark: _Ref370225200][bookmark: _Toc372618262]
Table 53: PRE-_GAME NBA EVENT Arrival DISTRIBUTION





			Arrival Time


			Percent of Attendees


			Corresponding No. of Atendees1





			5:30-6:29


			12%


			2,160





			6:30-6:59


			20%


			3,600





			7:00-7:29


			34%


			6,120





			7:30-7:59


			27%


			4,860





			8:00 and after


			7%


			1,260





			Notes:


1. Based on peak event (18,000 attendees).


Source: Golden State Warriors.








The project sponsor estimates that the arrival pattern for other events will be similar to the arrival pattern observed for game-goers. Assuming the pattern is similar for the proposed Pavilion site, it can be expected that patron arrivals at the Pavilion will begin approximately 2 hours prior to event start, peak during the ½ hour prior to event start, and continue after the event is under way. Furthermore, nearly two thirds of arrivals are expected to occur during the hour starting ½-hour prior to event start.	Comment by VWise: I don’t’ think this assumption makes sense for other events.  I could see coming to a basketball/baseball/football game within the first 30 minutes of its start but are we really saying that 7 percent of attendees are going to be late by up to 30 minutes to a family show or to a concert?  What about conventions?  Do we expect the same kind of distribution?  	Comment by VWise: How are you getting two thirds?


[bookmark: _Toc372618035]Mode Split


It is anticipated that the arrivals mode split of Pavilion attendees will be as summarized in Table 54. 	Comment by VWise: The following two tables are different than what is presented in the PDF version of the document.  The PDF tables are better as they provide more comprehensive information.  Not sure what happened.  


			[bookmark: _Ref370225261][bookmark: _Toc372618263]
Table 54: Mode Split by Scenario and Time Period 





			Event Type





			Attendance


			Time Period


			Mode Share1





			


			


			


			Auto


			Transit


			Walk


			Bike


			Taxi


			Other


			Total





			Small Event2	Comment by Albert, Peter: I’d expect “Concert” as an added event would have higher transit mode split, lower drive-along split.


			6,000


			Weekday PM Peak Hr


			10.7%


			6.1%


			32.8%


			1.0%


			48.8%


			0.6%


			100.0%





			NBA Game


			18,000


			Sat. Eve. Pre-Game Hr


			44.0%


			46.0%


			2.7%


			1.7%


			2.3%


			3.3%


			100.0%





			Notes:


1. Source: Adavant Consulting, 2013.


2. Assumes the same mode share and trip rates as the convention event in the EIR.








Based on the scenarios and mode share described above, Table 55 describes the number of people arriving at the Pavilion and area garages during the busiest hour. 


			[bookmark: _Ref370225297][bookmark: _Toc372618264]
Table 55: Person Trips, Vehicle Trips, and Walking Trips Arriving at the PAVILION 1





			Event Type





			Attendance


			Time Period


			Trips2,3





			


			


			


			Person


			Vehicle


			Walking





			Small Event	Comment by Albert, Peter: See above


			6,000


			Weekday PM Peak Hr


			2,029


			355


			1,072





			NBA Game


			18,000


			Sat. Eve. Pre-Game Hr


			12,600


			2,147


			11,493





			Source and Assumptions:


1. Source: Adavant Consulting, 2013.


2. Auto occupancy: 2.7.


3. 350 vehicle trips (available spaces in Pavilion garage) go to the garage and the corresponding person trips are not included in the walking trips.








[bookmark: _Toc372618036]Pedestrian Arrivals


The Pavilion garage will serve approximately 350 vehicles for Warriors’ game attendees that pre-purchase parking passes with their premium ticket package. Most attendees will take transit or drive and park at nearby garages and lots, and then walk to the Pavilion. Transit and auto trips to games make up 90% of all trips. The bicycle mode share is expected to be small during NBA games that are almost exclusively played at night during the winter and early spring months, Regardless of their primary mode of travel, most guests will walk the final leg of their trip. Figure 4-1 illustrates the projected routes that pedestrians will take as they walk from nearby transit stops/stations. Table 56 shows the directionality of all walking trips with an off-site origin, including those attendees walking from nearby transit stops/stations and off-site parking facilities, during the one hour immediately prior to an NBA game. 	Comment by VWise: I don’t see Figure 4-1 in this document.  





			[bookmark: _Ref370225367][bookmark: _Toc372618265]
Table 56: Pedestrian Traffic FOR NBA Game (Pre-Game HOUR) 1





			Direction


			In


			Out


			Total


			Percent





			From North:





			  Embarcadero


			7,413


			243


			7,656


			65%





			  Main Street to Bryant Street


			937


			16


			953


			8%





			From South:





			  Embarcadero


			2,222


			27


			2,249


			19%





			  Brannan Street Muni Station


			698


			68


			766


			7%





			From West:





			  Brannan Street


			99


			2


			101


			1%





			Totals


			11,725


			100%





			Notes:


1. Sources: Fehr & Peers, Adavant, 2013.








As illustrated in the table above, the majority of pedestrian traffic is expected to come from north of the site along The Embarcadero, with its direct links to Market Street and major transit hubs. In addition, most attendees arriving from the South are expected to take Muni to the Brannan Street Station for a portion of their trip, so that the vast majority of pedestrians coming from the South will walk along the Embarcadero to the Pavilion, but most will walk a short distance (from Brannan to the Pavilion). Figure 51 illustrates the paths pedestrians will take. 


Arrivals from Caltrain


Approximately 300 attendees will arrive and walk from the Caltrain Station at Fourth and King during the peak pre-game hour.  On weekends, train headways are typically once/hour; thus, most attendees using Caltrain will arrive in a single train. On weekdays, 6-7 trains arrive between 6:00 and 7:00 pm. Although attendees will arrive in smaller batches over several trains, baseline conditions will be heavier because of the weekday PM peak. 


The intersection at 4th and King will see the most pedestrian activity from Caltrain riders due to the presence of the Muni platform and because King Street turns into The Embarcadero, which provides a better walking experience than Townsend Street. Since southbound 4th Street has two dedicated right-turn lanes onto westbound King/I-280 with permitted right-turn-on-red, the western pedestrian crosswalk at this location will be prone to pedestrian-vehicle conflicts. The location of the Muni station in the middle of the crossing will exacerbate the potential for conflicts when Muni trains are present. Traffic controls will be required at this location following each train arrival roughly between 6:00 and 7:00 pm on game days.


Although the intersection of Fourth and Townsend Streets may also see some increase in pedestrian activity, this intersection is smaller, less complex, and will have lower traffic volumes. The intersection should be monitored to determine if traffic control is necessary.


Arrivals from Brannan Muni Platforms


Approximately 700 transit trips will arrive at the Brannan Street Muni platform during the peak pre-game hour. Pre-game arrivals at the platform will create high volumes of pedestrians crossing northbound Embarcadero to access the Pavilion. Traffic controls will be required at this location roughly between 6:30 and 7:30 pm to manage pedestrian flows at the crosswalk.


[bookmark: _Ref370227306][bookmark: _Toc372618248]Figure 51: Pedestrian Paths of Travel from Transit	Comment by Albert, Peter: Add arrow to Ferry Building, show dotted arrow to future Transbay Terminal  



Arrivals from Main Street at Bryant Street


Trip generation and distribution estimates suggest that approximately 800 walking trips will come from the Bryant and Main Street intersection during the peak pre-game hour (many from Downtown, BART and the Transbay Terminal), resulting in a high volume of pedestrian crossings at intersection of Bryant Street and The Embarcadero. Traffic controls will be required at this location roughly between 6:30 and 7:30 pm to minimize pedestrian-vehicle conflicts at the crosswalks.


[bookmark: _Toc372618037]Bicycle Arrivals


Valet bicycle parking will be provided at the center of the site, north of the garage driveway. A minimum of 300 indoor valet bicycle parking spaces will be provided.  Up to 600 additional bicycles will be accommodated for games through a combination of permanent independently accessible outdoor bike racks and temporary staffed outdoor bike valet facilities. An additional (100? 200? Give number) of bicyclist will use the bicycle sharing system stations near the project site. Bicyclists using the Embarcadero multi-use path will have easy access to the bicycle valet coming from either the south or the north direction; however, as pedestrian volume around the Pavilion increases, bicycle riding will become difficult, and more bicyclists will likely choose to use the bike lanes instead.


Based on the mode splits for different events, the most bicycle traffic is expected during Saturday game days, when 1.7% of attendees are projected to ride bicycles, resulting in nearly 310 bicycle trips, of which approximately 215 will arrive in the hour preceding game start. If most bicyclists choose to use the bicycle valet, then the bicycle valet will be filled to capacity during most games.


Bicyclists traveling northbound in The Embarcadero bicycle lane will be able to pull to the right, walk the bicycle up the curb, and walk a short distance to the indoor valet parking. Bicyclists traveling southbound in The Embarcadero bicycle lane will need to cross to the east side of the street at the Bryant Street crosswalk to access the bicycle valet. 


Bicyclists travelling south from the Financial District may take Beale Street or Spear Street, both of which dead-end at Embarcadero. These streets end in a cul-de-sac with sidewalk access to The Embarcadero. Bicyclists taking these routes will need to bring their bicycles up onto the sidewalk and use the pedestrian crosswalks at either Bryant or Brannan to reach the Pavilion.


[bookmark: _Toc372618038]Vehicle Arrivals at Pavilion


The Pavilion parking garage will have approximately 350 spaces available for pre-purchase by a limited number of designated ticketholders. Based on the arrival pattern of Pavilion attendees, 245 vehicles will arrive at the garage in the hour preceding game tipoff, which will coincide with the arrival of nearly 12,000 people by other modes, mostly on foot. 


Since the garage driveway will be located mid-block, all vehicle arrivals will come from the south along The Embarcadero, and all vehicles entering the garage will make a right turn across the Embarcadero sidewalk into the garage. This location will likely require controls to minimize conflicts between pedestrians and bicycles on the sidewalk/multi-use path and the vehicles entering the garage.


On event days, the retail, quick-service restaurant, and sit-down restaurant are expected to generate demand for approximately 44 short-term parking spaces. Although valet parking will be available at all times, off-site parking may need to be used by the valet attendants during peak events. 


[bookmark: _Toc372618039]Taxis and Charter Buses	Comment by carlipaine: Where do pedicabs fit?


An evening NBA game is not forecast to attract a significant number of large charter buses[footnoteRef:4]. It is estimated that approximately 252 person-trips will be made by taxi, resulting in 93 vehicle trips[footnoteRef:5]. 	Comment by carlipaine: Can charter buses be encouraged through marketing? Do any NBA arenas have a significant number of charters? What about for other arena events? This is a good way to move a lot of people who want door to door service without waiting for transit…. [4:  Golden State Warriors.]  [5:  Source: Adavant Consulting.] 



While conventions are expected to draw a much smaller number of visitors, nearly half of all trips are forecast to be taken by shuttle bus or taxi (48.8%). A total of 189 shuttles and taxis are forecast to arrive during the p.m. peak hour to pick up a total of approximately 1,485 convention attendees. This will require the use of designated drop-off/pick-up areas as shown on Figures 5-1 and 5.2. 


A taxi stand location will be designated for both peak and small events, and will include enforcement to avoid non-taxi vehicle conflicts and basic amenities for waiting drivers. To minimize conflicts between taxis pulling in and out of the curb and bicycles on the Embarcadero bicycle lanes, the points of entry and exit to the taxi stand should be defined.


[bookmark: _Toc372618040][bookmark: _Toc358019661]Patron Departures 


[bookmark: _Toc372618041]Trip Destinations and Departure Distribution


Table 57 summarizes the known destinations of attendees who currently attend games at the Oakland Pavilion and estimated destinations of future attendees. As shown, it is anticipated that at the proposed new Pavilion site, the breakdown of trip destinations will shift considerably. It is anticipated that fewer attendees will return to the East Bay (33% vs. 53%) and that more attendees will return to San Francisco, the South Bay, and the North Bay. 


			[bookmark: _Ref370225431][bookmark: _Toc372618266]
Table 57: POST-GAME DESTINATIONS OF NBA EVENT ATTENDEESGuests


			





			Origin


			Destinations for Current Oakland Pavilion Location1


			Forecast Destinations for San Francisco Location2





			San Francisco


			16%


			19%





			  Super District 1


			N/A


			9%





			  Super District 2


			N/A


			3%





			  Super District 3


			N/A


			4%





			  Super District 4


			N/A


			3%





			North Bay


			7%


			14%





			East Bay


			53%


			33%





			South Bay


			24%


			29%





			Out of Region


			N/A


			4%





			Notes:


1. Source: Golden State Warriors. 


2. Source: EIR Team estimates.








The existing pattern of departures at the Oakland Pavilion varies depending on game circumstances. In general, 30-40% of fans depart prior to the final buzzer while 60-70% stay through the end of the game. Periodically, there are post-game events that may encourage attendees to stay longer. When this is the case, departure times are more spread out. Overall, departures generally occur over a shorter period of time than the 2-1/2 hour window of pre-game arrivals.


For the purpose of analyzing departures, the busiest post-game hour is the hour following game end, when 80% of attendees will depart.  This time period will require the highest level of traffic control given the concentration of pedestrian activity exiting the Pavilion. 


[bookmark: _Toc372618042]Mode Split


It is anticipated that the departures mode split of Pavilion attendees will be as summarized in Table 58.	Comment by VWise: What about Small events/concerts?  How come this Table is somewhat different from arrivals table (5-4)?  That table has Shuttle Bus/Taxi.  Is no one that arrived by that mode leaving by that mode?  

You need to say what “other” means in the notes.  Global edits.    


			[bookmark: _Ref370225547][bookmark: _Toc372618267]
Table 58: Mode Split for Departing PavilionGuestsNBA EVENT ATTENDEES





			Event Type





			Attendance


			Time Period


			Mode Share1





			


			


			


			Auto


			Transit


			Walk


			Bike


			Taxi


			Other


			Total





			NBA Game


			18,000


			Weekday Eve. Post-Game Hr


			44.0%


			46.0%


			6.4%


			1.0%


			2.0%


			0.6%


			100.0%





			Notes:


1. Source: Adavant Consulting, 2013.








Based on the mode split described above, Table 59 describes the number of people leaving the Pavilion and area garages during the busiest hour.	Comment by VWise: How come this table is different from Table 5-5?  





			[bookmark: _Ref370225570][bookmark: _Toc372618268]
Table 59: PERSON TRIPS, VEHICLE TRIPS, AND WALKING TRIPS DEPARTING THE PAVILION1





			Event Type





			Attendance


			Time Period


			Trips2,3





			


			


			


			Person


			Vehicle


			Walking





			NBA Game


			18,000


			Weekday Eve. Post-Game Hr


			14,500


			2,479


			13,555





			Source and Assumptions:


1. Source: Adavant Consulting, 2013.


2. Auto occupancy: 2.7.


3. 350 vehicle trips depart from to the garage and the corresponding person trips are subtracted from walking trips.








[bookmark: _Toc372618043]Pedestrian Departures


Similar to pre-game conditions, pedestrians leaving the Pavilion are expected to walk primarily along the Embarcadero after the game, as illustrated in Table 510. The volume of pedestrians leaving the Pavilion post-game will be higher in the hour following a game than the volume arriving in the hour pre-game; however, following the first hour, the volume of pedestrians will drop significantly.











			[bookmark: _Ref370225613][bookmark: _Toc372618269]
Table 510: Direction of Pedestrian Traffic Post-Game 





			Direction


			In


			Out


			Total


			Percent





			To North:





			  Embarcadero


			0


			8,691


			8,691


			67%





			  Bryant Street to Main Street 


			0


			1,103


			1,103


			8%





			To South:





			  Embarcadero


			0


			2,623


			2,623


			19%





			  Brannan Street Muni Station


			0


			828


			828


			7%





			To West:





			  Brannan Street


			0


			116


			116


			1%





			Totals


			13,361


			100%





			Notes:


1. Source: Fehr & Peers, Adavant Consulting, 2013.








Departures towards Caltrain


Approximately 300 attendees will take Caltrain from the Station at Fourth and King Streets following game’s end.  Since games end late at night, it is likely that all 300 attendees will board the same train, which may be provided by Caltrain specifically on event nights. Traffic controls will be required at the intersection of Fourth and King Streets following game’s end to manage pedestrian flows.


Departures towards Brannan Muni Platform


Although most pedestrians will be traveling north when they exit the Pavilion, the Muni station to the south at Brannan Street is the closest station to the Pavilion. Over 800 event attendees are forecast to walk south on The Embarcadero and board Muni at the Brannan Street platform, which will generate a high volume of pedestrian crossings at the Brannan Street/Embarcadero intersection. The Brannan MUNI platform may become crowded as pedestrians accumulate while waiting for the next train, so that some people may have to stand close to the platform edge or have to queue up at the crosswalk while they wait to walk up onto the platform. Traffic controls will be implemented at this location as well as on the platform itself.


Departures towards Main Street at Bryant Street


Approximately 1,100 event attendees will walk via Main Street towards the downtown area and BART post-game, which will result in a high volume of pedestrian crossings at intersection of Bryant Street and The Embarcadero. This will coincide with vehicle exits from the Pavilion garage (see below). Traffic controls will be required at the intersection of Bryant Street and The Embarcadero to minimize pedestrian-vehicle conflicts at the crosswalks during the hour following game’s end.


Departures towards Downtown along the Embarcadero


Most other pedestrians would remain along the Embarcadero, to reach transit hubs, garages or final destinations to the north, and would be expected to choose remaining on the Bay side to avoid cross traffic.   


[bookmark: _Toc372618044]Bicycle Departures	Comment by carlipaine: Add bicycles departing from racks, bikeshare--- not all will use valet.


For those cyclists using the indoor bicycle valet, departures will be metered by the process of retrieving bicycles. It is forecast that 310 bicycles will depart over approximately 30 minutes with three staff retrieving a bike every 15-20 seconds. Since the multi-use path along the Embarcadero will be congested with pedestrians, most bicyclists are expected to walk their bicycle to the roadway and then use the bicycle lanes along the Embarcadero.


[bookmark: _Toc372618045]Vehicle Departures from Pavilion Garage


Based on the departure pattern of Pavilion attendees, approximately 280 vehicles will exit the garage in the hour following game’s end, which will coincide with the departure of over 13,000 people by other modes, mostly on foot. Since the garage driveway will be located mid-block, all vehicle departures will start with a right-turn onto northbound Embarcadero. Based on the estimated trip distribution, vehicles exiting the Pavilion garage will wish to make movements at Bryant Street as described in Table 511. Figure 52 illustrates the paths vehicles will take. 	Comment by VWise: This is just for regional trips.  What about local trips?  They are described below but not shown.  


			[bookmark: _Ref370225669][bookmark: _Toc372618270]
Table 511: Vehicle Movements from Northbound Embarcadero After Exiting Pavilion Garage 





			Destination


			Total


			Movement Percentage


			Movement Number





			


			


			U-Turn


			Left onto Bryant Street


			Through on Northbound Embarcadero


			U-Turn


			Left onto Bryant Street


			Through on Northbound Embarcadero





			SF SD1


			16


			0%


			5%


			95%


			0


			1


			15





			SF SD2


			8


			0%


			0%


			100%


			0


			0


			8





			SF SD3


			10


			20%


			70%


			10%


			2


			7


			1





			SF SD4


			9


			0%


			90%


			10%


			0


			8


			1





			East Bay


			82


			0%


			100%


			0%


			0


			82


			0





			North Bay


			52


			0%


			0%


			100%


			0


			0


			52





			South Bay1


			91


			100%


			0%


			0%


			91


			0


			0





			Out of Region2


			13


			40%


			23%


			36%


			5


			3


			5





			Totals


			281


			


			


			


			98


			101


			82





			Notes:


1. Whether people wish to take US 101 or I-280, the best route is to take I-280 to US 101, so the assumption is that 100% of vehicles bound for the South Bay will make a U-Turn.


2. Assumes out of region vehicles are distributed based on the same proportion as regional trips.


Source: Fehr & Peers, 2013.








The left-turn pocket on northbound Embarcadero is approximately 300 feet long, which should accommodate all of the U-turning and left-turning vehicles described above assuming they leave the garage in a uniform distribution.


On event days, the retail, quick-service restaurant, and sit-down restaurant land uses are expected to generate demand for approximately 44 short-term parking spaces. Although valet parking will be available at all times, off-site parking may need to be used by the valet attendants during peak events.


[bookmark: _Ref370227405][bookmark: _Toc372618249]Figure 52: Vehicle Routes Departing the Pavilion





[bookmark: _Toc372618046]Taxis and Charter Buses


During games, it is estimated that approximately 288 person-trips will be made by taxi, resulting in 107 vehicle trips[footnoteRef:6]. On convention days, several hundred taxi trips will occur as attendees travel between the Pavilion and nearby hotels and the Moscone Convention Center. Unlike game patron departures for an NBA event, which are heavily concentrated in the first hour following the end of a game, convention attendee departures will be more spread out.   [6:  Source: Adavant Consulting.] 



A taxi stand location will be designated for both peak and small events and will include enforcement to avoid non-taxi vehicle conflicts and basic amenities for waiting drivers. To minimize conflicts between taxis pulling in and out of the curb and bicycles on the Embarcadero bicycle lanes, the points of entry and exit to the taxi stand will be defined.


[bookmark: _Toc372618047]CONTROLS BY EVENT SCENARIO


This chapter describes controls to be implemented around the Pavilion given the range of scenarios previously described, starting with a typical, non-event day; and ending with a day when a Pavilion event coincides with an event at AT&T Park. The primary goals of these controls include ensuring safety through reduction of conflicts between modes, the management of all modes of traffic to ensure orderly access and egress reflecting transportation mode priority, and the reduction of nuisance and inconvenience to surrounding residents.  The level of controls needed increases with the intensity of the scenario; thus, as events get larger, all controls listed for the smaller events are required, and additional controls are added. Controls are numbered for ease of reference. Controls to be implemented prior to events are labeled “A” for “arrivals” whereas controls to be implemented post events are labeled “D” for “departures”.


The Pavilion Transportation Coordinator (PTC) will communicate regularly with the SFMTA Special Events Team (SET) to provide information on events and identify those events that require traffic control.  A summary of the traffic control strategies identified in this chapter for the various event scenarios is provided in described in Table 511.	Comment by VWise: Shouldn’t we have controls for ‘medium’ size events like concerts?  





			[bookmark: _Toc372618271]
Table 61: summary of traffic control strategies by event type 





			








TRAFFIC CONTROL STRATEGY


			SMALL EVENT	Comment by Albert, Peter: Add column for concerts? How do we factor for problems that are more uniquely branded as “Concert goer” problems – going into quality of life issues more than a block from the site? 


			PEAK EVENT


			DUAL EVENT





			


			


Convention


(Weekday Daytime)


			


NBA Game


(Pre-game)


			


NBA Game


(Post-game)


			NBA Game plus


AT&T Event


(Post-event)





			Coordinate with SFMTA Special Events Team


			√


			√


			√


			√





			Dedicated Taxi Stand


			√


			√


			√


			√





			Dedicated Shuttle Bus Stop


			√


			√


			√


			√





			PCO Supervisor at Pavilion Control Room


			


			√


			√


			√





			PCO (Traffic Control Officers) – Pavilion Garage


			


			√


			√


			√





			PCO’s – Brannan Street MUNI Station


			


			√


			√


			√





			PCO’s – Caltrain Station (Fourth & King)


			


			√


			√


			√





			PCO’s – Embarcadero/Bryant Intersection


			


			√


			√


			√





			PCO’s – Main/Bryant Intersection


			


			


			√


			√





			PCO’s – Main/Harrison Intersection


			


			


			√


			√





			Temporary Street Closure: Embarcadero from Townsend Street to Bryant Street


			


			


			√


			√





			MUNI Ticket Sales at Pavilion Box Office	Comment by VWise: Why wouldn’t this be the case for all events?  	Comment by carlipaine: Agree with VW. 

Add: transit fare subsidy for all events
Add: co-marketing with neighborhood merchants for pre-/post-event promotions


			


			


			√


			√





			Coordinate with Giants Special Events Staff


			


			


			


			√





			Source: Fehr & Peers, 2013.












[bookmark: _Toc372618048]Traffic Control Recommendations for Non-Event Day Scenario


The number of trips generated by the Pavilion retail and restaurants on a typical non-event day does not warrant special traffic controls. The Pavilion garage will be staffed on a typical day to monitor access for delivery vehicles.  A valet parking stand on The Embarcadero will control traffic into the garage by valet drivers only, who will have experience with the flows of pedestrian and bicycle traffic at the garage access.


[bookmark: _Toc372618049]Controls for Small Event Scenario 


For the purposes of this TMP, a small event scenario is a 6,000 person convention. The number of trips generated by a small event does not warrant special traffic controls.  The Pavilion garage access and valet parking stand will be staff as described above for a typical day. Figures 6-1 and 6-2 show the location of taxi and shuttle/charter bus drop-off/pick-up locations for small events. These areas will be permanently designated curb space.	Comment by VWise: I am a little bit confused about the valet parking situation.  The text seems to be saying that valets will drive your car into the Pavilion garage (or possibly to a satellite parking location).  However, the figure shows valet drop-off north of the Pavilion garage entrance, which implies the valets will have to circulate back south on the Embarcadero to park the cars in the garage.  Is this right?  It doesn’t quite make sense.  


[bookmark: _Toc372618050]Pre- and Post-Event controls


Taxi Stand


Small events are expected to generate a large number of taxi trips; thus, parking will be prohibited along a portion of southbound Embarcadero between Bryant Street and Brannan Street for a taxi stand (Figure 6-1). Entries and exits from the taxi stand will be controlled using temporary safe-hit posts to minimize conflicts between taxis pulling in and out of the curb and bicycles in the southbound bicycle lane of The Embarcadero (Inset 6-1).  


			Inset 6-1 – Example of Controlled Entry into Taxi Stand





			[image: C:\Users\mparreiras\Desktop\20130705 Embarcadero pics\20130705 Embarcadero pics Townsend King Exploratorium 069.JPG]





			Source: Fehr & Peers 2013








[bookmark: _Toc372618250]Figure 61: Small Event: Pre-Event Curb Management


[bookmark: _Toc372618251]Figure 62: Small Event: Post-Event Curb Management






[bookmark: _Toc372618051]Controls for Peak Event Scenario


See Section 2.2 for a description of the peak event scenario. Controls described in this section are to be implemented in addition to controls described in previous sections.


[bookmark: _Toc372618052]General


PCO Supervisor


A PCO Supervisor will be stationed in the Transportation Management Control room starting at least two hours prior to the event’s start time and until pedestrian, bicycle, and vehicle volumes on-street have returned to typical non-event conditions following event’s end. The PCO Supervisor will deploy PCOs and assign transportation control tasks pre-game; monitor traffic conditions before, during, and after the event; and deploy PCOs and assign transportation control tasks post-game. 


The PCO Supervisor will have radio contact will all PCOs on the street and phone contact with relevant city agencies and departments (Muni, SFMTA Signal Shop, SFPD, SFFD), transit operators (Muni, BART, Caltrans) and Pavilion staff (security, valet attendants, etc). He/she will also have authority and discretion in how he/she deploys the PCOs, and may adjust the controls described below as conditions warrant.


[bookmark: _Toc372618053]Pre-Event Controls


Pre-event controls are detailed here and pre-event curb and lane configurations are illustrated on Figure 6-3.


Premium Ticket Holder Drop-Off on Northbound Embarcadero	Comment by Albert, Peter: Disabled as well?


Pavilion premium ticket holders may be dropped off on the east side of The Embarcadero just south of the Pavilion garage entrance as shown on Figure 6-3. This curbside area will be managed by staff who will be checking credentials for entry into the parking garage. Arriving premium ticket holders will be reminded that the pick-up location following event’s end will be located to the north on The Embarcadero, just north of Bryant Street, as shown on Figure 6-4.


Fourth and King Streets


PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of Fourth and King Streets between 6:00 pm and 7:00 pm to manage vehicle flows in all directions and pedestrian flows from the Caltrain Station across King Street and Fourth Street following each train arrival (Figure 6-5). PCOs deployed to this location will be trained on the operation of the traffic signal controller box so that they can implement an all-red phase for vehicles and allow a pedestrian scramble in all crossing directions if conditions warrant. PCOs can also advise bicyclists exiting the Caltrain Station to ride on Townsend Street instead of King Street if they are headed east.


Brannan Muni Station


PCOs will be stationed at the base of the Muni platform at the intersection of Brannan Street and The Embarcadero to manage pedestrian flows from platform to sidewalk and minimize conflicts with vehicles and light rail cars.


[bookmark: _Ref370228207][bookmark: _Toc372618252]Figure 63: Peak Event: Pre-Event Curb Management	Comment by Albert, Peter: Show how disabled et taxi/paratransit drop-off on bay side so they don’t have to cross street.





Pavilion Garage Driveway


PCOs will be stationed at the Pavilion garage driveway to facilitate vehicle entries into the garage and minimize conflicts with pedestrians and bicycles on the Embarcadero multi-use path. They will work in conjunction with Pavilion staff that will be checking attendees’ tickets for valid access to the garage on game day. Drivers who enter the right-turn pocket but do not have valid parking access will be directed back onto northbound Embarcadero.


If a decision is made to locate the Pavilion parking in one or more of the possible locations described in Section 2.1.3, then this control might not be needed. Since all the alternative parking locations accommodate much fewer vehicles and none of them is along The Embarcadero, where most of the pedestrian and bicycle traffic are expected, no alternative controls are needed.


Intersection of Bryant Street at The Embarcadero


PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of Bryant Street at The Embarcadero to facilitate pedestrian crossings and minimize conflicts with vehicles.


[bookmark: _Toc372618054]Post-Event Controls


Many of the post-event controls are similar to the pre-event controls but are repeated here for ease of understanding when reviewing all post-event controls together, and are post-event curb and lane configurations illustrated on Figure 6-4. 


Northbound Embarcadero Temporary Street Closure


At the direction of the PCO Supervisor, PCOs will close northbound Embarcadero to through traffic between Townsend Street and Bryant Street when attendees start exiting the Pavilion (which may occur before game’s end). The temporary street closure is designed to facilitate the following:


Pedestrian crossings to the Muni platform at Brannan Street and associated fare inspections.


Vehicle exits from the Pavilion garage.


Pedestrian crossings at the Embarcadero and Bryant Street intersection.


The PCO Supervisor will monitor traffic, pedestrian, and bicycle volumes on the street and will direct PCOs to re-open northbound Embarcadero when conditions return to normal and special controls are no longer needed.


Premium Ticket Holder Pick-Up on Southbound Embarcadero	Comment by Albert, Peter: Disabled as well?


The Premium Ticket Holder pick-up location will be different than the pre-event drop-off location because northbound Embarcadero will be closed to through traffic following game’s end.


Parking will be prohibited on southbound Embarcadero near Brannan Street so that a temporary VIP pick-up location can be designated. 


[bookmark: _Ref370228229][bookmark: _Toc372618253]Figure 64: Peak Event: Post-Game Curb Management	Comment by Albert, Peter: Show how disabled get paratransit/cab access without needing to cross street 	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: The proposal is to close the Embarcadero and have two double right turns.  Please demonstrate why this would be more successful than keeping the Embarcadero open and allowing a single right turn out.  Consider using Vissim or other software to talk about how long it would take to empty the garage under various exit alternatives.  





Temporary Relocation of Valet Stand


On game days, the garage will not be available for valet parking for visitors to the retail and restaurants, so that valet parking attendants will need to park vehicles elsewhere. Since northbound Embarcadero will be temporarily closed following game’s end, attendants will not be able to drive vehicles back to the standard valet stand/vehicle drop-off location.


At the direction of Pavilion security and in collaboration with the PCO Supervisor, valet attendants will use cones to set up a temporary valet vehicle pick-up location on northbound Embarcadero just north of the Bryant Street intersection. Since no parking lane exists at this location, the temporary vehicle pick-up location will be in the bicycle lane and a portion of the easternmost northbound through lane. Valet attendants will also use cones to create a temporary bicycle lane outboard of the temporary vehicle pick-up location. Also see Control D-8 below.	Comment by VWise: In the traffic lane?  


4th and King Streets


PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of Fourth and King Streets following game’s end to manage vehicle flows in all directions and pedestrian flows to the Caltrain Station across King Street and Fourth Street. Pre-event PCO controls are illustrated on Figure 6-5 and post-event PCO controls are illustrated on Figure 6-6. PCOs deployed to this location will be trained on the operation of the traffic signal controller box so that they can implement an all-red phase for vehicles and allow a pedestrian scramble in all crossing directions if conditions warrant. 


Brannan Muni Station


Northbound Embarcadero will be closed to traffic at this location (see Control D-3).


A portable Muni ticket sales station will be set up on the water side Embarcadero sidewalk across from the Brannan Street Muni platform so that attendees can purchase tickets before boarding the platform.	Comment by VWise: MTA:  do you think we should have a permanent one?  If not here then on the project site?  


PCOs will place temporary barriers in place to allow for fare inspection and to separate the pedestrian path of travel from the light-rail right-of-way. PCOs will also place temporary barriers along the edges of the Muni platform to keep attendees away from the edges and prevent falls or jumping into the tracks.	Comment by VWise: MTA:  You guys are okay with this?  


Fare inspectors and PCOs will be stationed at the base of the Muni platform so that fares can be checked before attendees walk up to the platform to board a train, and so that the flow of pedestrians onto the platform can be controlled to avoid overcrowding. Attendees without valid fares will be directed to the temporary Muni ticket sales station at the sidewalk.


Once the flow of pedestrians to the Muni platform has returned to normal, PCOs will remove the barriers. 


Pavilion Garage Driveway


Northbound Embarcadero will be closed to traffic at this location for approximately 30-45 minutes after a game (see Figure 6-6). The valet stand will be temporarily relocated to the northbound Embarcadero easternmost through lane just north of Bryant Street. Wayfinding will be provided inside the garage so that drivers can position themselves in the appropriate exit lane depending on their desired destination (vehicles bound for the South and East Bays on the left and vehicles bound for the North Bay on the right). 	Comment by VWise: Wait, I thought all the cars will be drive by valets?  Is this just for the 150 staff (basketball players, etc.) people?  


[bookmark: _Ref370229047][bookmark: _Toc372618254]Figure 65: Peak Event: Pre-Event Controls	Comment by Albert, Peter: We should have separate meeting to review this with SFMTA Special Events	Comment by VWise: As part of that meeting, can we talk about integration with the proposed streetscape elements?  


[bookmark: _Ref370229061][bookmark: _Toc372618255]Figure 66: Peak Event: Post-Event Controls 	Comment by Albert, Peter: We should have separate meeting to review this with SFMTA Special Events






At the direction of the PCO Supervisor, PCOs will use cones to close the easternmost northbound Embarcadero lane and northbound bicycle lane and create a temporary bicycle lane so that all northbound vehicles will use a single northbound lane and bicyclists will be protected. This will allow for the temporary relocation of the valet stand (see Control D-5 above).


PCOs will be stationed at the Pavilion garage driveway to minimize conflicts between exiting vehicles and pedestrians and bicycles on the Embarcadero multi-use path; to facilitate vehicle exits from the garage; and to direct northbound through traffic to the center northbound through lane.


If a decision is made to locate the Pavilion parking in one or more of the possible locations described in Section 2.1.3, then this control might not be needed. Since all the alternative parking locations accommodate much fewer vehicles and none of them is along The Embarcadero, where most of the pedestrian and bicycle traffic are expected, no alternative controls are needed.


Intersection of Bryant Street at The Embarcadero


PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of Bryant Street at The Embarcadero to facilitate pedestrian crossings and minimize conflicts with vehicles.


Intersection of Bryant Street at Main Street


PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of Bryant Street at Main Street to direct vehicular traffic.


Intersection of Main Street at Harrison Street


PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of Main Street at Harrison Street to direct vehicular traffic.


Muni Ticket Sales at Pavilion


Pavilion ticket booths will sell tickets to exiting attendees who wish to take Muni.


[bookmark: _Toc372618055]Controls for Peak Event Coinciding with AT&T Park Event Scenario 


See Section 2.2 for a description of the peak event coinciding with AT&T Park event scenario.


[bookmark: _Toc372618056]General


On days where Pavilion events coincide with AT&T Park events, pedestrian, bicycle, and vehicle volumes along The Embarcadero will be greater. Controls implemented as part of the Pavilion TMP will not change, but should be coordinated with controls implemented as part of the AT&T Park TMP so that:


Efforts are not duplicated; and 


Controls are complementary rather than contradictory. 


For example, the AT&T Park TMP includes PCO control at the intersection of Fourth and King Streets, so if events’ start or end times coincide, no additional PCOs will be necessary at that location. In addition, the street closure that is typically implemented on eastbound King Street between Third and Second Streets following Giants games will facilitate the street closure along northbound Embarcadero between Brannan and Bryant Streets (Figure 6-6) by diverting traffic away from The Embarcadero before the closure at Brannan.











[bookmark: _Toc372618057]COMMUNICATION


[bookmark: _Toc372618058]Outreach 


Outreach can educate guests and minimize confusion and risk of conflicts by providing advance information on the best way to arrive or depart the Pavilion depending on mode choice; and by alerting attendees to the location and purpose of temporary controls and measures. The following is an outreach strategy to accompany Pavilion events.


Ticket purchase confirmation will include the following information:


For attendees who do not purchase parking at the Pavilion, a statement explaining that parking will not be available, and detailed information about all options for getting to the Pavilion, including:	Comment by carlipaine: Promote non-driving to all as primary message—including limited parking, enforced parking, event rate parking as info/discouragement. Allow for parking purchase as separate act, but include transit fare subsidy automatically.


List of transit options available, including links to schedules, fare information, and forms of payment (i.e. Clipper card brochure).	Comment by carlipaine: More active—promotion of ease of taking transit from nb, sb, east bay and within sf. Link to trip planner tool, etc. info on transit fare subsidy.


[bookmark: _GoBack]Reminder that Muni fares will be checked on the street, prior to walking up the Muni platform; and that Muni tickets must be purchased ahead of time.	Comment by carlipaine: Explanation of how to use transit fare subsidy


Recommended walking paths to the Pavilion from transit hubs and other origins.	Comment by carlipaine: This is a place where co-marketing with neighborhood establishments for visits pre and post event can help spread out peak


Information on bicycle routes (i.e. link to San Francisco’s Bicycle and Walking Map) and bicycle valet.


Directions to general pick-up/drop-off location at cul-de-sac on Spear Street.


Alternative parking options near the Pavilion.	Comment by carlipaine: Satellite parking connected by transit, walking, bike share, pedicabs


For attendees who do purchase parking in the garage with their ticket:


Directions to the Pavilion from different origins and instructions describing how to access the Pavilion garage.


Information on controls that will be in place following game’s end and how to successfully exit the Pavilion garage towards desired destinations.


[bookmark: _Toc372618059]Wayfinding 


Wayfinding can reduce the risk of conflicts for all modes by directing people away from potential conflict points. The following is a wayfinding strategy to accompany Pavilion events.


[bookmark: _Toc372618060]Technology and Apps


· Include platforms that give users multiple, real-time advisories to facilitate convenient transportation choices that include taxi, transit, bike sharing, walking


· Provide extensive use of real-time transit info in public assembly areas that reflect the range of transit services in the area     


Pre-Event Wayfinding


Build upon base of permanent, intuitive wayfinding network that highlights local transit hubs and major destinations, and includes estimates walking times along the most comfortable pedestrian corridors   	Comment by carlipaine: What does this mean? Sponsor some city wayfinding that is consistent with city wayfinding program and includes arena as a destination point? 


Temporary signage at southwest and northwest corners of the site directing walk-up attendees to Pavilion entrances along routes that minimize pedestrian crossings of the Pavilion garage driveway.	Comment by carlipaine: Are they planning to put up and take down semi-permanent signage for every event?


Temporary signage asking bicyclists to dismount when they reach the sidewalk and directing bicyclists to the indoor bicycle valet parking. Signage should be placed at the following locations:	Comment by carlipaine: Same here and in next section.


Southbound Embarcadero just before Bryant Street.


Northbound Embarcadero just before the entry to the garage right-turn pocket.


[bookmark: _Toc372618061]Post-Event Wayfinding


Temporary signage at Pavilion exits that directs pedestrians leaving the site away from the Pavilion garage driveway and towards key destinations such as BART/Temporary Transbay Terminal (north), Caltrain (south), and Muni Brannan Street stop (south).


Temporary signage outside bicycle valet parking directing bicyclists to use the Embarcadero bicycle lanes.


Temporary signage on Bryant Street at Beale Street directing non-Bay Bridge traffic to turn right.


Temporary signage for northbound vehicle traffic on The Embarcadero, south of Townsend Street, providing detour routes for non-event traffic to bypass the temporary street closure.











[bookmark: _Toc372618062]FUTURE WATERFRONT TRANSPORTATION STRATEGIES


The City of San Francisco is currently conducting a comprehensive assessment of transportation strategies for the Waterfront.  This chapter describes those transportation strategies that would provide enhancements in the project vicinity. The following list of projects was developed by SFMTA staff for the Piers 30-32 CAC Transportation Subcommittee. Chapter 9 provides a description of the process through which the TMP would be monitored and refined on a regular basis to respond to new transportation programs and strategies as they are implemented.


[bookmark: _Toc372618063]future muni light rail strategies


The following projects or programs would enhance MUNI light rail service along The Embarcadero and King Street.


1. MUNI Metro Extension (MMX) Optimization: addition of third track in the existing median between platforms at Folsom Street and Fourth and King Streets. This would allow trains to be stored or pass other vehicles during high demand periods. 


2. E-Embarcadero Historic Streetcar Southern Terminal Loop: construction of terminal tracks and loop around or near the terminal at Fourth and King Streets.  This would improve service and reliability on the E line and the N/T, and would allow an extension into Mission Bay.


3. T-Third Travel Time Improvements: implementation of modified transit operations along Third Street T-Third Light Rail route from Sunnydale to Fourth Street and King Street.  These improvements would be designed to improve travel time and reliability on the T-Third.


4. New Light Rail Vehicles: acquisition of new light rail vehicles to support service demands from new developments.


[bookmark: _Toc372618064]future muni BUS strategies


The following projects or programs would enhance MUNI bus service.


1. Advance 22-Filmore Interim Extension to Mission Bay: extension of the 22-Filmore on Sixteenth Street, connecting Mission Bay with the Sixteenth-Mission BART station. 


2. Special Event Route Modifications and Service Augments: this program would be implemented as needed for special events.


3. Transit Preferential Streets for MUNI Buses along Waterfront: provision of transit-only lanes by removing a parking lane for the 14-Mission, 27-Folsom, and 22-Filmore as identified in the TEP.  These improvements would improve travel time and reliability on these bus routes.


4.  Bus “Bridge” Service: expansion or increase of MUNI service to meet capacity demands prior to the Central Subway (2019).


5. Expanded Peak Period Service to Waterfront: increased peak period service on routes such as the 82X, the 81X-Caltrain Express, and the 82-Levi Plaza Express.


6. South of Market Neighborhood Transit: new local east-west transit service for the neighborhood east of Second Street where current service terminates.


[bookmark: _Toc372618065]future bicycle strategies


The following projects would enhance existing bicycle facilities in the Waterfront area.


1. Embarcadero Dedicated Bicycle Facility: construction of a two-way separated bikeway (cycle track) along The Embarcadero. 


2. Expanded Bike Sharing as part of project approvals: provision of new bike sharing stations in new development projects.


3. Bike Facility on Lefty O’Doul (Third Street) Bridge: provision of bike facility on bridge to connect north and south bike route across Mission Creek.


4. Required Bike Valet Parking: dedicated valet bike parking for special events.	Comment by carlipaine: These two are vague on who is responsible for providing…


5. Expand Bicycle Sharing within Waterfront Area: addition of pods at key locations in the Waterfront Transportation Assessment area.


[bookmark: _Toc372618066]future pedestrian strategies


The following projects would enhance existing pedestrian facilities in the Waterfront area.


1. Pedestrian Safety Projects: implementation of pedestrian improvements including crossing treatments designed to increase walking and reduce the severity and frequency of pedestrian crashes.


2. Fourth & King Improvements: pedestrian crossing improvements at this intersection adjacent to the Caltrain station.


3. Modal Access Coordination and Safety: revise developer garage and driveway design to favor pedestrian circulation.


[bookmark: _Toc372618067]future vehicle Circulation strategies


The following projects would enhance existing vehicle and transit circulation in the Waterfront area.


1. Beale Street Road Diet (restriping): provision of second southbound lane on Beale Street between Folsom Street and Bryant Street, by converting on-street parking to parallel configuration.


2. Beale Street Extension to Embarcadero: extension of Beale Street to connect with The Embarcadero with right-in, right-out movements.


3. Freeway Ramp to City Street Transition Traffic Calming: installation of signs, pavement striping, and other traffic calming measures designed to reduce travel speeds for vehicle traffic exiting freeway ramps.


[bookmark: _Toc372618068]future signal, signage, & wayfinding strategies


The following projects would enhance existing vehicle and transit circulation in the Waterfront area.


1. Traffic Signal System Modifications: improvements to the traffic signal system designed to create safer and more functional traffic patterns, and to prioritize pedestrians and cyclists. 


2. Wayfinding Program: installation of multi-modal wayfinding including transit, bicycle, and pedestrian information.


[bookmark: _Toc372618069]future loading & emergency service strategies


The following strategies would address curbside management and the provision of emergency services.


1. Embarcadero Multi-Use Lanes and Loading Bays: implementation of multi-use lanes and loading bays as provided for the America’s Cup. 


[bookmark: _Toc372618070]future parking strategies


The following programs would provide a range of parking management strategies.


1. Satellite Parking Strategy: program to encourage off-site parking beyond the Piers and neighborhood to minimize traffic caused by drivers searching for parking. 	Comment by carlipaine: “program” sounds like something with staff and a budget. Satellite parking policy might be more appropriate—that the city encourages joint use parking and satellite parking to maximize use of existing parking facilities and to minimize neighborhood congestion from those that do choose to drive before creating new parking


2. Event-Specific Reserved Parking: program to provide reserved parking for waterfront events coordinated by project sponsors and offered as part of ticket purchase.	Comment by carlipaine: Is SFMTA ok with this?


3. Parking Management; program to coordinate use of private parking facilities for special events.	Comment by carlipaine: Whose program is this—city’s or the developer’s?


4. Project Sponsor Satellite Parking: designation of satellite parking by new development projects. 	Comment by carlipaine: Commitment to coordination with off-site parking facilities to meet parking demands.


5. Neighborhood Parking Program: program to coordinate review of current Residential Permit Parking (RPP) with community/neighborhoods.


[bookmark: _Toc372618071]future taxi, accessible service, & pedicab strategies


The following projects would enhance service to the Waterfront area by taxis and pedicabs.


1. Taxi Share Program: program on high capacity transit routes that would allow customers to share their commute with others at reduced costs. 


2. Taxi Stand Management Program: program to staff taxi stands to facilitate customer access to taxis in an organized manner at key busy locations and/or during major events.


3. Multi-Modal Taxi Coordination: program to provide improved coordination and planning for taxi services around major destinations at key busy locations and/or during major events.  


4. Exclusive Curbside Access: specific dedication of protected, exclusive taxi and paratransit curbside access at the Ferry Building and near Second Street and Townsend (for events at AT&T Park) and at all new Waterfront facilities such as the Warriors Arena.  


5. Port-side Curbside Access Location: specific dedication of pick-up and drop-off locations along the bayside of the Embarcadero that reconcile with the planned bicycle facility. 


6. Taxi Quick Charge Stations: construction of quick-charge stations in new development areas for the growing fleet of electric taxi vehicles.   


7. Taxi Driver Rest Areas: construction of restrooms, possibly in coordination with the above quick charge stations, to improve service delivery.  


8. Pedicab Stands: specific dedication of curbside pedicab stands to load/unload passengers, designed so that they don’t block the bike lane, and located around major destinations at key busy locations and/or during major events.


[bookmark: _Toc372618072]future travel demand management (TDM) strategies


The following programs would reduce vehicular travel demand on the Waterfront transportation system.


1. Transit Pass Fare Embedded in Event Ticket: program to include transit pass fare in special event tickets. 


2. Monthly Transit Subsidy: program to provide monthly transit pass subsidies for employees, residents, and hotel visitors.


3. Satellite Regional Parking Promotion: encouraging the use of parking facilities outside the waterfront area through an ongoing information and marketing effort.


4. Embedded Parking Assignment: program to include reserved parking in satellite garages or lots for special events.


5. TDM Communications: program to coordinate event, local and regional transportation information.


6. Multi-modal Wayfinding: citywide wayfinding program to provide information for pedestrians and bicyclists.


7. Car Share Membership: program to provide free membership to City Car Share for residents and employees.


8. Hotel Provision of Transit Passes: program for hotels to provide MUNI passports or pre-loaded Clipper cards with reservations.


9. Transit Contribution for Special Event Attendees: incentivize travel to events by transit by including transit pass with event tickets.


10. Daycare Center: program to provide on-site day care center with priority to residents and employees who use transit.


11. Large Retail (grocery stores, etc.): program to encourage grocery stores to provide delivery services to reduce the need for driving personal vehicles.


12. Commitment to Mode Share Goals: ongoing monitoring and evaluation of commitment to limit drive-alone trips.


[bookmark: _Toc372618073]future event specific transportation planning strategy


The following program would enhance coordination of transportation planning strategies for special events.


1. Special Event Planning: coordination of transportation management strategies by SFMTA’s Special Events Team (SET). 


[bookmark: _Toc372618074]future BART strategies


The following projects would enhance regional rail service by BART.


1. Embarcadero & Montgomery Capacity Implementation Strategy: near-term capacity improvements to the Embarcadero and Montgomery BART stations. 


2. Metro Core and Metro Commute Service Expansion: capacity expansion to Embarcadero BART station.


3. BART Station Platform/Access Capacity: long-term capacity improvements for Embarcadero and Montgomery station platforms.


4. Embarcadero Station Vertical Circulation Expansion: provision of direction connections between BART and Muni Metro platforms.


5. New Train Control System: new network-wide train control system designed to allow for increased frequency of BART service.


[bookmark: _Toc372618075]future caltrain strategies


The following projects would enhance regional rail service by Caltrain.


1. Caltrain Electrification: full electrification of Caltrain system and expansion of peak and off-peak service levels. 


[bookmark: _Toc372618076]future ferry SERVICE strategies


The following projects would enhance ferry service.


1. Pier 30-32 Water Transit Landing: provision of facilities to accommodate water transport during events.


2. Golden Gate Ferry Service Expansion: modest increase in peak Larkspur ferry service and in the afternoon Sausalito ferry service.


3. WETA Expansion: near-term WETA service corridor expansions (Treasure Island, Richmond, Berkeley) and service headway improvemetns  


[bookmark: _Toc372618077]future regional bus SERVICE strategies


The following projects would enhance Golden Gate Transit (GGT) and AC Transit bus service.


1. Golden Gate Transit and MUNI Service Interlining: route and fare coordination between GGT and MUNI bus service in the northeast quadrant and on Van Ness Avenue to provide greater access to transit through integrated routing and pricing.


2. AC Transit Service Expansion: increased Transbay bus service to provide a viable late night transportation alternative.





[bookmark: _Toc372618078]monitoring and refinement


The Golden State Warriors will monitor and refine the TMP in conjunction with the City of San Francisco.	Comment by carlipaine: Over what period of time? Throughout the life of the project, or in the lead-up to project approval?


[bookmark: _Toc372618079]PURPOSE 


The monitoring and refinement of the TMP will be conducted to accomplish the following objectives.


1. Refine traffic control strategies to improve the overall safety and efficiency of pre-event arrival and post-event departure transportation activities.


2. Ensure that a high proportion of project employees and visitors, particularly during peak events and events that have high levels of activity during morning or evening commute periods, are traveling to and from the site via transit, bicycle, or walk modes.


3. Minimize traffic and parking impacts to adjacent neighborhoods.


4. Refine TMP strategies to respond to construction activities adjacent to the site.


5. Refine TMP strategies to respond to new transportation projects or programs as they are completed.


6. Refine TMP strategies to incorporate new travel options as they become available.


7. Refine TMP TDM strategies to target mode split targets, as needed, based on findings from monitoring and evaluation.


[bookmark: _Toc372618080]Monitoring methods


The following methods will be employed to monitor TMP strategies.


1. Quarterly Coordination Meetings – the on-site Transportation Coordinator and key Warriors’ staff will meet quarterly with the City’s designated Special Event Team (SET) to evaluate the TMP strategies during the first year of operation.


2. Inaugural Event Monitoring – a designated team of Warrior and City staff will monitor pre-game and post-game transportation conditions at the first Warriors’ game and concert held at the Pavilion.


3. Curb Pick-Up and Drop-Off Operations – the on-site Transportation Coordinator will regularly monitor curb operations during the first year of operation. 


4. Warrior Attendee Surveys – travel surveys of at least 600 attendees will be conducted during five weekday evening games during the initial season at the Pavilion.  The surveys will identify such data as pre-game origin and post-game destination, arrival and departure times, arrival and departure modes, transit provider, parking location, number of vehicle occupants (auto mode), etc.


5. Warrior and Arena Employee Surveys – annual travel surveys of permanent employees will be conducted to identify the same travel information for Warrior attendees as well as to determine their awareness of alternative modes and travel demand management programs that are available to them. Warriors will commit to a minimum of 60% survey completion rate. 	Comment by carlipaine: Not sure if arena employees who work games/events will be considered permanent, but we should collect their modes too—they are likely to outnumber the more traditional permanent behind the scenes employees 


6. Parking Strategies – data will be collected on the parking utilization rates, and effectiveness of on-site and off-site remote parking strategies.





[bookmark: _Toc372618081]  Monitoring DOCUMENTATION


The results of the monitoring process will be documented as follows.


1. TMP Travel Survey Memo – a memorandum will be prepared within three months of the inaugural event that documents the results of the travel surveys as well as ongoing visual event monitoring. 


2. TMP Monitoring Report – a report will be developed annually, beginning at the end of the first year of operation of the Pavilion, that addresses how effectively the TMP is meeting the monitoring objectives described above.





[bookmark: _Toc370229313][bookmark: _Toc213830218]Appendix A:
Event activity sequences




















Typical Warriors Game Sequence (7:30 pm tip off)








			Day Prior


			





			2 to 4 pm


			If the game is nationally televised (5-7 games per year), 1-2 TV trucks for the national broadcaster(s) will typically arrive the day before the game.  Trucks are parked in the loading dock and technicians will begin to setup for game broadcast.  





			


			





			Game Day


			





			7 am to noon


			Game day food service deliveries at loading dock (scheduled around TV broadcast and team arrival and departures). Average Time of delivery is scheduled to avoid peak commute hours and other factors that may influence efficiency and impact. Average individual deliveries required per Warriors game is six.  Most if not all are scheduled to occur the day prior.








			


			





			9 am 


			Food service prep team arrives.  Typically 25 to 35 game day personnel plus approximately 30 baseline staff.  Staff will arrive on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			


			Home and visiting team TV trucks (2 trucks) arrive and deploy in the loading dock.  If trucks are in market and the dock is available, they may arrive the day before the event.  Typical call is morning on game day.  The trucks can arrive as late as early afternoon.  





			


			





			10 am


			TV broadcasting crew arrives one hour following TV truck arrival and begins to prepare for the game broadcast.  Typically 40 personnel total. The crew arrives via the loading dock.





			


			





			


			Pre-game shoot around.  Visiting teams will in some cases use an off-site venue for shootaround.  Specific times vary. The window is typically 10 am to 1 pm.  Typically 25 personnel per team.  Visiting team arrives in two buses.  Home team arrives individually.  After pre-game shoot around, visiting players and coaches and home team players will typically leave the building. The visiting team arrives and departs via the loading dock. The home team will either use the loading dock or segregated parking in the Pavilion garage.  





			


			





			1 pm


			Building pre-cleaning crew arrives.  This practice varies from building to building and is more common for outdoor venues.  Personnel vary based on event type and general building practice.  Likely 15 to 20 total.  In some cases, there is no pre-clean. In others, the pre-clean happens early in the morning on game day.  The crew will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			5 to 5:30 pm 


			Teams return for the game.  The visiting team will arrive in two buses via the loading dock. The home team will either use the loading dock or segregated parking in the Pavilion garage.





			


			





			5 to 6 pm


			Game day building staff arrives.  Includes guest service and food service personnel. Typically 500 to 600 total.  Staff will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			5:30 to 6 pm


			Police, building security, and guest services personnel deploy to manage guest ingress approximately 30 minutes prior to doors.





			


			





			6 to 6:30 pm


			Doors open 60 to 90 minutes prior to tip off.  Guests begin to arrive.  We anticipate that approximately 80% of guests will access the building via the entrance at the main plaza.  Arrival distribution varies slightly based on day of week and market dynamics.  80% to 90% of guests are in the building by tip off.  Final guests typically enter by the end of the first quarter.





			


			





			7:30


			Tip off.





			


			





			9:30 pm


			Police, building security, and guest services personnel deploy to manage guest egress approximately 30 minutes prior to anticipated game end.





			


			





			10 pm


			Game ends.  Broadcast technicians immediately begin load-out.





			


			





			


			Cleaning crew arrives and immediately begins post-show clean.  Typically 25 to 50 personnel.  The crew will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			


			Change over crew arrives and immediately begins change over.  Typically 20 personnel.  The crew will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			11 to 11:30 pm


			Venue clear of guests and all event staff.





			


			





			Day After Game





			





			11:30 pm to 12 am


			TV trucks leave the venue.





			


			





			2 to 3 am 


			Post-game clean complete, cleaning crew leaves the building.





			


			





			4 am


			Change over complete.  Crew leaves the building.















Typical Concert Sequence (7:30 pm Show Time)








			Event Day


			





			4 to 8 am


			Show trucks (which carry all show components including the stage, sound equipment and controls, video equipment and controls, props) arrive in market. They will typically stage somewhere off site but close to the venue.  The number of trucks varies based on the size and complexity of the show. An A list show will usually require approximately 20 trucks Once trucks have been unloaded, they are driven off site and will not return until the show is complete and the load-out process begins. 





			


			





			6 to 8 am


			The production team (15 to 30 personnel for A list shows) arrives at the venue as does the local stagehand crew.  Initial production trucks access the loading dock and show load-in commences.  The production team will arrive in tour buses and access the building via the loading dock. The stagehand crew will arrive on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.  The show trucks enter and exit the venue as the show components are unloaded.  Load-in typically occurs over approximately four to six hours.  





			


			





			7 am to noon


			Event day food service deliveries at loading dock (scheduled around other event related arrivals and departures). Average individual deliveries required are six.  Most if not all are scheduled to occur the day prior.








			


			





			9 am 


			Food service prep team arrives.  Typically 25 to 35 event day personnel plus approximately 30 baseline staff.  Staff will arrive on foot and be encouraged to use public transit. 





			


			





			1 pm


			Building pre-cleaning crew arrives.  This practice varies from building to building and is more common for outdoor venues.  Personnel vary based on event type and general building practice.  Likely 15 to 20 total.  In some cases, there is no pre-clean. In others, the pre-clean happens early in the morning on event day.  The crew will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			2 to 4 pm 


			Performer(s) arrive(s) for sound check.  Sound check typically lasts 30 to 60 minutes.  The performer(s) will arrive in tour buses via the loading dock. 





			


			





			5 to 6 pm


			Event day building staff arrives.  Includes guest service and food service personnel. Typically 500 to 600 total and varies based on show type and expected attendance.  Staff will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			5:30 to 6 pm


			Police, building security, and guest services personnel deploy to manage guest ingress approximately 30 minutes prior to doors.





			


			





			6 to 6:30 pm


			Doors open 60 to 90 minutes prior to show time.  Guests begin to arrive.  We anticipate that approximately 80% of guests will access the building via the main entrance for Pavilion shows, and 80% will access the building via the main theatre entrance for theatre shows.  Arrival distribution varies slightly based on day of week and market dynamics.  90%+ of guests are in the building by show time.  Final guests typically enter within another 30 minutes following show time.





			


			





			7:30 pm


			Show time.





			


			





			10 pm


			Police, building security, and guest services personnel deploy to manage guest egress approximately 30 minutes prior to anticipated show end.





			


			





			10:30 pm


			Show ends.  Production team immediately begins load-out. 





			


			





			


			Cleaning crew arrives and immediately begins post-show clean.  Typically 25 to 50 personnel.  The crew will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			


			Change over crew arrives.  Typically 20 personnel.  The crew will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			11:30 to 12 am


			Venue clear of guests and all event staff.





			


			





			Day After Event





			





			1 to 3 am


			Show trucks leave the venue.





			


			





			2 to 3 am 


			Post show clean complete, cleaning crew leaves the building.





			


			





			4 am


			Change over complete.  Crew leaves the building.

















[bookmark: _Toc370229314]Appendix B:
Alternative Parking Locations	Comment by Albert, Peter: Make a note that this references alternatives to the 500-space garage.  The satellite parking concept for the other 2-5000 cars should include a more comprehensive inventory of potential / likely partnership parking garage opportunities within ¾ mile
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From: Miller, Erin
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger,


Brett (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
Date: Thursday, May 15, 2014 10:12:55 AM


I t is also in my and Peter’s calendars.
 
Erin E. Miller
Project Manager Waterfront Transportation Assessment
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Sustainable Streets
SFMTA|Municipal Transportation Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
 
415.701.5490 (o)
415.971.7429 (m)
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) [mailto:jennifer.matz@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 9:53 AM
To: Kern, Chris
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany; Reilly, Catherine; Bereket, Immanuel; Wise, Viktoriya; Bollinger, Brett; Van de
Water, Adam; Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin; Wong, Phillip C
Subject: Re: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
That time works for me. 


On May 15, 2014, at 9:28 AM, "Kern, Chris (CPC)" <chris.kern@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hi Jennifer,
Viktoriya and I discussed this earlier this morning and agree that next week seems too
soon to address the topics on Clarke’s agenda (and that 90 minutes is not enough time
to cover all of these items). We’d like to schedule an internal call/meeting on CEQA
approach before discussing further with GSW. Can we schedule this for Wednesday
5/21 at 1:00? If that time doesn’t work, I’ll send out a Doodle Poll to find a timeslot.
 
Thanks,
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 9:13 AM
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Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Wise,
Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR);
Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Re: CEQA kick-off meeting for Mission Bay GSW arena
 
City folks,
 
I don't want to meet until we have a project description.  In my opinion, many of
Clarke's items cannot be addressed until we have that level of info. Let me know if you
have different thoughts. I'll wait for your input and reply to Clarke later today. In the
meantime, please don't send him your availability. Planning, please let consultants
know they should hold. 
 
Jennifer


On May 14, 2014, at 7:03 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:


Team,
 
We’d like to re-engage the CEQA team now that efforts are underway on
the Warriors arena in Mission Bay. We’d like to convene the group for a
90-minute meeting next week to address the following preliminary
agenda items:


·        Confirmation of SEIR analyses/chapters
·        Review and confirmation of Transportation SOW
·        Discussion of key assumptions for Transportation analysis
·        Review of preliminary CEQA schedule (ESA to prepare in advance)
·        Select a day of the week and time for this group to meet on a


recurring basis
·        and other items, as appropriate


 
Please confer with your colleagues on your team and send me your firm’s
availability for the following days/times (location TBD):


·        Wed, May 21: Noon – 1:30pm
·        Thurs, May 22: 11am – 1pm
·        Fri, May 23: 10am – 3pm


 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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From: Paul Mitchell
To: Wise, Viktoriya
Cc: Kern, Chris; Bollinger, Brett; Paul Curfman; Joyce
Subject: FW: SB 743 Meeting with Planning on 1/15
Date: Tuesday, January 14, 2014 4:21:05 PM
Attachments: image002.png


image003.png
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image005.png
image006.png
GSW Sims for BCDC 1-15-14.pdf


Viktoriya:
 
As requested, attached is the photos package that we will discuss tomorrow.  We can keep our
discussion as short or long as time permits.
 
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 
 


From: Wise, Viktoriya [mailto:viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 14, 2014 1:24 PM
To: Bob Batha; John Bowers (johnb@bcdc.ca.gov); Ming Yeung (mingy@bcdc.ca.gov); Jaime Michaels;
Lindy Lowe (lindyl@bcdc.ca.gov); Joe LaClair (joel@bcdc.ca.gov); Steve Goldbeck
(steveg@bcdc.ca.gov); Brad McCrea; Kern, Chris; Diane Oshima; Brad Benson (bbenson.sf@gmail.com)
(bbenson.sf@gmail.com); Paul Mitchell; paulcurfman@hotmail.com; Byrne, Marlena
Subject: SB 743 Meeting with Planning on 1/15
 
Colleagues-
Attached please find the agenda for tomorrow’s meeting to discuss
Senate Bill 743.  The purpose of the meeting is to provide a briefing on
how certain provisions of the bill will affect environmental review,
including for projects within BCDC jurisdiction (e.g., the proposed Golden
State Warriors project on Piers 30/32). 
 
I am also attaching a memo I sent to the SF Board of Supervisors in
December explaining the changes (I will summarize the contents of the
memo during the meeting tomorrow). 
 
Thank you.
 
 
Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning
 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
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Selected Visual Simulations
Golden State Warrior’s Event Center and Mixed Use Development 



at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330



Existing Conditions Photos



Meeting at BCDC – January 15, 2014
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Visual Simulations 
Warriors’ Event Center (Version 3.0) Photo Guidance  



 
Photo 



No.* 



Photo Location 



(all daytime simulations 



except additional nighttime 



renderings where noted) 



Facing 



Existing 



Conditions 



Photo Guidance 



 



Notes – All photo reshoots discussed below to be 



shot at same angle unless otherwise noted 



 



 



For BCDC Permitting Purposes 



B10  Brannan Street Wharf  



Day/ Night View 



N  Reshoot  



 



 Context:  Scenic vista from an open water basin 



and park setting 



  Will reshoot photo w/o AC34 tents  



B17 



 



South edge of Piers 30‐32  NE  Reshoot   Context:  Scenic Vista from the Bay Trail, edge of 



the open water basin   



  Will reshoot w/o AC34 tents 



B9  From SWL 330 looking 



across Embarcadero to Piers 



30‐32 



E  Use as is    Context:  Scenic Vista of Bay and Hills  



B3 



 



Embarcadero Promenade 



(w/ Reds) near Bryant 



S  Reshoot   Context:  Existing character of Piers 30‐32 site and 
surroundings  



 Will reshoot w/o AC34 tents  



B4  Pier 30, northern edge 



  



NE  Reshoot   Context:  Existing character of Piers 30‐32 site and 
perimeter access route 



 Will reshoot w/o AC34 or other boat 



B6  East edge of Piers 30‐32  N  Use as is    Context:  Existing character of Piers 30‐32 site and 
perimeter access views 



1  Bay Bridge Upper Deck 



 Day /Night View 



SW  Use as is  



 



 Context:  Scenic vista of shoreline and waterfront 



 



5  Brannan Street 



View Corridor   



NE  Reshoot    Context:  Scenic resources of the public setting 
 Will reshoot photo w/o AC34 tents 



6a  The Embarcadero   



at Bryant Street 



E  Reshoot   Context:  Scenic Resource of the Public Setting; 
Water Basin, View Corridor   



 Will reshoot photo w/o AC 34 tents 



9a  The Embarcadero at 



Townsend 



NE  Reshoot    Context: Scenic Vista and Resources of the Public 
Setting; Bay and Hills    



 Will reshoot photo at slightly different angle to 



avoid nearest tree 



10  The Embarcadero at Pier 26, 



under the Bay Bridge 



SE  Use as is   Context:  Existing character of Piers 30‐32 site and 
historic surroundings 



 



For EIR (Project Description informational purposes or Cultural Resources impact analysis) 



B10, B9, B3, 



1, and 10 



 



  See Description Above 



 



6b  Main Street 



at Bryant Street 



SE  Use as is   Context:  Existing character of SWL 330 site and 



surroundings and visual access to Bay looking 



down Main Street and across SWL 330       



N4  The Embarcadero 



near Brannan 



N  Use as is   Context:  Existing character of SWL 330 site and 



surroundings 



7  The Embarcadero  



at Bryant 



SW  Use as is   Context:  Existing character of SWL 330 site and 



surroundings 



For City (General Plan /Entitlements) 



5, B3, B6, 6a, 



7, 9a and 10 



 



  See Description Above 



 



N1  Main Street 



near Harrison 



S  Use as is   Context:  Existing character of SWL 330 site and 



surroundings 
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Key Observation Point for Visual Simulation



Key Observation Point for Visual Simulation and Nighttime Rendering



Figure 1
                      Locations for Visual Simulations



SOURCE:  Google Maps, ESA, 2013
Case No. 2012.0718E:  Event Center and Mixed-Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330
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Note:  Key Observation Points 1, 5 and 9a are located outside the aerial photograph; 
the alignment shown for this viewpoint is accurate; however, distance from this 
viewpoint to the site is not to scale.
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Use of Visual Simulations 
- showing "before" and "after" images 



A. Support the BCDC permitting process



B. Illustrate the project description and cultural 
resources sections of the Environmental Impact 
Report



C. Document the City General Plan and entitlement 
requirements 
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A. Simulations to Support the BCDC 
Permitting Process



– 11 simulations proposed 



– Images: B10, B17, B9, B3, B4, B6, 1, 5, 6a, 9a, 10



B10. Brannan Street Wharf, looking N
- Context: Scenic vista from an open water basin and park setting
- Reshoot without AC34 Tents and less overhead structure
- Both Daytime and Nighttime Views



- Also use in EIR Project Description 
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B17. South Edge of Piers 30-32 looking NE
- Context: Scenic Vista from the Bay Trail, edge of the open water basin  
- Reshoot without AC34 Tents



B9. SWL 330 looking East to Piers 30-32
- Context: Scenic Vista of Bay and Hills 
- Use photo as is 
- Also use in EIR Project Description 











6



B3.  Looking South down The Embarcadero
- Context: Existing Character of Piers 30-32 site and surroundings 
- Reshoot without AC34 Tents, retain width of Embarcadero Promenade 
- Also used for EIR Cultural Resources (Red’s), and City General Plan



B4. Pier 30 Northern Edge - looking NE 
- Context: Existing Character of Piers 30-32 site and perimeter access route 
- Reshoot without boat or AC34 boats (as seen in subsequent photos)
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B6. East Edge of Piers 30-32 looking North 
- Context: Existing Character of Piers 30-32, and perimeter access views  
- Use photo as is, shows character of existing edge of Piers 30-32 
- Also use for City General Plan, Entitlements 



1. Bay Bridge Upper Deck looking SW   
- Context: Scenic Vista of South Beach shoreline and waterfront  
- Use photo as is 



- Both Daytime and Nighttime Views
- Also use for EIR Project Description
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5. Brannan Street View Corridor looking NE
- Context: Designated Scenic Resource of the Public Setting, View Corridor   
- Reshoot without AC34 tents (Bay water is visible) 
- Also use for City General Plan and Entitlements



6a. Bryant Street at The Embarcadero, looking E  
- Context: Scenic Resource of the Public Setting; Water Basin, View Corridor  
- Reshoot without AC34 tents (Bay water is visible) 
- Also used for City General Plan and Entitlements 
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9a. The Embarcadero looking NE from Townsend 
- Context: Scenic Vista and Resources of the Public Setting; Bay and Hills   
- Reshoot to avoid nearest tree



10. Pier 28 at The Embarcadero looking SE
- Context: Existing character of Piers 30-32 site and historic surroundings   
- Use photo as is
- Also used for Cultural Resources section, and City General Plan
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B. Simulations for the EIR 



• Cultural Resources 
– 2 Simulations proposed; B3, 10



• Project Description 
– 7 Simulations proposed; 1,  B10, B9, B3, 6b, N4, 7



EIR Cultural Resources section uses images B3 and 10
- as seen in previous section. 
- B3 Show Red’s Java House and B10 shows Pier 28 Bulkhead
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EIR Project Description uses images B10, B9, and 1   
- as seen in previous section, additional images follow



6b. Main Street at Bryant looking SE, to SWL 330 
- Context: Existing character of SWL 330 site and surroundings and 
Visual access to Bay looking down Main Street and across SWL 330      



- Use photo as is











12



N4. The Embarcadero looking N to SWL 330 
- Context: Existing character of SWL 330 site and surroundings   
- Use photo as is



7. The Embarcadero at Bryant looking SW to SWL 330 
- Also used for City Entitlements, Use photo as is, shows character of site
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C. Simulations for City General Plan 
and Entitlements



• 8 Simulations proposed, 
• 5, B3, B6, 6a, 7, 9a, 10 and N1  



City General Plan uses images 5, B6, B3 and 6a
- as seen in previous section.
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City General Plan uses images 7, 9a and 10
- also as seen in previous section.



N1. Main Street, looking S to SWL 330  
Context: Existing Character of SWL 330 Site and Surroundings
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Setting Photos
• Figure 1 Regional Setting A, B and C
• Figure 2 Regional Setting D, E and F
• Figure 3 Local Setting A1, A2, and A3
• Figure 4 Local Setting B1, B2 and C
• Figure 5 View Corridors D, E, and F
• Figure 6 View Corridors G, H and I
• Figure X Map of View Corridors











Figure 5.3-1
Regional Setting Photos A, B and C



SOURCE:  ESA, 2013
Case No. 2012.0718E:  Event Center and Mixed-Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330



A1:  San Francisco skyline from Middle Harbor Park, Oakland looking west A2:  San Francisco skyline from the Bay Bridge looking west



B1:  Piers 30 -32 from the Bay Bridge looking southwest B2:  Project area (framed by the Bridge) near Ferry Terminal looking south



C:  South Beach neighborhood looking north over the Brannan Street Wharf and Piers 30-32, to the Bay Bridge, Yerba Buena Island, the Bay, and the  
      East Bay Hills











Figure 5.3-2
Regional Setting Photos D, E and F



SOURCE:  ESA, 2013
Case No. 2012.0718E:  Event Center and Mixed-Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330



D1:  The Bay Bridge to the southeast is a backdrop for the Ferry Plaza D2:  The Bay Bridge to the northeast is visible from along The Embarcadero, 
 including the foot of Brannan Street 



E1:  Rincon Park on The Embarcadero offers clear views of the Bay to the east E2:  The Embarcadero under the Bay Bridge at Pier 28 looking northeast 



F2:  Historic Piers 26 and 28 from The Embarcadero Promenade looking southeastF1:  Looking south towards Embarcadero Historic District and Piers 30-32 
  beyond framed by the Bay Bridge











Figure 5.3-3
Local Setting Photos A1, A2 and A3



SOURCE:  ESA, 2013
Case No. 2012.0718E:  Event Center and Mixed-Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330



A1:  Elevated above Piers 30-32 looking southwest over the Brannan Street Wharf Open Water Basin towards Pier 38, 
   AT&T Ballpark and the South Beach neighborhood 



A2:  View from The Embarcadero looking northeast across the Brannan Street Wharf (under construction) and across Piers 30-32
        to the Bay, the Bay Bridge, Yerba Buena Island, and the East Bay Hills in the background.



A3:  View from Brannan Street Wharf looking northeast to the southern edge of Piers 30-32 (along similar line of sight as Photo A2, 
       above).  Note views similar to those above are blocked by the temporary 34th Americas’ Cup tents.











Figure 5.3-5
Local Setting Photos B1, B2 and C of View Corridors



SOURCE:  ESA, 2013
Case No. 2012.0718E:  Event Center and Mixed-Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330



B2:  View looking north from The Embarcadero.  Beale Street is between the Bayside Village apartments (left) and the Watermark 
        building (center). Seawall Lot 330 is in front, and to the right of the Watermark building.



B1:  Seawall Lot 330 and Watermark building from Piers 30-32 looking northwest. Main Street passes beneath the Bay Bridge 
   under the X-shaped cross bracing



C:  South Beach neighborhood character with shorter buildings along The Embarcadero, and separated taller buildings behind











Figure 5.3-5
Local Setting Photos D, E and F of View Corridors



SOURCE:  ESA, 2013
Case No. 2012.0718E:  Event Center and Mixed-Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330



D:  Brannan Street View Corridor frames Piers 30-32, open water and the Bay Bridge



E:  Steuart Street View Corridor is aligned on Piers 30-32, framed by the Bay Bridge



F:  Beale Street View Corridor allows views to the Brannan Street Open Water Basin 











Figure 5.3-6
Local Setting Photos G, H and I of View Corridors



SOURCE:  ESA, 2013
Case No. 2012.0718E:  Event Center and Mixed-Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330



G:  Bryant Street View Corridor looking northeast, views of the Bay have been limited by surrounding buildings



H:  Main Street looking southeast, is focused on Seawall Lot 330, framed by the Bay Bridge cross bracing



I:  Spear Street looking southeast allows the skyline to drop to street level, and is focused on Piers 30-32 framed by the Bay Bridge
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Figure 5.3-X
View Corridors Focused on Project Area



SOURCE:  Google Maps, ESA, 2013
Case No. 2012.0718E:  Event Center and Mixed-Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330



* Pier 36 removed as part of Brannan Street Wharf project.
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Views of Project Site from The Embarcadero
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From: Kevin Simons
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting
Date: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 6:14:49 PM


Catherine,


How about 8:30 AM Friday?  You call me?


-Kevin


From: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
To: Kevin Simons <kevin_simons@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 6:00 PM
Subject: RE: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting 


I am looking at the pavilion in Park P1 (easier for us to organize).  I would love to
talk with you – would Friday be ok?  Tomorrow has turned into one of those
meeting days.  Times I’m available to chat Friday are: before 9, 12-1, 3-5.


Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
From: Kevin Simons [mailto:kevin_simons@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 4:08 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting
 
Catherine,
 
I'll be there - but what location?
 
Also - would it be possible for you and I to chat for a minute or 2 about Block 1?  
 
I really hate the proposal in it's current form.  I think the massing is fine, the angles, etc are all
good - but the lack of creativity is overwhelming.  
 
I'd love to know if OCII staff share my disappointment?  I try not to be an architecture critic - I
don't think that's my job - but as I said in last weeks' meeting, I'm also getting VERY tired of
everybody complaining about the box jobs - boring palettes - uninspired architecture that
plague Mission Bay.  We represent the citizens of the City, and they've made it VERY clear
(at least to me) that they hate most of the Mission Bay projects that have been completed to
date. As such I feel compelled to be more vocal with these architects with my criticisms.
 



mailto:kevin_simons@yahoo.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/





I think we have a chance here to put a fire under these guys and mix things up... if we don't
start getting some inspired architecture (and by that I mean exterior treatments) in Mission
Bay, it IS going to be one of the blandest and most underwhelming neighborhoods in SF. 


-Kevin
415 378 2347


From: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
To: 
Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 3:20 PM
Subject: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting
 
Hello CAC Members – we are trying to schedule a follow-up meeting
with the Block 1 design team to allow the CAC and community to work
on addressing the concerns raised at last week’s meeting.  Please let
me know if you are planning on attending, and also if you would be
available next Wednesday, May 21 at 5.  If you do plan on participating
and cannot make the 21st, please let me know what evenings would
work for you next week and the following.
 
Also, please let me know if you do NOT want me to provide your
contact information to other City agencies for them to outreach to you
for the Warriors project. 
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San
Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Rich, Ken; Van de Water, Adam; Yee, Bond; Robbins, Jerry; Albert, Peter; Paine, Carli; Grabarkiewctz,


Christopher; Wong, Arleen; Nestor, John; Wise, Viktoriya; Samii, Camron
Cc: "David Carlock (david.; David Noyola; "Chris Mitchell; "Bob Grandy
Subject: Warriors DRAFT TMP for discussion on Jan 17
Date: Monday, January 13, 2014 12:12:44 PM
Attachments: SF Warriors Arena TMP Draft_NOV 13-paa.docx


All,
 
Please see the attached DRAFT TMP produced by Fehr & Peers on behalf of the Warriors. We would
appreciate any comments you have on this draft prior to our meeting on Friday from 10-11:30am so
we can make that session as productive as possible. I believe Viktoriya Wise will be coordinating
comments.
 
We look forward to discussing the concepts proposed on Friday.
 
Best regards,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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[bookmark: _Toc372617990]EXECUTIVE SUMMARY


The Transportation Management Plan (TMP) is a management and operating plan designed to provide multi-modal access to a range of events at the new Golden State Warriors Pavilion in San Francisco as well as activities at the mixed-use development on Seawall Lot 330 located directly across The Embarcadero from the new Pavilion. The purpose of the plan is to reduce vehicular impacts to the South Beach/China Basin Waterfront and in adjacent neighborhoods while providing access to the Pavilion and adjacent retail uses, with a focus on promoting and facilitating use of the extensive, nearby public transit services and pedestrian and bicycle infrastructure.. 


The TMP is a working document that will remains continuously informed by the on-going “Waterfront Transportation Assessment” (WTA) led by the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency (SFMTA), and will be expanded and refined by the Warriors, the City of San Francisco, and other agencies responsible for carrying out the plan. An active monitoring process will occur during the first year of operation to make any necessary adjustments.  It is also anticipated that subsequent refinements will be made to respond to changing event types and schedules, new transportation access and parking opportunities, and planned transportation improvements that are implemented in the Pavilion vicinity.


The TMP provides a summary of planned major transportation projects, the Pavilion project description, event scenarios that are addressed in this document, existing transportation facilities, travel characteristics of  Pavilion attendees, transportation control recommendations, and communication strategies. The travel characteristic assumptions for the new Pavilion are based on the analysis prepared for the project environmental impact report.


The scenarios addressed in this plan are as follows.


· Typical Day (Non-Event Day)


· Small Event – a weekday convention with 6,000 attendees


· Concert – a weeknight event with 9,000 attendees	Comment by Albert, Peter: I recommend adding this since the concert-goers will likely be more one-time, transit-based and (due to age, other characteristics) of possible greater “management” concern to area residents.   


· Peak Event (pre-game) – Warriors game with 18,000 attendees


· Peak Event (post-game) – Warriors game with 18,000 attendees


· Peak Event coinciding with AT&T Event


Transportation control strategies that are identified in the Plan include provision of an on-site Transportation Management Center (TMC) in the Pavilion, designation of a Parking Control Officer (PCO) supervisor who will staff the TMC and manage game day controls, the location of PCO’s who will direct vehicular and pedestrian traffic under various event scenarios, a post-game street closure on the Embarcadero for the peak event, designation of a temporary taxi stand for a convention event, and designation of peak event drop-off and pick-up locations. 


The transportation control strategies also address transit boarding at the nearby Brannan MUNI station, pedestrian control at the Pavilion garage driveway on the Embarcadero, support for taxi loading and a temporary pick-up location for the vehicular valet stand during the peak event.


Communication strategies that are identified in the Plan include promotion, outreach and wayfinding strategies designed to inform event attendees of the various transportation options that are available and provide directions on how to access them.  This includes a description of transportation information that will be provided by the Warriors and event promoters with event ticket purchases. The wayfinding strategies include a series of temporary signs that will be placed to facilitate pedestrian, bicycle, and vehicle circulation and access.





Warriors Pavilion Transportation Management Plan


November 2013
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[bookmark: _Toc358019627][bookmark: _Toc372617991]INTRODUCTION


This introduction describes the purpose, goals, and objectives of the Transportation Management Plan (TMP) for the Golden States Warriors Pavilion project (“Pavilion”). It gives a project overview within the San Francisco context, including ongoing and upcoming projects that will change the transportation system in the area and may prompt adjustments to the TMP in the coming years. It then lists organizations and agencies with a stake in the project with their respective roles and responsibilities, and discusses the overall TMP implementation strategy, including coordination between stakeholders. Finally, it outlines the information contained in the remainder of the TMP. 


[bookmark: _Toc372617992][bookmark: _Toc358019628]TMP Purpose, Goal and Objectives 


The purpose of the TMP is to outline strategies to optimize access to and from the Pavilion within the constraints inherent to a large public event. Its main goal is to minimize negative impacts to the surrounding neighborhood. In particular, it seeks to minimize conflicts between vehicles, pedestrians, bicycles, and transit.


The objectives of the TMP are:


To maximize traffic safety for all road users at key locations around the Pavilion site and broader neighborhood during event ingress and egress; 


To facilitate and promote use of non-automobile transportation by people attending and supporting Pavilion events; and


To ensure efficient exit of vehicles from the Pavilion garage located mid-block on The Embarcadero between Bryant Street and Brannan Street.


The TMP is a living document and may be amended from time to time as travel patterns change as a result of development and changes to the roadway infrastructure and operations, upon the City’s prior approval. The Golden State Warriors is committed to complying with the TMP.


[bookmark: _Toc372617993][bookmark: _Toc358019630]Key Stakeholders 


Key stakeholders in the TMP and their respective roles and responsibilities are listed in Table 11.





			[bookmark: _Ref370224854][bookmark: _Toc372618256]
Table 11: Key Stakeholders, Roles, and Responsibilities 





			Key Stakeholders


			Roles and Responsibilities





			Golden State Warriors (GSW)


			The GSW is the project sponsor and is responsible for compliance with the TMP.





			San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency (SFMTA)


			The SFMTA has jurisdiction over the City’s public right-of-way (ROW) and manages all surface transportation infrastructure and systems in the City, including roads, sidewalks, bicycle lanes, parking, transit, and traffic control1. This includes San Francisco’s bus and light rail service under the Muni brand, which will provide access to the Pavilion. Recommendations related to physical changes to the ROW have to be reviewed and approved by the SFMTA.





			Caltrans


			Caltrans is California’s Department of Transportation and has jurisdiction over the freeways that provide regional vehicle access to the proposed Pavilion site.





			Port of San Francisco (Port)


			The Port of San Francisco (Port) has jurisdiction over San Francisco’s waterfront, including The Embarcadero and a few city blocks inland from the water’s edge1. The Port also oversees operation of the ferry terminals at the nearb Ferry Building as well as general water taxi and transit access facilities.  Revenues from parking meters on those street segments belong to the Port, and street uses on those segments, such as designated passenger pick-up and drop-off locations, have to be coordinated and approved by the Port.





			San Francisco Bay Conservation and Development Commission (BCDC)


			The BCDC is the federally-designated state coastal management agency for the San Francisco Bay segment of the California coastal zone. This designation empowers the Commission to use the authority of the federal Coastal Zone Management Act to ensure that federal projects and activities are consistent with the policies of the Bay Plan and state law2. 





			San Francisco County Transportation Authority (SFCTA)


			The SFCTA serves as the Congestion Management Agency (CMA) for San Francisco County.





			San Francisco Planning Department


			The Planning Department is responsible for reviewing project applications, including the assessment of environmental impacts on the City and its residents, as well as complying and enforcing the Planning and Zoning Codes.





			San Francisco Department of Public Works (DPW)


			DPW is responsible for street maintenance and implementation of streetscape projects in San Francisco, including curb ramp installations and upgrades. Recommendations for physical changes to the ROW would be implemented by DPW under direction of SFMTA.





			San Francisco Police Department (SFPD)


			SFPD is responsible for emergency response, oversight/override of traffic control plans, incident management, and coordination with SFFD and the California Highway Patrol as needed.





			San Francisco Fire Department (SFFD)


			SFFD provides fire suppression and emergency medical services to the residents, visitors, and workers within San Francisco.





			Caltrain


			Caltrain is a California commuter rail line connecting San Francisco to the Peninsula and Santa Clara Valley to the South. Its terminal station in the north is at 4th and King Streets, approximately 1 mile south of the project site.





			Bay Area Rapid Transit (BART)


			BART is a rapid transit system that serves the San Francisco Bay Area. It operates five routes with 44 stations in four counties. Downtown San Francisco is roughly the geographic center of the BART system, and its Embarcadero station is less than one mile from the project site.





			San Francisco Bicycle Coalition (SFBC)


			The SFBC is San Francisco’s bicycle advocacy group and provides free, volunteer bicycle valet parking services at several events around the City, including Giants games at AT&T Park. The SFBC also has an interest in bicyclist circulation and safety, particularly along designated bicycle routes.





			Notes:


1. Although the Port has jurisdiction over certain street segments in San Francisco, SFMTA still manages all aspects of surface transportation on those streets under agreement with the Port.


2. Source: http://www.bcdc.ca.gov/history.shtml.


Source: Fehr & Peers, 2013.











[bookmark: _Toc372617994][bookmark: _Toc358019629]Project Context 


The proposed Pavilion site consists of Piers 30-32 along the waterfront in the South Beach neighborhood of San Francisco and is well-served by local and regional transit (Muni, BART, ferries, regional buses and Caltrain) as well as bicycle and pedestrian facilities, a robust roadway network, and freeway access. The project location is illustrated on Figure 11. The project site plan is illustrated on Figure 11.  


Over the past several years, many projects in the area have affected the transportation system, including the opening of the Giants baseball stadium in 2000, the construction of several residential towers, and the opening of the T-third light rail line connecting San Francisco’s Financial District to Sunnydale, which started operation in 2007. Several additional, significant transportation investments at or near the site are projected to begin operation within the next 5-10 years, including SFMTA’s Central Subway, the electrification of Caltrain and expansion and upgrades to the ferry terminals.  These types of capacity and service enhancements are included in the WTA and provide essential context for planning safe, efficient transportation access to the Pavilion, adjacent retail uses and Seawall Lot 330.          


The projects listed in the following sections, which are either ongoing or upcoming, will also impact the transportation system in the area and may warrant changes to the TMP. Note that although there are no projects specifically intended for pedestrians, many projects include pedestrian improvements or have implications for pedestrian circulation and safety.





[bookmark: _Ref370226860][bookmark: _Toc372618244]Figure 11: Project Location
	Comment by Albert, Peter: The inset map on this page is key to illustrating the transit-rich setting, so it should also show  “Ferry Building,” “Future Transbay Terminal” and Munit Metro platforms at Folsom and Brannan. 


[bookmark: _Toc372618245]Figure 12: Site Plan	Comment by Albert, Peter: Considering importance of Transit, I recommend extending map a bit south to show Brannan Street Muni station.





[bookmark: _Toc372617995]Transit Projects


SFMTA


Several major near-term and long-term SFMTA Muni projects are proposed that directly improve service frequency, capacity, travel time, cost-effectiveness and reliability in the vicinity of the project site.    


SFMTA Transit Effectiveness Project (TEP) – This is an ongoing SFMTA program that aims to improve Muni service and reliability. The project includes both general improvements throughout the system and measures for specific transit lines. Implementation is ongoing and scheduled for completion in 2016. The following changes are scheduled to take place in the project area:


· Increased service frequency and transit travel priority treatments to key Muni bus and streetcar corridors within ½ mile of the project site, including the F Market, 14 Mission, 1 California, 5 Fulton, 38 Geary, 21 Hayes and 31 Balboa.,      


· Introduction of the E Embarcadero streetcar line, connecting Fisherman’s Wharf with the Fourth and King Caltrain station (nearest stop: Brannan Station).


· Realignment of the 10 Townsend to serve the Mission Bay neighborhood (nearest stop: Second Street and Bryant Street).


· Introduction of the 11 Downtown Connector, providing service to Van Ness Avenue and Bay Street via North Beach and Van Ness Muni Station via Folsom/Harrison (nearest stop: Second Street and Harrison Street), and related discontinuation of the 12 Folsom bus route (with same nearest stop).


· Frequency and Capacity enhancements for Muni Metro, including the two lines that run closest to the site (the N Judah and T Third but affecting all five Muni Metro lines which serve the Embarcadero Station 2/3 from the project site,


· Select “pilot” trials on lines within ½ mile of the project site that speed up corridor travel time and may become standard service plan features, such as the 5 Fulton “Limited”  Discontinuation of the 12 Folsom bus route (nearest stop: Second Street and Harrison Street).


SFMTA Central Subway – SFMTA Muni proposes to operate a light rail subway at high frequency between Chinatown, Union Square, Yerban Buena Gardens and the Caltrain depot at 4th and King Streets (about 3/4 mile from the project site) beginning in 2019.  The T Third would be divered north of the Channel to serve this subway, and would no longer operate along the waterfront.  Construction of this project is well underway.


SFMTA Bus Rapid Transit – SFMTA proposes to build and operate two Muni “rapid bus” corridors with terminals within ¾ mile from the project site:  the Van Ness corridor (with one of two lines terminating at 4th & King Streets) and the Geary Corridor.  These service and infrastructure enhancements are expected to be in operation by 2020, bringing faster, higher-capacity transit between the site and Northwest San Francisco.  


Transbay Transit Center – The new Transbay Transit Center, currently under construction and scheduled for completion in 2017, will be a major hub serving 11 transit providers. It will be located between Beale, First, Mission and Howard Streets, approximately ½-mile from the project site. During construction, AC Transit, Muni, and SamTrans (among others) are utilizing the Temporary Transbay Terminal facilities located between Howard, Folsom, Main, and Beale Streets, approximately 1/3-mile from the project site. All bus operations will move to the Transit Center after construction is complete. The relocation of bus operations will include the reinstatement of this facility as a major Muni terminal and hub close to the project site and will not substantially affect the pedestrian paths of Pavilion attendees who utilize these bus services since the terminals are in close proximity. 


The Transit Center will also eventually become the northern terminus for Caltrain service, which will bring this service approximately ½-mile closer to the Pavilion as compared to the current northern terminus, one mile away at Fourth and King Streets. This change will affect pedestrian patterns of Pavilion attendees who utilize Caltrain service. The Caltrain Downtown Extension (DTX) is a planned project that has not been fully funded or environmentally cleared. 


Transbay Center District Plan – This Public Realm Plan component of the Transbay Center District Plan implements the changes to the circulation network to accommodate the projected levels of density and activity generated by the Transbay Transit Center. Changes relevant to the Pavilion site:


· Removal of vehicular travel lanes on Fremont Street, Beale Street, Main Street, and southbound Spear Street north of Folsom Street.


· On Folsom Street, adding a vehicular travel lane in the westbound direction from Fremont Street to The Embarcadero and removing a lane in the eastbound direction between The Embarcadero and Third Street.


· Sidewalk widening on both sides of the street on Folsom Street (between The Embarcadero and Third Street) and north of Folsom Street on Fremont Street and Beale Street.


· Sidewalk widening on the west side of Main Street and Spear Street.


· Pedestrian bulbouts at intersections along Folsom Street (from Spear Street to First Street), and along Spear Street and Main Street (north of Folsom Street).


These network changes will have impacts on vehicular and pedestrian flows near the proposed Pavilion site.


Ferry Building Landings and Terminals – the Port of San Francisco operates the ferry terminals at the Ferry Building ½ mile from the project site, in cooperation with the Water Emergency Transportation Authority (WETA) and Golden Gate Transit.  Frequent, daily ferry service is provided between this site and seven cities in Alameda, Solano, San Mateo and Marin Counties.  The Ferry Building is alos a major Muni bus and streetcar terminal hub, serving numerous cross-town and downtown lines..


[bookmark: _Toc372617996]Bicycle Projects


The 2009 Bike Plan includes several improvements to the bicycle network throughout the City. Of the improvements approved for implementation in the near-term, the following projects will affect bicycle circulation in the vicinity of the site: 


The installation of a Class II[footnoteRef:1] bicycle lane on Fremont Street (one-way northbound) between Harrison Street and Howard Street. [1:  Class II facilities are striped lanes on roadways designated for use by bicycles.] 



The conversion of the Class III[footnoteRef:2] bicycle facility on Howard between The Embarcadero and Fremont Street into a Class II bicycle lane. [2:  Class III facilities are designated roadways where bicycles and vehicles share travel lanes.] 



The conversion of the Class III bicycle facility on 2nd Street to Class II bicycle lanes.


Expansion and extension of the Folsom Street Class II bicycle lanes. 


SFMTA is also considering the addition of a two-way Class I (physically separated from automobile traffic) cycle track along The Embarcadero (Inset 1-1). Although this project is not currently included in the Bike Plan, grant funding has recently been awarded to SFMTA to design the cycle track.





			Inset 1-1 – Cycle Track Illustration





			[image: C:\Users\bgrandy\Desktop\SF Arena\Draft TMP v2 (Nov 13)\Embarcadero Cycle Track.png]





			Source: SPUR, Buildling the EmBIKEadero Waterfront Bike Path








Bicycle Sharing – the Bay Area Air Quality Management District and the SFMTA’ debuted the Bay Area Bicycle Sharing program in 2013 with 35 bicycle stations and 350 bicycles in and around Downtown San Francisco, including directly across the Embarcadero from the project site.  SFMTA has plans to expand this network and intensity distribution within this core to reach at least 500 bikes within the next year.  


As these projects are implemented, modifications to the control strategies outlined in the TMP may be warranted.





[bookmark: _Toc372617997]Regional Traffic Projects


Proposal to remove the northern section of Interstate 280 – This proposal is currently being explored by the City and would remove the I-280 terminus on- and off-ramps from their current location adjacent to the Caltrain Station at Fourth and King Streets. This removal may have various benefits, including uniting the neighborhoods currently split by the freeway, opening up land for development, reducing the complexity of the downtown rail extension, and reducing vehicle-pedestrian conflicts at the crossing outside the Caltrain Station. If this project moves forward, it will affect access to the Pavilion.


[bookmark: _Toc372617998][bookmark: _Toc358019631]Implementation Strategy 


[bookmark: _Toc372617999]Coordination with Agencies and Transit Providers


Traffic controls proposed in the TMP will require coordination with several of the agencies described in section 1.2. Table 12 summarizes the necessary coordination between the Warriors and public agencies and transit providers during Pavilion events.


			[bookmark: _Ref370224905][bookmark: _Toc372618257]
Table 12: Control and Service Coordination Summary





			Control or Service


			Agency


			Coordination





			Post-game special train service to South Bay


			Caltrain


			Real-time communication between Transportation Management Control (TMC) and Caltrain during games so that train can be put into service at 4th/King station at appropriate time





			Changeable message sign on I-280


			Caltrans, SFMTA


			Location, installation, and operation of changeable message sign alerting drivers on northbound I-280 of closures on The Embarcadero.





			Use of existing SFgo video cameras for observation of traffic conditions on streets pre-, during, and post-event


			SFMTA


			Permission from SFMTA to see live streams from video cameras from the TMC room at the Pavilion.





			Traffic management by Parking Control Officers (PCOs) on the streets pre-, during, and post-event 


			SFMTA


			Real-time communication between TMC and PCOs on the street 





			Post-game special northbound light rail service 


			SFMTA (Muni)


			Real-time communication between TMC and SFMTA (Muni) during games so that additional light rail trains can be put into service at 4th/King station at appropriate time





			Valet bicycle parking during events


			SFBC


			The provision of free valet bicycle parking at the Pavilion must be coordinated with the SFBC.





			Curb Cuts and Curb ramp upgrades


			DPW


			Installation of curb cuts, curb ramps at street intersections where they are missing, and curb ramp upgrades must be coordinated with DPW’s Ramp Upgrade Program.





			Enhanced post-game BART service on event days


			BART


			Coordination of game schedules so that BART augment service by providing additional train cars post-game. 





			On-street special event pricing


			SFMTA (SFpark), Port


			Provide event schedule to SFpark’s group within SFMTA and the Port for implementation of special event pricing at on-street parking meters during events.





			Source: Fehr & Peers 2013.











[bookmark: _Toc372618000][bookmark: _Toc358019632]Document Organization 


Chapter 2 summarizes the Pavilion project and outlines the event scenarios. Chapter 3 describes the existing transportation system in the project vicinity, including the street network, transit, bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure, and regional traffic access. Chapter 4 describes the travel demand management program that will be implemented to increase the level of access to the project by transit, bicycling and walking. Chapter 5 describes the anticipated characteristics of Pavilion attendees, including the key assumptions on which the TMP recommendations are based. Chapter 6 describes the proposed controls and is organized by event scenario, ranging from the simplest event (i.e. a typical day) to most complex event (Pavilion event concurrent with event in AT&T Park), and is organized so that the controls listed in each section add to the controls listed in each of the previous sections. Finally, Chapter 7 discusses communication strategies designed to complement the controls listed in Chapter 6, and includes wayfinding and outreach. Chapter 8 describes how the TMP will be monitored and refined over time. 


[bookmark: _Toc372618001]PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND EVENT SCENARIOS
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[bookmark: _Toc372618003]General


The proposed site is comprised of Piers 30-32, located along The Embarcadero at Bryant Street; and Seawall Lot 330, across the Embarcadero from Piers 30-32, at the corner of Bryant Street. The current program for the Pavilion site includes the following:


Seating capacity: 18,064.


90,000 square feet of retail in multiple buildings along the Embarcadero sidewalk.


Red’s Java House, currently located at the northwest corner of the site, will be relocated to the southwest corner of Piers 30-32 and have outdoor seating.


18,470 square foot fire house with capacity for three boats along the north side of the pier.


7.6 acres of open space.


The public realm zones and uses for the pavilion are shown below in Inset 2-1. There will be two entries to the Pavilion, one at the North Entry Plaza at the northwest corner and one at the South Plaza at the southwest corner of Pier 30-32.   The North Entry Plaza is an accessible entry from Embarcadero that provides access to the retail uses and the Pavilion. Pedestrians will be able to gain access to retail uses and the upper plaza/terraces via a series of ramps or stairs. The South Plaza is an accessible entry that provides access to upper venues via the Grand Stair that will have both accessible ramps and stairs. The South Plaza will include a large event space and the relocated Red’s Java House.


			Inset 2-1 – Pavilion Public Realm Zones and Uses





			[image: C:\Users\bgrandy\Desktop\SF Arena\Draft TMP v2 (Nov 13)\Site Plan Public Realm Uses.png]





			Source: Golden State Warriors











The Pier 30-32 improvements maximize public access and open space. The primary outdoor public spaces on the Pier include:


The North Entry Plaza located on the northwest side of the Pier adjacent to the Embarcadero


The South Plaza located on the southwest side of the Pier adjacent to the Embarcadero;


The Bay Promenade, a Pier walk wrapping the North, East and South East edge of the pier;


The Grand Stairs, connecting the South Plaza to the Event Plaza;


The Event Plaza located at Main Concourse Level;


The Upper View Terrace; and


The View Terrace, located on the North side overlooking the Bay.


 Seawall Lot 330 will have a 227 room hotel, 176 residential units, and 30,000 square feet of retail space.


[bookmark: _Toc372618004]Maritime Uses


The Bay Promenade will be a working waterfront that will include maritime uses such as fireboats, a water taxi landing, a possible ferry landing, and a cruise ship berth on the north and east sides of Piers 30-32. 


A deep water berth along the east edge of the pier. This existing berth is currently used as overflow for the cruise ship terminal at Pier 35 and occasionally for ceremonial ships (i.e. during Fleet Week), and its use would not change. 


A ferry landing (capacity for 1 boat at a time) on the  north side of the pier;


Fireboat landings (capacity for 2 boats at once) on the north side of the pier, for boats relocated from Pier 22½;


A water taxi landing on the north side of the pier.


[bookmark: _Toc372618005]Vehicle Parking


The current Pavilion program includes a 500-space parking garage broken down as described below:


150 reserved for players, coaches, and the Fire Department;


350 spaces available to the public on non-event days and dedicated for premium ticket holders during an NBA game.


The number of on-site parking spaces may be reduced as the final plans for the Pavilion are developed. This reduction would be part of a distributed parking strategy that would involve a reduced level of on-site parking and additional parking at one or more of three alternative sites.


Site 1: 63 surface or 85 valet parking spaces at Seawall Lot 328, located on the Embarcadero just north of Spear Street (under the bridge), with access on Spear Street.


Site 2: 232 parking spaces at the Caltrans Corp Yard at 434 Main Street (at Bryant Street) with access on Beale Street, Main Street, and Bryant Street.


Site 3: 224 underground parking spaces at the Seawall Lot 330 site (in addition to the original provision) across from the Pavilion, with access on Beale Street.


Site 4: A combination of two or more options as described above.


For diagrams illustrating these locations, please see Appendix B. 


Attendees who purchase reserved parking will receive instructions for entering and exiting the Pavilion garage (or other location) with their ticket confirmation. The parking operation on event days will consist of attendants checking entering vehicles for valid parking access to a space in the garage or lot.


Under the current scenario (500-space garage at Pavilion site), on non-event days and on event days with evening events, the garage will be available for public parking to support the retail. Garage operation will consist of attended valet parking. The valet parking drop-off and pick-up location will be on northbound Embarcadero, north of the garage driveway, where the majority of the retail is located. This placement will require coordination with SFMTA and the Port so that a white curb (passenger loading) can be painted and the curb can be reserved for this purpose. Although valet parking for retail and restaurant users will be available on most event days, vehicles may be parked offsite for some events.


In addition to the distributed parking strategy for the 500 spaces described above, the Pavilion program also includes coordination and facilitation with incentives to utilize the over 10,000 parking spaces in garages within a ¾ mile from the project site that are currently underutilized or closed to the public after 6:30 pm on weekdays and on weekends.  More details about this parking strategy are included in Chapter 4: Travel Demand Management.      


.


[bookmark: _Toc372618006]Bicycle Parking


The site will include space for up to 100 bicycles for employees. In addition, it will include a valet bicycle parking facility accessible from the sidewalk at the center of the site, with space for up to 300 bicycles. The valet parking facility will be attended from two hours before tipoff to approximately one hour after the final buzzer.


In addition to the valet bicycle parking program, the Pavilion program will include support for expanding the capacity and number of stations dedicated to the Bay Area Bicycle Sharing program .


[bookmark: _Toc372618007]Event Scenarios 


The primary event scenarios anticipated for the Pavilion are as follows:


Typical Day (Non-Event Day). 


Small Event – convention with 6,000 attendees.


Concert – a weeknight event with 9,000 attendees


Pavilion Peak Event (pre-game) – Warriors game with 18,000 attendees.


Peak Event (post-game) – Warriors game with 18,000 attendees


Peak Event coinciding with AT&T Event (with 41,500 attendees)


The event scenarios and time periods analyzed in the TMP are designed to provide a range of typical scenarios. Transportation control measures for events not specifically described (i.e. concerts) will be derived based on reviewing the plans for events with comparable attendance levels included in the TMP.


[bookmark: _Toc372618008]Typical Day (Non-Event Day)


The retail, restaurant, and public open space uses located adjacent to the Pavilion will be open 365 days a year.


[bookmark: _Toc372618009]Small Event


Small events (3,000 to 9,000 attendees) may consist of conventions, theater events, small concerts, family shows, non-NBA sporting events, and other types of events to be decided. For the purpose of the TMP, a small event is defined as a convention with an attendance of 6,000 people.


Concert


PLEASE ADD DESCRIPTION – something like “Concerts will range from 7500-9000, happen at night, draw a different type of user than the typical attendee of a Small or Peak Event and who will likely be younger, more transit-dependent, and a less-regular Pavilion user..,    	Comment by Albert, Peter: Need text here


[bookmark: _Toc372618010]Peak Event


Peak events are defined in this TMP as events where more than half the seating capacity of the Pavilion will be occupied; i.e. events with more than 9,000 attendees. These include all GSW pre-season, regular season, and post-season games as well as some larger concerts. The peak event analyzed in detail in the TMP is a sold out basketball game that fills the Pavilion to capacity (18,000 attendees).


The NBA regular season consists of 41 home games. 


The majority of games take place in the evening (7:30 pm tipoff). In the 2012-2013 season, there was one daytime game (1:00 pm tipoff) during the regular season and it took place on a holiday (Martin Luther King Day, 01/21/13). Since most concerts typically take place in the evening, most of the egress from the Pavilion will occur at night, during off-peak traffic conditions. At least some games and concerts, however, will have ingress activity during the weekday evening commute period.


[bookmark: _Toc372618011]Peak Event Concurrent with Event at AT&T Park


The traffic controls section of the TMP proposes increasing levels of traffic controls ranging from the smallest event requiring the least control (i.e. typical day scenario) to the most complex event requiring the most controls (i.e. an Pavilion event coinciding with an AT&T Park event). 


[bookmark: _Toc372618012]Typical Annual Event Distribution 


It is anticipated that the Pavilion will have a total of approximately 200-220 events each year, distributed as follows:


43-59 GSW home games (2 pre-season + 41 regular season + a maximum possible of 16 home playoff games), all taking place from 7:30 pm to 10:30 pm.


45 concerts/theater events, mostly on Friday and Saturday nights from 7:30-10:30 pm, concentrated during late Fall, Winter, and Early Spring. 


55 family shows. Tours typically perform 10 shows in the building over 5 days (Wed-Sun) as described in Table X-X.


Approximately 60 other sporting events and conventions distributed throughout the year as the building schedule permits.


Table 21 summarizes the annual event distribution. 






			[bookmark: _Ref370224949][bookmark: _Toc372618258]
Table 21: Typical Annual PAVILION Event Distribution 





			Event Description 


			Quantity


			Event Type1


			Event Time


			Daytime or Evening





			Warriors Events


			43-59


			


			


			





				Pre-season


			2-3


			Peak Event


			7:30 pm – 10:30 pm


			Evening





				Season


			41


			Peak Event


			7:30 pm – 10:30 pm


			Evening





				Post-season


			0-16


			Peak Event


			7:30 pm – 10:30 pm


			Evening





			Non-Warriors Events


			161


			


			


			





				Concerts


			45


			Peak Event


			Fri-Sat 7:30 pm – 10:30 pm


			Evening





				Family Shows


			55


			Small Event


			


			





			


			15


			Small Event


			Wed-Fri 7:30 pm-9:00 pm


			Evening





			


			5


			Small Event


			Fri 10:30 am-12:00 pm


			Daytime





			


			20


			Small Event


			Sat-Sun 11:00 am-1:00 pm


Sat-Sun 3:00 pm-4:30 pm


			Daytime





			


			10


			Small Event


			Sat-Sun 7:00 pm-8:30 pm


			Evening





			


			5


			Small Event


			TBD


			TBD





				Other Sporting Events


			30


			TBD


			TBD


			TBD





				Other Events


			31


			TBD


			TBD


			TBD





			Notes:


1. Of the peak events, it is anticipated that fewer than 10 will overlap with events at AT&T Park.


Source: Golden State Warriors.














[bookmark: _Toc372618013]EXISTING CONDITIONS


Chapter 3 describes existing transportation systems serving the Pavilion site, including the street network, freeways, transit hubs and bicycle facilities.  Select commitments to make near-term significant changes in conditions are certain and fully-funded are noted.  


[bookmark: _Toc372618014]Street Network 


Since the Pavilion site is on the waterfront, the street network serving it extends to the north, west, and south only. 


[bookmark: _Toc372618015]Local Access


Local access to the site is provided by a square grid of streets running northwest-southeast and northeast-southwest; however, for simplification, this document uses the following convention:


Northwest = North


Southeast = South


Northeast = East


Southwest = West


This section describes the streets that are most relevant for access to the immediate vicinity of the site and discusses their relevance for particular modes as appropriate. 


The Embarcadero, where the site is located, is a two-way north-south roadway that runs along San Francisco’s waterfront between King and Taylor Streets. In general, The Embarcadero has two or three travel lanes in each direction. The San Francisco General Plan identifies it as a Major Arterial in the Congestion Management Plan (CMP) Network, a Metropolitan Transportation System (MTS) Street, a Transit Preferential Street (Transit Important Street), and a Neighborhood Commercial Pedestrian Street. Muni lines N Judah and T Third operate along the median between Howard and King Streets, although the T Third is proposed to divert to the Central Subway along 4th Street when that project opens in 2019.. Bicycle Route 5 runs along The Embarcadero (Class II between King and North Point Streets, and Class I between North Point and Taylor Streets). The sidewalk along the water side of The Embarcadero, which is designated a portion of the Bay Trail, is approximately 30 feet wide and serves as a mostly uninterrupted multi-use path for pedestrians and bicyclists.


Approximately ½-mile south of the site, The Embarcadero transitions to King Street, a four-lane east-west roadway that connects to the terminus of I-280. Muni lines N Judah and T Third operate in the median along King Street between The Embarcadero and Fourth Street. AT&T Park, home of the San Francisco Giants, is located on King Street between Second and Third Streets. Caltrain has its terminus station on Fourth Street between King and Townsend Streets. Although King Street is not directly adjacent to the Pavilion project site, it plays a major role in providing access to and from the site. 


Townsend Street runs east-west between The Embarcadero and Division Street/Eighth Street. There are between one and two travel lanes in each direction with a two-way left turn lane in some places. Between The Embarcadero and Second Street, bicycles share the lane with vehicle traffic. There are Class II bike lanes along the length of Townsend Street to the west of Second Street, and Caltrain has its terminus station on Fourth Street between King and Townsend Streets. 


Bryant Street originates at The Embarcadero across from the Pavilion site at Piers 30-32 and extends to Precita Avenue in Peralta Heights. Between The Embarcadero and Second Street, Bryant Street operates two-way in the east-west direction with two to three lanes; however, the presence of the elevated freeway limits accessibility to and from Bryant Street between Beale and Second Streets. Vehicles traveling west on Bryant Street past Beale Street may be forced onto the I-80 East freeway on-ramp just after First Street if they do not turn off of Bryant Street at one of the local street intersections to the South. 


The following three streets run north-south from Market Street towards the site: Spear Street (easternmost), Main Street, and Beale Street (westernmost). Together with The Embarcadero, they are the primary roadways providing pedestrian and bicycle access to the site from the financial district and transit hubs to the north, including the Embarcadero BART Station and the temporary and future (permanent) Transbay Terminals.


Main Street is a north-south roadway that runs between Market and Bryant Streets. It generally operates one-way northbound with four travel lanes, except between Bryant and Folsom Streets where it operates two-way with one lane in the northbound direction and two lanes in the southbound direction. Multiple Muni and regional bus routes operate on Main Street between Market Street and the Temporary Transbay Terminal at Howard Street.


Beale Street is a north-south roadway that runs between Market Street and a cul-de-sac adjacent to The Embarcadero. Between Market and Folsom Streets, Beale Street operates in the southbound direction with three or four travel lanes. South of Folsom Street, Beale Street operates with one lane in each direction and has a Class II bicycle lane in the southbound direction to Bryant Street. 


Spear Street is a north-south roadway that runs between Market Street and a cul-de-sac adjacent to The Embarcadero. It operates in the southbound direction only with three travel lanes.


Vehicular access to the proposed Pavilion site via Beale and Spear Streets is limited because of their one-way operation and the fact that both terminate in cul-de-sacs (i.e. they are separated from The Embarcadero by wide sections of sidewalk). This minimizes vehicular traffic on these two streets, and makes them good environments for walking and bicycling towards the Pavilion from the Embarcadero BART station on Market Street between Main and Spear Streets. While pedestrians can walk uninterrupted from both streets onto The Embarcadero, in the current configuration of the cul-de-sacs bicyclists have to dismount and lift their bicycles onto the sidewalk, and then lower them onto the bicycle lanes on The Embarcadero.


Fourth Street is a principal north-south arterial between Market Street and Channel Street. It operates in the southbound direction with four travel lanes. At King Street, where the Caltrain Station and a Muni platform are located, it has two dedicated right-turn lanes for vehicular access to I-280.


Brannan Street is an east-west roadway that runs between The Embarcadero and Tenth Street. It generally operates two-way with two travel lanes in each direction. The light rail platform for Muni’s N Judah and T Third lines closest to the proposed site is located in the center island of The Embarcadero at Brannan Street. 


Essex Street runs in the north-south direction for one block between Folsom Street and Harrison Street. It has two general travel lanes and two transit only lanes in the southbound direction. At Harrison Street, Essex Street connects to the I-80 eastbound on-ramp. Muni route 108 Treasure Island and AC Transit Transbay lines run on Essex Street.


Harrison Street runs in the east-west direction between The Embarcadero and Thirteenth/Division Streets, operating one-way westbound between Third and Tenth Streets. In the downtown area, Harrison Street is a primary route to the I-80 freeway, with on-ramps at the intersections of First Street and Essex Street, and to U.S. 101 southbound, with an on-ramp at Fourth Street. Northbound left turns are prohibited from The Embarcadero onto Harrison Street.


[bookmark: _Toc372618016]Transit Network 


[image: Description: N:\temp\Libi\Icons\Transit-01.png]This section discusses transit provision to the proposed Pavilion site with a focus on the most active transit hubs, including BART and Caltrain stations, Muni light rail platforms, the Ferry Building and the temporary Transbay Terminal. This section is organized in order of proximity to the site, starting with the transit hub that is furthest away (Caltrain Station) and ending with the one that is closest (Muni light rail platforms) (Figure 31).


[bookmark: _Toc372618017]Caltrain (Regional)


Caltrain provides passenger rail service on the Peninsula between San Francisco and Downtown San Jose with several stops in San Mateo and Santa Clara Counties. Limited service is available south of San Jose. Within San Francisco, Caltrain terminates at a station located on Fourth Street between King and Townsend Streets, approximately one mile southwest of the proposed Pavilion site. The Fourth/King station is served by local, limited, and “Baby Bullet” trains. 


Caltrain service headways in the non-peak direction during the PM peak, which will serve Pavilion events, are variable depending on the specific service provided by the train (bullet or limited); however, there are typically 6 or 7 arrivals in one hour. With the service improvements from electrification of the system by 2019, Caltrain is considering increasing train serving frequencies that this enhancement makes possible. On weekends, headways are once per hour, so that most Pavilion attendees will likely arrive in a single train. Finally, Caltrain currently provides special post-game train service following Giants games. 


[bookmark: _Toc372618018]Bay Area Rapid Transit (BART, Regional)


BART provides regional commuter rail service in the Bay Area. San Francisco’s Financial District is centrally located within the system, which provides service to the East Bay (Pittsburg/Bay Point, Richmond, Dublin/Pleasanton and Fremont) and to San Mateo County (San Francisco International Airport and Millbrae) with operating hours between 4 AM and midnight. In the Financial District, BART operates underground below Market Street. The BART station closest to the proposed project site is Embarcadero Station, located on Market Street with exits near Main Street and Spear Street.  During the weekday PM peak period, when event-goers are expected to arrive at Embarcadero Station, headways are generally 5 to 15 minutes for each line. Off-peak headways are generally 20 minutes for each line. BART trains range from 3 to 10 cars depending on time of day and demand. BART will extend its service to Warm Springs in 2015 and to San Jose in 2018, and via eBART to east Contra Costa Coutny in 2016.  BART is also proposing early phases of its “BART Metro” project (that increases Transbay Tube/SF frequency) and to introduce higher-capacity train cars within the next 5-10 years.   The BART system map is illustrated below.


[bookmark: _Ref370392465][bookmark: _Ref370392461][bookmark: _Toc372618246]Figure 31: Existing Transit Facilities
	Comment by Albert, Peter: Good map – please consider calling out “Embarcadero BART/Muni Metro Station,” “Brannan Street Muni Metro Station” “Folsom Street Muni Metro Station” and “4th & King Caltrain Terminal” on map as you do Ferry Building, Future Transbay Terminal, etc.?


			[bookmark: _Toc372618259]Bart System Map	Comment by Albert, Peter: Use map showing eBART, Warm Springs and SJ extensions.  This clarifies how many new population centers will become within rapid transit access to the site.





			[image: N:\Projects\2013 Projects\SF13-0682_SF Warriors Arena TMP\Data Collection\Maps\system-map.gif]





			Source: www.bart.gov








[bookmark: _Toc372618019]Ferry Building


 WETA, Blue & Gold and Golden Gate operate regular ferry service between the San Francisco Ferry Building (1/2 mile from the project site) and Vallejo, Larkspur, Sausalito, Tiburon, Oakland, Alameda and South San Francisco.  Golden Gate and WETA also provide event-level service to AT&T Park 2/3 mile from the project site. The Ferry Building is also a terminal / hub for Muni and Amtrak/Amtrak Capital Corridor service,  


San Francisco Muni (Local)


Muni operates bus, cable cars, streetcars, and light rail lines within San Francisco. The primary lines that most-direclty serveing the proposed Pavilion site are the KT Ingleside-Third Street and the N Judah-Metro light rail lines, which operate in a dedicated right-of-way in the center of The Embarcadero, but the majority of all Muni bus, streetcar and metro lines terminate or stop within 1 mile of the project site . 


KT Ingleside-Third Street – The T Third Street light rail route connects Visitacion Valley to Market Street BART/Muni Stations in Downtown San Francisco via the Bayview, Dogpatch, AT&T Park, and South Beach. In Downtown, the line continues as the K Ingleside and connects to Balboa Park BART Station via the Castro, West Portal and St Francis Wood. It operates weekdays and weekends from approximately 4 AM to 1 AM. This line will be diverted to the Central Subway in 2019, and its 4th/Brannan station is within 2/3 mile of the project site.  


N Judah-Metro – The N Metro light rail route connects Ocean Beach to Market Street BART/Muni Stations in Downtown San Francisco via Outer and Inner Sunset, the University of California San Francisco Parnassus Campus and the Cole Valley, the California Pacific Medical Center, and the Lower Haight. From Downtown, the N connects to the San Francisco Caltrain station at Fourth and King Streets via Market Street, the Embarcadero, South Beach, and the AT&T Ballpark. On weekdays it operates from approximately 4:30 AM to 2 AM. On weekends, it operates from approximately 6:30 AM to 1:30 AM. 


Although there is no Muni light rail platform at Bryant Street, both lines stop at raised platforms located along The Embarcadero at the following locations:


Just south of Brannan Street (1/8-mile south of the site) 


Just north of Harrison Street (1/4-mile north of the site)


Just west of 4th and King Streets, adjacent to the Caltrain station


In addition, all other Muni light rail lines and several east-west Muni bus lines overlap the KT and N lines at the Downtown stations, including the Embarcadero BART/Muni Station and other Market Street Muni bus/rail hubs that range from ½ to ¾ mile away. Event-goers coming from other parts of San Francisco can transfer to either line or walk to the Pavilion from Market Street. Within five years, Muni expects to operate several enhanced service routes benefitting from the TEP, which could include the 14 Mission, 22 Fillmore, N Judah, T Third, and E Embarcadero,  Two new Muni Bus Rapid Transit corridors (Van Ness and Geary) will have at least one of the programmed lines terminate within ¾ mile of the project site within the next 5-8 years.  Lastly, many major Muni some bus lines have terminus stations at the Temporary Transbay Terminal, Caltrain Terminal and Ferry Building (see below).


[bookmark: _Toc372618020]Temporary Transbay Terminal


The Temporary Transbay Terminal provides temporary bus terminal facilities during construction of the new multi-modal Transbay Transit Center, which is scheduled for completion at a site one block closer to the project site in 2017. The Temporary Terminal is located in the area bounded by Main, Folsom, Beale and Howard Streets, approximately ½-mile north of the project site. It currently serves AC Transit, WestCAT Lynx, Muni, Golden Gate Transit, and SamTrans passengers. 


[bookmark: _Toc372618021]Parking 


[insert data from EIR team]


[bookmark: _Toc372618022]Pedestrian Facilities 


All streets in the vicinity of the project site have continuous sidewalks. All major intersections are signalized and have pedestrian countdown signals; however, many intersections have pedestrian recall buttons. 


The Bay Trail is a planned 500-mile recreational shoreline corridor that, when complete, will encircle San Francisco and San Pablo Bays with a continuous network of bicycling and hiking trails. In the project vicinity, the Bay Trail coincides with The Embarcadero sidewalk, which is designated as a multi-use trail shared by pedestrians and bicycles. As a major mostly uninterrupted pedestrian facility, this path will carry a significant proportion of pedestrian flow to and from the Pavilion and between the Pavilion and major regional transit hubs and bikeshare stations.





[bookmark: _Toc372618023]Bicycle Facilities 


[bookmark: _Toc270004431]Bicyclists may use all roadways in the city, not just designated bicycle routes; however, the City of San Francisco has an extensive bicycle network. The three classes of bicycle facilities[image: Description: N:\temp\Libi\Icons\Cyclist-01.png] are described below.








			[image: Description: http://sfcitizen.com/blog/wp-content/uploads/2010/06/IMG_0575-copy.jpg]


			Class I (Multi-use paths) are paved trails separated from roadways. The City of San Francisco has Class I facilities in large parks (e.g., Golden Gate Park or the Panhandle) and in areas where bicycling on the street would be challenging (e.g., US 101/Cesar Chavez Interchange). 


Class I facilities are generally shared with pedestrians and may be adjacent to an existing roadway, or may be entirely independent of existing vehicular facilities. 





			[image: PotreroBikeLane_sfbike-org]


			Class II (Bicycle Lanes) are striped lanes on roadways designated for use by bicycles through striping, pavement legends, and signs.





			[image: MissionSharrow_sf-streetsblog-org]


			Class III (Bicycle Routes) are designated roadways for shared bicycle/vehicle use indicated by signs only; may or may not include additional pavement width for cyclists. The majority of San Francisco’s bicycle facilities are Class III facilities. In San Francisco, Class III Bicycle Routes are routinely striped with the shared-lane arrow, or “sharrow,” reminding drivers and cyclists to share the roadway.








Current on-street bicycle facilities in the vicinity of the project are shown in Figure 32 and described below. The majority of the study area is flat, with limited changes in grade, facilitating bicycling within and through the area; however, bicycling between the areas north and south of I-80 is inhibited by the interstate between Beale and Second Streets. In addition, while there is an established network of bicycle routes in the study area, dedicated bicycle lanes are not provided on all routes. Lastly, during peak commute periods, bicyclists share the road with high volumes of traffic on some routes.


The Bay Trail, described above, connects the Financial District, Embarcadero BART Station, Routes #30 and #50 to the north to AT&T Park and bicycle routes #11 and #36 to the south.


Route #5 runs along the Embarcadero and King Street between Mission Street and 2nd Street as a Class II bike lane and continues for an additional block to Third Street as a Class III bicycle facility. This route connects the Financial District, Embarcadero BART Station, Routes #30 and #50 to the north to AT&T Park and bicycle routes #11 and #36 to the south. 


Route #11 runs along Second Street between King Street and Mission Street as a Class III bicycle facility. It connects to AT&T Park and Routes #5 and #36 to the south, and to the Montgomery BART station and Routes #30 and #50 to the north. 


Route #30 runs along Howard Street (one-way westbound) and Folsom Street (one-way eastbound) mostly as a Class II bike lane between The Embarcadero and Eleventh Street. The section of Route #30 on Howard Street between The Embarcadero and Fremont Street is a Class III bicycle facility. The westbound section of Route #30 on Folsom Street continues past Eleventh Street onto Fourteenth Street. This route connects Routes #5 and # 11 to the east with Routes #19, #23, #25, and #36 to the west.


Route #36 runs along Townsend Street between The Embarcadero and Fourth Street as a Class II bike lane. It connects AT&T Park, the waterfront, and Routes #5 and #11 to the east with the Caltrain Station at Fourth and King Streets and Routes #19, #23, and #123 to the west.


Beale Street also has a two-block section of southbound Class II bicycle lane between Folsom Street and the I-80 underpass and Bryant Street.


There is currently a Bay Area Bike Share (BABS) pod with space for 15 bicycles on the sidewalk at the corner of Embarcadero and Bryant, and six others within ½ mile from the project site. Bikeshare bikes do not have a means to be securely locked except for when they are docked. If guests pick up bikeshare bikes at transit stations such as BART and ride to the Pavilion, it’s possible that the pod will run out of docks. 


SFMTA has yet not created a specific plan for episodic demand for bikeshare bikes at sports games and other events. During Nationals games in Washington DC, bike pots are attended so that overflow bikes can be parked in an impromptu bike corral.  The attendant then manages the bikes and docks so that people can still use the station, which could otherwise be overwhelmed[footnoteRef:3].  [3:  Email from Heath Maddox, SFMTA, 5/17/13.] 



[bookmark: _Ref370227146][bookmark: _Toc372618247]Figure 32: Existing Bicycle Facilities 	Comment by Albert, Peter: Include Bikeshare stations within 1/2 mile http://bayareabikeshare.com/stations






[bookmark: _Toc372618024]Regional Traffic 


Interstate 80 (I-80): I-80 provides the primary regional access by car to the project area. It connects to United States Highway 101 (U.S. 101) to the south, providing access to the Peninsula/South Bay; and to the East Bay and other major freeways (I-580 and I-880) via the San Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge. Within San Francisco, I-80 generally has eight lanes (four lanes in each direction). On- and off-ramps serving the site are located as follows:


Off-ramps: 


Westbound: Freemont Street at Folsom Street and at Harrison Street; Harrison Street at Fifth Street.


Eastbound: Bryant Street at Fourth Street


On-ramps:


Westbound: Fourth Street at Harrison Street


Eastbound: Bryant Street between First and Second Streets; First Street at Harrison Street; Essex Street at Harrison Street; Bryant Street at Fifth Street.


In the project vicinity, I-80 consists of a two-level bridge deck with piers at The Embarcadero/Spear Street, Main Street, and Beale Street, where the bridge transitions to an elevated freeway. While surface streets continue uninterrupted under the bridge deck, street level circulation is interrupted by the elevated freeway section between Beale and 2nd Streets.


Interstate 280 (I-280): I-280 is generally a six-lane freeway that provides regional access to San Francisco from the South Bay and Peninsula. There is a freeway interchange between I-280 and U.S. 101 approximately 5 miles south of the site, so that I-280 can be accessed via I-80 to U.S. 101. I-280 has a terminus (both on- and off-ramps) at Fourth and King Streets, adjacent to the Caltrain Station (see below), which has implications for pedestrian circulation at that intersection.





Draft TMP – Golden State Warriors San Francisco Pavilion


November 2013
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[bookmark: _Toc372618025]TRAVEL DEMAND MANAGEMENT


The purpose of the strategies described in this chapter is to increase the level of access to the project by transit, bicycling and walking while discouraging the use of automobiles, particularly solo drivers. The strategies identified in this chapter will be reviewed and refined both during the initial year of operation and as new transportation facilities are developed in the project vicinity. They benefit users attending Paviliion events as well as future residents and visors to Seawall Lot 330  


[bookmark: _Toc372618026]EMPLOYEE AUTOMOBILE REDUCTION STRATEGIES


Measures that will be implemented to reduce the effects of employee vehicular traffic include:


1. Appoint a Pavilion Transportation Coordinator (PTC) – manage the transportation needs of employees, provide information and education materials, implement and administer various TDM elements, coordinate with nearby employers, promote use of rideshare, encourage use of public transportation and bicycle use, and conduct periodic surveys to determine travel mode and other relevant information. This coordinator could also be a resource for employees at the adjacent retail uses and at development at Seawall Lot 330, or that function could be handled separately


2. Provide a subsidy or value incentive for employees who take transit to work, such as a transit fare subsidy.     





3. Support Ridesharing Program – participate in free-to-employees ride-matching program through www.511.org.





4. Emergency Ride Home Program – participate in ERH program through the City of San Francisco (www.sferh.org). 





5. If offering employee parking subsidy on-site or in nearby off-site lots, offer a parking “cash out” program to those employees who do not drive to work under California HSC Section 43845.


[bookmark: _Toc372618027]VISITOR AUTOMOBILE REDUCTION STRATEGIES


Measures that will be implemented to reduce the effects of visitor vehicular traffic include:


1. As much as feasible, plan start and end times for events that minimize overlap with commute peak traffic.





2. Develop transit incentives to offset the costs of transit fares that recognize the variety of transit services within close proximity to the project site, and the users’ needs for flexibility in choosing among these services.   





3. Include transit and bicycle information in literature and advertisements when appropriate for the event type.


[bookmark: _Toc372618028]parking demand REDUCTION STRATEGIES	Comment by Albert, Peter: How is garage managed for non-Peak events?  It might be harder to manage all 500 spaces if they are constantly attractive traffic.   


Measures that will be implemented to reduce parking demand include:


1. Establish a market base fee structure for parking in the Pavilion garage to discourage driving


2. Establish a non-Peak Event parking pricing structure to further discourage driving and reduce conflicts at the Pavilion driveway


3. Promote and ensure a “satellite” parking strategy, in partnership with public and private garage operators, integrated with ticket purchase and / or other advance notice opportunities, designed to 1) intercept cars at a 1/3 - 3/4 mile periphery of the Pavilion and 2) utilize the large quantity of unused garage parking spaces in existing structures.	Comment by Albert, Peter: I think GSW are already interested in this, open to wording that demonstrates a commitment to advance and refine this strategy


4. Use ticketholder/pass-holder lists to develop a geographic parking allocation strategy that encourages use of the spaces made available through the garage partnerships that are closest to the origins of the travelers, thereby reducing intensity of event-generated automobile traffic in the immediate vicinity of the project site.  





5. Encourage carpooling and vanpooling by designating/reserving some Pavilion garage parking spaces for employees who use those modes





6. Provide ample advance real-time notice, supported by technology, to indicate when the garage is full to discourage traffic congestion in vicinity and conflicts with other modes at driveway  





7. Provide on-site carsharing in a convenient location (with incentives) for residents of the Seawall Lot 330 project.  .






[bookmark: _Toc372618029]public transit STRATEGIES


Measures that will be implemented to increase the use of public transit include:


1. Provide a ticket-holder transit subsidy for Peak events that reflects and accommodates the need for choice access and fare off-sets to facilitate all major nearby transit services. 


2. Provide a transit fare subsidy for employees of the Pavilion, its retail uses and the Seawall Lot 330 project


3. Provide a per-household transit fare subsidy for residents of the project at Seawall Lot 330.  .


4. Sell transit passes on site to employees (transportation coordinator) and visitors (at ticket booths after events).





5. Participate in pre-tax commuter benefitsCommuter Check Programs, a federal program that allows employees to reduce their commuting costs by up to 40% using tax-free dollars to pay for their commuting expenses.





6. Provide a transit map, showing routes to the Pavilion, on the Pavilion web site


7. Locate high-profile, publicly-viewable “real-time” transit monitors in public gathering areas on the project site. .


[bookmark: _Toc372618030]BICYCLE STRATEGIES


Measures that will be implemented to increase the use of bicycles include:


1. Provide an on-site indoor bicycle valet facility.


2. Provide on-site secure or staffed parking for visitros, employees, patrons





3. Provide outdoor bicycle storage/racks.





4. Provide temporary outdoor bike valet parking areas for peak daytime events that experience bicycle storage demands that exceed the 300 space indoor valet facility.





5. Provide expanded bicycle sharing station capacity within 1/ mile of the Pavilion.


6. Provide financial incentives to join bicycle sharing for full-time employees 





7. Provide a bicycle map, showing routes to the Pavilion, on the Pavilion web site.





8. Provide a minimum of one shower and locker facility on-site for employee use.





9. Participate in public events that encourage bicycling such as the annual “Bike to Work” day


COMMUNICATIONS AND MARKETING


 Promote transit, walking, and/or bicycling as the primary mode of access to the Pavilion for all events, using event promotion materials, ticketing, websites, and other primary points of interface.


TARGETS


Establish mode split targets and design the TDM program to incentivize target-complying travel behavior and monitor/evaluate effectiveness of TDM measures in meeting target,  


Design a mechanism to allow program, measures and target revision based on current technologies, trends and network conditions.     


[bookmark: _Toc372618031]TRAVEL CHARACTERISTICS OF PAVILION GUESTS


This chapter describes the travel characteristics of current Oakland Pavilion attendees and the assumptions for the new Pavilion based on the analysis prepared by the EIR Team, focusing on travel patterns typical of game days. For typical sequences of events on game and concert days, please see Appendix A.


[bookmark: _Toc372618032][bookmark: _Toc358019659]NBA EVENT Attendance Levels 


The NBA regular Season consists of 82 games total with half of them played at the home Arena. Home games over the year would typically consist of the following:


2-3 pre-season games;


41 regular season home games;


0-16 post-season home games (should the Warriors reach the playoffs, the minimum number of home games is 2 and the maximum is 16) 


The monthly distribution of home games tends to be evenly spread at about 7 games/month over 6 months (November-April), with a typical month having 1-3 games on Fridays, 1-3 games on Saturdays, 0-1 game on Sundays, and 2-6 games on Mondays through Thursdays. 


The capacity of the existing Oakland Arena is 19,596. Average attendance levels at home games over the last 10 years are summarized in Table 51. 


			[bookmark: _Ref370225100][bookmark: _Toc372618260]
Table 51: WARRIORS HISTORIC Game Attendance Levels by Year 





			Season


			Average Attendance


			Occupancy





			2012-13


			19,374


			99%





			2011-12


			18,858


			96%





			2010-11


			18,693


			95%





			2009-10


			18,027


			92%





			2008-09


			18,942


			97%





			2007-08


			19,631


			100%





			2006-07


			18,104


			92%





			2005-06


			18,273


			93%





			2004-05


			16,350


			83%





			2003-04


			16,235


			83%





			Source: Golden State Warriors.


			








Based on the information above, games have, on average, almost filled the Arena to capacity. As a result, the discussion and controls in the following sections are based on 18,064 attendees.


[bookmark: _Toc372618033][bookmark: _Toc358019660]Patron Arrivals 


[bookmark: _Toc372618034]Trip Origins and Arrival Distribution


Table 52 summarizes the known origins of attendees who currently attend games at the Oakland Arena and estimated origins of future attendees. As shown, it is anticipated that at the proposed new Pavilion site, the breakdown of trip origins will shift considerably. It is anticipated that fewer attendees will come from the East Bay (33% vs. 53%) and that more attendees will come from San Francisco, the South Bay, and the North Bay.  


			[bookmark: _Ref370225155][bookmark: _Toc372618261]
Table 52: PRE-GAME ORIGINS OF NBA EVENT ATTENDEES 


			





			Origin


			Origins for Current Oakland Arena Location1


			Forecast Origins for San Francisco Location2





			San Francisco


			16%


			22%





			  Super District 1


			N/A


			11.1%





			  Super District 2


			N/A


			3.4%





			  Super District 3


			N/A


			4.2%





			  Super District 4


			N/A


			3.3%





			North Bay


			7%


			13%





			East Bay


			53%


			33%





			South Bay


			24%


			28%





			Out of Region


			N/A


			4%





			Notes:


1. Source: Golden State Warriors. 








For a 7:30 PM game tipoff time, attendees currently arrive as shown in the distribution in Table 53. 


			[bookmark: _Ref370225200][bookmark: _Toc372618262]
Table 53: PRE_GAME NBA EVENT Arrival DISTRIBUTION





			Arrival Time


			Percent of Attendees


			Corresponding No. of Atendees1





			5:30-6:29


			12%


			2,160





			6:30-6:59


			20%


			3,600





			7:00-7:29


			34%


			6,120





			7:30-7:59


			27%


			4,860





			8:00 and after


			7%


			1,260





			Notes:


1. Based on peak event (18,000 attendees).


Source: Golden State Warriors.








The project sponsor estimates that the arrival pattern for other events will be similar to the arrival pattern observed for game-goers. Assuming the pattern is similar for the proposed Pavilion site, it can be expected that patron arrivals at the Pavilion will begin approximately 2 hours prior to event start, peak during the ½ hour prior to event start, and continue after the event is under way. Furthermore, nearly two thirds of arrivals are expected to occur during the hour starting ½-hour prior to event start.


[bookmark: _Toc372618035]Mode Split


It is anticipated that the arrivals mode split of Pavilion attendees will be as summarized in Table 54. 


			[bookmark: _Ref370225261][bookmark: _Toc372618263]
Table 54: Mode Split by Scenario and Time Period 





			Event Type





			Attendance


			Time Period


			Mode Share1





			


			


			


			Auto


			Transit


			Walk


			Bike


			Taxi


			Other


			Total





			Small Event2	Comment by Albert, Peter: I’d expect “Concert” as an added event would have higher transit mode split, lower drive-along split.


			6,000


			Weekday PM Peak Hr


			10.7%


			6.1%


			32.8%


			1.0%


			48.8%


			0.6%


			100.0%





			NBA Game


			18,000


			Sat. Eve. Pre-Game Hr


			44.0%


			46.0%


			2.7%


			1.7%


			2.3%


			3.3%


			100.0%





			Notes:


1. Source: Adavant Consulting, 2013.


2. Assumes the same mode share and trip rates as the convention event in the EIR.








Based on the scenarios and mode share described above, Table 55 describes the number of people arriving at the Pavilion and area garages during the busiest hour. 


			[bookmark: _Ref370225297][bookmark: _Toc372618264]
Table 55: Person Trips, Vehicle Trips, and Walking Trips Arriving at the PAVILION 1





			Event Type





			Attendance


			Time Period


			Trips2,3





			


			


			


			Person


			Vehicle


			Walking





			Small Event	Comment by Albert, Peter: See above


			6,000


			Weekday PM Peak Hr


			2,029


			355


			1,072





			NBA Game


			18,000


			Sat. Eve. Pre-Game Hr


			12,600


			2,147


			11,493





			Source and Assumptions:


1. Source: Adavant Consulting, 2013.


2. Auto occupancy: 2.7.


3. 350 vehicle trips (available spaces in Pavilion garage) go to the garage and the corresponding person trips are not included in the walking trips.








[bookmark: _Toc372618036]Pedestrian Arrivals


The Pavilion garage will serve approximately 350 vehicles for Warriors’ game attendees that pre-purchase parking passes with their premium ticket package. Most attendees will take transit or drive and park at nearby garages and lots, and then walk to the Pavilion. Transit and auto trips to games make up 90% of all trips. The bicycle mode share is expected to be small during NBA games that are almost exclusively played at night during the winter and early spring months, Regardless of their primary mode of travel, most guests will walk the final leg of their trip. Figure 4-1 illustrates the projected routes that pedestrians will take as they walk from nearby transit stops/stations. Table 56 shows the directionality of all walking trips with an off-site origin, including those attendees walking from nearby transit stops/stations and off-site parking facilities, during the one hour immediately prior to an NBA game. 





			[bookmark: _Ref370225367][bookmark: _Toc372618265]
Table 56: Pedestrian Traffic FOR NBA Game (Pre-Game HOUR) 1





			Direction


			In


			Out


			Total


			Percent





			From North:





			  Embarcadero


			7,413


			243


			7,656


			65%





			  Main Street to Bryant Street


			937


			16


			953


			8%





			From South:





			  Embarcadero


			2,222


			27


			2,249


			19%





			  Brannan Street Muni Station


			698


			68


			766


			7%





			From West:





			  Brannan Street


			99


			2


			101


			1%





			Totals


			11,725


			100%





			Notes:


1. Sources: Fehr & Peers, Adavant, 2013.








As illustrated in the table above, the majority of pedestrian traffic is expected to come from north of the site along The Embarcadero, with its direct links to Market Street, King Street and major transit hubs . In addition, most attendees arriving from the South are expected to take Muni to the Brannan Street Station for a portion of their trip, so that the vast majority of pedestrians coming from the South will walk along the Embarcadero to the Pavilion, but most will walk a short distance (from Brannan to the Pavilion). Figure 51 illustrates the paths pedestrians will take. 


Arrivals from Caltrain


Approximately 300 attendees will arrive and walk from the Caltrain Station at Fourth and King during the peak pre-game hour.  On weekends, train headways are typically once/hour; thus, most attendees using Caltrain will arrive in a single train. On weekdays, 6-7 trains arrive between 6:00 and 7:00 pm. Although attendees will arrive in smaller batches over several trains, baseline conditions will be heavier because of the weekday PM peak. 


The intersection at 4th and King will see the most pedestrian activity from Caltrain riders due to the presence of the Muni platform and because King Street turns into The Embarcadero, which provides a better walking experience than Townsend Street. Since southbound 4th Street has two dedicated right-turn lanes onto westbound King/I-280 with permitted right-turn-on-red, the western pedestrian crosswalk at this location will be prone to pedestrian-vehicle conflicts. The location of the Muni station in the middle of the crossing will exacerbate the potential for conflicts when Muni trains are present. Traffic controls will be required at this location following each train arrival roughly between 6:00 and 7:00 pm on game days.


Although the intersection of Fourth and Townsend Streets may also see some increase in pedestrian activity, this intersection is smaller, less complex, and will have lower traffic volumes. The intersection should be monitored to determine if traffic control is necessary.


Arrivals from Brannan Muni Platforms


Approximately 700 transit trips will arrive at the Brannan Street Muni platform during the peak pre-game hour. Pre-game arrivals at the platform will create high volumes of pedestrians crossing northbound Embarcadero to access the Pavilion. Traffic controls will be required at this location roughly between 6:30 and 7:30 pm to manage pedestrian flows at the crosswalk.


[bookmark: _Ref370227306][bookmark: _Toc372618248]Figure 51: Pedestrian Paths of Travel from Transit	Comment by Albert, Peter: Add arrow to Ferry Building, show dotted arrow to future Transbay Terminal  



Arrivals from Main Street at Bryant Street


Trip generation and distribution estimates suggest that approximately 800 walking trips will come from the Bryant and Main Street intersection during the peak pre-game hour (many from Downtown, BART and the Transbay Terminal), resulting in a high volume of pedestrian crossings at intersection of Bryant Street and The Embarcadero. Traffic controls will be required at this location roughly between 6:30 and 7:30 pm to minimize pedestrian-vehicle conflicts at the crosswalks.


[bookmark: _Toc372618037]Bicycle Arrivals


Valet bicycle parking will be provided at the center of the site, north of the garage driveway. A minimum of 300 indoor valet bicycle parking spaces will be provided.  Up to 600 additional bicycles will be accommodated for games through a combination of permanent independently accessible outdoor bike racks and temporary staffed outdoor bike valet facilities. An additional (100? 200? Give number) of bicyclist will use the bicycle sharing system stations near the project site. Bicyclists using the Embarcadero multi-use path will have easy access to the bicycle valet coming from either the south or the north direction; however, as pedestrian volume around the Pavilion increases, bicycle riding will become difficult, and more bicyclists will likely choose to use the bike lanes instead.


Based on the mode splits for different events, the most bicycle traffic is expected during Saturday game days, when 1.7% of attendees are projected to ride bicycles, resulting in nearly 310 bicycle trips, of which approximately 215 will arrive in the hour preceding game start. If most bicyclists choose to use the bicycle valet, then the bicycle valet will be filled to capacity during most games.


Bicyclists traveling northbound in The Embarcadero bicycle lane will be able to pull to the right, walk the bicycle up the curb, and walk a short distance to the indoor valet parking. Bicyclists traveling southbound in The Embarcadero bicycle lane will need to cross to the east side of the street at the Bryant Street crosswalk to access the bicycle valet. 


Bicyclists travelling south from the Financial District may take Beale Street or Spear Street, both of which dead-end at Embarcadero. These streets end in a cul-de-sac with sidewalk access to The Embarcadero. Bicyclists taking these routes will need to bring their bicycles up onto the sidewalk and use the pedestrian crosswalks at either Bryant or Brannan to reach the Pavilion.


[bookmark: _Toc372618038]Vehicle Arrivals at Pavilion


The Pavilion parking garage will have approximately 350 spaces available for pre-purchase by a limited number of designated ticketholders. Based on the arrival pattern of Pavilion attendees, 245 vehicles will arrive at the garage in the hour preceding game tipoff, which will coincide with the arrival of nearly 12,000 people by other modes, mostly on foot. 


Since the garage driveway will be located mid-block, all vehicle arrivals will come from the south along The Embarcadero, and all vehicles entering the garage will make a right turn across the Embarcadero sidewalk into the garage. This location will likely require controls to minimize conflicts between pedestrians and bicycles on the sidewalk/multi-use path and the vehicles entering the garage.


On event days, the retail, quick-service restaurant, and sit-down restaurant are expected to generate demand for approximately 44 short-term parking spaces. Although valet parking will be available at all times, off-site parking may need to be used by the valet attendants during peak events. 


[bookmark: _Toc372618039]Taxis and Charter Buses


An evening NBA game is not forecast to attract a significant number of large charter buses[footnoteRef:4]. It is estimated that approximately 252 person-trips will be made by taxi, resulting in 93 vehicle trips[footnoteRef:5].  [4:  Golden State Warriors.]  [5:  Source: Adavant Consulting.] 



While conventions are expected to draw a much smaller number of visitors, nearly half of all trips are forecast to be taken by shuttle bus or taxi (48.8%). A total of 189 shuttles and taxis are forecast to arrive during the p.m. peak hour to pick up a total of approximately 1,485 convention attendees. This will require the use of designated drop-off/pick-up areas as shown on Figures 5-1 and 5.2. 


A taxi stand location will be designated for both peak and small events, and shall include enforcement to avoid non-taxi vehicle conflicts and basic amenities for waiting drivers. To minimize conflicts between taxis pulling in and out of the curb and bicycles on the Embarcadero bicycle lanes, the points of entry and exit to the taxi stand should be defined.


[bookmark: _Toc372618040][bookmark: _Toc358019661]Patron Departures 


[bookmark: _Toc372618041]Trip Destinations and Departure Distribution


Table 57 summarizes the known destinations of attendees who currently attend games at the Oakland Pavilion and estimated destinations of future attendees. As shown, it is anticipated that at the proposed new Pavilion site, the breakdown of trip destinations will shift considerably. It is anticipated that fewer attendees will return to the East Bay (33% vs. 53%) and that more attendees will return to San Francisco, the South Bay, and the North Bay. 


			[bookmark: _Ref370225431][bookmark: _Toc372618266]
Table 57: POST-GAME DESTINATIONS OF NBA EVENT ATTENDEESGuests


			





			Origin


			Destinations for Current Oakland Pavilion Location1


			Forecast Destinations for San Francisco Location2





			San Francisco


			16%


			19%





			  Super District 1


			N/A


			9%





			  Super District 2


			N/A


			3%





			  Super District 3


			N/A


			4%





			  Super District 4


			N/A


			3%





			North Bay


			7%


			14%





			East Bay


			53%


			33%





			South Bay


			24%


			29%





			Out of Region


			N/A


			4%





			Notes:


1. Source: Golden State Warriors. 


2. Source: EIR Team estimates.








The existing pattern of departures at the Oakland Pavilion varies depending on game circumstances. In general, 30-40% of fans depart prior to the final buzzer while 60-70% stay through the end of the game. Periodically, there are post-game events that may encourage attendees to stay longer. When this is the case, departure times are more spread out. Overall, departures generally occur over a shorter period of time than the 2-1/2 hour window of pre-game arrivals.


For the purpose of analyzing departures, the busiest post-game hour is the hour following game end, when 80% of attendees will depart.  This time period will require the highest level of traffic control given the concentration of pedestrian activity exiting the Pavilion. 


[bookmark: _Toc372618042]Mode Split


It is anticipated that the departures mode split of Pavilion attendees will be as summarized in Table 58.


			[bookmark: _Ref370225547][bookmark: _Toc372618267]
Table 58: Mode Split for Departing PavilionGuestsNBA EVENT ATTENDEES





			Event Type





			Attendance


			Time Period


			Mode Share1





			


			


			


			Auto


			Transit


			Walk


			Bike


			Taxi


			Other


			Total





			NBA Game


			18,000


			Weekday Eve. Post-Game Hr


			44.0%


			46.0%


			6.4%


			1.0%


			2.0%


			0.6%


			100.0%





			Notes:


1. Source: Adavant Consulting, 2013.








Based on the mode split described above, Table 59 describes the number of people leaving the Pavilion and area garages during the busiest hour.





			[bookmark: _Ref370225570][bookmark: _Toc372618268]
Table 59: PERSON TRIPS, VEHICLE TRIPS, AND WALKING TRIPS DEPARTING THE PAVILION1





			Event Type





			Attendance


			Time Period


			Trips2,3





			


			


			


			Person


			Vehicle


			Walking





			NBA Game


			18,000


			Weekday Eve. Post-Game Hr


			14,500


			2,479


			13,555





			Source and Assumptions:


1. Source: Adavant Consulting, 2013.


2. Auto occupancy: 2.7.


3. 350 vehicle trips depart from to the garage and the corresponding person trips are subtracted from walking trips.








[bookmark: _Toc372618043]Pedestrian Departures


Similar to pre-game conditions, pedestrians leaving the Pavilion are expected to walk primarily along the Embarcadero after the game, as illustrated in Table 510. The volume of pedestrians leaving the Pavilion post-game will be higher in the hour following a game than the volume arriving in the hour pre-game; however, following the first hour, the volume of pedestrians will drop significantly.











			[bookmark: _Ref370225613][bookmark: _Toc372618269]
Table 510: Direction of Pedestrian Traffic Post-Game 





			Direction


			In


			Out


			Total


			Percent





			To North:





			  Embarcadero


			0


			8,691


			8,691


			67%





			  Bryant Street to Main Street 


			0


			1,103


			1,103


			8%





			To South:





			  Embarcadero


			0


			2,623


			2,623


			19%





			  Brannan Street Muni Station


			0


			828


			828


			7%





			To West:





			  Brannan Street


			0


			116


			116


			1%





			Totals


			13,361


			100%





			Notes:


1. Source: Fehr & Peers, Adavant Consulting, 2013.








Departures towards Caltrain


Approximately 300 attendees will take Caltrain from the Station at Fourth and King Streets following game’s end.  Since games end late at night, it is likely that all 300 attendees will board the same train, which may be provided by Caltrain specifically on event nights. Traffic controls will be required at the intersection of Fourth and King Streets following game’s end to manage pedestrian flows.


Departures towards Brannan Muni Platform


Although most pedestrians will be traveling north when they exit the Pavilion, the Muni station to the south at Brannan Street is the closest station to the Pavilion. Over 800 event attendees are forecast to walk south on The Embarcadero and board Muni at the Brannan Street platform, which will generate a high volume of pedestrian crossings at the Brannan Street/Embarcadero intersection. The Brannan MUNI platform may become crowded as pedestrians accumulate while waiting for the next train, so that some people may have to stand close to the platform edge or have to queue up at the crosswalk while they wait to walk up onto the platform. Traffic controls will be implemented at this location as well as on the platform itself.


Departures towards Main Street at Bryant Street


Approximately 1,100 event attendees will walk via Main Street towards the downtown area and BART post-game, which will result in a high volume of pedestrian crossings at intersection of Bryant Street and The Embarcadero. This will coincide with vehicle exits from the Pavilion garage (see below). Traffic controls will be required at the intersection of Bryant Street and The Embarcadero to minimize pedestrian-vehicle conflicts at the crosswalks during the hour following game’s end.


Departures towards Downtown along the Embarcadero


Most other pedestrians would remain along the Embarcadero, to reach transit hubs, garages or final destinations to the north, and would be expected to choose remaining on the Bay side to avoid cross traffic.   


[bookmark: _Toc372618044]Bicycle Departures


For those cyclists using the indoor bicycle valet, departures will be metered by the process of retrieving bicycles. It is forecast that 310 bicycles will depart over approximately 30 minutes with three staff retrieving a bike ever 15-20 seconds. Since the multi-use path along the Embarcadero will be congested with pedestrians, most bicyclists are expected to walk their bicycle to the roadway and then use the bicycle lanes along the Embarcadero.


[bookmark: _Toc372618045]Vehicle Departures from Pavilion Garage


Based on the departure pattern of Pavilion attendees, approximately 280 vehicles will exit the garage in the hour following game’s end, which will coincide with the departure of over 13,000 people by other modes, mostly on foot. Since the garage driveway will be located mid-block, all vehicle departures will start with a right-turn onto northbound Embarcadero. Based on the estimated trip distribution, vehicles exiting the Pavilion garage will wish to make movements at Bryant Street as described in Table 511. Figure 52 illustrates the paths vehicles will take. 


			[bookmark: _Ref370225669][bookmark: _Toc372618270]
Table 511: Vehicle Movements from Northbound Embarcadero After Exiting Pavilion Garage 





			Destination


			Total


			Movement Percentage


			Movement Number





			


			


			U-Turn


			Left onto Bryant Street


			Through on Northbound Embarcadero


			U-Turn


			Left onto Bryant Street


			Through on Northbound Embarcadero





			SF SD1


			16


			0%


			5%


			95%


			0


			1


			15





			SF SD2


			8


			0%


			0%


			100%


			0


			0


			8





			SF SD3


			10


			20%


			70%


			10%


			2


			7


			1





			SF SD4


			9


			0%


			90%


			10%


			0


			8


			1





			East Bay


			82


			0%


			100%


			0%


			0


			82


			0





			North Bay


			52


			0%


			0%


			100%


			0


			0


			52





			South Bay1


			91


			100%


			0%


			0%


			91


			0


			0





			Out of Region2


			13


			40%


			23%


			36%


			5


			3


			5





			Totals


			281


			


			


			


			98


			101


			82





			Notes:


1. Whether people wish to take US 101 or I-280, the best route is to take I-280 to US 101, so the assumption is that 100% of vehicles bound for the South Bay will make a U-Turn.


2. Assumes out of region vehicles are distributed based on the same proportion as regional trips.


Source: Fehr & Peers, 2013.








The left-turn pocket on northbound Embarcadero is approximately 300 feet long, which should accommodate all of the U-turning and left-turning vehicles described above assuming they leave the garage in a uniform distribution.


On event days, the retail, quick-service restaurant, and sit-down restaurant land are expected to generate demand for approximately 44 short-term parking spaces. Although valet parking will be available at all times, off-site parking may need to be used by the valet attendants during peak events.


[bookmark: _Ref370227405][bookmark: _Toc372618249]Figure 52: Vehicle Routes Departing the Pavilion





[bookmark: _Toc372618046]Taxis and Charter Buses


During games, it is estimated that approximately 288 person-trips will be made by taxi, resulting in 107 vehicle trips[footnoteRef:6]. On convention days, several hundred taxi trips will occur as attendees travel between the Pavilion and nearby hotels and the Moscone Convention Center. Unlike game patron departures for an NBA event, which are heavily concentrated in the first hour following the end of a game, convention attendee departures will be more spread out.   [6:  Source: Adavant Consulting.] 



A taxi stand location will be designated for both peak and small events and shall include enforcement to avoid non-taxi vehicle conflicts and basic amenities for waiting drivers. To minimize conflicts between taxis pulling in and out of the curb and bicycles on the Embarcadero bicycle lanes, the points of entry and exit to the taxi stand will be defined.


[bookmark: _Toc372618047]CONTROLS BY EVENT SCENARIO


This chapter describes controls to be implemented around the Pavilion given the range of scenarios previously described, starting with a typical, non-event day; and ending with a day when a Pavilion event coincides with an event at AT&T Park. The primary goals of these controls include ensuring safety through reduction of conflicts between modes, the management of all modes of traffic to ensure orderly access and egress reflecting transportation mode priority, and the reduction of nuisance and inconvenience to surrounding residents.  The level of controls needed increases with the intensity of the scenario; thus, as events get larger, all controls listed for the smaller events are required, and additional controls are added. Controls are numbered for ease of reference. Controls to be implemented prior to events are labeled “A” for “arrivals” whereas controls to be implemented post events are labeled “D” for “departures”.


The Pavilion Transportation Coordinator (PTC) will communicate regularly with the SFMTA Special Events Team (SET) to provide information on events and identify those events that require traffic control.  A summary of the traffic control strategies identified in this chapter for the various event scenarios is provided in described in Table 511.





			[bookmark: _Toc372618271]
Table 61: summary of traffic control strategies by event type 





			








TRAFFIC CONTROL STRATEGY


			SMALL EVENT	Comment by Albert, Peter: Add column for concerts? Ow do we factor for problems that are more uniquely branded as “Concert goer” problems – going into quality of life issues more than a block from the site? 


			PEAK EVENT


			DUAL EVENT





			


			


Convention


(Weekday Daytime)


			


NBA Game


(Pre-game)


			


NBA Game


(Post-game)


			NBA Game plus


AT&T Event


(Post-event)





			Coordinate with SFMTA Special Events Team


			√


			√


			√


			√





			Dedicated Taxi Stand


			√


			√


			√


			√





			Dedicated Shuttle Bus Stop


			√


			√


			√


			√





			PCO Supervisor at Pavilion Control Room


			


			√


			√


			√





			PCO (Traffic Control Officers) – Pavilion Garage


			


			√


			√


			√





			PCO’s – Brannan Street MUNI Station


			


			√


			√


			√





			PCO’s – Caltrain Station (Fourth & King)


			


			√


			√


			√





			PCO’s – Embarcadero/Bryant Intersection


			


			√


			√


			√





			PCO’s – Main/Bryant Intersection


			


			


			√


			√





			PCO’s – Main/Harrison Intersection


			


			


			√


			√





			Temporary Street Closure: Embarcadero from Townsend Street to Bryant Street


			


			


			√


			√





			MUNI Ticket Sales at Pavilion Box Office


			


			


			√


			√





			Coordinate with Giants Special Events Staff


			


			


			


			√





			Source: Fehr & Peers, 2013.












[bookmark: _Toc372618048]Traffic Control Recommendations for Non-Event Day Scenario


The number of trips generated by the Pavilion retail and restaurants on a typical non-event day does not warrant special traffic controls. The Pavilion garage will be staffed on a typical day to monitor access for delivery vehicles.  A valet parking stand on The Embarcadero will control traffic into the garage by valet drivers only, who will have experience with the flows of pedestrian and bicycle traffic at the garage access.


[bookmark: _Toc372618049]Controls for Small Event Scenario 


For the purposes of this TMP, a small event scenario is a 6,000 person convention. The number of trips generated by a small event does not warrant special traffic controls.  The Pavilion garage access and valet parking stand will be staff as described above for a typical day. Figures 6-1 and 6-2 show the location of taxi and shuttle/charter bus drop-off/pick-up locations for small events. These areas will be permanently designated curb space.


[bookmark: _Toc372618050]Pre- and Post-Event controls


Taxi Stand


Small events are expected to generate a large number of taxi trips; thus, parking will be prohibited along a portion of southbound Embarcadero between Bryant Street and Brannan Street for a taxi stand (Figure 6-1). Entries and exits from the taxi stand will be controlled using temporary safe-hit posts to minimize conflicts between taxis pulling in and out of the curb and bicycles in the southbound bicycle lane of The Embarcadero (Inset 6-1).  


			Inset 6-1 – Example of Controlled Entry into Taxi Stand





			[image: C:\Users\mparreiras\Desktop\20130705 Embarcadero pics\20130705 Embarcadero pics Townsend King Exploratorium 069.JPG]





			Source: Fehr & Peers 2013








[bookmark: _Toc372618250]Figure 61: Small Event: Pre-Event Curb Management


[bookmark: _Toc372618251]Figure 62: Small Event: Post-Event Curb Management






[bookmark: _Toc372618051]Controls for Peak Event Scenario


See Section 2.2 for a description of the peak event scenario. Controls described in this section are to be implemented in addition to controls described in previous sections.


[bookmark: _Toc372618052]General


PCO Supervisor


A PCO Supervisor will be stationed in the Transportation Management Control room starting at least two hours prior to the event’s start time and until pedestrian, bicycle, and vehicle volumes on-street have returned to typical non-event conditions following event’s end. The PCO Supervisor will deploy PCOs and assign transportation control tasks pre-game; monitor traffic conditions before, during, and after the event; and deploy PCOs and assign transportation control tasks post-game. 


The PCO Supervisor will have radio contact will all PCOs on the street and phone contact with relevant city agencies and departments (Muni, SFMTA Signal Shop, SFPD, SFFD), transit operators (Muni, BART, Caltrans) and Pavilion staff (security, valet attendants, etc). He/she will also have authority and discretion in how he/she deploys the PCOs, and may adjust the controls described below as conditions warrant.


[bookmark: _Toc372618053]Pre-Event Controls


Pre-event controls are detailed here and pre-event curb and lane configurations are illustrated on Figure 6-3.


Premium Ticket Holder Drop-Off on Northbound Embarcadero	Comment by Albert, Peter: Disabled as well?


Pavilion premium ticket holders may be dropped off on the east side of The Embarcadero just south of the Pavilion garage entrance as shown on Figure 6-3. This curbside area will be managed by staff who will be checking credentials for entry into the parking garage. Arriving premium ticket holders will be reminded that the pick-up location following event’s end will be located to the north on The Embarcadero, just north of Bryant Street, as shown on Figure 6-4.


Fourth and King Streets


PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of Fourth and King Streets between 6:00 pm and 7:00 pm to manage vehicle flows in all directions and pedestrian flows from the Caltrain Station across King Street and Fourth Street following each train arrival (Figure 6-5). PCOs deployed to this location will be trained on the operation of the traffic signal controller box so that they can implement an all-red phase for vehicles and allow a pedestrian scramble in all crossing directions if conditions warrant. PCOs can also advise bicyclists exiting the Caltrain Station to ride on Townsend Street instead of King Street if they are headed east.


Brannan Muni Station


PCOs will be stationed at the base of the Muni platform at the intersection of Brannan Street and The Embarcadero to manage pedestrian flows from platform to sidewalk and minimize conflicts with vehicles and light rail cars.


[bookmark: _Ref370228207][bookmark: _Toc372618252]Figure 63: Peak Event: Pre-Event Curb Management	Comment by Albert, Peter: Show how disabled et taxi/paratransit drop-off on bay side so they don’t have to cross steet.





Pavilion Garage Driveway


PCOs will be stationed at the Pavilion garage driveway to facilitate vehicle entries into the garage and minimize conflicts with pedestrians and bicycles on the Embarcadero multi-use path. They will work in conjunction with Pavilion staff that will be checking attendees’ tickets for valid access to the garage on game day. Drivers who enter the right-turn pocket but do not have valid parking access will be directed back onto northbound Embarcadero.


If a decision is made to locate the Pavilion parking in one or more of the possible locations described in Section 2.1.3, then this control might not be needed. Since all the alternative parking locations accommodate much fewer vehicles and none of them is along The Embarcadero, where most of the pedestrian and bicycle traffic are expected, no alternative controls are needed.


Intersection of Bryant Street at The Embarcadero


PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of Bryant Street at The Embarcadero to facilitate pedestrian crossings and minimize conflicts with vehicles.


[bookmark: _Toc372618054]Post-Event Controls


Many of the post-event controls are similar to the pre-event controls but are repeated here for ease of understanding when reviewing all post-event controls together, and are post-event curb and lane configurations illustrated on Figure 6-4. 


Northbound Embarcadero Temporary Street Closure


At the direction of the PCO Supervisor, PCOs will close northbound Embarcadero to through traffic between Townsend Street and Bryant Street when attendees start exiting the Pavilion (which may occur before game’s end). The temporary street closure is designed to facilitate the following:


Pedestrian crossings to the Muni platform at Brannan Street and associated fare inspections.


Vehicle exits from the Pavilion garage.


Pedestrian crossings at the Embarcadero and Bryant Street intersection.


The PCO Supervisor will monitor traffic, pedestrian, and bicycle volumes on the street and will direct PCOs to re-open northbound Embarcadero when conditions return to normal and special controls are no longer needed.


Premium Ticket Holder Pick-Up on Southbound Embarcadero	Comment by Albert, Peter: Disabled as well?


The Premium Ticket Holder pick-up location will be different than the pre-event drop-off location because northbound Embarcadero will be closed to through traffic following game’s end.


Parking will be prohibited on southbound Embarcadero near Brannan Street so that a temporary VIP pick-up location can be designated. 


[bookmark: _Ref370228229][bookmark: _Toc372618253]Figure 64: Peak Event: Post-Game Curb Management	Comment by Albert, Peter: Show how disabled get paratransit/cab access without needing to cross street 





Temporary Relocation of Valet Stand


On game days, the garage will not be available for valet parking for visitors to the retail and restaurants, so that valet parking attendants will need to park vehicles elsewhere. Since northbound Embarcadero will be temporarily closed following game’s end, attendants will not be able to drive vehicles back to the standard valet stand/vehicle drop-off location.


At the direction of Pavilion security and in collaboration with the PCO Supervisor, valet attendants will use cones to set up a temporary valet vehicle pick-up location on northbound Embarcadero just north of the Bryant Street intersection. Since no parking lane exists at this location, the temporary vehicle pick-up location will be in the bicycle lane and a portion of the easternmost northbound through lane. Valet attendants will also use cones to create a temporary bicycle lane outboard of the temporary vehicle pick-up location. Also see Control D-8 below.


4th and King Streets


PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of Fourth and King Streets following game’s end to manage vehicle flows in all directions and pedestrian flows to the Caltrain Station across King Street and Fourth Street. Pre-event PCO controls are illustrated on Figure 6-5 and post-event PCO controls are illustrated on Figure 6-6. PCOs deployed to this location will be trained on the operation of the traffic signal controller box so that they can implement an all-red phase for vehicles and allow a pedestrian scramble in all crossing directions if conditions warrant. 


Brannan Muni Station


Northbound Embarcadero will be closed to traffic at this location (see Control D-3).


A portable Muni ticket sales station will be set up on the water side Embarcadero sidewalk across from the Brannan Street Muni platform so that attendees can purchase tickets before boarding the platform.


PCOs will place temporary barriers in place to allow for fare inspection and to separate the pedestrian path of travel from the light-rail right-of-way. PCOs will also place temporary barriers along the edges of the Muni platform to keep attendees away from the edges and prevent falls or jumping into the tracks.


Fare inspectors and PCOs will be stationed at the base of the Muni platform so that fares can be checked before attendees walk up to the platform to board a train, and so that the flow of pedestrians onto the platform can be controlled to avoid overcrowding. Attendees without valid fares will be directed to the temporary Muni ticket sales station at the sidewalk.


Once the flow of pedestrians to the Muni platform has returned to normal, PCOs will remove the barriers. 


Pavilion Garage Driveway


Northbound Embarcadero will be closed to traffic at this location for approximately 30-45 minutes after a game (see Figure 6-6). The valet stand will be temporarily relocated to the northbound Embarcadero easternmost through lane just north of Bryant Street. Wayfinding will be provided inside the garage so that drivers can position themselves in the appropriate exit lane depending on their desired destination (vehicles bound for the South and East Bays on the left and vehicles bound for the North Bay on the right). 


[bookmark: _Ref370229047][bookmark: _Toc372618254]Figure 65: Peak Event: Pre-Event Controls	Comment by Albert, Peter: We should have separate meeting to review this with SFMTA Special Events


[bookmark: _Ref370229061][bookmark: _Toc372618255]Figure 66: Peak Event: Post-Event Controls 	Comment by Albert, Peter: We should have separate meeting to review this with SFMTA Special Events






At the direction of the PCO Supervisor, PCOs will use cones to close the easternmost northbound Embarcadero lane and northbound bicycle lane and create a temporary bicycle lane so that all northbound vehicles will use a single northbound lane and bicyclists will be protected. This will allow for the temporary relocation of the valet stand (see Control D-5 above).


PCOs will be stationed at the Pavilion garage driveway to minimize conflicts between exiting vehicles and pedestrians and bicycles on the Embarcadero multi-use path; to facilitate vehicle exits from the garage; and to direct northbound through traffic to the center northbound through lane.


If a decision is made to locate the Pavilion parking in one or more of the possible locations described in Section 2.1.3, then this control might not be needed. Since all the alternative parking locations accommodate much fewer vehicles and none of them is along The Embarcadero, where most of the pedestrian and bicycle traffic are expected, no alternative controls are needed.


Intersection of Bryant Street at The Embarcadero


PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of Bryant Street at The Embarcadero to facilitate pedestrian crossings and minimize conflicts with vehicles.


Intersection of Bryant Street at Main Street


PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of Bryant Street at Main Street to direct vehicular traffic.


Intersection of Main Street at Harrison Street


PCOs will be stationed at the intersection of Main Street at Harrison Street to direct vehicular traffic.


Muni Ticket Sales at Pavilion


Pavilion ticket booths will sell tickets to exiting attendees who wish to take Muni.


[bookmark: _Toc372618055]Controls for Peak Event Coinciding with AT&T Park Event Scenario 


See Section 2.2 for a description of the peak event coinciding with AT&T Park event scenario.


[bookmark: _Toc372618056]General


On days where Pavilion events coincide with AT&T Park events, pedestrian, bicycle, and vehicle volumes along The Embarcadero will be greater. Controls implemented as part of the Pavilion TMP will not change, but should be coordinated with controls implemented as part of the AT&T Park TMP so that:


Efforts are not duplicated; and 


Controls are complementary rather than contradictory. 


For example, the AT&T Park TMP includes PCO control at the intersection of Fourth and King Streets, so if events’ start or end times coincide, no additional PCOs will be necessary at that location. In addition, the street closure that is typically implemented on eastbound King Street between Third and Second Streets following Giants games will facilitate the street closure along northbound Embarcadero between Brannan and Bryant Streets (Figure 6-6) by diverting traffic away from The Embarcadero before the closure at Brannan.











[bookmark: _Toc372618057]COMMUNICATION


[bookmark: _Toc372618058]Outreach 


Outreach can educate guests and minimize confusion and risk of conflicts by providing advance information on the best way to arrive or depart the Pavilion depending on mode choice; and by alerting attendees to the location and purpose of temporary controls and measures. The following is an outreach strategy to accompany Pavilion events.


Ticket purchase confirmation will include the following information:


For attendees who do not purchase parking at the Pavilion, a statement explaining that parking will not be available, and detailed information about all options for getting to the Pavilion, including:


List of transit options available, including links to schedules, fare information, and forms of payment (i.e. Clipper card brochure).


Reminder that Muni fares will be checked on the street, prior to walking up the Muni platform; and that Muni tickets must be purchased ahead of time.


Recommended walking paths to the Pavilion from transit hubs and other origins.


Information on bicycle routes (i.e. link to San Francisco’s Bicycle and Walking Map) and bicycle valet.


Directions to general pick-up/drop-off location at cul-de-sac on Spear Street.


Alternative parking options near the Pavilion.


For attendees who do purchase parking in the garage with their ticket:


Directions to the Pavilion from different origins and instructions describing how to access the Pavilion garage.


Information on controls that will be in place following game’s end and how to successfully exit the Pavilion garage towards desired destinations.


[bookmark: _Toc372618059]Wayfinding 


Wayfinding can reduce the risk of conflicts for all modes by directing people away from potential conflict points. The following is a wayfinding strategy to accompany Pavilion events.


[bookmark: _Toc372618060]Technology and Apps


· Include platfroms that give users multiple, real-time advisories to facilitate convenient transportation choices that include taxi, transit, bike sharing, walking


· Provide extensive use of real-time transit info in public assembly areas that reflect the range of transit services in the area     


Pre-Event Wayfinding


Build upon base of permanent, intuitive wayfinding network that highlights local transit hubs and major destinations, and includes estimates walking times along the most comfortable pedestrian corridors   


Temporary signage at southwest and northwest corners of the site directing walk-up attendees to Pavilion entrances along routes that minimize pedestrian crossings of the Pavilion garage driveway.


Temporary signage asking bicyclists to dismount when they reach the sidewalk and directing bicyclists to the indoor bicycle valet parking. Signage should be placed at the following locations:


Southbound Embarcadero just before Bryant Street.


Northbound Embarcadero just before the entry to the garage right-turn pocket.


[bookmark: _Toc372618061]Post-Event Wayfinding


Temporary signage at Pavilion exits that directs pedestrians leaving the site away from the Pavilion garage driveway and towards key destinations such as BART/Temporary Transbay Terminal (north), Caltrain (south), and Muni Brannan Street stop (south).


Temporary signage outside bicycle valet parking directing bicyclists to use the Embarcadero bicycle lanes.


Temporary signage on Bryant Street at Beale Street directing non-Bay Bridge traffic to turn right.


Temporary signage for northbound vehicle traffic on The Embarcadero, south of Townsend Street, providing detour routes for non-event traffic to bypass the temporary street closure.











[bookmark: _Toc372618062]FUTURE WATERFRONT TRANSPORTATION STRATEGIES


The City of San Francisco is currently conducting a comprehensive assessment of transportation strategies for the Waterfront.  This chapter describes those transportation strategies that would provide enhancements in the project vicinity. The following list of projects was developed by SFMTA staff for the Piers 30-32 CAC Transportation Subcommittee. Chapter 9 provides a description of the process through which the TMP would be monitored and refined on a regular basis to respond to new transportation programs and strategies as they are implemented.


[bookmark: _Toc372618063]future muni light rail strategies


The following projects or programs would enhance MUNI light rail service along The Embarcadero and King Street.


1. MUNI Metro Extension (MMX) Optimization: addition of third track in the existing median between platforms at Folsom Street and Fourth and King Streets. This would allow trains to be stored or pass other vehicles during high demand periods. 


2. E-Embarcadero Historic Streetcar Southern Terminal Loop: construction of terminal tracks and loop around or near the terminal at Fourth and King Streets.  This would improve service and reliability on the E line and the N/T, and would allow an extension into Mission Bay.


3. T-Third Travel Time Improvements: implementation of modified transit operations along Third Street T-Third Light Rail route from Sunnydale to Fourth Street and King Street.  These improvements would be designed to improve travel time and reliability on the T-Third.


4. New Light Rail Vehicles: acquisition of new light rail vehicles to support service demands from new developments.


[bookmark: _Toc372618064]future muni BUS strategies


The following projects or programs would enhance MUNI bus service.


1. Advance 22-Filmore Interim Extension to Mission Bay: extension of the 22-Filmore on Sixteenth Street, connecting Mission Bay with the Sixteenth-Mission BART station. 


2. Special Event Route Modifications and Service Augments: this program would be implemented as needed for special events.


3. Transit Preferential Streets for MUNI Buses along Waterfront: provision of transit-only lanes by removing a parking lane for the 14-Mission, 27-Folsom, and 22-Filmore as identified in the TEP.  These improvements would improve travel time and reliability on these bus routes.


4.  Bus “Bridge” Service: expansion or increase of MUNI service to meet capacity demands prior to the Central Subway (2019).


5. Expanded Peak Period Service to Waterfront: increased peak period service on routes such as the 82X, the 81X-Caltrain Express, and the 82-Levi Plaza Express.


6. South of Market Neighborhood Transit: new local east-west transit service for the neighborhood east of Second Street where current service terminates.


[bookmark: _Toc372618065]future bicycle strategies


The following projects would enhance existing bicycle facilities in the Waterfront area.


1. Embarcadero Dedicated Bicycle Facility: construction of a two-way separated bikeway (cycle track) along The Embarcadero. 


2. Expanded Bike Sharing as part of project approvals: provision of new bike sharing stations in new development projects.


3. Bike Facility on Lefty O’Doul (Third Street) Bridge: provision of bike facility on bridge to connect north and south bike route across Mission Creek.


4. Required Bike Valet Parking: dedicated valet bike parking for special events.


5. Expand Bicycle Sharing within Waterfront Area: addition of pods at key locations in the Waterfront Transportation Assessment area.


[bookmark: _Toc372618066]future pedestrian strategies


The following projects would enhance existing pedestrian facilities in the Waterfront area.


1. Pedestrian Safety Projects: implementation of pedestrian improvements including crossing treatments designed to increase walking and reduce the severity and frequency of pedestrian crashes.


2. Fourth & King Improvements: pedestrian crossing improvements at this intersection adjacent to the Caltrain station.


3. Modal Access Coordination and Safety: revise developer garage and driveway design to favor pedestrian circulation.


[bookmark: _Toc372618067]future vehicle Circulation strategies


The following projects would enhance existing vehicle and transit circulation in the Waterfront area.


1. Beale Street Road Diet (restriping): provision of second southbound lane on Beale Street between Folsom Street and Bryant Street, by converting on-street parking to parallel configuration.


2. Beale Street Extension to Embarcadero: extension of Beale Street to connect with The Embarcadero with right-in, right-out movements.


3. Freeway Ramp to City Street Transition Traffic Calming: installation of signs, pavement striping, and other traffic calming measures designed to reduce travel speeds for vehicle traffic exiting freeway ramps.


[bookmark: _Toc372618068]future signal, signage, & wayfinding strategies


The following projects would enhance existing vehicle and transit circulation in the Waterfront area.


1. Traffic Signal System Modifications: improvements to the traffic signal system designed to create safer and more functional traffic patterns, and to prioritize pedestrians and cyclists. 


2. Wayfinding Program: installation of multi-modal wayfinding including transit, bicycle, and pedestrian information.


[bookmark: _Toc372618069]future loading & emergency service strategies


The following strategies would address curbside management and the provision of emergency services.


1. Embarcadero Multi-Use Lanes and Loading Bays: implementation of multi-use lanes and loading bays as provided for the America’s Cup. 


[bookmark: _Toc372618070]future parking strategies


The following programs would provide a range of parking management strategies.


1. Satellite Parking Strategy: program to encourage off-site parking beyond the Piers and neighborhood to minimize traffic caused by drivers searching for parking. 


2. Event-Specific Reserved Parking: program to provide reserved parking for waterfront events coordinated by project sponsors and offered as part of ticket purchase.


3. Parking Management; program to coordinate use of private parking facilities for special events.


4. Project Sponsor Satellite Parking: designation of satellite parking by new development projects. 


5. Neighborhood Parking Program: program to coordinate review of current Residential Permit Parking (RPP) with community/neighborhoods.


[bookmark: _Toc372618071]future taxi, accessible service, & pedicab strategies


The following projects would enhance service to the Waterfront area by taxis and pedicabs.


1. Taxi Share Program: program on high capacity transit routes that would allow customers to share their commute with others at reduced costs. 


2. Taxi Stand Management Program: program to staff taxi stands to facilitate customer access to taxis in an organized manner at key busy locations and/or during major events.


3. Multi-Modal Taxi Coordination: program to provide improved coordination and planning for taxi services around major destinations at key busy locations and/or during major events.  


4. Exclusive Curbside Access: specific dedication of protected, exclusive taxi and paratransit curbside access at the Ferry Building and near Second Street and Townsend (for events at AT&T Park) and at all new Waterfront facilities such as the Warriors Arena.  


5. Port-side Curbside Access Location: specific dedication of pick-up and drop-off locations along the bayside of the Embarcadero that reconcile with the planned bicycle facility. 


6. Taxi Quick Charge Stations: construction of quick-charge stations in new development areas for the growing fleet of electric taxi vehicles.   


7. Taxi Driver Rest Areas: construction of restrooms, possibly in coordination with the above quick charge stations, to improve service delivery.  


8. Pedicab Stands: specific dedication of curbside pedicab stands to load/unload passengers, designed so that they don’t block the bike lane, and located around major destinations at key busy locations and/or during major events.


[bookmark: _Toc372618072]future travel demand management (TDM) strategies


The following programs would reduce vehicular travel demand on the Waterfront transportation system.


1. Transit Pass Fare Embedded in Event Ticket: program to include transit pass fare in special event tickets. 


2. Monthly Transit Subsidy: program to provide monthly transit pass subsidies for employees, residents, and hotel visitors.


3. Satellite Regional Parking Promotion: encouraging the use of parking facilities outside the waterfront area through an ongoing information and marketing effort.


4. Embedded Parking Assignment: program to include reserved parking in satellite garages or lots for special events.


5. TDM Communications: program to coordinate event, local and regional transportation information.


6. Multi-modal Wayfinding: citywide wayfinding program to provide information for pedestrians and bicyclists.


7. Car Share Membership: program to provide free membership to City Car Share for residents and employees.


8. Hotel Provision of Transit Passes: program for hotels to provide MUNI passports or pre-loaded Clipper cards with reservations.


9. Transit Contribution for Special Event Attendees: incentivize travel to events by transit by including transit pass with event tickets.


10. Daycare Center: program to provide on-site day care center with priority to residents and employees who use transit.


11. Large Retail (grocery stores, etc.): program to encourage grocery stores to provide delivery services to reduce the need for driving personal vehicles.


12. Commitment to Mode Share Goals: ongoing monitoring and evaluation of commitment to limit drive-alone trips.


[bookmark: _Toc372618073]future event specific transportation planning strategy


The following program would enhance coordination of transportation planning strategies for special events.


1. Special Event Planning: coordination of transportation management strategies by SFMTA’s Special Events Team (SET). 


[bookmark: _Toc372618074]future BART strategies


The following projects would enhance regional rail service by BART.


1. Embarcadero & Montgomery Capacity Implementation Strategy: near-term capacity improvements to the Embarcadero and Montgomery BART stations. 


2. Metro Core and Metro Commute Service Expansion: capacity expansion to Embarcadero BART station.


3. BART Station Platform/Access Capacity: long-term capacity improvements for Embarcadero and Montgomery station platforms.


4. Embarcadero Station Vertical Circulation Expansion: provision of direction connections between BART and Muni Metro platforms.


5. New Train Control System: new network-wide train control system designed to allow for increased frequency of BART service.


[bookmark: _Toc372618075]future caltrain strategies


The following projects would enhance regional rail service by Caltrain.


1. Caltrain Electrification: full electrification of Caltrain system and expansion of peak and off-peak service levels. 


[bookmark: _Toc372618076]future ferry SERVICE strategies


The following projects would enhance ferry service.


1. Pier 30-32 Water Transit Landing: provision of facilities to accommodate water transport during events.


2. Golden Gate Ferry Service Expansion: modest increase in peak Larkspur ferry service and in the afternoon Sausalito ferry service.


3. WETA Expansion: near-term WETA service corridor expansions (Treasure Island, Richmond, Berkeley) and service headway improvemetns  


[bookmark: _Toc372618077]future regional bus SERVICE strategies


The following projects would enhance Golden Gate Transit (GGT) and AC Transit bus service.


1. Golden Gate Transit and MUNI Service Interlining: route and fare coordination between GGT and MUNI bus service in the northeast quadrant and on Van Ness Avenue to provide greater access to transit through integrated routing and pricing.


2. AC Transit Service Expansion: increased Transbay bus service to provide a viable late night transportation alternative.





[bookmark: _Toc372618078]monitoring and refinement


The Golden State Warriors will monitor and refine the TMP in conjunction with the City of San Francisco.


[bookmark: _Toc372618079]PURPOSE 


The monitoring and refinement of the TMP will be conducted to accomplish the following objectives.


1. Refine traffic control strategies to improve the overall safety and efficiency of pre-event arrival and post-event departure transportation activities.


2. Ensure that a high proportion of project employees and visitors, particularly during peak events and events that have high levels of activity during morning or evening commute periods, are traveling to and from the site via transit, bicycle, or walk modes.


3. Minimize traffic and parking impacts to adjacent neighborhoods.


4. Refine TMP strategies to respond to construction activities adjacent to the site.


5. Refine TMP strategies to respond to new transportation projects or programs as they are completed.


6. Refine TMP strategies to incorporate new travel options as they become available.


[bookmark: _Toc372618080]Monitoring methods


The following methods will be employed to monitor TMP strategies.


1. Quarterly Coordination Meetings – the on-site Transportation Coordinator and key Warriors’ staff will meet quarterly with the City’s designated Special Event Team (SET) to evaluate the TMP strategies during the first year of operation.


2. Inaugural Event Monitoring – a designated team of Warrior and City staff will monitor pre-game and post-game transportation conditions at the first Warriors’ game and concert held at the Pavilion.


3. Curb Pick-Up and Drop-Off Operations – the on-site Transportation Coordinator will regularly monitor curb operations during the first year of operation. 


4. Warrior Attendee Surveys – travel surveys of at least 600 attendees will be conducted during five weekday evening games during the initial season at the Pavilion.  The surveys will identify such data as pre-game origin and post-game destination, arrival and departure times, arrival and departure modes, transit provider, parking location, number of vehicle occupants (auto mode), etc.


5. Warrior Employee Surveys – annual travel surveys of permanent employees will be conducted to identify the same travel information for Warrior attendees as well as to determine their awareness of alternative modes and travel demand management programs that are available to them.


6. Parking Strategies – data will be collected on the effectiveness of on-site and off-site remote parking strategies.


[bookmark: _Toc372618081]  Monitoring DOCUMENTATION


The results of the monitoring process will be documented as follows.


1. TMP Travel Survey Memo – a memorandum will be prepared within three months of the inaugural event that documents the results of the travel surveys as well as ongoing visual event monitoring. 


2. TMP Monitoring Report – a report will be developed at the end of the first year of operation of the Pavilion that addresses how effectively the TMP is meeting the monitoring objectives described above.
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Typical Warriors Game Sequence (7:30 pm tip off)








			Day Prior


			





			2 to 4 pm


			If the game is nationally televised (5-7 games per year), 1-2 TV trucks for the national broadcaster(s) will typically arrive the day before the game.  Trucks are parked in the loading dock and technicians will begin to setup for game broadcast.  





			


			





			Game Day


			





			7 am to noon


			Game day food service deliveries at loading dock (scheduled around TV broadcast and team arrival and departures). Average Time of delivery is scheduled to avoid peak commute hours and other factors that may influence efficiency and impact. Average individual deliveries required per Warriors game is six.  Most if not all are scheduled to occur the day prior.








			


			





			9 am 


			Food service prep team arrives.  Typically 25 to 35 game day personnel plus approximately 30 baseline staff.  Staff will arrive on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			


			Home and visiting team TV trucks (2 trucks) arrive and deploy in the loading dock.  If trucks are in market and the dock is available, they may arrive the day before the event.  Typical call is morning on game day.  The trucks can arrive as late as early afternoon.  





			


			





			10 am


			TV broadcasting crew arrives one hour following TV truck arrival and begins to prepare for the game broadcast.  Typically 40 personnel total. The crew arrives via the loading dock.





			


			





			


			Pre-game shoot around.  Visiting teams will in some cases use an off-site venue for shootaround.  Specific times vary. The window is typically 10 am to 1 pm.  Typically 25 personnel per team.  Visiting team arrives in two buses.  Home team arrives individually.  After pre-game shoot around, visiting players and coaches and home team players will typically leave the building. The visiting team arrives and departs via the loading dock. The home team will either use the loading dock or segregated parking in the Pavilion garage.  





			


			





			1 pm


			Building pre-cleaning crew arrives.  This practice varies from building to building and is more common for outdoor venues.  Personnel vary based on event type and general building practice.  Likely 15 to 20 total.  In some cases, there is no pre-clean. In others, the pre-clean happens early in the morning on game day.  The crew will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			5 to 5:30 pm 


			Teams return for the game.  The visiting team will arrive in two buses via the loading dock. The home team will either use the loading dock or segregated parking in the Pavilion garage.





			


			





			5 to 6 pm


			Game day building staff arrives.  Includes guest service and food service personnel. Typically 500 to 600 total.  Staff will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			5:30 to 6 pm


			Police, building security, and guest services personnel deploy to manage guest ingress approximately 30 minutes prior to doors.





			


			





			6 to 6:30 pm


			Doors open 60 to 90 minutes prior to tip off.  Guests begin to arrive.  We anticipate that approximately 80% of guests will access the building via the entrance at the main plaza.  Arrival distribution varies slightly based on day of week and market dynamics.  80% to 90% of guests are in the building by tip off.  Final guests typically enter by the end of the first quarter.





			


			





			7:30


			Tip off.





			


			





			9:30 pm


			Police, building security, and guest services personnel deploy to manage guest egress approximately 30 minutes prior to anticipated game end.





			


			





			10 pm


			Game ends.  Broadcast technicians immediately begin load-out.





			


			





			


			Cleaning crew arrives and immediately begins post-show clean.  Typically 25 to 50 personnel.  The crew will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			


			Change over crew arrives and immediately begins change over.  Typically 20 personnel.  The crew will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			11 to 11:30 pm


			Venue clear of guests and all event staff.





			


			





			Day After Game





			





			11:30 pm to 12 am


			TV trucks leave the venue.





			


			





			2 to 3 am 


			Post-game clean complete, cleaning crew leaves the building.





			


			





			4 am


			Change over complete.  Crew leaves the building.















Typical Concert Sequence (7:30 pm Show Time)








			Event Day


			





			4 to 8 am


			Show trucks (which carry all show components including the stage, sound equipment and controls, video equipment and controls, props) arrive in market. They will typically stage somewhere off site but close to the venue.  The number of trucks varies based on the size and complexity of the show. An A list show will usually require approximately 20 trucks Once trucks have been unloaded, they are driven off site and will not return until the show is complete and the load-out process begins. 





			


			





			6 to 8 am


			The production team (15 to 30 personnel for A list shows) arrives at the venue as does the local stagehand crew.  Initial production trucks access the loading dock and show load-in commences.  The production team will arrive in tour buses and access the building via the loading dock. The stagehand crew will arrive on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.  The show trucks enter and exit the venue as the show components are unloaded.  Load-in typically occurs over approximately four to six hours.  





			


			





			7 am to noon


			Event day food service deliveries at loading dock (scheduled around other event related arrivals and departures). Average individual deliveries required are six.  Most if not all are scheduled to occur the day prior.








			


			





			9 am 


			Food service prep team arrives.  Typically 25 to 35 event day personnel plus approximately 30 baseline staff.  Staff will arrive on foot and be encouraged to use public transit. 





			


			





			1 pm


			Building pre-cleaning crew arrives.  This practice varies from building to building and is more common for outdoor venues.  Personnel vary based on event type and general building practice.  Likely 15 to 20 total.  In some cases, there is no pre-clean. In others, the pre-clean happens early in the morning on event day.  The crew will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			2 to 4 pm 


			Performer(s) arrive(s) for sound check.  Sound check typically lasts 30 to 60 minutes.  The performer(s) will arrive in tour buses via the loading dock. 





			


			





			5 to 6 pm


			Event day building staff arrives.  Includes guest service and food service personnel. Typically 500 to 600 total and varies based on show type and expected attendance.  Staff will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			5:30 to 6 pm


			Police, building security, and guest services personnel deploy to manage guest ingress approximately 30 minutes prior to doors.





			


			





			6 to 6:30 pm


			Doors open 60 to 90 minutes prior to show time.  Guests begin to arrive.  We anticipate that approximately 80% of guests will access the building via the main entrance for Pavilion shows, and 80% will access the building via the main theatre entrance for theatre shows.  Arrival distribution varies slightly based on day of week and market dynamics.  90%+ of guests are in the building by show time.  Final guests typically enter within another 30 minutes following show time.





			


			





			7:30 pm


			Show time.





			


			





			10 pm


			Police, building security, and guest services personnel deploy to manage guest egress approximately 30 minutes prior to anticipated show end.





			


			





			10:30 pm


			Show ends.  Production team immediately begins load-out. 





			


			





			


			Cleaning crew arrives and immediately begins post-show clean.  Typically 25 to 50 personnel.  The crew will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			


			Change over crew arrives.  Typically 20 personnel.  The crew will arrive at the staff entrance on foot and be encouraged to use public transit.





			


			





			11:30 to 12 am


			Venue clear of guests and all event staff.





			


			





			Day After Event





			





			1 to 3 am


			Show trucks leave the venue.





			


			





			2 to 3 am 


			Post show clean complete, cleaning crew leaves the building.





			


			





			4 am


			Change over complete.  Crew leaves the building.

















[bookmark: _Toc370229314]Appendix B:
Alternative Parking Locations	Comment by Albert, Peter: Make a note that this references alternatives to the 500-space garage.  The satellite parking concept for the other 2-5000 cars should include a more comprehensive inventory of potential / likely partnership parking garage opportunities within ¾ mile
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From: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Oerth, Sally (OCII)
Subject: FW: UCSF Benioff Children"s Skyline Sign logo change - temp banner and permanent
Date: Wednesday, May 21, 2014 8:48:05 AM
Attachments: image002.png


BCH Logo Sign - temp solution_4-11-14.pdf
UCSF Site Children"s Logo 4-14-14_ARROW SUBMITTAL[2].pdf


Please revise the proposed request and advise of your recommendation.  Thank you.
 


From: Lima, Cindy [mailto:Cindy.Lima@ucsfmedctr.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 10:56 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Cc: Beauchamp, Kevin
Subject: UCSF Benioff Children's Skyline Sign logo change - temp banner and permanent
 
Dear Catherine and Tiffany,
 
Hope all is well – I’m sure you are buried with all things Warriors, among everything else.   I’m
writing to you about a change we need to make to the skyline sign on the children’s hospital (near
Mariposa) at Mission Bay, due to a change in our logo.
 
As you’ve likely seen in ads, on January 1, 2014 UCSF Benioff Children’s Hospital and Children’s
Hospital Oakland formerly affiliated.   Oakland is now a subsidiary of the UC Regents and is managed
by UCSF Medical Center.   A gift from The Benioffs to Oakland also resulted in a renaming to UCSF
Benioff Children’s Hospital Oakland. 
 
As part of the rebranding for the integrated children’s organization (and as you’ve likely seen on TV)
, UCSF Benioff Children’s Hospital has dropped the golden gate bridge image and both organizations
are now using the colorful and recognized children historically used by Oakland.
 
The new logo looks like this:


 
So, because of this logo change we need to take down the golden gate bridge from the skyline sign
and put up the kids.   We do not propose changing the text on the building or adding the words “San
Francisco.”     Additionally, because we can’t get this approved, fabricated and installed for many
months, we would like to put up a temporary banner.
 
Attached are images of both a temporary banner and the final proposed sign.   (I should note that
Marc Benioff has asked for the Children to be “large.”  We have mocked up here what we think is
appropriate.   (Given Marc’s recent $2M donation for Mariposa Park, I hope we can accommodate as
shown here -- also makes it readable given the complexity of the shape.)
 
Could you please confirm if we are good to go with these?  We would like to get the temporary
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Kate Keating Associates Inc.
1045 Sansome Street, Suite 202



San Francisco, CA 94111



UCSF Medical Center at Mission Bay
Temp Sign, Scale: 1/8" = 1'-0"
April 11, 2014
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Digitally printed vinyl banner 
with graphics on first surface. 
Background color to match 
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graphics to match white. 
Connection to building to be 
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banner up ASAP. Any flexibility would be appreciated.   Thank you.
 
Cindy
 
p.s. Please save the afternoon/evening of Sept 6 for a community walk and Lights-On Celebration
for the new hospitals!  (Not yet published)
 
 
 
Cindy Lima
Executive Director
Mission Bay Hospitals Project 
UCSF Health - Organizational Program Management
UCSF Medical Center | UCSF Benioff Children’s Hospital
 
2233 Post Street, Suite 204 
San Francisco, CA 94143-1832
Office: 415.353.2729
Cell:  415.218.3105
Analyst: Linda Harkness 415.514.5791


 
 








From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: "Eric Young"
Subject: RE: Mission Bay
Date: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 11:16:00 AM


What do you envision by "public filings".  Documents and such that they would submit for government
approvals from City/OCII?  Or filings required by the federal government, such as any financial data,
etc.?  Will help me get you to the right person.


Thanks


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/


-----Original Message-----
From: Eric Young [mailto:eyoung@bizjournals.com]
Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 11:12 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Mission Bay


Hello. As you probably know we're going to follow the Warriors' plans to build a new arena in Mission
Bay.
Will you please tell me what public filings the team will be making so that we can stay on top of that
development?
Also, what other public agencies should we check in with to ask the same question?
Thank you for your time.
___________
Eric Young
Reporter
San Francisco Business Times


OFFICE: (415) 288-4969
CELL: (415) 717-6429
WEB: www.SanFranciscoBusinessTimes.com
TWITTER: @SFBIZericyoung; SFBayAreaEcon
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From: Uchida, Kansai
To: Wise, Viktoriya
Subject: Warriors Diagram
Date: Tuesday, January 28, 2014 5:42:49 PM
Attachments: Warriors Arena - Transportation Study Diagram v5.ai


Warriors Arena - Transportation Study Diagram v5.pdf


Here are the final versions of the files.  Let me know if you need anything else.
 
Thanks again,
-Kansai
 
Kansai Uchida, AICP 
Environmental & Transportation Planner
 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9048│Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: kansai.uchida@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org
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Area-Wide Efforts



Project-Specific Efforts 
eg Golden State Warriors, Mission Rock, Pier 70



Waterfront Transportation Assessment (WTA)



Purpose
     Identification and analysis of existing and new waterfront transportation strategies that support
     existing and future needs



Outcomes



Purpose
     Project sponsor’s transportation plan to manage
     traffic volume, mode split, site circulation, loading,
     pick-up/drop-off, garage access, etc



Outcomes
     - Invests in the transportation network



     - Incorporates Transportation Demand Management



     - Responds to conditions once the project is
 operational



Transportation Management Plan (TMP) CEQA Transportation Analysis



Development Project Approvals
Identifies agreed-upon community improvements to be
implemented as part of the project, including the TMP



SFMTA Staff Efforts



Transportation 
Demand Management 



Planning (TDMP)



Special Events 
Team Phase I (Fall 2012 - Winter 2013) Phase II (Winter 2013 - Summer 2014)



     - Short list and analysis of most effective
 strategies based on technical and
 community input



     - Cost-sharing framework



Purpose
     - Forecast the trip-making by travel mode associated with the project



     - Disclose transportation impacts in terms of intersection level of service,
 transit crowding, pedestrian and bicycle safety and accessibility,
 loading demand, and adequacy of emergency access



Outcomes
     - Mitigation measures to address CEQA impacts



     - Improvement measures to improve the operational characteristics of
 the site and/or the transportation system



     - List of existing and desired   
 transportation goals
 and strategies
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SF Approach to Waterfront Transportation Planning, Analysis, and Solutions
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From: José I. Farrán
To: Wise, Viktoriya; "Liz Brisson"; Bollinger, Brett
Subject: RE: Canceled: GSW Standing Transportation Meeting
Date: Friday, February 28, 2014 10:14:41 AM
Attachments: image001.png


image002.png
image003.png
image004.png
image005.png


Liz, I also agree with Viktoriya confirmation, we need the 2040 Master Run plus the Warriors overlay
and no Giants.  I have a question though.
 
When you overlay the Warriors and run SF CHAMP, would you do it for both the PM and Late PM
periods? We are analyzing both of them for 2040 in the EIR.
 
_______________________________________________________
José I. Farrán, P.E.
  Adavant
         Consulting
200 Francisco St.,  2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133
office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com
www.AdavantConsulting.com
 
 
From: Wise, Viktoriya [mailto:viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, February 27, 2014 4:33 PM
To: Liz Brisson; Bollinger, Brett
Cc: Jose I. Farran (jifarran@adavantconsulting.com)
Subject: RE: Canceled: GSW Standing Transportation Meeting
 
Yes, confirmed.
 
Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning
 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049│Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org


               
 
From: Liz Brisson [mailto:liz.brisson@sfcta.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, February 26, 2014 9:25 AM
To: Bollinger, Brett; Wise, Viktoriya
Subject: Re: Canceled: GSW Standing Transportation Meeting
 
Thanks Brett! So i assume the SF-CHAMP scenario we need to provide is layering Warriors
Basketball trips onto the Master Run (no giants game).
Viktoriya can you pls confirm? thanks, Liz
 


On Wed, Feb 26, 2014 at 7:25 AM, Bollinger, Brett <brett.bollinger@sfgov.org> wrote:
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In the GSW Transportation SOW we have two Weekday PM Period (4-6 PM) Cumulative scenarios,
one for a basketball game and the other for a convention event, both without a Giants game. We
also have a Weekend Late PM Period (7-9 PM) scenario for a basketball game without a Giants
game. SOW is attached for your reference. Let me know if you have any questions.
 
From: Liz Brisson [mailto:liz.brisson@sfcta.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, February 25, 2014 5:51 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya
Cc: Oshima, Diane; Van de Water, Adam; Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin; Bollinger, Brett;
elizabeth@sfcta.org; Paine, Carli
Subject: Re: Canceled: GSW Standing Transportation Meeting
 
There are two things I wanted to touch on:
 
1) Agenda for next subcommittee meeting --- i got requests from Deep, Dan, Jamie, and
Sunny (Kim's aide) to do an info item high level on Congestion Pricing. I also understand
Erin will want to present some followup items related to the pilots. Then we also have the
next tranche of Phase 2 analysis results. I want to confirm that we think that all works
together as agenda since its changed since we last discussed it.
 
2) Just for Viktoriya/Brett - we have just about completed the "With PRoposed
Developments" SF-CHAMP scenarios for Phase 2, and will next turn to the scenario you
need for the EIR Cumulative. I can't remember if we want this scenario to include only a
Warriors game, or both a Warriors game and a Giants game. Can you please advise?
 


On Tue, Feb 25, 2014 at 5:45 PM, Wise, Viktoriya <viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org> wrote:
Hi-
 
I don’t think there is anything we need to discuss tomorrow so I am cancelling this meeting.  Please
advise ASAP if it is needed. 
The 1 pm CEQA meeting is still happening. 
 


 
--
Liz Brisson
Senior Transportation Planner
San Francisco County Transportation Authority
1455 Market Street, 22nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
415-522-4838


www.sfcta.org
www.facebook.com/sfcta
www.twitter.com/sanfranciscota


 
--
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Liz Brisson
Senior Transportation Planner
San Francisco County Transportation Authority
1455 Market Street, 22nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
415-522-4838
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www.twitter.com/sanfranciscota
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From: Reilly, Catherine
To: Hussain, Lila
Subject: FW: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
Date: Wednesday, March 05, 2014 9:44:00 AM


If you could get the draft Agenda done today with my and Corinne’s review, that would be great. 
Then we can have SF bless it.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Morales, Esther [mailto:Esther.Morales@ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 05, 2014 9:43 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine; Yamauchi, Lori; White, Melissa
Cc: Maher, Christine; Beauchamp, Kevin; Takayama, Paul; Haas, Christine
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
Lori & Catherine, this will be subject to Salesforce release from the confidentiality agreement.  Let
me know when it is ready, and I will send it to them and ask for a release.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 05, 2014 9:33 AM
To: Yamauchi, Lori; White, Melissa
Cc: Maher, Christine; Morales, Esther; Beauchamp, Kevin; Takayama, Paul; Haas, Christine
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
Lori – we will need to include the block numbers.  This is consistent with how we have treated
previous items and to be consistent with the Brown Act.  Also, with the current news articles about
the Warriors and Blocks 29-32, we don’t want to add to additional confusion.  Finally, if we don’t put
the block numbers it will just mean that I get calls from people asking what the site is.
 
We’re drafting the agenda today and will send a draft to you later today for your review.


Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Yamauchi, Lori [mailto:LYamauchi@planning.ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 04, 2014 7:36 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine; White, Melissa
Cc: Maher, Christine; Morales, Esther; Beauchamp, Kevin; Takayama, Paul; Haas, Christine
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
Catherine,
 
Thank you for your response.  Given our nondisclosure agreement, we would like to drop reference
to the block numbers in the agenda item title.  Could it be worded as “Proposed OPA Amendment
and MOU with UCSF to Consent to the Purchase of Mission Bay property”? 
 
At the meeting, we can reference the specific block numbers in the PPT.  Also, will the staff
introduce the item verbally before I present the matter to the CAC?  If not, we would like to have
the Agency reinforce with the CAC after my presentation that the City/Agency stands behind the
agreement negotiated with UCSF.  Please advise if the Agency staff will be prepared to do so.
 
I will try to set up the call we discussed with Tiffany, Ken and Seth together with me and Paul
Takayama before the 3/13 CAC meeting.
 
Lori
 
Lori Yamauchi
Associate Vice Chancellor, Campus Planning
Phone:  (415) 476-8312
 
From: Reilly, Catherine [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, March 03, 2014 4:33 PM
To: Yamauchi, Lori; White, Melissa
Cc: Maher, Christine; Morales, Esther; Beauchamp, Kevin; Takayama, Paul; Haas, Christine
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
I would anticipate that the title would be something like:  Proposed OPA Amendment and MOU with
UCSF to Consent to the Purchase of Blocks 33 to 34.  I need to play with the language, but we’d
want to have at least this level of detail.
 
We don’t do any written memos for the CAC, so will be verbal with any PPT that you want to do. 
Folks could request the PPT after, so should be prepared that someone may ask for it.
 
As for the other bodies, there will be written memos.  I can speak more about the OCII Commission
and Oversight Board (but don’t expect that the BOS would be more detailed than those two
bodies).  We now attach the full bodies of the documents being approved, so the OPA Amendment
and MOU would be attachments to the memo.  The memo would summarize the details and
history.  We’d probably need to include some documentation on how we determined the Affordable
Housing Payment – probably Amy’s worksheet or a summary of it.
 
I’m attaching the memo we did for the Block 7 OPA Amendment so that you can get a general idea
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of what we included.  For the Block 1 Amendment and N4P3 OPA Amendments we also included as
attachment the studies done to support the economic basis of the deal, but it wasn’t necessary for
this deal.
 
We will need to have a resolution for introduction to the BOS.  As I told Melissa – we should have a
better idea how the BOS process will go in a day or so due to another project with a similar ask (ie,
the material change to the affordable housing requirement) going through. 
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Yamauchi, Lori [mailto:LYamauchi@planning.ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Monday, March 03, 2014 2:22 PM
To: White, Melissa; Reilly, Catherine
Cc: Maher, Christine; Morales, Esther; Beauchamp, Kevin; Takayama, Paul; Haas, Christine
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
Catherine,
 
Can you please share how the matter will be worded in the CAC agenda and what staff report will
go to the CAC?  Or when they are ready, can you please share them with us?
 
Also, can you please advise as to what level of detail in the supporting documentation will be shared
with the CAC, the OCII Commission, the Board of Supervisors and the Oversight Board? 
 
Thank you.
 
Lori
 
Lori Yamauchi
Associate Vice Chancellor, Campus Planning
Phone:  (415) 476-8312
 


From: White, Melissa 
Sent: Monday, March 03, 2014 2:14 PM
To: Yamauchi, Lori; Reilly, Catherine
Cc: Maher, Christine; Morales, Esther; Beauchamp, Kevin; Takayama, Paul; Haas, Christine
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
We will also want Supervisor Kim to sign on and introduce as well, if possible.
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From: Yamauchi, Lori 
Sent: Monday, March 03, 2014 2:12 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine
Cc: Maher, Christine; Morales, Esther; Beauchamp, Kevin; White, Melissa; Takayama, Paul; Haas,
Christine
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
Catherine,
 
Thank you for your reply (and words of support).
 
Thank you for keeping the documents moving.  Can you please advise if the comments to date have
raised major issues to be resolved and if such resolution would best be done at a meeting?  It would
be good to know in advance of Wednesday or Thursday, so we can discuss them internally. 
 
Thank you for checking with Tiffany re: who will introduce the Board resolution.
 
Lori
 
Lori Yamauchi
Associate Vice Chancellor, Campus Planning
Phone:  (415) 476-8312
From: Reilly, Catherine [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, March 03, 2014 1:14 PM
To: Yamauchi, Lori
Cc: Maher, Christine; Morales, Esther; Beauchamp, Kevin; White, Melissa; Takayama, Paul
Subject: RE: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
Hi, Lori – welcome back (and really sorry to hear about your mother.  I hope that she is getting good
care and improving).
 
We are in the process of reviewing the documents you sent over a week ago.  The line staff and City
Attorney have done an initial review and we’re passing it up the line for Tiffany, Ken and deputies
review, as well as to FOCIL).  We’re given everyone a heads up that it is coming so that they know to
keep time open and we’re hoping to get you comments back Wednesday/Thursday, but we’ll
confirm with folks and let you know if there is a change in that schedule.
 
We will also be doing an updated calendar to see where we are with overall dates.  I think that
March 11 is aggressive for introduction to the BOS since the item won’t have gone to the CAC by
then.  But, I think that the delay won’t affect the overall schedule since it is being driven by the CAC
date, which then drives when we can get to the OCII Commission prior to the BOS.  We’ll get an
updated schedule to you tomorrow.
 
Finally, I checked with Tiffany and it sounds like the Mayor’s Office would introduce.  Melissa has
outreached to me and I’ll talk with her later today about specifics.
 
Thank you and welcome back.  All our best to your mother.



mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org





 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Yamauchi, Lori [mailto:LYamauchi@planning.ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Saturday, March 01, 2014 3:39 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine
Cc: Maher, Christine; Morales, Esther; Beauchamp, Kevin; White, Melissa; Takayama, Paul
Subject: UCSF Mission Bay MOU
 
Catherine,
 
I was away on a family medical emergency and got back on Thursday.  My mom is in the hospital in
Honolulu.
 
I wanted to follow up with you regarding the draft MOU and OPA amendment which Esther Morales
sent over.  Can you please advise regarding the status of review by the Agency and City Attorney? 
 
Also, can you please advise as to who will introduce the MOU and OPA Amendment at the Board of
Supervisors on March 11?  With whom can Melissa White from UCSF Govt. Relations coordinate for
Board review?  T
 
Hope all is well with your parents.  Thank you.
 
Lori
 
Lori Yamauchi
Associate Vice Chancellor, Campus Planning
654 Minnesota Street, 2nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94143-0286
Phone:  (415) 476-8312
 
 
 



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:LYamauchi@planning.ucsf.edu






From: Clark, Noa L.
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) (RED); Hamalian, Seth
Subject: RE: Contact Info - Leadership San Francisco Economic Development (April 17th)
Date: Wednesday, April 02, 2014 12:57:13 PM
Attachments: LSF ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT.pdf


099754-0106130 (2014-03-31 04-28-27 PM).pdf


Hi Catherine and Seth:
 
Sorry for the delay in getting the schedule but attached is what is going to be the near final schedule


for April 17th. We are very excited about the waterfront tour and we thank you both in advance for
 your participation!
 
We have scheduled the bus tour at 1:45 following a discussion panel on the waterfront
development projects where Art Agnos and Jack Bair will be the participants. You are of course
welcome to attend this panel as well as lunch that will be served at 11:45.
 
I’ve also attached to this e-mail a proposed route that one of our participants created, although we
would welcome your input as I know you have more experience than we do in developing these
proposed bus routes.  Our goals in developing this route would be to leave from 555 Mission Street
(where the panel and lunch will be served) and pass by the Transbay Site to the Embarcadero where
we could then hit the following sites:


Pier 30/32 (as the possible location of the Warriors Location);
Ballpark
Seawall Lot 337/Mission Rock
UCSF
Sales Force Site
Pier 70
Apartment Fire


 
If you think any other sites in the Mission Bay should go onto this list, that would be great as well.
 We have approximately 1 hour for the tour (and we have about 30 minutes of flexibility to shuffle
the participants on and off the two shuttles).
 
Also, I know you mentioned that you have map of the area showing the various projects in Mission
Bay. Is this something we could share with the participants?
 
Lastly, if you have bios that we could share with the overview of the day that would be great as well.
 
Again, thank you for your participation and please let me know if you have any questions and we can
discuss. We can also discuss your thoughts on the proposed route as well.
 
Noa
 
 
Noa L. Clark | Pillsbury Winthrop Shaw Pittman LLP



mailto:noa.clark@pillsburylaw.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:SHamalian@mbaydevelopment.com













































4 Embarcadero Center, 22nd Floor | San Francisco, CA 94111-5998
t 415.983.1298 | f 415.983.1200
noa.clark@pillsburylaw.com | website bio
 


From: Reilly, Catherine [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, March 27, 2014 2:19 PM
To: Clark, Noa L.
Cc: Hamalian, Seth
Subject: RE: Contact Info - Leadership San Francisco Economic Development (April 17th)
 
Hi, Noa – great talking with you today.  It sounds like Seth will be available, so if you could include
him on the schedule for tomorrow, we’d appreciate it.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Clark, Noa L. [mailto:noa.clark@pillsburylaw.com] 
Sent: Thursday, March 27, 2014 12:45 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine
Subject: Contact Info - Leadership San Francisco Economic Development (April 17th)
 
Hi Catherine:
 
Below is my contact information. Thank you again for your participation! I will send you a more
complete  draft of the schedule tomorrow.
Best,
Noa
 
Noa L. Clark | Pillsbury Winthrop Shaw Pittman LLP
4 Embarcadero Center, 22nd Floor | San Francisco, CA 94111-5998
t 415.983.1298 | f 415.983.1200
noa.clark@pillsburylaw.com | website bio


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
-----------------------------------------------------------
In compliance with IRS and other applicable tax practice standards, any advice in this
message (including attachments) is not intended or written to be used, and it cannot be used,
for the purpose of avoiding tax penalties or for the purpose of promoting, marketing or
recommending to another party any tax-related matters.
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mailto:noa.clark@pillsburylaw.com

http://www.pillsburylaw.com/noa.clark
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Additionally, the contents of this message, together with any attachments, are intended only
for the use of the individual or entity to which they are addressed and may contain
information that is legally privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure. If you are not
the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, or copying
of this message, or any attachment, is strictly prohibited. If you have received this message
in error, please notify the original sender or the Pillsbury Winthrop Shaw Pittman Help Desk
at Tel: 800-477-0770, Option 1, immediately by telephone or by return E-mail and delete this
message, along with any attachments, from your computer. Thank you.
 
===========================================================








From: José I. Farrán
To: "Liz Brisson"
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: New Trip Gen/Mode Share for Warriors?
Date: Thursday, May 08, 2014 5:40:25 PM
Attachments: Mission Bay Project - Traffic and Transit Estimates.msg


Liz – Here is the information I provided to MTA last April at Strada’s request.  Notice all the caveats.
 
_______________________________________________________
José I. Farrán, P.E.
  Adavant
         Consulting
200 Francisco St.,  2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133
office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com
www.AdavantConsulting.com
 
 
From: Liz Brisson [mailto:liz.brisson@sfcta.org] 
Sent: Thursday, May 08, 2014 3:47 PM
To: Jose I. Farran
Cc: Viktoriya Wise; Brett Bollinger; Erin Miller
Subject: New Trip Gen/Mode Share for Warriors?
 
Hi Jose,
 
I had a meeting with SFMTA Transit team today, and I understand you've prepared updated
trip gen/mode share assumptions for the new Mission Bay arena location. Can you pass that
along please?
 
Thanks! Liz
 
--
Liz Brisson
Senior Transportation Planner
San Francisco County Transportation Authority
1455 Market Street, 22nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
415-522-4838



mailto:jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com

mailto:liz.brisson@sfcta.org

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=53ddc14b15cb409584d3f7b15453f64a-Viktoriya Wise

mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org

mailto:erin.miller@sfmta.com



Mission Bay Project - Traffic and Transit Estimates


			From


			José I. Farrán


			To


			Albert, Peter (MTA); Robbins, Jerry (MTA); jerry.flynn@sfmta.com; Paine, Carli (MTA); Samii, Camron (MTA)


			Cc


			Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)


			Recipients


			peter.albert@sfmta.com; jerry.robbins@sfmta.com; jerry.flynn@sfmta.com; carli.paine@sfmta.com; camron.samii@sfmta.com; jennifer.matz@sfgov.org; tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org





All,







 







Following up on the meeting we had last Tuesday, I am sending you the very preliminary traffic and transit demand estimates for Option 2B, one of the possible options being considered for the Mission Bay site. The travel demand assumes a maximum attendance event taking place at the site.







 







Travel demand has been estimated for three distinct hours.  The highest demand during a 60-minute interval between 4 and 6 PM (represents the peak commute hour), the highest demand during a 60-minute interval between 9 and 11 PM (represents the maximum outbound project demand during the event), and the highest demand during a 60-minute interval between 7 and 9 PM (represents the maximum inbound project demand during the event).







 







The attached tables include daily and peak hour person and vehicle trips by place of origin/destination, as well as a cross tabulation of person trips by mode of travel and place of origin/destination during the peak hour.  The data is very preliminary and subject to change.







 







Transit ridership by operator is also included.  Conservatively, it has been assumed that all transit riders coming from outside SF would transfer to Muni, except those using Caltrain.  Again, these are very preliminary, first cut assumptions.







 







I am also including a map showing the existing and currently proposed parking spaces in the Mission Bay area.  The parking facilities are classified as parking lots or covered facilities (generally garages).







 







Let me know if you have any questions.







 







_______________________________________________________







José I. Farrán, P.E.







  Adavant







         Consulting







200 Francisco St., 2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133







office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412







jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com







www.AdavantConsulting.com
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Event Center at Mission Bay Site
PROJECT TRAVEL DEMAND SUMMARY - PRELIMINARY DRAFT / SUBJECT TO REVIEW




OPTION 2B - Arena + 150,000 GSF General Office
With Basketball Game (18,064 attendees)




Mission Bay Site WEEKDAY SATURDAY
Total Daily Person Trips (all modes) Total Daily Vehicles Total Daily Person Trips (all modes) Total Daily Vehicles




Distribution In  Out  Total In+Out In  Out  Total In+Out In  Out  Total In+Out In  Out  Total In+Out
Superdistrict 1 2,602      2,602      5,203      13% 247         247         493         6.1% 2,112      2,112      4,223      10.9% 252         252         504         5.8%
Superdistrict 2 1,037      1,037      2,074      5% 250         250         499         6.2% 759         759         1,519      3.9% 193         193         386         4.4%
Superdistrict 3 1,713      1,713      3,427      8% 326         326         652         8.1% 1,061      1,061      2,123      5.5% 231         231         461         5.3%
Superdistrict 4 893         893         1,786      4% 171         171         342         4.2% 701         701         1,402      3.6% 156         156         311         3.6%
East Bay 6,107      6,107      12,215    30% 528         528         1,055      13.1% 6,147      6,147      12,294    31.7% 750         750         1,500      17.2%
North Bay 2,078      2,078      4,156      10% 791         791         1,581      19.6% 2,421      2,421      4,842      12.5% 914         914         1,827      21.0%
South Bay 5,445      5,445      10,891    26% 1,664      1,664      3,328      41.3% 5,408      5,408      10,815    27.9% 1,808      1,808      3,616      41.5%
Out of Region 793         793         1,586      4% 52           52           103         1.3% 755         755         1,510      3.9% 55           55           110         1.3%
Total 20,669    20,669    41,337    100% 4,027      4,027      8,054      100.0% 19,364    19,364    38,727    100.0% 4,358      4,358      8,717      100.0%




WEEKDAY - PM Peak Hour (highest 60 min. between 4 PM and 6 PM) - Start of Inbound Event
Mission Bay Site Person Trips by Mode by of Travel




Auto Transit Other Total All Modes Vehicles
Distribution In  Out  Total In  Out  Total In  Out  Total In  Out  Total In  Out  Total
Superdistrict 1 47           12           59           87           8             95           49           6             55           183         27           209         11% 33           11           44           6%
Superdistrict 2 71           22           93           44           8             53           14           3             17           130         33           163         8% 53           18           71           9%
Superdistrict 3 135         45           180         71           16           87           54           17           71           261         78           339         18% 105         35           140         18%
Superdistrict 4 62           18           80           35           5             40           7             1             8             103         24           127         7% 39           12           52           7%
East Bay 129         29           158         220         13           233         4             1             5             353         43           395         20% 70           18           88           11%
North Bay 108         14           122         5             2             7             1             0             2             114         16           130         7% 54           10           63           8%
South Bay 343         69           413         76           7             83           12           2             14           431         78           510         26% 236         62           297         39%
Out of Region 16           5             21           13           3             16           22           0             23           52           8             59           3% 10           3             13           2%
Total 910         215         1,125      551         62           613         164         31           195         1,626      308         1,933      100% 600         168         768         100%




58% 32% 10% 100% 78% 22% 100%




WEEKDAY - Late PM Peak Hour (highest 60 min. between 9 PM and 11 PM) - Outbound Event Peak Hour
Mission Bay Site Person Trips by Mode by of Travel




Auto Transit Other Total All Modes Vehicles
Distribution In  Out  Total In  Out  Total In  Out  Total In  Out  Total In  Out  Total
Superdistrict 1 - 181         181         - 944        944        - 495        495        - 1,620     1,620     11% 28          98          127        5%
Superdistrict 2 - 147         147         - 292        292        - 79          79          - 518        518        4% 15          75          89          4%
Superdistrict 3 - 105         105         - 394        394        - 149        149        - 648        648        4% 46          60          105        4%
Superdistrict 4 - 131         131         - 296        296        - 67          67          - 494        494        3% 61          61          2%
East Bay - 881         881         - 3,867     3,867     - 49          49          - 4,797     4,797     33% 340        340        13%
North Bay - 1,888      1,888      - 1            1            - 0            0            - 1,890     1,890     13% 703        703        28%
South Bay - 2,819      2,819      - 1,167     1,167     - 114        114        - 4,100     4,100     28% 1,089     1,089     43%
Out of Region - 40           40           - 110        110        - 433        433        - 583        583        4% 20          20          1%
Total - 6,192      6,192      - 7,071      7,071      - 1,387      1,387      - 14,650    14,650    100% 89           2,444      2,533      100%




42% 48% 9% 100% 4% 96% 100%
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Adavant Consulting




Event Center at Mission Bay Site
PROJECT TRAVEL DEMAND SUMMARY - PRELIMINARY DRAFT / SUBJECT TO REVIEW




SATURDAY - Evening PM Peak Hour (highest 60 min. between 7 PM and 9 PM) - Inbound Event Peak Hour
Mission Bay Site Person Trips by Mode by of Travel




Auto Transit Other Total All Modes Vehicles
Distribution In  Out  Total In  Out  Total In  Out  Total In  Out  Total In  Out  Total
Superdistrict 1 272         - 272         776        - 776        354        - 354        1,403      - 1,403     11% 125        24          149        6%
Superdistrict 2 176         - 176         198        - 198        61          - 61          435         - 435        3% 75          10          86          3%
Superdistrict 3 118         - 118         309        - 309        99          - 99          525         - 525        4% 51          31          82          3%
Superdistrict 4 162         - 162         209        - 209        48          - 48          419         - 419        3% 66          66          3%
East Bay 1,232      - 1,232      2,896     - 2,896      45          - 45          4,173      - 4,173     33% 463        463        18%
North Bay 1,644      - 1,644      - - -             - - -            1,644      - 1,644     13% 609        609        24%
South Bay 2,840      - 2,840      626        - 626        75          - 75          3,541      - 3,541     28% 1,063     1,063     42%
Out of Region 70           - 70           107        - 107        329        - 329        506         - 506        4% 30          30          1%
Total 6,512      - 6,512      5,121      - 5,121      1,012      - 1,012      12,645    - 12,645    100% 2,481      66           2,547      100%




52% 41% 8% 100% 97% 3% 100%




REGIONAL TRANSIT RIDERS
WEEKDAY SATURDAY




PM Peak Hour Late PM Peak Hour Evening Peak Hour
Mission Bay Site Estimated (bet. 4 PM and 6 PM) (bet. 9 PM and 11 PM) (bet. 7 PM and 9 PM)




% In  Out  Total  In  Out  Total  In  Out  Total  
East Bay
  BART 87% 190         11           201        -            3,348     3,348     2,507     -            2,507      
  AC Transit 10% 22           1             23          -            383        383        287        -            287         
  Ferry 4% 8             0             8            -            137        137        102        -            102         
Total East Bay 100% 220         13           233        -            3,867     3,867     2,896     -            2,896      
North Bay
  GGT Buses 59% 3             1             4            -            1            1            -            -            -             
  Ferry 41% 2             1             3            -            0            0            -            -            -             
Total North Bay 100% 5             2             7            -            1            1            -            -            -             
South Bay
  BART 81% 62           5             67          -            945        945        506        -            506         
  Caltrain 18% 14           1             15          -            210        210        113        -            113         
  SamTrans 1% 1             0             1            -            12          12          7            -            7             
Total 100% 76           7             83          -            1,167     1,167     626        -            626         




SF MUNI TRANSIT RIDERS
(Includes transfers from/to regional transit service providers, except Caltrain)




WEEKDAY SATURDAY
PM Peak Hour Late PM Peak Hour Evening Peak Hour




Mission Bay Site (bet. 4 PM and 6 PM) (bet. 9 PM and 11 PM) (bet. 7 PM and 9 PM)
In  Out  Total  In  Out  Total  In  Out  Total  




Superdistrict 1/Out-of-Region 100         11           111        -            1,053     1,053     883        -            883         
Superdistrict 2 44           8             53          -            292        292        198        -            198         
Superdistrict 3 71           16           87          -            394        394        309        -            309         
Superdistrict 4 35           5             40          -            296        296        209        -            209         
East Bay 220         13           233        -            3,867     3,867     2,896     -            2,896      
North Bay 5             2             7            -            1            1            -            -            -             
South Bay 63           6             68          -            957        957        513        -            513         
Total 538         61           598        -            6,861     6,861     5,009     -            5,009      
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From: Uchida, Kansai
To: Bollinger, Brett
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya
Subject: Warriors Diagram
Date: Wednesday, January 15, 2014 3:12:43 PM
Attachments: Warriors Arena - Transportation Study Diagram v4.ai


Updated with text filled in
 
-Kansai
 
 
Kansai Uchida, AICP 
Environmental & Transportation Planner
 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9048│Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: kansai.uchida@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org
 



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=D71D851871A64D6BB81DC2C87FC393A1-KANSAI UCHI

mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org
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Area-Wide Efforts



Project-Specific Efforts



Waterfront Transportation Assessment (WTA)



Phase I
      Purpose
 - Assessment of planned projects



 - Focus on northeast waterfront



      Outcomes
 - List of existing and desired   
       goals and strategies



Phase II
      Purpose
 - Corridor modeling, identification of needs



 - Screen and refine Phase I goals and strategies



      Outcomes
 - Short list of most effective strategies



 - Cost sharing strategies



City Transportation 
Demand Management



Transportation Management Plan (TMP) Environmental Impact Report (EIR)



Development Agreement



- Evaluation of auto traffic, pedestrian circulation, bicycle  
      circulation, loading, construction traffic, and parking at a  
      level of detail sufficient to identify environmental impacts  
      under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)



- Estimation of project-related travel demand



- Mitigation Measures



- Improvement Measures



- Detailed transportation plans tailored to the design and  
      function of the project (site circulation, loading, pick- 
      up/drop-off, garage access, etc)



- Includes input and direction from SFMTA and other city  
      agencies



- Incorporates transportation demand management measures



- Identifies agreed-upon community improvements to be 
implemented as part of the project



- Includes a transportation component



City Special
Events Team



Waterfront Transportation Assessment (WTA)



Phase I
      Purpose
 - Assessment of planned projects



 - Focus on northeast waterfront



      Outcomes
 - List of existing and desired   
       goals and strategies



Phase II
      Purpose
 - Corridor modeling, identification of needs



 - Screen and refine Phase I goals and strategies



      Outcomes
 - Short list of most effective strategies



 - Cost sharing strategies



City Transportation 
Demand Management



Transportation Management Plan (TMP) Environmental Impact Report (EIR)



Development Agreement



- Evaluation of auto traffic, pedestrian circulation, bicycle  
      circulation, loading, construction traffic, and parking at a  
      level of detail sufficient to identify environmental impacts  
      under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)



- Estimation of project-related travel demand



- Mitigation Measures



- Improvement Measures



- Detailed transportation plans tailored to the design and  
      function of the project (site circulation, loading, pick- 
      up/drop-off, garage access, etc)



- Includes input and direction from SFMTA and other city  
      agencies



- Incorporates transportation demand management measures



- Identifies agreed-upon community improvements to be 
implemented as part of the project



- Includes a transportation component



City Special
Events Team



Overview of Transportation Studies for Waterfront Projects



Draft - For Internal Review Only













From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Miller, Don (DPW); Moy, Barbara (DPW)
Subject: FW: Updated Invitation: UPDATED LOCATION: GSW City Staff Meeting (ONE-TIME ONLY) @ Tue May 27, 2014 11am - 12pm (piers3032@gmail.com)
Date: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 10:30:00 AM
Attachments: image001.png


FYI
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 10:28 AM
To: Gavin, John (MYR); 'Phillip Wong'; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Malamut, John (CAT); 'John Gavin'; Smith, Jesse (CAT); Wong, Phillip
(MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Hussain, Lila (OCII); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Kern, Chris (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: Updated Invitation: UPDATED LOCATION: GSW City Staff Meeting (ONE-TIME ONLY) @ Tue May 27, 2014 11am - 12pm
(piers3032@gmail.com)
 
He’re is a quick diagram of how to find Crissy Field (Phillip, disregard my last email).  Turn right at the elevator at 8th floor.  CF along
back south wall of floor #8244
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Erin E. Miller
Project Manager Waterfront Transportation Assessment
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Sustainable Streets
SFMTA|Municipal Transportation Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
 
415.701.5490 (o)
415.971.7429 (m)
 


From: Gavin, John (MYR) [mailto:john.gavin@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 10:22 AM
To: Phillip Wong; Reilly, Catherine; Malamut, John; John Gavin; Smith, Jesse; Wong, Phillip C; Albert, Peter; Hussain, Lila; Miller, Erin; Van
de Water, Adam; Kern, Chris; Matz, Jennifer Entine
Subject: RE: Updated Invitation: UPDATED LOCATION: GSW City Staff Meeting (ONE-TIME ONLY) @ Tue May 27, 2014 11am - 12pm
(piers3032@gmail.com)
 
Hello All,


Please see attached agenda for today’s 11am meeting.  The meeting will primarily focus on an update from the Mission Bay Task
Force on infrastructure currently in the pipeline. 
 


th
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Note, for today’s purposes the meeting will be held at 1 South Van Ness Ave, 8  Floor, Crissy Field Room.    CALL-IN: 712-432-1500
       
 
Will see some of you shortly,
John
 
                                                                                                                                                               
       
-----Original Appointment-----
From: Phillip Wong [mailto:piers3032@gmail.com] 
Sent: Monday, April 07, 2014 9:59 AM
To: Phillip Wong; Chan, Gloria (MYR); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Malamut, John (CAT); John Gavin; Kinard, Jessica; Pagan, Lisa; Smith,
Jesse (CAT); Wong, Phillip (MYR); Navarrete, Joy (CPC); Albert, Peter (MTA); Hussain, Lila (OCII); Chyi, Leo; Miller, Erin (MTA); Gavin,
John (MYR); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Kern, Chris (CPC); Taupier, Anne (MYR); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Chin, Karen (CAT)
Subject: Updated Invitation: UPDATED LOCATION: GSW City Staff Meeting (ONE-TIME ONLY) @ Tue May 27, 2014 11am - 12pm
(piers3032@gmail.com)
When: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 11:00 AM-12:00 PM America/Los_Angeles.
Where: 1 South Van Ness, 8th Floor, Crissy Field Conference Room; Call-in: 712-432-1500, Access Code: 442024#
 
 


This event has been changed.
more details »
Changed: UPDATED LOCATION: GSW City Staff Meeting (ONE-TIME ONLY)
When         Tue May 27, 2014 11am – 12pm Pacific Time        


Where         Changed: 1 South Van Ness, 8th Floor, Crissy Field Conference Room; Call-in: 712-432-1500,
Access Code: 442024# (map)


       


Calendar         piers3032@gmail.com        


Who


        •         Phillip Wong - organizer        
•         gloria.chan@sfgov.org        
•         catherine.reilly@sfgov.org        
•         john.malamut@sfgov.org        
•         John Gavin        
•         jessica.kinard@sfgov.org        
•         lisa.pagan@sfgov.org        
•         jesse.smith@sfgov.org        
•         phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org        
•         joy.navarrete@sfgov.org        
•         peter        
•         lila.hussain@sfgov.org        
•         leo.chyi@sfgov.org        
•         erin.miller@sfmta.com        
•         john.gavin@sfgov.org        
•         adam.vandewater@sfgov.org        
•         chris.kern@sfgov.org        
•         annie        
•         Jennifer.Matz@sfgov.org        
•         karen.chin@sfgov.org        
 


       


Going?   Yes - Maybe  - No    more options »
Invitation from Google Calendar


You are receiving this  courtesy email at the account john.gavin@sfgov.org because you are an attendee of this  event.


To stop receiving future notifications for this  event, decline this  event. Alternatively  you can sign up for a  Google account at
https://www.google.com/calendar/  and control  your notification settings for your entire calendar.


<< File: invite.ics >>
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Copy of ESA Contract
Date: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 9:55:38 AM
Attachments: ESA Jan 2013 Executed Agreement.pdf


Sure, see attached for the initial Piers 30-32 agreement with ESA.
Clarke
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Sunday, May 25, 2014 2:35 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Copy of ESA Contract
 
Clarke – could you please send me a copy of the original 30/32 Warriors contract with ESA?  I am
interested in the language related to who ESA reports to so that we can make sure it is updated to
reflect the OCII/Planning Department roles for when the new site contract is executed.
 
Thanks!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Cc: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: Next Tuesday, 5/27, 11am GSW Meeting
Date: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 8:58:00 AM


Hi, Jennifer – I am cc-ing John, since I think he was working on an agenda for today’s meeting. 
 
We had invited the Task Force since there had been a lot of questions raised (especially by MTA) on
the status of the various infrastructure projects in MB.  Don Miller is a good go-to person for this
level of detail.  We have invited a larger group that usual since OCII has been getting the same
questions from other non-Warriors MTA folks, etc. and thought we could get them all at one time.  I
believe the agenda would have the Task Force first, so the non-Warriors folks could leave.  We can
clarify that folks should not be billing their time to the Warriors project if they are there
representing another project, such as TEP.  I talked to Don about a 10-15 minute presentation and
then we can focus on the details that match the interest of the group.
 
I am fine with moving to an every other week meeting.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 8:31 AM
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: Fwd: Next Tuesday, 5/27, 11am GSW Meeting
 
Hi all,
 
First, I am going to be calling in to the GSW meeting today. Second, let's pull tougher an agenda for
the meeting. Phillip, once we decide on the substance of the agenda, can you write it up and email
it to folks? 
 
According to Adam, DPW is coming to the meeting to give us all an overview of infrastructure in the
pipeline; a posse of folks are coming from SFMTA. (See below.) I assume you're on board with this,
Catherine, but I wasn't in the loop in planning this presentation. Two concerns 1) is DPW the right
entity to be updating the city team or should we have included Seth? 2) I don't know what are
departmental expectations are around billing for time and I don't want hordes of people coming to
meetings like this and then billing the project. (We should discuss billing and GSW project team
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members at some point very soon.) 
 
Do you have other items you'd like to discuss with the group today? Do you know how long DPW
plans to present? In general, I think we should consider moving this meeting to every other week as I
do not think there is currently enough happening to warrant this citywide group meeting weekly.
Thoughts? 
 
 


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Van de Water, Adam (MYR)" <adam.vandewater@sfgov.org>
Date: May 22, 2014 at 12:19:37 PM PDT
To: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)" <jennifer.matz@sfgov.org>
Cc: "Gavin, John (MYR)" <john.gavin@sfgov.org>
Subject: RE: Next Tuesday, 5/27, 11am GSW Meeting


OK, Tuesday next week is a chance to give us the 101 on MB infrastructure.  Barbara
and Don process FOCIL’s permits for all horizontal improvements.  This meeting is one
time and to bring everyone up to speed on who is doing what and when in MB
(separate sewer and water, street alignment, subdivision mapping, etc).  Agree: no
need to have more meetings with more people for meeting’s sake. 
 
They do NOT need to be part of our regular weekly which can continue as planned
when we have the content to do so.  Until then should we make the City internal bi-
weekly at least until we need to meet more often?  Seems better than cancelling most
weeks.  We can still do the week ahead with the three of us.  I just can’t do tomorrow
as you seem to pick the only days I’m OUT of the office to be IN the office.  Hope to
see you next week.  


A
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2014 11:46 AM
To: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Cc: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: Re: Next Tuesday, 5/27, 11am GSW Meeting
 
I'm totally confused, guys. Mission Bay infrastructure is built by Focil, not the City. 
 
I want to call on city folks as needed and not have large standing group to manage. 
 
What is DPW building in Mission Bay? 
 
I know I've been out a bunch but let's get on the same page about the structure of the
standing meeting and whose on the project team. I need to be part of that
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conversation as don't see an ongoing role for DPW. 


On May 22, 2014, at 2:11 PM, "Van de Water, Adam (MYR)"
<adam.vandewater@sfgov.org> wrote:


Yes to all the below.  Barbara and Don presenting.  They have been
invited to join the weekly mtgs ongoing but this expanded MTA group is
one time only.


Adam Van de Water
Project Manager
Office of Economic and Workforce Development 
City and County of San Francisco
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102
415.554.6625
 


On May 22, 2014, at 10:54 AM, "Gavin, John (MYR)"
<john.gavin@sfgov.org> wrote:


I have a check-in call with Catherine tomorrow.  We are
going to be discussing the city folks who will continue on
with the new partnership with OCII.  This might be a good
opportunity to communicate with her how to best manage
other city staff’s roles/expectations moving forward.  Adam,
when you have a moment today, let’s discuss.  Perhaps our
weekly internal can be trimmed down, and we can add folks
on if/when needed depending on the agenda?
 
For Tuesday, I believe both Barbara Moy and Don Miller will
be talking about the planned infrastructure.


From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR) 
Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2014 8:55 AM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: Re: Next Tuesday, 5/27, 11am GSW Meeting
 
Our weekly City internal.  OCII and MTA want to hear from
the MB Task Force about planned infrastructure already in
the pipeline.  Shouldn't be about big dreams.  


Adam Van de Water
Project Manager
Office of Economic and Workforce Development 
City and County of San Francisco
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
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San Francisco, CA 94102
415.554.6625
 


On May 22, 2014, at 6:18 AM, "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)"
<jennifer.matz@sfgov.org> wrote:


I'm a little confused by this. What regularly
cancelled meeting are you referring to? We
need to be careful. This project isn't an
opportunity for muni to dream big dreams. I'd
like to understand more about the proposed
agenda and from Ken how Muni was involved
in the hospital negotiations. 


On May 21, 2014, at 8:22 PM, "Van de Water,
Adam (MYR)" <adam.vandewater@sfgov.org>
wrote:


In place of our regularly cancelled
weekly City internal meetings we
wanted to get SFMTA, OCII and
the MB TF together to talk
planned infrastructure.  MTA of
course would like to bring a
harem of colleagues.  Do you
anticipate other agenda items
such that we need to combine
two different meetings?


Adam Van de Water
Project Manager
Office of Economic and Workforce
Development 
City and County of San Francisco
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102
415.554.6625
 


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Miller, Erin"
<Erin.Miller@sfmta.com
>
Date: May 21, 2014
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at 4:17:19 PM PDT
To: "Van de Water,
Adam"
<Adam.VandeWater@sfgov.org
>, "Reilly, Catherine"
<Catherine.Reilly@sfgov.org
>
Subject: Next
Tuesday, 5/27,
11am GSW Meeting


I have a room on the


8th floor reserved for
the meeting next
week, and I have
invited a few key
MTA staff who I
think will be
interested in and
valuable to the
discussion regarding
Mission Bay
infrastructure. 
 
Adam, as this is the
re-start of the GSW
meetings, I assume
there may be other
items on the Agenda
that may be less
pertinent to folks in
my agency.  Do you
think we could
develop a draft
agenda to allow me
to give folks an idea
of their real need to
be there?  Maybe
presentation at the
beginning, and
regular business at
the end after we
dismiss visitors?
 
Thanks,
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Erin E. Miller
Project Manager
Waterfront
Transportation
Assessment
 
Urban Planning
Initiatives, Sustainable
Streets
SFMTA|Municipal
Transportation Agency
One South Van Ness
Avenue, 7th Floor
San Francisco, CA 
94103
 
415.701.5490 (o)
415.971.7429 (m)
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Cc: Oerth, Sally (OCII)
Subject: Warriors Thursday Meeting Cancelled
Date: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 3:05:00 PM


Tiffany – Clarke called and asked to reschedule the design kick off meeting for a couple weeks.  He’ll
send some time and I can find a time that works with OCII/Planning.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Miller, Don (DPW); Moy, Barbara (DPW)
Subject: FW: Updated Invitation: UPDATED LOCATION: GSW City Staff Meeting (ONE-TIME ONLY) @ Tue May 27, 2014


11am - 12pm (piers3032@gmail.com)
Date: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 10:30:00 AM
Attachments: 2014 - 5-27-14 - City Team Weekly Meeting Agenda (Tuesday).docx


Going to see if we can move your item to the front.


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/


PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1,
2014.


_____________________________________________
From: Gavin, John (MYR)
Sent: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 10:22 AM
To: Phillip Wong; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Malamut, John (CAT); John Gavin; Smith, Jesse (CAT); Wong,
Phillip (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Hussain, Lila (OCII); Miller, Erin (MTA); Van de Water, Adam (MYR);
Kern, Chris (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: Updated Invitation: UPDATED LOCATION: GSW City Staff Meeting (ONE-TIME ONLY) @
Tue May 27, 2014 11am - 12pm (piers3032@gmail.com)


Hello All,


Please see attached agenda for today’s 11am meeting.  The meeting will primarily focus on
an update from the Mission Bay Task Force on infrastructure currently in the pipeline. 


Note, for today’s purposes the meeting will be held at 1 South Van Ness Ave, 8th Floor,
Crissy Field Room.    Call-in: 712-432-1500


       


Will see some of you shortly,


John
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Date	Tuesday, May 27, 2014


Time	11:00 AM – 12:00 PM


Location	 1 South Van Ness Ave, 8th Floor


Invitees	Adam Van de Water; Barbara Moy; Catherine Reilly; Chris Kern; Don Miller; Erin Miller; Jesse Smith; John Gavin; John Malamut; Lila Hussain; Lisa Pagan; Peter Albert; Phillip Wong


													


GSW – CITY TEAM WEEKLY MEETING		 AGENDA


		





1 of 1


CALL-IN: 712-432-1500





AGENDA ITEMS


1. MB PARCELS 29-32 DESIGN REVIEW


a. No Amendments to Redevelopment Plan or DRDAP


b. Amendments to D4D & Subdivision Map?


c. Major Phase /Massing Study/Subdivision to OCII Commission w/ Planning Comment & Review


d. Schematic Design/Basic Concept/Individual Building Skins to OCII Commission w/ Planning Comment & Review


2. TRANSITION TO OCII/OEWD PARTNERSHIP


a. Mission Bay Task Force – introductions and update on infrastructure already in the pipeline


b. SEIR


3. TRANSPORTATION


a. SFMTA - WTA


b. TMA 


c. WETA ferry landing at 16th Street? 


4. NEXT STEPS/UPCOMING MEETINGS


a. 5/21 CEQA meeting


b. 5/27 Mission Bay Field Visit during Giants Game 


[bookmark: _GoBack]C. 	5/28 Biotech breakfast meeting at Fibrogen









       


-----Original Appointment-----
From: Phillip Wong [mailto:piers3032@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, April 07, 2014 9:59 AM
To: Phillip Wong; Chan, Gloria (MYR); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Malamut, John (CAT); John Gavin;
Kinard, Jessica; Pagan, Lisa; Smith, Jesse (CAT); Wong, Phillip (MYR); Navarrete, Joy (CPC); Albert,
Peter (MTA); Hussain, Lila (OCII); Chyi, Leo; Miller, Erin (MTA); Gavin, John (MYR); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR); Kern, Chris (CPC); Taupier, Anne (MYR); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Chin, Karen (CAT)
Subject: Updated Invitation: UPDATED LOCATION: GSW City Staff Meeting (ONE-TIME ONLY) @ Tue
May 27, 2014 11am - 12pm (piers3032@gmail.com)
When: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 11:00 AM-12:00 PM America/Los_Angeles.
Where: 1 South Van Ness, 8th Floor, Crissy Field Conference Room; Call-in: 712-432-1500, Access
Code: 442024#


This event has been changed.


more details »


Changed: UPDATED LOCATION: GSW City Staff Meeting (ONE-TIME ONLY)


When


        Tue May 27, 2014 11am – 12pm Pacific Time


       


Where


        Changed: 1 South Van Ness, 8th Floor, Crissy Field Conference Room; Call-in: 712-432-1500, Access Code: 442024#
(map)


       


Calendar


        piers3032@gmail.com


       


Who


        •


        Phillip Wong - organizer


       


•


        gloria.chan@sfgov.org


       


•


        catherine.reilly@sfgov.org
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•


        john.malamut@sfgov.org


       


•


        John Gavin


       


•


        jessica.kinard@sfgov.org


       


•


        lisa.pagan@sfgov.org


       


•


        jesse.smith@sfgov.org


       


•


        phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org


       


•


        joy.navarrete@sfgov.org


       


•


        peter


       


•


        lila.hussain@sfgov.org


       


•


        leo.chyi@sfgov.org
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•


        erin.miller@sfmta.com


       


•


        john.gavin@sfgov.org


       


•


        adam.vandewater@sfgov.org


       


•


        chris.kern@sfgov.org


       


•


        annie


       


•


        Jennifer.Matz@sfgov.org


       


•


        karen.chin@sfgov.org


       


       


Going?   Yes - Maybe  - No    more options »    
Invitation from Google Calendar


You are receiving this courtesy email at the account john.gavin@sfgov.org because you are an attendee of this event.


To stop receiving future notifications for this event, decline this event. Alternatively you can sign up for a Google account at


https://www.google.com/calendar/ and control  your notification settings for your entire calendar.     
 << File: invite.ics >>
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Kern, Chris; Rich, Ken
Cc: Joyce; Wise, Viktoriya; Oshima, Diane; Benson, Brad; Bollinger, Brett; Paul Mitchell; Van de Water, Adam;


Taupier, Anne; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); David Noyola; Mary Murphy
(MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com); "Sekhri, Neil (NSekhri@gibsondunn.com)"; Jim Abrams
(jabrams@gibsondunn.com); Jesse Blout


Subject: RE: Distributed Parking Variant
Date: Thursday, February 20, 2014 9:46:09 PM
Attachments: 2014 02 20-Parking Study for split Caltrans lot.pdf


All,
 
As mentioned to the group previously, we have concern with including SWL 328 without having
properly engaged the Gap, but it sounds like the Port will continue to push their efforts to enlist
their support. Consequently, GSW is willing to include it as a Distributed Parking Alternative. Per the
designs provided by the Port, the site has 63 striped stalls and can accommodate an additional 22
vehicles with valet for a total of 85 vehicles. It’s worth clarifying that there’s no intention to do
stackers, per a previous email in this string.
 
As for the Caltrans lot, our architects reduced the existing Caltrans site roughly in half and dedicated
the portion containing the Bay Bridge support towers to Caltrans. Our design/calcs (see attached)
show that we could accommodate 186 vehicles on the remaining portion of the lot which is
comprised of 147 striped stalls and an additional 39 valet vehicles.
 
SWL 330 remains included in the analysis at the previously assumed numbers.
 
Let me know if anything further is needed from GSW.
 
Best,
Clarke
 


From: Kern, Chris [mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, February 20, 2014 2:12 PM
To: Rich, Ken
Cc: Clarke Miller; Joyce; Wise, Viktoriya; Oshima, Diane; Benson, Brad; Bollinger, Brett; Paul Mitchell;
Van de Water, Adam; Taupier, Anne
Subject: RE: Distributed Parking Variant
 
Hi Ken,
Per the messages below, we can’t wait any longer to finalize the assumptions for the distributed
parking variant for the transportation analysis. Who’s the decision-maker for this? Can we get the
locations and numbers of spaces that we should use for the analysis to the consultants today?
Thanks,
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
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From: Bollinger, Brett 
Sent: Thursday, February 20, 2014 2:10 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Kern, Chris; Clarke Miller; Joyce; Wise, Viktoriya; Oshima, Diane; Benson, Brad
Subject: Re: Distributed Parking Variant
 
SWL 328 would allow up to 85 parking spaces with stackers. The 2 acre caltrans lot would be split in
half and it is assumed the warriors would use 1 acre of the caltrans site. Clarke was going to figure
out the change in parking spaces based on that assumption. 


On Feb 20, 2014, at 2:01 PM, "Paul Mitchell" <PMitchell@esassoc.com> wrote:


Chris and all:
 
Since the transportation analysts are assigning trips to the roadway network, we will
need to know which specific off-site lots are being used, and how many parking spaces
would be associated with each off-site parking lot under the Variant.
 
-Paul
 


From: Kern, Chris [mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, February 20, 2014 1:52 PM
To: Diane Oshima; Bollinger, Brett; Brad Benson
Cc: Clarke Miller; Paul Mitchell; Joyce; Wise, Viktoriya
Subject: RE: Distributed Parking Variant 
Importance: High
 
At this point, I suggest we finalize the variant for the transportation analysis without
waiting for written agreements re use of the Gap and CalTrans parking lots so as not to
risk delaying the DEIR publication. To the extent there are changes to the distributed
parking variant later, we can address these (if needed) in the response to comments.
Agreed?
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 
 


From: Oshima, Diane 
Sent: Thursday, February 20, 2014 1:34 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett; Benson, Brad
Cc: Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com); Paul Mitchell (pmitchell@esassoc.com); Kern,
Chris; Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com)
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Subject: RE: Distributed Parking Variant
 
Brett
Sorry for my delay.  Brad is on vacation this week and I have not
had a chance to touch base with this issue.  I apologize for this
but will not be able to provide response til next week.  I am out of
the office tomorrow.
 
Diane
 
Diane Oshima
Assistant Deputy Director, Waterfront Planning
Port of San Francisco
Pier 1, San Francisco, CA  94111
Diane.Oshima@sfport.com
415/274-0553
 
From: Bollinger, Brett 
Sent: Tuesday, February 18, 2014 1:46 PM
To: Benson, Brad; Oshima, Diane
Cc: Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com); Paul Mitchell (pmitchell@esassoc.com); Kern,
Chris; Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com)
Subject: FW: Distributed Parking Variant
 
Brad/Diane,
Per the email below, we need to figure out the distributed parking variant so as not to
delay the overall transportation schedule. The Warriors indicated that they would
prefer to have something in writing that states the Gap and Port are OK with the
project using the SWL 328 site for its distributed parking variant. Is this something you
can produce sooner rather than later to avoid delaying the overall EIR schedule?
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, February 18, 2014 1:31 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett
Cc: Joyce; Kern, Chris
Subject: Distributed Parking Variant
 
Brett and Chris:
 
Jose indicated to me today it is important to nail down the Distributed Parking Variant
asap as he is beginning to assign trips in his analysis.  Can you please provide feedback
when the distributed parking variant description will be nailed down by the
City/Port/sponsor?
 
Thanks.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
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San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 


From: Clarke Miller 
Sent: Friday, February 14, 2014 2:59 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett; Paul Mitchell
Cc: Brad Benson
Subject: RE: from draft tmp
 
Thanks, Brett. I misinterpreted Brad’s email and didn’t understand that this was a
recommendation of the Port’s to include SWL 328 in the Distributed Parking Analysis. I
agree, let’s touch base Tuesday on it.
Enjoy the weekend, everyone.
Clarke
 


From: Bollinger, Brett [mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, February 14, 2014 2:54 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Paul Mitchell (pmitchell@esassoc.com)
Cc: Benson, Brad
Subject: FW: from draft tmp
 
I found the email Brad was referring to. Let’s discuss and finalize the distributed
parking space counts and location Tuesday so we make sure everyone is on the same
page and there is mutual agreement.
 


From: Kern, Chris 
Sent: Monday, February 10, 2014 1:12 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett
Subject: FW: from draft tmp
 
FYI
 


From: Benson, Brad 
Sent: Thursday, January 30, 2014 5:04 PM
To: Kern, Chris; Van de Water, Adam; PMitchell@esassoc.com; Wise, Viktoriya
Cc: Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com)
Subject: FW: from draft tmp
 
Hi Chris & Adam:


Let’s use 85 valet parking space on SWL 328 in the distributed parking variant.
 
Thank you.
 
Best,
Brad
 


From: David Noyola [mailto:dnoyola@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Thursday, January 30, 2014 2:50 PM
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To: Benson, Brad
Subject: from draft tmp
 


§  Site 1: 63 surface or 85 valet parking spaces at Seawall Lot 328, located on
the Embarcadero just north of Spear Street (under the bridge), with access
on Spear Street.


 
 
David Noyola
Associate
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420
San Francisco, CA 94105
(w)   415.263.9144
(m)   415.812.6479
www.stradasf.com
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Cc: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: Next Tuesday, 5/27, 11am GSW Meeting
Date: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 8:58:00 AM


Hi, Jennifer – I am cc-ing John, since I think he was working on an agenda for today’s meeting. 
 
We had invited the Task Force since there had been a lot of questions raised (especially by MTA) on
the status of the various infrastructure projects in MB.  Don Miller is a good go-to person for this
level of detail.  We have invited a larger group that usual since OCII has been getting the same
questions from other non-Warriors MTA folks, etc. and thought we could get them all at one time.  I
believe the agenda would have the Task Force first, so the non-Warriors folks could leave.  We can
clarify that folks should not be billing their time to the Warriors project if they are there
representing another project, such as TEP.  I talked to Don about a 10-15 minute presentation and
then we can focus on the details that match the interest of the group.
 
I am fine with moving to an every other week meeting.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 8:31 AM
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: Fwd: Next Tuesday, 5/27, 11am GSW Meeting
 
Hi all,
 
First, I am going to be calling in to the GSW meeting today. Second, let's pull tougher an agenda for
the meeting. Phillip, once we decide on the substance of the agenda, can you write it up and email
it to folks? 
 
According to Adam, DPW is coming to the meeting to give us all an overview of infrastructure in the
pipeline; a posse of folks are coming from SFMTA. (See below.) I assume you're on board with this,
Catherine, but I wasn't in the loop in planning this presentation. Two concerns 1) is DPW the right
entity to be updating the city team or should we have included Seth? 2) I don't know what are
departmental expectations are around billing for time and I don't want hordes of people coming to
meetings like this and then billing the project. (We should discuss billing and GSW project team
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members at some point very soon.) 
 
Do you have other items you'd like to discuss with the group today? Do you know how long DPW
plans to present? In general, I think we should consider moving this meeting to every other week as I
do not think there is currently enough happening to warrant this citywide group meeting weekly.
Thoughts? 
 
 


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Van de Water, Adam (MYR)" <adam.vandewater@sfgov.org>
Date: May 22, 2014 at 12:19:37 PM PDT
To: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)" <jennifer.matz@sfgov.org>
Cc: "Gavin, John (MYR)" <john.gavin@sfgov.org>
Subject: RE: Next Tuesday, 5/27, 11am GSW Meeting


OK, Tuesday next week is a chance to give us the 101 on MB infrastructure.  Barbara
and Don process FOCIL’s permits for all horizontal improvements.  This meeting is one
time and to bring everyone up to speed on who is doing what and when in MB
(separate sewer and water, street alignment, subdivision mapping, etc).  Agree: no
need to have more meetings with more people for meeting’s sake. 
 
They do NOT need to be part of our regular weekly which can continue as planned
when we have the content to do so.  Until then should we make the City internal bi-
weekly at least until we need to meet more often?  Seems better than cancelling most
weeks.  We can still do the week ahead with the three of us.  I just can’t do tomorrow
as you seem to pick the only days I’m OUT of the office to be IN the office.  Hope to
see you next week.  


A
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2014 11:46 AM
To: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Cc: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: Re: Next Tuesday, 5/27, 11am GSW Meeting
 
I'm totally confused, guys. Mission Bay infrastructure is built by Focil, not the City. 
 
I want to call on city folks as needed and not have large standing group to manage. 
 
What is DPW building in Mission Bay? 
 
I know I've been out a bunch but let's get on the same page about the structure of the
standing meeting and whose on the project team. I need to be part of that
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conversation as don't see an ongoing role for DPW. 


On May 22, 2014, at 2:11 PM, "Van de Water, Adam (MYR)"
<adam.vandewater@sfgov.org> wrote:


Yes to all the below.  Barbara and Don presenting.  They have been
invited to join the weekly mtgs ongoing but this expanded MTA group is
one time only.


Adam Van de Water
Project Manager
Office of Economic and Workforce Development 
City and County of San Francisco
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102
415.554.6625
 


On May 22, 2014, at 10:54 AM, "Gavin, John (MYR)"
<john.gavin@sfgov.org> wrote:


I have a check-in call with Catherine tomorrow.  We are
going to be discussing the city folks who will continue on
with the new partnership with OCII.  This might be a good
opportunity to communicate with her how to best manage
other city staff’s roles/expectations moving forward.  Adam,
when you have a moment today, let’s discuss.  Perhaps our
weekly internal can be trimmed down, and we can add folks
on if/when needed depending on the agenda?
 
For Tuesday, I believe both Barbara Moy and Don Miller will
be talking about the planned infrastructure.


From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR) 
Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2014 8:55 AM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: Re: Next Tuesday, 5/27, 11am GSW Meeting
 
Our weekly City internal.  OCII and MTA want to hear from
the MB Task Force about planned infrastructure already in
the pipeline.  Shouldn't be about big dreams.  


Adam Van de Water
Project Manager
Office of Economic and Workforce Development 
City and County of San Francisco
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
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San Francisco, CA 94102
415.554.6625
 


On May 22, 2014, at 6:18 AM, "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)"
<jennifer.matz@sfgov.org> wrote:


I'm a little confused by this. What regularly
cancelled meeting are you referring to? We
need to be careful. This project isn't an
opportunity for muni to dream big dreams. I'd
like to understand more about the proposed
agenda and from Ken how Muni was involved
in the hospital negotiations. 


On May 21, 2014, at 8:22 PM, "Van de Water,
Adam (MYR)" <adam.vandewater@sfgov.org>
wrote:


In place of our regularly cancelled
weekly City internal meetings we
wanted to get SFMTA, OCII and
the MB TF together to talk
planned infrastructure.  MTA of
course would like to bring a
harem of colleagues.  Do you
anticipate other agenda items
such that we need to combine
two different meetings?


Adam Van de Water
Project Manager
Office of Economic and Workforce
Development 
City and County of San Francisco
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102
415.554.6625
 


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Miller, Erin"
<Erin.Miller@sfmta.com
>
Date: May 21, 2014
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at 4:17:19 PM PDT
To: "Van de Water,
Adam"
<Adam.VandeWater@sfgov.org
>, "Reilly, Catherine"
<Catherine.Reilly@sfgov.org
>
Subject: Next
Tuesday, 5/27,
11am GSW Meeting


I have a room on the


8th floor reserved for
the meeting next
week, and I have
invited a few key
MTA staff who I
think will be
interested in and
valuable to the
discussion regarding
Mission Bay
infrastructure. 
 
Adam, as this is the
re-start of the GSW
meetings, I assume
there may be other
items on the Agenda
that may be less
pertinent to folks in
my agency.  Do you
think we could
develop a draft
agenda to allow me
to give folks an idea
of their real need to
be there?  Maybe
presentation at the
beginning, and
regular business at
the end after we
dismiss visitors?
 
Thanks,
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Erin E. Miller
Project Manager
Waterfront
Transportation
Assessment
 
Urban Planning
Initiatives, Sustainable
Streets
SFMTA|Municipal
Transportation Agency
One South Van Ness
Avenue, 7th Floor
San Francisco, CA 
94103
 
415.701.5490 (o)
415.971.7429 (m)
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From: Liz Brisson
To: Wise, Viktoriya; Oshima, Diane; Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter; Michelle Magee; Van de Water, Adam
Subject: Warriors cac roadmap
Date: Thursday, January 02, 2014 3:45:27 PM


*sent from my phone*
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From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: FW: Warriors - New Site Intersections
Date: Thursday, May 08, 2014 2:48:23 PM
Attachments: Fig 1 Study Intersections.pdf


ATT00001.htm
Fig 2 Seawall Site.pdf
ATT00002.htm


It is not a problem for me to send the email tomorrow morning from home after you have reviewed.
Response email is as follows:
 
EP believes that all study intersections identified in Figure 1 should remain as part of the
transportation analysis. In addition to the intersections immediately adjacent to the project site, the
selected intersections represent key intersections on routes to and from I-80 and I-280, at freeway
ramp touchdown locations, and at the entrances to and within Mission Bay. Note that of the 23
intersections, 14 intersections (intersections 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 8, 9,10, 15, 17, 18, 20, 21, 22) had been
previously identified as study intersections for the off-site alternative SWL 337 site.
 
In response to your thoughts on the proposed set of intersections:
 
“Intersections to cut: #1 & #2 (both are too far from site and unlikely routes to Mission Bay)”- We
believe that intersections #1 and #2 should be kept in order for the analysis to show if this is a likely
route attendees would use coming from the East Bay (which is where the majority of the Warriors
fan base resides).
“Intersections I need to be convinced on: #5, #10, #17, #18, #23 (all appear to be redundant with
adjacent/nearby intersections)”- The analysis should include intersection #5 since it is a Caltrans off-
ramp and they would be interested to see how the new arena could impact (if any) their facility. We
expect Caltrans to provide comments on the eventual transportation SOW to include #5, so
gathering data now is key to avoid any delays further down the line. Intersections #10, #18 and #23
are typical intersections we analyze in transportation impact studies for nearby projects, therefore
they should be included.
 
In addition to these 23 study intersections, we have identified the following locations for pedestrian
and bicycle counts for the same time periods as for the traffic volume counts:
 
- Pedestrian crosswalk counts at 3 intersections: Third/South, Third/16th and T. Francois/South
- Pedestrian sidewalk counts on both sides of Third Street between South and 16th Streets
- Bicycle counts in both directions on Third Street between South and 16th Streets, and 16th Street
between Third and Fourth Streets.
 
Time periods for data collection include:
Weekday 4 to 8 PM (except for locations where 4 to 6 PM counts were already conducted)
Weekday 9 to 11 PM
Saturday 7 to 9 PM
 
For conditions without and with a Giants game at AT&T Park.
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Figure 1
Study Intersections



SOURCE:  Adavant Consulting/LCW Consulting
Case No. 2012.0718E:  Event Center Blocks 26-32
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Figure 2
Seawall Lot 337 Site Study Intersection



SOURCE:  Adavant Consulting/LCW Consulting
Case No. 2012.0718E:  Event Center and Mixed-Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330











Luba C. Wyznyckyj, AICP
LCW Consulting
3990 20th Street
San Francisco, CA 94114
(t) 415-252-7255


(c) 415-385-7031













 
 


From: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com [mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 08, 2014 1:49 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Jose Farran
Subject: Warriors - New Site Intersections
 
Hi Brett
I spoke with Jose and he confirmed that we typically analyze the two intersections on 16th
Street - at Seventh and at Owens as a pair.  So, I think we should include it in our analysis.
 I've attached the figure, as well as the figure for the SWL 337 site.
 
So here is some suggested language for your response to Clarke. 
 
All study intersections identified on the attached Figure 1 should be included at this time.  In
addition to the intersections immediately adjacent to the project site, the selected intersections
represent key intersections on routes to and from I-80 and I-280, at freeway ramp touchdown
locations, and dat the entrances to and within Mission Bay. Note that of the 23 intersections,
14 intersections (intersections 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 8, 9,10, 15, 17, 18, 20, 21, 22) had been previously
identified as study intersections for the off-site alternative SWL 337 site.
 
In addition to these 23 study intersections, we have identified the following locations for
pedestrian and bicycle counts for the same time periods as for the traffic volume counts:
 
- Pedestrian crosswalk counts at 3 intersections: Third/South, Third/16th and T.
Francois/South
- Pedestrian sidewalk counts on both sides of Third Street between South and 16th Streets
- Bicycle counts in both directions on Third Street between South and 16th Streets, and 16th
Street between Third and Fourth Streets.
 
Time periods for data collection include:
Weekday 4 to 8 PM (except for locations where 4 to 6 PM counts were already conducted)
Weekday 9 to 11 PM
Saturday 7 to 9 PM
 
For conditions without and with a Giants game at AT&T Park.
 
 
Good luck.
Luba








From: Van de Water, Adam
To: Liz Brisson; Oshima, Diane; Wise, Viktoriya
Cc: Albert, Peter
Subject: RE: Draft Warriors CAC Slides
Date: Monday, January 27, 2014 1:33:54 PM


Hi Liz:


Running into a meeting but I saw Peter at lunch and we gave it a quick overview.  Looks great, a few
thoughts:


-          Change title “Disembarcadero”
-          Delete clip art of how it gets done (SF Champ, Our Brains, etc)
-          Fix text on red arrows, make PDF?
-          Consider changing revenue share amounts to x%, y%, z% or something rather than a set of


hypothetical numbers that may or may not reflect the final outcome
 
Adam Van de Water
Office of Economic and Workforce Development
City Hall Room 448
San Francisco, CA 94102
(415) 554-6625
 
From: Liz Brisson [mailto:liz.brisson@sfcta.org] 
Sent: Monday, January 27, 2014 11:31 AM
To: Van de Water, Adam; Oshima, Diane; Wise, Viktoriya
Cc: Albert, Peter
Subject: Fwd: Draft Warriors CAC Slides
 
Hi Adam, Diane, and Viktoriya
 
FYI, these are draft slides i will use for Wednesday's CAC meeting. Peter is reviewing
concurrently. Thanks, Liz


 
--
Liz Brisson
Senior Transportation Planner
San Francisco County Transportation Authority
1455 Market Street, 22nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
415-522-4838


www.sfcta.org
www.facebook.com/sfcta
www.twitter.com/sanfranciscota
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From: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: Next meeting with GSW
Date: Thursday, May 22, 2014 11:06:11 AM


Agree that's the right course as discussed in our meeting yesterday.  Catherine will cover this for our
office.


-----Original Message-----
From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Sent: Wednesday, May 21, 2014 10:24 AM
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: Next meeting with GSW


Hi all,


Chris and I separately talked to Clarke today. I'd like to propose this group (either Tiffany or Catherine?)
plus Jose meet next week with Clarke and Jesse to receive information from GSW regarding 1) 'new'
retail program (that will possibly result in different traffic assumptions than the ones agreed upon for
p30-32), and 2) an overview of all uses. It's not the project description but the meeting will be an
opportunity for us to hear more concretely GSW's plans for the site. I'd like to keep the group to just
us. To be clear - this isn't going to be an interactive conversation. It's an opportunity for GSW to share
more information with us. We can then as a team review and discuss and determine if the info provided
is sufficient to begin to answers some of GSW's questions about CEQA scope and process. Sound OK?
Clarke will reach out to schedule. Thanks all!


Jennifer
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From: Liz Brisson
To: Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA); Oshima, Diane (PRT); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Wise, Viktoriya


(CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Elizabeth Sall; David Uniman
Subject: Waterfront Work - Need Mtg on My Scope
Date: Monday, April 21, 2014 4:45:50 PM


Hi All,


I'm sure there's a million things you guys need to sort out in light of the changes to
the Warriors project, but i need guidance on your expectations for the work I've
taken on. I can be patient and simply put all my work on hold until we have time to
discuss and come to some decisions as long as there's an understanding that I'm not
expected to produce anything on the schedule we initially sorted out. However


I need a meeting by tomorrow if you want me to present anything at
the April 30 Subcommittee (I'm available all morning tomorrow and can
juggle my afternoon as needed)
I need a meeting this week if any pieces of my scope are still desired
in the June time period that had previously been discussed (besides
tomorrow Weds AM is good for me, not sure what is happening during the
CEQA team mtg but i have in my calendar, Thurs is free and Friday AM is free)


More generally, I'm happy to sort out the most useful way to use remaining budget
to help answer questions most useful to answer given this change, but there will be
a budget and schedule implication in doing so. I'm also happy to brainstorm what
work can be still delivered without any additional budget. Before finalizing anything,
I will likely need to brief Wiener and Kim since they are most interested in this work.


Thanks for your understanding,


-- 
Liz Brisson
Senior Transportation Planner
San Francisco County Transportation Authority
1455 Market Street, 22nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
415-522-4838



mailto:liz.brisson@sfcta.org

mailto:peter.albert@sfmta.com

mailto:erin.miller@sfmta.com

mailto:diane.oshima@sfport.com

mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=53ddc14b15cb409584d3f7b15453f64a-Viktoriya Wise

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=53ddc14b15cb409584d3f7b15453f64a-Viktoriya Wise

mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org

mailto:elizabeth.sall@sfcta.org

mailto:david.uniman@sfcta.org






From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Michael Cohen
Cc: "Toby Levine"
Subject: RE: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting
Date: Thursday, May 15, 2014 3:01:00 PM


Michael – Toby will not be able to attend a meeting next week, but would love to talk with you
directly.  Could you please set up a time to talk with her once she returns after next week?  Thanks
 
Toby - 415-647-3052
 
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Toby Levine [mailto:tobylevine@earthlink.net] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 4:53 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting
 
Thank you Catherine for organizing this.  I cannot attend next week as Jerry and I will be out
of town.  I would like to have an opportunity to talk with that team.  I think a lot of their
problems come from their building graphics. (The landscape drawings are better.)  I think I
could help them  
 
I am available anytime on Monday, May 26.  I am available Tuesday, late afternoon and
evening.  Wednesday, 5/28 after 6PM and then that's it for the week.
 
I do like the project.  I also hope that the retail they are planning will help support the
neighborhood.
 
Toby
On Jan 14, 2014, at 3:20 PM, Reilly, Catherine (OCII) wrote:


Hello CAC Members – we are trying to schedule a follow-up meeting with the Block 1 design team
to allow the CAC and community to work on addressing the concerns raised at last week’s meeting. 
Please let me know if you are planning on attending, and also if you would be available next


Wednesday, May 21 at 5.  If you do plan on participating and cannot make the 21st, please let me
know what evenings would work for you next week and the following.
 
Also, please let me know if you do NOT want me to provide your contact information to other City
agencies for them to outreach to you for the Warriors project. 
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Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Liz Brisson
To: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA); Oshima, Diane (PRT); Bollinger, Brett


(CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Elizabeth Sall
Subject: [Important] Tomorrow"s 12pm Warriors City Agency Team checkin-Waterfront Phase 2 items
Date: Tuesday, March 25, 2014 1:46:07 PM
Attachments: timeofdayDRAFT.pdf


All, i know we dont always keep our weds noon meetings, but i wanted to flag two
things that could be potential discussion items related to Phase 2 work. If there's no
concern based on email summary below, im fine not having the meeting, but I need
to know if there's any concern, and if so discuss to resolve, ASAP for my schedule.


1. I recently learned that our 2020 and 2040 "With Proposed Developments"
scenarios actually represent a non-basketball event at the Warriors arena sized
at 14,000 instead of 12,500 as we had previously discussed. I just recently
happened to review the trip information Adavant prepared for us that my
Modeling team inputted into SF-CHAMP and caught the error. At this point, I
do not think it is warranted to go back and correct, but simply be clear about
what is assumed. If anything, it makes our analysis more conservative, and we
can always note that simply limiting the max concert size event to something
less than 14k could be a "strategy" that is effective along with transport
strategies in responding to identified needs. If we were to revisit/correct, it
would mean substantial lost time for my consultant team who has been
working on/is close to completing a capacity analysis based on these
assumptions.


2. We are working on an updated trip distribution by time of day chart that will
reflect all trips "passing through" the Waterfront area of focus, instead of just
those going to/from that were represented in the draft version of the chart
that i shared last week (attached here for reference, but was not shared
publicly). We need to do additional processing of model output to pull this
together, so it may be 2 weeks until you see a draft, but it should be ready for
our April 30 subcommittee meeting. I know last week Dianne had has some
concern about representing the trips outside of the peak hours since those
aren't being looked at in the EIR, and wanted Viktoriya to weigh in, so this
may be a good place to discuss.


Thanks! Liz


-- 
Liz Brisson
Senior Transportation Planner
San Francisco County Transportation Authority
1455 Market Street, 22nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
415-522-4838
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: Next meeting with GSW
Date: Sunday, May 25, 2014 1:12:06 PM


Looks good.  Brett started the invite, and I think the only one missing is Jose (as well as letting Brett
know that we are keeping it small, so that he won't be attending).  I have forwarded the invite to Jose
and will follow up with an email to Brett so that he can double check the invitees and adjust accordingly
when he gets in Tuesday.


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/


PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.


-----Original Message-----
From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Sent: Friday, May 23, 2014 9:03 AM
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: Re: Next meeting with GSW


OK. Chris is out. Let's proceed with Jose. Can you confirm, Catherine? Thank you!


> On May 23, 2014, at 8:54 AM, "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)" <jennifer.matz@sfgov.org> wrote:
>
> See below. Here are the parameters of the meeting I'd like to have on 5/28. It does indeed include
Jose because, as I understand it, he has information to present. OK with you Chris? Sorry for the round
and round!
>
>> On May 21, 2014, at 10:24 AM, "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)" <jennifer.matz@sfgov.org> wrote:
>>
>> Hi all,
>>
>> Chris and I separately talked to Clarke today. I'd like to propose this group (either Tiffany or
Catherine?) plus Jose meet next week with Clarke and Jesse to receive information from GSW regarding
1) 'new' retail program (that will possibly result in different traffic assumptions than the ones agreed
upon for p30-32), and 2) an overview of all uses. It's not the project description but the meeting will be
an opportunity for us to hear more concretely GSW's plans for the site. I'd like to keep the group to just
us. To be clear - this isn't going to be an interactive conversation. It's an opportunity for GSW to share
more information with us. We can then as a team review and discuss and determine if the info provided
is sufficient to begin to answers some of GSW's questions about CEQA scope and process. Sound OK?
Clarke will reach out to schedule. Thanks all!
>>
>> Jennifer
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From: Taupier, Anne
To: Wise, Viktoriya; Kern, Chris
Cc: Van de Water, Adam
Subject: FW: Warriors Project - Tideline Projections
Date: Thursday, January 23, 2014 12:25:16 PM


Viktoriya and Chris,
 
Adam and I received the this today from GSW regarding projected water taxi demand/capacity and
boat specs.  They are asking for this to be incorporated into transportation analysis.  Can you let us
know if this is reasonable and possible at this stage and what impacts this may have on schedule
(and if it is worth those impacts?)
 
Anne
 
 
Anne Taupier
Project Manager, OEWD
City Hall, Room 448
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102
(415) 554-6614
anne.taupier@sfgov.org
 
 
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 10:01 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam; Taupier, Anne
Cc: Benson, Brad; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); David Noyola; Mary Murphy
(MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com); Jim Abrams (jabrams@gibsondunn.com)
Subject: FW: Warriors Project - Tideline Projections
 
Adam, Anne,
See below for forecasted estimates of water taxi demand related to the arena from one of the two
water taxi operators. To my knowledge, Jose/Luba aren’t applying any trips to water taxi, but we’d
like to understand what substantiation other than below would be required to incorporate it into
the overall transportation analysis.
Thanks,
Clarke
 
 


From: Robinson Gardner [mailto:Gardner@tidelinesf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 2:17 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Benson, Brad
Cc: Lewis Taylor
Subject: Warriors Project - Tideline Projections
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Good afternoon, Clark and Brad.
 
Here are the answers for the purposes of responding to the Warriors questions.
These are the numbers that we project for our vessels capacity and count in 2015/16.


1. Boat size - We will be operating two (2) twin 59' Chesapeakes.
2. Passenger capacity - Each boat will carry a maximum of 35 passengers.
3. Boats engines - Each boat has twin CAT 1000hp diesel engines. *2007 model C - rated


for commercial use and coded for environmental friendly emission control.
4. Runs - Depending on demand, we forecast each boat making two runs, so 140


passengers total.
5. Pick-up locations - Sausalito, Tiburon, and possibly East Bay (Jack London Square


and/or Berkeley).
6. Season numbers - With 140 guests per game at 41 games per year - 5,740


passengers/season
7. Income - Warriors will generate approximately $300,000 in revenue for Tideline.
8. Impact - We will effectively be taking 70+ cars off of the road and parking lots per


game.
9. Off-Season - We will use the new landing site year-round, not just for Warrior games.


10. Environmental - If successfully launched, we will be operating electric boats with
OGG - emission-free.


This is the best of our ability to project into 2015 and beyond.
Hope it helps establish our ability an desire to partner with the Warriors.
And more importantly, the viability of using the waterways as a better means of crossing the
Bay.
 
Please let me know if there is anything else we can provide.
Thank you both.
 
GR
 


Gardner J.H. Robinson
President
Tideline Marine Group
415.608.0437
www.tidelinesf.com
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: Next meeting with GSW
Date: Sunday, May 25, 2014 1:12:00 PM


Looks good.  Brett started the invite, and I think the only one missing is Jose (as well as letting Brett
know that we are keeping it small, so that he won't be attending).  I have forwarded the invite to Jose
and will follow up with an email to Brett so that he can double check the invitees and adjust accordingly
when he gets in Tuesday.


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/


PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.


-----Original Message-----
From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Sent: Friday, May 23, 2014 9:03 AM
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: Re: Next meeting with GSW


OK. Chris is out. Let's proceed with Jose. Can you confirm, Catherine? Thank you!


> On May 23, 2014, at 8:54 AM, "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)" <jennifer.matz@sfgov.org> wrote:
>
> See below. Here are the parameters of the meeting I'd like to have on 5/28. It does indeed include
Jose because, as I understand it, he has information to present. OK with you Chris? Sorry for the round
and round!
>
>> On May 21, 2014, at 10:24 AM, "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)" <jennifer.matz@sfgov.org> wrote:
>>
>> Hi all,
>>
>> Chris and I separately talked to Clarke today. I'd like to propose this group (either Tiffany or
Catherine?) plus Jose meet next week with Clarke and Jesse to receive information from GSW regarding
1) 'new' retail program (that will possibly result in different traffic assumptions than the ones agreed
upon for p30-32), and 2) an overview of all uses. It's not the project description but the meeting will be
an opportunity for us to hear more concretely GSW's plans for the site. I'd like to keep the group to just
us. To be clear - this isn't going to be an interactive conversation. It's an opportunity for GSW to share
more information with us. We can then as a team review and discuss and determine if the info provided
is sufficient to begin to answers some of GSW's questions about CEQA scope and process. Sound OK?
Clarke will reach out to schedule. Thanks all!
>>
>> Jennifer
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From: Bollinger, Brett
To: Luba C. Wyznyckyj (lubaw@lcwconsulting.com); José I. Farrán (jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com)
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya; Kern, Chris; Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com); Paul Mitchell


(pmitchell@esassoc.com)
Subject: FW: Warriors Project - Tideline Projections
Date: Friday, January 24, 2014 9:14:06 AM


Luba/Jose: What are the implications to the schedule of adding water taxi to the transportation
analysis? See the email chain below for more information.
 


From: Kern, Chris 
Sent: Friday, January 24, 2014 9:07 AM
To: Bollinger, Brett
Subject: FW: Warriors Project - Tideline Projections
 
Hi Brett,
Has the transportation team discussed this (including water taxis in analysis)?
 


From: Taupier, Anne 
Sent: Thursday, January 23, 2014 12:25 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya; Kern, Chris
Cc: Van de Water, Adam
Subject: FW: Warriors Project - Tideline Projections
 
Viktoriya and Chris,
 
Adam and I received the this today from GSW regarding projected water taxi demand/capacity and
boat specs.  They are asking for this to be incorporated into transportation analysis.  Can you let us
know if this is reasonable and possible at this stage and what impacts this may have on schedule
(and if it is worth those impacts?)
 
Anne
 
 
Anne Taupier
Project Manager, OEWD
City Hall, Room 448
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102
(415) 554-6614
anne.taupier@sfgov.org
 
 
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 10:01 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam; Taupier, Anne
Cc: Benson, Brad; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); David Noyola; Mary Murphy
(MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com); Jim Abrams (jabrams@gibsondunn.com)
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Subject: FW: Warriors Project - Tideline Projections
 
Adam, Anne,
See below for forecasted estimates of water taxi demand related to the arena from one of the two
water taxi operators. To my knowledge, Jose/Luba aren’t applying any trips to water taxi, but we’d
like to understand what substantiation other than below would be required to incorporate it into
the overall transportation analysis.
Thanks,
Clarke
 
 


From: Robinson Gardner [mailto:Gardner@tidelinesf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 2:17 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Benson, Brad
Cc: Lewis Taylor
Subject: Warriors Project - Tideline Projections
 
Good afternoon, Clark and Brad.
 
Here are the answers for the purposes of responding to the Warriors questions.
These are the numbers that we project for our vessels capacity and count in 2015/16.


1. Boat size - We will be operating two (2) twin 59' Chesapeakes.
2. Passenger capacity - Each boat will carry a maximum of 35 passengers.
3. Boats engines - Each boat has twin CAT 1000hp diesel engines. *2007 model C - rated


for commercial use and coded for environmental friendly emission control.
4. Runs - Depending on demand, we forecast each boat making two runs, so 140


passengers total.
5. Pick-up locations - Sausalito, Tiburon, and possibly East Bay (Jack London Square


and/or Berkeley).
6. Season numbers - With 140 guests per game at 41 games per year - 5,740


passengers/season
7. Income - Warriors will generate approximately $300,000 in revenue for Tideline.
8. Impact - We will effectively be taking 70+ cars off of the road and parking lots per


game.
9. Off-Season - We will use the new landing site year-round, not just for Warrior games.


10. Environmental - If successfully launched, we will be operating electric boats with
OGG - emission-free.


This is the best of our ability to project into 2015 and beyond.
Hope it helps establish our ability an desire to partner with the Warriors.
And more importantly, the viability of using the waterways as a better means of crossing the
Bay.
 
Please let me know if there is anything else we can provide.
Thank you both.
 
GR
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Gardner J.H. Robinson
President
Tideline Marine Group
415.608.0437
www.tidelinesf.com
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From: SouthBeachRinconMissionBayNeighAssn@yahoogroups.com on behalf of Lawrence Stokus
To: SouthBeachRinconMissionBayNeighAssn@yahoogroups.com
Subject: [SBRMBNA] Fwd: Bulging at the Seams
Date: Wednesday, May 07, 2014 5:29:48 PM


Yahoo! Groups • Privacy • Unsubscribe • Terms of Use


Begin forwarded message:


From: Lawrence Stokus <lvstokus@att.net>
Subject: Bulging at the Seams
Date: May 7, 2014 at 5:29:01 PM PDT
To: SaveTheSanFranciscoWaterfront@yahoogroups.com


Bulging at the Seams
If you do not want to take the time to read the two articles linked below:


Links:


--------------------------------------------------


http://www.bizjournals.com/sanfrancisco/blog/biotech/2014/05/golden-state-warriors-arena-mission-bay-are-crm.html?
ana=e_du_pub&s=article_du&ed=2014-05-07&u=u3GE3fK+UISdkcdl%2FmsVITkNko2&t=1399500796&page=all


-------------------------------------------------


http://www.socketsite.com/archives/2014/05/sf_railyard_redevelopment_and_i280_terminus_updatetimin.html


-------------------------------------------------


Here is your Executive Summary:


1. Some noise in Mission Bay about “why is a Warriors sports arena being built next to a hospital”.


2.  Biotech may try to push into Dogpatch.


3.  Dogpatch may push back.


4.  The I-280 tear down may be accelerated to accommodate demand for land.


5.  Biotech and others may expand west across the current I-280 route (you heard it here first  one year ago).


6.  We are in a boom.


Comment:


Booms tend to end abruptly and badly.


__._,_.___


Reply via web
post
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group


• Start a New
Topic


• Messages in this topic
(1)


VISIT YOUR GROUP
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: "Freeman, Michael"
Subject: RE: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting
Date: Thursday, May 15, 2014 7:46:00 AM


Thanks, Mike.  Once I hear from the rest, I will send out a confirmation email.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Freeman, Michael [mailto:mdf@mccarthycook.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 6:45 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting
 
Hello Catherine,
 


Thank you for scheduling a follow-up meeting on Block 1. May 21st will be tight but I should be able


to join in by 5:30PM. May 22, or May 27th or 28th will also work for me. Please confirm.
 
All the best,
Mike
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 3:20 PM
Subject: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting
 
Hello CAC Members – we are trying to schedule a follow-up meeting with the Block 1 design team
to allow the CAC and community to work on addressing the concerns raised at last week’s meeting. 
Please let me know if you are planning on attending, and also if you would be available next


Wednesday, May 21 at 5.  If you do plan on participating and cannot make the 21st, please let me
know what evenings would work for you next week and the following.
 
Also, please let me know if you do NOT want me to provide your contact information to other City
agencies for them to outreach to you for the Warriors project. 
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
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Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Freeman, Michael
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting
Date: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 6:45:06 PM


Hello Catherine,
 


Thank you for scheduling a follow-up meeting on Block 1. May 21st will be tight but I should be able


to join in by 5:30PM. May 22, or May 27th or 28th will also work for me. Please confirm.
 
All the best,
Mike
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 3:20 PM
Subject: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting
 
Hello CAC Members – we are trying to schedule a follow-up meeting with the Block 1 design team
to allow the CAC and community to work on addressing the concerns raised at last week’s meeting. 
Please let me know if you are planning on attending, and also if you would be available next


Wednesday, May 21 at 5.  If you do plan on participating and cannot make the 21st, please let me
know what evenings would work for you next week and the following.
 
Also, please let me know if you do NOT want me to provide your contact information to other City
agencies for them to outreach to you for the Warriors project. 
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Hussain, Lila (OCII); Maher, Christine (OCII)
Subject: FW: [SBRMBNA] Fw: UCSF notice to MB neighbors--FW: April 29, 2014 OCII Agenda (Office of Community


Investment and Infrastructure) [1 Attachment]
Date: Friday, April 25, 2014 9:05:00 AM


We should go ahead and send out a notification of all the various meetings coming up since UCSF is
doing a blast.  Maybe one email with an update on all the various meetings in the next two weeks
(N4P3, UCSF, and Warriors).  Thoughts?
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: SouthBeachRinconMissionBayNeighAssn@yahoogroups.com
[mailto:SouthBeachRinconMissionBayNeighAssn@yahoogroups.com] On Behalf Of Katy Liddell
Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2014 3:09 PM
To: SouthBeachRinconMissionBayNeighAssn@yahoogroups.com
Subject: [SBRMBNA] Fw: UCSF notice to MB neighbors--FW: April 29, 2014 OCII Agenda (Office of
Community Investment and Infrastructure) [1 Attachment]
 
 
Dear Mission Bay neighbors,
 
Please note the UCSF item in the links below to the agenda for the April 29 meeting of the
City’s Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure.  The item pertains to the
proposed UCSF purchase of Blocks 33 and 34 and associated Mission Bay South Owner
Participation Agreement (OPA) Amendment and
Memorandum of Understanding (MOU”).
 
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/modules/showdocument.aspx?documentid=6554
 
http://sfredevelopment.org/index.aspx?page=410
 
Blocks 33 and 34 are located along Third Street between 16th and Mariposa Streets, right
across from our new hospitals (see the attached map below). 
For more information about this project, please visit our UCSF website here.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michele Davis, MPH, MCP 
Assistant Director, Community Relations
Community & Government Relations 
University of California, San Francisco 
3333 California Street, Suite 103 | San Francisco, CA 94118-0462
tel: 415/476-3024 | fax: 415/476-3541
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Use this link to unsubscribe from this mailing list.
 



http://listsrv.ucsf.edu/cgi-bin/wa?SUBED1=MBCOMMUNITY&A=1






From: Gavin, John (MYR)
To: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Oakland Tribune Reporter
Date: Monday, May 12, 2014 3:28:46 PM


Got it.  Welcome back Catherine J
Notes definitely aren’t word for word! I’m just summarizing, but the Q&A went about 40 minutes. 
 
 
 


From: Hussain, Lila (OCII) 
Sent: Monday, May 12, 2014 3:10 PM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Fwd: Oakland Tribune Reporter
 
Hi john,
 
I am adding Catherine to this email since I am about to head out of town and she is back.  Thanks for
getting the notes, I hope you are not doing a word for word transcription.


Sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Gavin, John (MYR)" <john.gavin@sfgov.org>
Date: May 12, 2014 at 3:04:42 PM PDT
To: "Hussain, Lila (OCII)" <lila.hussain@sfgov.org>
Subject: RE: Oakland Tribune Reporter


Hi Lila,
 
I ended up not coming into work on Sunday, so I’ve been working on the notes today,
will send them your way by the end of the day... 


On a separate issue, Angela Woodall from the Oakland Tribune left me a voice
message re: the upcoming Bay Planning Coalition Symposium(Friday).
http://bayplanningcoalition.org/dmc/dmc-2014/
 
She's asking about the GSWs decision to move to MB,  if sea level rise had anything to
do with it, and whether the MB site is governed by public lands commission.   I sent
Brad Benson an email letting him know about it, but I figured I’d let you know as well
because the issue might continue to come up.  I’ll let you know if/when Brad connects
with Angela.
 
-John
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From: Hussain, Lila (OCII) 
Sent: Friday, May 09, 2014 4:44 PM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: notes
 
Oh I didn’t know you recorded it?  I’m working Sunday too!
 








From: SouthBeachRinconMissionBayNeighAssn@yahoogroups.com on behalf of Lawrence Stokus
To: SouthBeachRinconMissionBayNeighAssn@yahoogroups.com
Subject: [SBRMBNA] Kings Arena Subsidy Foes Sue City to get Measure Back on Ballot [1 Attachment]
Date: Thursday, January 30, 2014 12:26:32 AM


  January 30, 2014


Kings Arena Subsidy Foes Sue City to get 
Measure Back on Ballot


-----------------------------------------


Comment:


The Warriors arena project and the Sacramento arena project are 
running parallel.  Many of the same “consultants” are involved in both 
transactions.  Expect similar debate.


-----------------------------------------


Index Link:


http://www.sacbee.com/arena/


-----------------------------------------


Story Link:


http://www.sacbee.com/2014/01/29/6111814/arena-opponents-file-
against-city.html


-----------------------------------------


Pictures of Proposed Arena Link:


http://www.sacbee.com/2013/01/27/6006400/new-sacramento-arena-
concepts.html


-----------------------------------------


Lawsuit PDF:


http://media.sacbee.com/smedia/2014/01/29/12/28/lIPxp.So.4.pdf


-----------------------------------------
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: "Kevin Simons"
Subject: RE: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting
Date: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 6:28:00 PM


Sounds good – what’s your current number?  If you don’t hear from me, give me a call (I am SOOOO
brain dead this week I am just planning ahead for a screw up). J
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Kevin Simons [mailto:kevin_simons@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 6:15 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting
 
Catherine,
 
How about 8:30 AM Friday?  You call me?
 
-Kevin
 


From: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
To: Kevin Simons <kevin_simons@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 6:00 PM
Subject: RE: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting
 
I am looking at the pavilion in Park P1 (easier for us to organize).  I would love to
talk with you – would Friday be ok?  Tomorrow has turned into one of those
meeting days.  Times I’m available to chat Friday are: before 9, 12-1, 3-5.


Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
From: Kevin Simons [mailto:kevin_simons@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 4:08 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
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Subject: Re: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting
 
Catherine,
 
I'll be there - but what location?
 
Also - would it be possible for you and I to chat for a minute or 2 about Block 1?  
 
I really hate the proposal in it's current form.  I think the massing is fine, the angles, etc are all
good - but the lack of creativity is overwhelming.  
 
I'd love to know if OCII staff share my disappointment?  I try not to be an architecture critic - I
don't think that's my job - but as I said in last weeks' meeting, I'm also getting VERY tired of
everybody complaining about the box jobs - boring palettes - uninspired architecture that
plague Mission Bay.  We represent the citizens of the City, and they've made it VERY clear
(at least to me) that they hate most of the Mission Bay projects that have been completed to
date. As such I feel compelled to be more vocal with these architects with my criticisms.
 
I think we have a chance here to put a fire under these guys and mix things up... if we don't
start getting some inspired architecture (and by that I mean exterior treatments) in Mission
Bay, it IS going to be one of the blandest and most underwhelming neighborhoods in SF. 


-Kevin
415 378 2347


From: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
To: 
Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 3:20 PM
Subject: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting
 
Hello CAC Members – we are trying to schedule a follow-up meeting
with the Block 1 design team to allow the CAC and community to work
on addressing the concerns raised at last week’s meeting.  Please let
me know if you are planning on attending, and also if you would be
available next Wednesday, May 21 at 5.  If you do plan on participating
and cannot make the 21st, please let me know what evenings would
work for you next week and the following.
 
Also, please let me know if you do NOT want me to provide your
contact information to other City agencies for them to outreach to you
for the Warriors project. 
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San
Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Miller, Erin
To: Wise, Viktoriya
Subject: FW: another Regional question
Date: Tuesday, February 04, 2014 3:21:42 PM
Attachments: Copy of SF Planning Vessel Worksheet.xlsx


Viktoriya,
 
I have a note to get this information to you.  It seems that Mike had sent it to you already, but
maybe that was in the time since I had this note on my own to-do list.
 
CEQA meeting isn’t tomorrow, but are we planning on having our lunch-time transportation strategy
meeting for any reason?
 
p.s. check out my updated website:  http://www.sfmta.com/projects-planning/projects/waterfront-
transportation-assessment-0
 
that diagram really says it all!
 
em
 
Erin Miller
Project Manager, Waterfront Transportation Assessment
 
Join the Waterfront Transportation Assessment Mailing List
 
Sustainable Streets-Strategic Planning & Policy
Urban Planning Initiatives
 
 


 SFMTA | Municipal Transportation Agency
1 South Van Ness Ave, 7th Floor-7067 -  SF, CA 94103
Office:   415 701 5490
Mobile: 415 971 7429
 


From: Rivasplata, Charles 
Sent: Tuesday, February 04, 2014 3:15 PM
To: Miller, Erin
Subject: RE: another Regional question
 
Hi Erin,
 
I just spoke with Mike Gougherty of WETA about the clean vessels and he mentioned that a few
weeks ago, he sent a matrix with some information on WETA’s new vessels to Peter and Viktoriya—
see attached.
 
Essentially, WETA foresees purchasing three clean (EPA Tier 4) vessels in the next 2-3 years:
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Sheet1


						Vessel Class			Number of Ferries			Number of Engines			Engine Size			Emissions Standard			Purchase Date			Notes


			Existing			High-Speed Water Jet Catamaran			2			2			16 cylinder - 4 liter			EPA Tier 2			2009			MARE ISLAND, INTINTOLI


									1			2			12 cylinder - 4 liter			EPA Pre-Tier 1			2001			VALLEJO


									1			2			16 cylinder - 4 liter			EPA Tier 1			2003			SOLANO


			New			High-Speed Water Jet Catamaran			1			2			16 cylinder - 4 liter			EPA Tier 4			est. 2016			planned new build, engine # and size is best guess


			Existing			Propeller Catamaran			4			2			16 cylinder - 2 liter			90% below EPA Tier 2			2008/9			GEMINI, PISCES, SCORPIO, TAURUS


									1			2			16 cylinder - 2 liter			Tier 2			2011			BAY BREEZE


									1			2			16 cylinder - 3 liter			Tier 2			2008			PERALTA


			New			Propeller Catamaran			2			2			16 cylinder - 4 liter			EPA Tier 4			est. 2014+			planned new build, engine # and size is best guess
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·        two new twin-engine Propeller Catamarans in late 2014 or early 2015; and
·        one new twin-engine High-Speed Water Jet Catamarans in 2016.


 
All three vessels would be new builds.
 
Best,
Charles
 
 


From: Miller, Erin 
Sent: Tuesday, February 04, 2014 2:40 PM
To: Rivasplata, Charles
Subject: another Regional question
 
Do you know of the timing for WETA’s clean vessels to come on line?
 
Erin Miller
Project Manager, Waterfront Transportation Assessment
 
Join the Waterfront Transportation Assessment Mailing List
 
Sustainable Streets-Strategic Planning & Policy
Urban Planning Initiatives
 
 


 SFMTA | Municipal Transportation Agency
1 South Van Ness Ave, 7th Floor-7067 -  SF, CA 94103
Office:   415 701 5490
Mobile: 415 971 7429
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From: David Noyola
To: pmitchell@esassoc.com
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kern, Chris; Bollinger, Brett; Wise, Viktoriya; Joyce
Subject: RE: Outstanding Data Request Items
Date: Friday, February 07, 2014 5:39:21 PM
Attachments: GSW Attendance and Employment Memo 2-7-2014.pdf


140131_CEQA Site Plan Update.pdf


Paul,
Please see responses below.
 
Thank you ,
David
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, February 04, 2014 11:03 AM
To: David Noyola
Cc: Clarke Miller; chris.kern@sfgov.org; Bollinger, Brett; viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org; Joyce
Subject: FW: Outstanding Data Request Items
Importance: High
 
David:
 


1.        As the construction schedule affects several technical sections we are currently preparing,
please confirm that the construction schedule included in the EIR Project Description is still
accurate for our technical analysts to use.


Confirmed, the construction schedule is still accurate.


2.        As you know, we have a number of impending deadlines for the EIR, including submittal of a
number technical sections.  In order for us fully understand all aspects of the proposed
project/variants and complete our analyses accurately, it is critical that we have complete
responses from you on all the outstanding data items.  To assist this process, we have
prioritized those outstanding data request items with the highest priority in highlighted
yellow.  Please respond with specific dates for when you will provide the outstanding data
items, and particularly those highlighted in yellow.


Thanks, I am available to talk anytime, should you have any questions.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 


From: Paul Mitchell 
Sent: Friday, January 31, 2014 3:26 PM
To: 'David Noyola'



mailto:dnoyola@stradasf.com

mailto:pmitchell@esassoc.com

mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com

mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org

mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org

mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=53ddc14b15cb409584d3f7b15453f64a-Viktoriya Wise

mailto:joyce@orionenvironment.com

mailto:pmitchell@esassoc.com






 



 
100 Spear Street, Suite 420     San Francisco, CA     94105     P: 415.263.9150      F: 415.269.9152     www.stradasf.com 



To: Paul Mitchell, ESA 



From: Strada Investment Group and Golden State Warriors   



Date: 2/7/2014 



Re: Piers 30-32 Arena Project – Event Attendance and Operations Assumptions 



The Golden State Warriors (the Project Sponsor) propose to construct a multi‐purpose event center, event 



hall, public open space, maritime uses, a parking facility, fire station, and visitor‐serving retail and 



restaurants on the approximately 13‐acre Piers 30‐32 in San Francisco (the Project). The proposed event 
center would host the Golden State Warriors basketball team during the NBA season, as well as provide a 
year‐round venue for a variety of other uses, including concerts, family shows, other sporting events, 
cultural events, conferences and conventions. This memorandum describes the Project Sponsor’s attendance, 
operations, and other event characteristics associated with the Project for purposes of review under the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). 



Projected Event Characteristics Summary Table 



Working with the lead CEQA consultant for the Project, ESA, the Project Sponsor has compiled a table 
summarizing potential events to be held at the Project. The table considers different event types, annual 
number of events, projected average and maximum attendance levels, day-of-event employment levels, 
and relevant seasonal and temporal characteristics for each event. This table is included in this 
memorandum as Exhibit 1, and will also be included in the Project Description section of the Environmental 
Impact Report (EIR) being prepared by ESA.  



Basketball Event Attendance – Tickets Sold versus Tickets Scanned  



Average attendance rates for basketball events reflect expected “scanned” attendance, or, the number of 
venue patrons who actually walk through the venue doors, versus the total number of tickets sold. Because 
not every ticket holder attends each game for which he or she has a ticket, there is a discrepancy between 
‘tickets sold’ and ‘scanned attendance’. Over the nine year period since the 2003-2004 season, ticket 
sales for a single Warriors game at Oracle Arena averaged 18,249. The scanned attendance average 
for Oracle Arena over the same period is 16,159, which represents 82% of capacity. The Project 
Sponsor’s projection for the new arena is greater than the Oracle average both as an absolute quantity 
(17,000) and as a percentage of capacity (94%). This is a deliberately conservative assumption from an 
environmental review perspective. 
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Basketball Events – Temporal Characteristics 



The large majority of Golden State Warriors regular season home games start at 7:30 p.m. Over the 
course of the most recent three full NBA regular seasons (2010-11, 2012-13, and 2013-14; the 2011-12 
NBA season was shortened due to delays in signing of a collective bargaining agreement between NBA 
owners and players and consequently is not included), 90 percent of Golden State Warriors home games 
started at 7:30 p.m., only six percent of home games started at 6:00 p.m., and the balance (accounting for 
one home game or less per season) started at either 1:00 p.m. (on Martin Luther King Jr. holiday), 5:00 
p.m., or 7:00 p.m. 



Non-Basketball Events 



Non-basketball events to be held at the proposed venue include concerts, family shows, other sporting 
events, and other private facilities rentals. Other sporting events include college basketball, hockey, 
boxing, figure skating, arena football, gymnastics, lacrosse, tennis, and mixed martial arts at professional, 
collegiate, amateur, high school/youth, local, regional, or international competition level. Other rentals 
include conventions, conferences, cultural events and corporate events. Each category of non-basketball 
event is described below in greater detail. 



Projected attendance at non-Warriors events was estimated based on the most recent year of event data 
at Oracle Arena, below. 



 



Oracle Capacity 19,596      



Season
Scanned vs 



Sold
Scanned vs 
Capacity



2012-2013 19,374      16,831       86.9% 85.9%
2011-2012 18,858      16,749       88.8% 85.5%
2010-2011 18,693      16,399       87.7% 83.7%
2009-2010 18,027      14,884       82.6% 76.0%
2008-2009 18,942      17,573       92.8% 89.7%
2007-2008 19,631      18,120       92.3% 92.5%
2006-2007* 18,104      16,024       88.5% 81.8%
2005-2006* 18,273      16,173       88.5% 82.5%
2004-2005* 16,350      14,471       88.5% 73.8%
2003-2004* 16,235      14,370       88.5% 73.3%
10-yr AVG 18,249     16,159      88.6% 82.5%



Historical GSW Attendance - Tickets Sold vs Tickets Scanned



Note: * Actual scanned ticket data not available for ’03-’04 through ’06-’07 seasons. Data provided is based 



on historical relationship between tickets sold and tickets scanned at the door.  



Tickets Scanned Tickets Sold
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Event frequency was drawn from expected schedule of use for Barclays Center, the most recently 
completed facility hosting an NBA team, below. 



 



Concert Events – End Stage and Center Stage Configurations 



Though the maximum capacity for a basketball event at the arena is 18,064 as currently designed, the 
average attendance for the majority of concert events at the venue is anticipated to be significantly less 
than, 14,000. This is because more than 95 percent of concerts touring today are designed for an “end 
stage” configuration, with the stage at one end of the arena and no spectators behind it. The current 
design allows for a maximum end stage concert configuration attendance of 14,000 and an average 
expected attendance of 12,500 at these events. Occasionally, concerts are performed in a “center stage” 
configuration, with spectators seated throughout the entire arena, which would allow for up to 18,500 
patrons. However, based on the experiences of other comparable venues around the country, this concert 
configuration is very rare. We expect few (1-4 per year), if any, center stage shows. 



Conventions, Corporate Events, and Other Rentals 



Oracle Arena Capacity 19,596       
Type # of Events Average Attendance



Concert 16               11,691                     
Family Shows 27               5,277                       
Other Sporting Events 2                 7,227                       



Oracle Arena Historical Non-Basketball Event Attendance



Barclays Center Capacity 18,103    



Type # of Events Average Attendance



Family Shows 73            5,277                     
Concerts 45            12,825                   
Fixed Fee Rentals* 31            9,000                     
Other Sporting Events 30            7,227                     
*Note: Fixed Fee Rentals include corporate events, speeches, and other events that 



reserve the complete venue



Barclays Center Projected Non-Basketball Event Attendance
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The Sponsor anticipates the arena will host conventions, conferences, cultural events, and corporate events. 
It is not anticipated that the event center would host entire conferences, but rather it would act as a 
satellite venue. For example, when an event or speaker hosted at the Moscone Center requires additional 
space, the Project could offer that capacity. Examples of events that could draw larger audiences include 
political conventions or addresses, which can differ significantly in size given their variety. The maximum 
capacity for this category of event is stated as 18,500 and represents the maximum number of conference 
attendees that could be accommodated at the event center in a configuration similar to a center stage 
concert (see above). However, the event center is expected to host an average of 9,000 people for this 
category of event. 



Family Shows 



The arena will also host family shows which provide theatrical entertainment geared towards children and 
families. Examples of this programming include Disney on Ice, Disney Live, Harlem Globetrotters, and 
Sesame Street Live. Because of the younger audience, family shows are generally sized to allow patrons 
to sit closer to the performance, and as a result the Project Sponsor anticipates a maximum attendance of 
approximately 8,200 and an average attendance of 5,000. Family shows on ice typically curtain-off half 
of the event floor for support space, which also contributes to the lower average and maximum attendance 
numbers for these events. 



Other Sporting Events 



Examples of other sporting events include college basketball, hockey, boxing, figure skating, arena 
football, gymnastics, lacrosse, tennis, and mixed martial arts. These could be professional collegiate, 
amateur, high school, youth, local, regional, or international competitions. As these events vary significantly 
in their popularity and draw, the Project Sponsor is projecting a maximum attendance equivalent to that of 
a basketball event, but an average event size of 7,000 patrons. 



 



  











EVENT CHARACTERISTICS AT PROPOSED EVENT CENTER 



Event Type 



Annual Number of  
Games/Events at  



Event Center 



Attendance Event Center  
Day-of-Game/ Event 



Employment 
Characteristicsa Season Game/Event Temporal Characteristics Average Maximum 



Golden State Warriors 
Basketball Home Games 



2 to 3 preseason home 
games 



11,000 18,064 825 2 weeks mid-October Regular Season game time: 7:30 p.m. to ~ 9:40 p.m.b 
Preseason/Postseason game time: start time variable 
 
Monthly Distribution:  ~7 homes games per month 
 
Weekly Distribution:  50%/50% weekdays/weekends 



Monday-Thursday: 2 to 6 home games/month 
Friday:  1 to 3 home games/month 
Saturday:  1 to 3 home games/month 
Sunday:  0 to 1 home games/month 



 41 regular season home 
games 



17,000 18,064 825 late October to mid-April 



 0 to16 post season home 
games 



18,000 18,064 825 mid-April to mid-June 



Concerts 45 12,500 14,000 to 
18,500c 



775 major concert season is Fall, 
Winter and early Spring; 
Summer is the slow season 



Concert time: typically 7:30 p.m. to 10:30 p.m. 
 
Weekly Distribution: primarily Friday and Saturday evenings 



Family Showsd 55 5,000 8,200 675 distributed throughout the 
year 



Family Show characteristics: typically 10 shows over 5 days 
(Wednesday to Sunday): 
 



Wednesday: 1 show, 7:30 p.m. to 9:00 p.m. 
Thursday:  1 show, 7:30 p.m. to 9:00 p.m. 
Friday:  2 shows, 10:30 a.m. to 12:00 p.m.; and  



7:30 p.m. to 9:00 p.m. 
Saturday:  3 shows, 11:00 a.m. to 12:30 p.m.;  



3:00 p.m. to 4:30 p.m.; and  
7:00 p.m. to 8:30 p.m. 



Sunday:  3 shows, 11:00 a.m. to 12:30 p.m.;  
3:00 p.m. to 4:30 p.m.; and  
7:00 p.m. to 8:30 p.m. 



Other Sporting Eventse  30 7,000 18,064 675 distributed throughout the year; times variable 



Conventions/Corporate 
Eventsf 



31 9,000 18,500g 675 distributed throughout the year; times variable 



NOTES: 
a  These event center day-of-game/event employee estimates would be non-Warriors employees. These estimates do not include Warriors employees that would occupy either the management offices in the event center during the day and/or work at the 



games (described under Golden State Warriors Operations, below), and non-Warriors employees of the retail buildings on Piers 30-32 (described under Retail Buildings Operations and Employment, below); or the visiting team/event performers and their 
support staff at the event center. 



b The large majority of Golden State Warriors regular season home games would start at 7:30 p.m. For example, over the course of the most recent full three NBA regular seasons (2010-11, 2012-13, and 2013-14; the 2011-12 NBA season was 
shortened due to delays in signing of a collective bargaining agreement between NBA owners and players and consequently is not included), 90 percent of Golden State Warriors home games started at 7:30 p.m., 6 percent of homes games started at 
6:00 p.m., and balance (accounting for one home game or less per season) started at either 1:00 p.m. (on Martin Luther King Jr. holiday), 5:00 p.m., or 7:00 p.m.  



c Nearly 90 percent of annual concerts at the event center would be with maximum end-stage concert configuration of 14,000, and 10 percent (no more than four annually) would be with a 360-degree configuration which would allow for a maximum 
attendance of about 18,500.  



d Family shows would provide theatrical entertainment geared towards children and families; examples include Disney on Ice, Disney Live, Harlem Globetrotters, and Sesame Street Live. 
e Other Sporting Events examples include college basketball, hockey, boxing, figure skating, arena football, gymnastics, lacrosse, tennis, and mixed martial arts. These could be professional collegiate, amateur, high school/youth, local, regional, or 



international competitions. 
f Conventions/Corporate Events examples include conventions, conferences, cultural events, and corporate events. It is not anticipated that the event center would host entire conferences, but rather it would act as a satellite venue for conventions/conferences 



held primarily at the Moscone Center in those instances when an event or speaker requires more space than can be accommodated there. 
g The maximum attendance of 18,500 represents the maximum number of conference attendees that could be accommodated at the event center, in a configuration similar to a center stage concert (see footnote d). However, the event center is expected to 



typically serve as a satellite venue for conventions/conferences held primarily at the Moscone Center, with an attendance of 9,000 people. 
 
SOURCE: Golden State Warriors, Strada Investment Group, based on data from Oracle Arena (Oakland), SAP Center (San Jose), and Barclays Center (Brooklyn, New York City), 2013 
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Cc: Joyce; 'Kern, Chris'; 'Bollinger, Brett'; Clarke Miller
Subject: Outstanding Data Request Items
 
David:
 
The following are the still-outstanding data requests that ESA is waiting for responses to from you
complete the EIR Project Description and have all the necessary information for our analysts.  (The
text in red is the last updates you had provided on these request items on January 24, 2014.)  Note
that the numbered questions below are not all consecutive as I have removed the questions for
which you previously provided adequate responses to.


1.        Memo Confirming Operational Assumptions.  Sponsor currently preparing, and will
provide to ESA.


This memorandum is attached.


2.        Figure 3-5:  Project Site Plan.


·         Viktoriya questioned whether this figure should include the shadows that are shown in
the figure.  Can this figure be reproduced by you w/o shadows?


This document is attached.
·         Confirm if the curb cut for Piers 30-32 garage entrance is accurate to scale.   Confirmed


it is shown to scale.
 


3.        Building Heights on Piers 30-32 and SWL 330.  [Comments VW2 and VW21, and DN edits] 
The City has provided direction for the sponsor to revise their site plans that are presented
in the EIR Project Description so that all proposed building/plaza/deck heights on Piers 30-
32 and SWL 330 are measured relative to the adjacent street curb, consistent with Section
102.12 of the Planning Code.  This would affect the following EIR Project Description
figures that present heights/elevations:  Per discussion with ESA 2/7/14, these images are
currently being produced and will be provided by 2/21/14


 
Piers 30-32
Figures 3-6:  Piers 30-32 Site Plan
Figure 3-8:  Piers 30-32 Floor Plan – Event Level/Retail Level 1/Parking Level 1
Figure 3-9:  Piers 30-32 Floor Plan –Parking Level 2
Figure 3-10:  Piers 30-32 Floor Plan – Mezzanine Level/Retail Level 2/Parking Level 3
Figure 3-11:  Piers 30-32 Floor Plan - Retail Level 2
Figure 3-12:  Piers 30-32 Floor Plan - Main Concourse Level
Figure 3-13:  Piers 30-32 Floor Plan - Suite Level
Figure 3-14:  Piers 30-32 Floor Plan – Loge Level
Figure 3-15:  Piers 30-32 Floor Plan – Concourse Level
Figure 3-16:  Piers 30-32 Floor Plan – Mechanical Level
Figure 3-17:  Piers 30-32 Floor Plan – Section 1 (East-West Cross-Section Looking
North)
Figure 3-18:  Piers 30-32 Floor Plan – Section 2 (East-West Cross-Section Looking







East and West)
Figure 3-19:  Piers 30-32 West Elevation
Figure 3-20:  Piers 30-32 South Elevation
Figure 3-21:  Piers 30-32 East Elevation
Figure 3-22:  Piers 30-32 North Elevation
Figure 3-25:  Proposed Landscape Plan


 
SWL 330 (if these figures do not currently measure from adjacent street curb per
Section 102.12 of the Planning Code, to be confirmed by your architect)
Figure 3-29:  Seawall Lot 330 Site Plan
Figure 3-37:  Seawall Lot 330 East Elevation
Figure 3-38:  Seawall Lot 330 Northwest Elevation
Figure 3-39:  Seawall Lot 330 Southwest Elevation
Figure 3-40:  Seawall Lot 330 Proposed Landscape Plan
 
 


9.        Emergency Vehicle Access for Piers 30-32 to The Embarcadero and Bryant Streets:
a)      [Comment VW46 and BB47] In a related comment to the above comment, Viktoriya


requests that emergency access to The Embarcadero and Bryant Streets be
illustrated in Figure 3-26, Piers 30-32 Proposed Vehicle Circulation. This graphic will
be provided along with images requested in #3 above on 2/21/14


b)       Also, Brett inquires if SFFD has confirmed that there is enough room along the
perimeter deck for emergency access. Current design significantly exceeds code-
required emergency access standards around the perimeter deck, but we do not
have written confirmation from SFFD approving design.


10.   Sea Level Rise:
a)      [Comment BB60]  Brett inquires why the year 2081 is selected. Pursuant to


requirements in Assembly Bill 1273, the project is required to consider sea level rise
through the anticipated termination year of the lease which is 2081.


b)       [ESA comment]  The preliminary sea level rise assessment report prepared by
Moffat & Nichol (dated 11/19/2013) recommends that the project sponsor prepare
a risk assessment that would include estimating the base flood elevation, total
water level, tsunami inundation, and wave loads for present time, mid-century, and
2081. However, the Rutherford and Chekene memo describing project strategies to
address sea level rise (also dated 11/19/2013) does not include completion of this
risk analysis. Is the project sponsor committing to completing this analysis? In
addition to being recommended by Moffat & Nichol, the BCDC Bay Plan includes
Climate Change Policy 2 requires completion of a risk assessment. We are discussing
proposals with our engineers for producing a flood analysis and simultaneously
investigating whether recently prepared and published URS study contains analysis
sufficient to satisfy this item, per discussion with ESA 2/7/14.


 
 


14.   Proposed Dolphin Mooring.







a)      Please provide description of the proposed dolphin mooring proposed on the
southeast corner of Piers 30-32 to assist in mooring of ships, including illustration,
location, purpose, materials, and dimensions


b)       Please also include similar dolphin pile information to that included for other piles in
Table 3-15 of the EIR Project Description, including pile size, number of piles,
installation method, and depth below seabed


 
                Pending further investigation with M+N
 


15.    Cumulative Cross-Sectional Area of Piles at Piers 30-32:  Existing vs. Proposed.  On
page 3-91 in the EIR Project Description, we indicated the total cross-sectional area
of existing piles proposed to be removed (approximately 10,700 square feet) would
be slightly greater that the total cross-sectional area of the new piles proposed to
be installed  (10,600 square feet).  Would you please update this estimate based
on the revised number of piles (beneath Piers 30-32 + Floating Docks + Dolphin)?


Pending further investigation with M+N


16.    Installation of 4-foot Diameter Piles at Piers 30-32.  For the proposed 4-foot
diameter piles, the City indicates the EIR¹s description of the installation process
not unclear.  It appeared the sponsor indicated in their tracking log that the
installation process for the 4-foot diameter piles would be installed using vibration
and impact hammer, or alternatively, drilled.  If the sponsor elects to drill the 4-
foot piles, please confirm would be no vibration or impact hammers involved.


The Project is no longer assuming any drilling or boring for pile installation. The
word “bored” should be eliminated from Table 3-15.  The entry for the 4-foot piles
should read “Vibrated, then Pile Driven” just like the entry for the 6 ft piles.  The
entry for the 2 ft piles should also be made consistent with the text by deleting the
words “Vibrated, then”.  For all entries recommend replacing  “pile driven” with
“driven”. 


17.    Distributed Parking Variant.  Please provide description of proposed Distributed Parking
Variant, including new Figure 3-44 (Distributed Parking Variant:  Seawall Lot 330 Floor
Plan – Level 1) and Figure 3-45 (Distributed Parking Variant:  Seawall Lot 330 Floor Plan –
Parking Basement Level); and data gaps in Table 3-18 and 3-20. Response to detailed ESA
data request regarding Distributed Parking Variant still pending, though total volume of
parking on pier for variant is agreed to be 350 spaces.


 
18.  Ferry Dock Variant:


a.    ESA’s Proposed Approach to Removal of Ferry Dock from EIR Project Description
Figures for proposed project, and inclusion of new figure for Ferry Dock Variant.  It
will be quicker/easier for ESA (as opposed to the sponsor ) to remove the ferry dock







from several Project Description figures (Figures 3-6 to 3-12, 3-23, 3-24, 3-25-to 3-
28), and just reuse Figure 3-28 for the figure for the Ferry Dock Variant.  The only
exception would be for the sponsor to prepare and resend to ESA the color Site Plan
(Figure 3-5 in the EIR Project Description) but without the ferry stop, and without
building shadows (as requested in No.,7, below) Architects are producing color site
plan (Figure 3-5) with ferry stop and shadows removed, and mooring platform added,
per #2 above.


 
19.  Sewage and Bilge Water Pumpout Facilities.  The City has requested a brief description of


these facilities, which maritime uses will use these facilities, and explain how
bilge/wastewater would be handled. If a bilge water pumpout facility is included, it could
comprise a 3-inch pipe with cam lock connection to the  city combined sewer,  with
discharge connection located mid berth along dockside. This would connect to the pier
site sewage injection sump and allow vessels moored on east berth to pump off
sewage/waste bilges. This facility would be in addition to a separate 2 inch potable ship
water connection also located along the east side berth.


 


Thanks, and please don¹t hesitate to contact me with any questions.
 
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
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Adam Weintraub
Contributor-
San Francisco Business Times
Email


From: SouthBeachRinconMissionBayNeighAssn@yahoogroups.com on behalf of Lawrence Stokus
To: SouthBeachRinconMissionBayNeighAssn@yahoogroups.com
Subject: [SBRMBNA] SF Business Times: Meet the New City Planning Director [1 Attachment]
Date: Monday, April 28, 2014 8:55:46 AM


SF Business Times:  Meet the New City Planning 
Director


-----------------------------------------


Link:


http://www.bizjournals.com/sanfrancisco/blog/real-estate/2014/04/s-f-
citywide-planning-director-housing-crisis.html?
ana=e_du_wknd&s=article_du&ed=2014-04-
26&u=u3GE3fK+UISdkcdl/msVITkNko2&t=1398535384&page=all


-----------------------------------------


Article:


 Apr 24, 2014, 9:29am PDT


The Bay Area has a nearly gravitational 
pull for Gil Kelley, and he’s back again, this 
time as director of citywide planning. Kelley 
was born in San Francisco, moved to 
Portland, Ore., as a child, then returned to 
the Bay Area early in his career. That 
included a stint as Berkeley’s director of 
planning and development from 1988 to 
1998, where he streamlined the city’s 
permitting and shaped the West Berkeley 
plan.


S.F.'s new citywide planning 
director talks about housing 
crisis



http://www.bizjournals.com/sanfrancisco/blog/real-estate/2014/04/sanfrancisco/bio/21781/Adam+Weintraub

data:SouthBeachRinconMissionBayNeighAssn@yahoogroups.com

data:lvstokus@att.net
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By 1999 he was back in Portland as 
director of planning. There he guided 
much-lauded and award-winning 
reimaginings of the city’s riverfront and the 
Pearl District and advanced sustainability 
approaches that have become standard 
tools in the planning toolbox, from 
increased transit to green urban spaces.


San Francisco’s planning department named him to the citywide-planning post early this 
month, with planning directorJohn Rahaim praising Kelley’s 35 years of experience, his 
vision and his ability to build partnerships with other government bodies and the community.


Kelley is still plugging into his new role, but he’s eager to shape the long-range future of 
San Francisco at what he sees as a unique moment in its history.


What does your job entail?


It’s not so much about reviewing current development projects as looking out on a further 
horizon at the bigger policy questions.


It also involves a lot of the urban design work for the city, including some great partnerships 
that we have with DPW and MTA and others to redesign the public realm.


Also, some major developments, some of the larger waterfront sites, for example, fall in the 
purview of the long-range group, like the Pier 70 work or the Candlestick work or the 
Schlage Lock site, those kinds of things.


So it’s kind of a nice mix of things that are almost current, things about to be built, and 
things with very much longer horizons, 15 or 20 years out.


Planning director John Rahaim and others felt it was time to resurrect the long-range 
planning, visionary function of the department. That’s what intrigued me about it. It’s an 
important moment in the city’s evolution and a time for us to as to ask, ‘What kind of place 


 
Enlarge Photo
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do we want San Francisco to be 50 years from now?’


What’s different about the Bay area since you were last here and what’s stayed the 
same?


The public engagement on planning issues feels very familiar to me, (comparing) what I’ve 
been exposed to in San Francisco and what was the case in Berkeley and San Francisco 
back in the ‘90s.


I think what’s different is the pace of development; the pace of innovation and economic 
change feels torrid in San Francisco now, even more so than the first dot-com bubble. So to 
me, it’s almost comparing a highly localized phenomenon in the dot-com era to San 
Francisco having a real tiger by the tail now, just putting it on the world map as both an 
innovation and financial center.


The city has completed several big neighborhood plans, such as Market-Octavia and the 
Eastern neighborhoods. What’s next?


Honestly, I’m trying to sort that out. I’d love to talk with you again in a month or so after I 
have a better fix on it. I don’t see any large-scale neighborhoods plans, like the Eastern 
neighborhoods plan, on the immediate horizon. But I think there’s a lot of work we’re going 
to be doing in western neighborhoods on a finer scale.


What about larger-scale issues on your plate?


I’m seeing very credible and inspired work that the planning department has done on 
helping other agencies, primarily the Department of Public Works and MTA, rethink how we 
use our streets, recreating that set of public spaces for people and for multiple ways of 
getting around.


It’s a real challenge, because there are more and more people moving around. There are 
parts of downtown that feel like Manhattan with the number of people on the streets. That’s 
pushing us to rethink – are those streets only for cars or are they for people?


I would be remiss if I didn’t talk about the elephant in the room, the affordable-housing 
crisis. I’m really trying to figure out what is the planning department’s best role in that.


The mayor’s put a pretty aggressive agenda on the table in creating 30,000 new units, 
roughly a third of which will be affordable. I don’t know that we’re going to build our way out 
of this crisis and I don’t think San Francisco can do it alone, so in some ways a regional 
conversation is needed.


Another key effort for us is going to be urban sustainability and figuring out what that 
means. I think we in planning have a key role in leading that parade, and thinking about it in 
terms of greening the city, lowering energy use, reincorporating some ecological value into 
the city.


How do you approach citywide planning in an environment with significant anti-
development sentiment and where individual supervisors want oversight of what 
happens in their districts?







I learned long ago, certainly in Berkeley, that even in progressive, pro-planning cities the 
planning department doesn’t have a charge to go off and sit in an ivory tower and think up 
great, imaginative, wonderful plans and plop them on people. It’s a political act, there’s no 
question about it.


(You need to have) sensitivity to the concerns you hear, wherever they come from in the 
community. And over time you need to learn to navigate the pathways of formal and 
informal politics so that you get to some workable, achievable solutions. That’s the art of 
planning and that’s what I hope to be able to do here and to help John and other city 
leaders do that.


What do you think are the most exciting development projects in San Francisco now?


Well, I won’t say the former Warriors site. (Laughs.) I’m really amazed by what’s happening 
on Market Street and the Market-Octavia plan. That and the Transbay site are really 
dramatic; I don’t know that I would have imagined them 15 or 20 years ago when I was 
here. Those areas are being transformed and Market once again becomes the spine of the 
city, with a lot more activity on it. That’s huge and it will stretch all the way up to Civic 
Center and beyond.


I think Mission Street has the capacity to be reinvented as well, and some of that’s already 
happening at the lower end.


What do you think of the decision by the Warriors?


What can I say? They made a move in anticipation of probably losing an election, and kind 
of a smart move. And, you know, it’s great to have the Warriors in San Francisco.








From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: "donna@dellera.org"
Subject: RE: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting
Date: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 6:01:00 PM


Thanks – would be at the pavilion in Park P1.  Will send out a confirmation once hear back from a
few more.


Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Donna Dell'Era [mailto:donna@dellera.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 3:52 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting
 
Catherine,
 
Yes, I can make Wed, May 21 at 5pm.
Just let me know where.
 
Regards,
Donna Dell’Era
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 3:20 PM
Subject: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting
 
Hello CAC Members – we are trying to schedule a follow-up meeting with the Block 1 design team
to allow the CAC and community to work on addressing the concerns raised at last week’s meeting. 
Please let me know if you are planning on attending, and also if you would be available next


Wednesday, May 21 at 5.  If you do plan on participating and cannot make the 21st, please let me
know what evenings would work for you next week and the following.
 
Also, please let me know if you do NOT want me to provide your contact information to other City
agencies for them to outreach to you for the Warriors project. 
 
Thank you
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Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Benson, Brad
To: Kern, Chris; Van de Water, Adam; PMitchell@esassoc.com; Wise, Viktoriya
Cc: Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com)
Subject: FW: from draft tmp
Date: Thursday, January 30, 2014 5:03:47 PM


Hi Chris & Adam:


Let’s use 85 valet parking space on SWL 328 in the distributed parking variant.
 
Thank you.
 
Best,
Brad
 


From: David Noyola [mailto:dnoyola@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Thursday, January 30, 2014 2:50 PM
To: Benson, Brad
Subject: from draft tmp
 


§  Site 1: 63 surface or 85 valet parking spaces at Seawall Lot 328, located on the
Embarcadero just north of Spear Street (under the bridge), with access on Spear Street.


 
 
David Noyola
Associate
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420
San Francisco, CA 94105
(w)   415.263.9144
(m)   415.812.6479
www.stradasf.com
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: RE: PPT/CAC prep
Date: Thursday, May 08, 2014 12:30:36 PM


Looks good.  Thanks for taking the lead on this.


From: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Sent: Thursday, May 8, 2014 11:44 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: FW: PPT/CAC prep
 
 
 


From: Hussain, Lila (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 08, 2014 10:52 AM
To: corinnewoods@cs.com
Subject: PPT/CAC prep
 
Good Morning Corinne,
 
My ppt is very minimal since we don’t have a lot of information at this time.  Rick Welts from the
Warriors will be the first speaker at the CAC to discuss  and then I will follow to provide the Mission
Bay context and design review process followed by Q& A.  Jesse Blout said he was going to outreach
to you today to discuss where they are at with being able to provide planning, design and process
information.  
 
Also, please note the following info for tonight:
 


·         Sally Oerth will take notes at the meeting, we will have them ready for website posting by
Monday


·         Christine Maher from OCII will be present to give a two minute summary on the UCSF
·         Please have attendees reference the map on the back of their agenda during the meeting to


identify the location of the parcels.  Our little Mission Bay board will be too hard to see given
the larger room and layout of the seats. 


 
Let me know if you have any additional feedback.
 
See you later,
 
Lila Hussain
Assistant Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure


One South Van Ness, 5th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Phone: 415-749-2431
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From: SouthBeachRinconMissionBayNeighAssn@yahoogroups.com on behalf of Dale Riehart
To: southbeachrinconmissionbayneighassn@yahoogroups.com
Subject: [SBRMBNA] Salesforce Mission Bay site targeted for massive VA med center
Date: Friday, April 11, 2014 12:08:25 PM


San Francisco’s VA Medical Center could build a 343,500-square-foot project for $300 million to $550
million at the Salesforce.com site in Mission Bay under a unique public-private partnership, according to
a report prepared for the medical center’s nonprofit research support arm by the Bay Area Council
Economic Institute.


The partnership, which could jumpstart construction on the project as soon as next year, would place
the VA adjacent to the Mission Bay campus of its research and clinical partner, the University of
California, San Francisco, and even allow the VA to share the structure with UCSF and others. That
arrangement, according to the report that is scheduled for formal release Monday, potentially would
allow for more efficient and effective research collaborations targeting HIV/AIDS, epilepsy, post-
traumatic stress disorder, traumatic brain injuries and more.


But the plan also would require leaping over substantial financial, political and real estate hurdles, any
of which could prove fatal to the project.


At the same time, the VA’s move also could open for reuse the current home of the San Francisco
Veterans Affairs Medical Center, the sweeping Lands End site known as Fort Miley that overlooks the
Golden Gate to the north and miles of coastline to the south.


The VA's preliminary plans initially were reported in 2010 by the San Francisco Business Times. The 52-
page report for the nonprofit NCIRE — the Northern California Institute for Research and Education —
paints a dire future for the VA at Fort Miley and outlines a financing plan to expedite a move to one of a
handful of parcels in Mission Bay. The site owned by cloud computing giant Salesforce is one of the
hottest chunks of developable property along the West Coast and is clearly the most preferred in the
report.


Salesforce on Friday announced that it signed what could be the largest office lease in San Francisco
history, taking 714,000 square feet in the 1.4 million-square-foot Transbay Tower.


Time, the report said, is of the essence, even if a public-private partnership financing costs more in the
short term. “As those sites will not be available indefinitely, it is important that the necessary legislation
and/or directives enabling a pilot project to move forward be pursued on an expedited basis,” the report
said.


The proposed Third Street site is a quarter-mile from AT&T Park, across the street from UCSF’s growing
Mission Bay campus and kitty-corner from the under-construction, $1.5 billion UCSF hospital complex.
Under the plan presented in the Bay Area Council Economic Institute report, the VA would occupy
150,000 square feet and UCSF could take 193,500 square feet in the proposed structure. The structure
would be financed through a public-private partnership that would shift design, construction, financing,
operation and maintenance to a private partner.


That arrangement could allow the project to hurdle a backlog of VA-approved major capital projects,
moving its potential start date from 10 to 15 years from now to next year and targeting completion
within three years after construction is started. What’s more, the report said, a public-private
partnership could cut the cost of the project by 20 percent or more.


Getting the project even to the starting line would require fine political, financial and legal footwork. It
must be classified, for example, by the federal Office of Management and Budget as an operating lease
transaction, the report said, but getting that classification will require legal experts.


Such a maneuver may seem like a bureaucratic sideshow, but it is important since a typical capital lease
transaction requires an upfront budget appropriation of hundreds of millions of dollars. That would be a
tricky feat to pull off in today’s hyper-politicized Congress, especially in the district of Democrat and
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former House Speaker Nancy Pelosi.


NCIRE has long coveted the site for relocating all or some of the VA’s operations, even before Salesforce
bought its 14-acre site in 2010 from Alexandria Real Estate Equities Inc. Two years after the purchase,
Salesforce opted not to build its headquarters there, and the site continues to appear as a gaping
wound while new development has sprung up or is proposed around it.


Many rumors have circulated about the site, including its use an alternate location for theGolden State
Warriors politically troubled waterfront arena project. Only last month,  UCSF said it would buy a four-
acre rectangular flank of Salesforce’s property to build up to 300,000 square feet of office space.


But the main chunk of Salesforce property has a big, muddy ditch slicing through the middle of the
fenced-off parcel. Changing that image quickly, according to the report, will require a public-private
financing partnership. The cost of that financing deal will be “somewhat higher” than an eventual federal
appropriation, the report said, but could save time and, eventually, money. Cost estimates range from
$879 per square foot for a lowest-cost scenario under a public-private partnership to as much as $1,594
per square foot if the project is publicly funded, according to the report. A public-private partnership —
or what the report dubs a “P3” — for funding a building is not unheard of; in fact,  UCSF used a similar
arrangement on its Mission Bay campus for the $200 million, 237,000-square-foot Sandler
Neurosciences Center building, which opened in 2012.


In the case of the neuroscience building, UCSF owns the land but leases it to a nonprofit group that
subleased it to a for-profit development partnership that leased the structure for 38 years to UCSF,
which then will own the building. Construction was financed by some $200 million in public bonds sold
by the California Infrastructure and Economic Development Bank.


A “P3”-funded VA project could have a massive effect on the medical center and its research operations.
The VA’s Fort Miley medical center, which in 2012 had about 28,000 inpatient visits, currently includes
124 operating beds, a 120-bed community living center and six outpatient clinics in 1.1 million square
feet in 38 buildings on 29 acres.


But the center needs about 485,000 square feet of space, the report noted, and its patient load has
increased with the aging Vietnam War veteran population and soldiers from the wars in Iraq and
Afghanistan. Outpatient stops have increased from a little more than 600,000 in fiscal 2008 to 900,000
in the fiscal year ended Sept. 30, the report said.


At the same time, patients and staff have long complained that the medical center is difficult to reach
via one Muni bus line and with limited parking on the extreme northwestern edge of San Francisco.
Neighborhood groups, meanwhile, have opposed expansion plans over the years.


The Golden Gate National Recreation Area, Lincoln Park Golf Club and the Legion of Honor also are
among the VA’s neighbors. The VA's current structures, many built in the 1930s under the Works
Progress Administration, are outdated for 21st century medical and research work, the report said. The
San Francisco center receives more than 55 percent more research grant funding than any other VA
facility, according to the report, including $87 million in research funding in fiscal 2012. The VA and
UCSF’s School of Medicine have worked together for nearly 50 years. Physicians are jointly recruited and
faculty work together on many treatment and research programs.


But, the report noted, collaborating VA researchers at Lands End and UCSF researchers at Mission Bay
are separated by a 55-minute car ride. “If the SFVAMC does not locate a portion of its research space
close to UCSF,” the report said, “its partnership with the university will be under growing stress.” The
VA two years ago leased 42,000 square feet for a research center at 1700 Owens St., off the north side
of UCSF’s Mission Bay campus.


If the VA finds additional space at Mission Bay or elsewhere, the Fort Miley site at Lands End could be
converted to other VA uses or faculty housing, the report said. Those would be less-intense uses, the
report said, that could mitigate neighbors concerns about traffic.


http://www.bizjournals.com/sanfrancisco/morning_call/2014/04/salesforce-mission-bay-site-targeted-for-
massive.html
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Yahoo Groups Links


<*> To visit your group on the web, go to:
    http://groups.yahoo.com/group/SouthBeachRinconMissionBayNeighAssn/


<*> Your email settings:
    Individual Email | Traditional


<*> To change settings online go to:
    http://groups.yahoo.com/group/SouthBeachRinconMissionBayNeighAssn/join
    (Yahoo! ID required)


<*> To change settings via email:
    SouthBeachRinconMissionBayNeighAssn-digest@yahoogroups.com
    SouthBeachRinconMissionBayNeighAssn-fullfeatured@yahoogroups.com


<*> To unsubscribe from this group, send an email to:
    SouthBeachRinconMissionBayNeighAssn-unsubscribe@yahoogroups.com


<*> Your use of Yahoo Groups is subject to:
    https://info.yahoo.com/legal/us/yahoo/utos/terms/
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: "Kevin Simons"
Subject: RE: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting
Date: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 6:00:00 PM


I am looking at the pavilion in Park P1 (easier for us to organize).  I would love to talk with you –
would Friday be ok?  Tomorrow has turned into one of those meeting days.  Times I’m available to
chat Friday are: before 9, 12-1, 3-5.


Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Kevin Simons [mailto:kevin_simons@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 4:08 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting
 
Catherine,
 
I'll be there - but what location?
 
Also - would it be possible for you and I to chat for a minute or 2 about Block 1?  
 
I really hate the proposal in it's current form.  I think the massing is fine, the angles, etc
are all good - but the lack of creativity is overwhelming.  
 
I'd love to know if OCII staff share my disappointment?  I try not to be an architecture
critic - I don't think that's my job - but as I said in last weeks' meeting, I'm also getting
VERY tired of everybody complaining about the box jobs - boring palettes - uninspired
architecture that plague Mission Bay.  We represent the citizens of the City, and they've
made it VERY clear (at least to me) that they hate most of the Mission Bay projects that
have been completed to date. As such I feel compelled to be more vocal with these
architects with my criticisms.
 
I think we have a chance here to put a fire under these guys and mix things up... if we
don't start getting some inspired architecture (and by that I mean exterior treatments) in
Mission Bay, it IS going to be one of the blandest and most underwhelming
neighborhoods in SF. 


-Kevin
415 378 2347


From: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
To: 
Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 3:20 PM
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Subject: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting
 
Hello CAC Members – we are trying to schedule a follow-up meeting with the
Block 1 design team to allow the CAC and community to work on addressing
the concerns raised at last week’s meeting.  Please let me know if you are
planning on attending, and also if you would be available next Wednesday,
May 21 at 5.  If you do plan on participating and cannot make the 21st, please
let me know what evenings would work for you next week and the following.
 
Also, please let me know if you do NOT want me to provide your contact
information to other City agencies for them to outreach to you for the Warriors
project. 
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: José I. Farrán
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Luba C. Wyznyckyj
Subject: FW: intersections
Date: Tuesday, May 06, 2014 10:38:58 AM
Attachments: Fig 1 Study Intersections.pdf


Viktoriya/Brett,
 
Interesting suggestions.  Luba and I will be happy to give you our thoughts if you like.
 
_______________________________________________________
José I. Farrán, P.E.
  Adavant
         Consulting
200 Francisco St.,  2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133
office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com
www.AdavantConsulting.com
 
 
From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 06, 2014 10:15 AMlu
To: Viktoriya Wise (viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org)
Cc: Jose Farran (jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com); lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: intersections
 
Hi Viktoriya,
 
Since schedules don’t appear to be aligning for an in-person meeting this week, let’s see what we
can accomplish over email. Attached is Jose’s proposed set of intersections to collect data on. I
know we need to move quickly to capture counts before the end-of-school year.
 
Here are my thoughts on the proposed set:
 
Intersections to cut: #1 & #2 (both are too far from site and unlikely routes to Mission Bay)
Intersections I need to be convinced on: #5, #10, #17, #18, #23 (all appear to be redundant with
adjacent/nearby intersections)
Remaining 16 intersections seem appropriate for study
 
Please share your thoughts so we can finalize the study scope asap. And to be clear, for
intersections already studied within the previous SWL 3337 scope, the study will capture the new
time period, weekday 7-8pm. For new intersections, the study will capture weekday 4-6pm,
weekday 7-8pm, weekday 9-11pm and Saturday 7-9pm.
 
Thanks,
Clarke
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Figure 1
Study Intersections



SOURCE:  Adavant Consulting/LCW Consulting
Case No. 2012.0718E:  Event Center Blocks 26-32
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Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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From: Davey, John (PRT)
To: Benson, Brad (PRT); Von Blohn, Kim (PRT); Prasad, Uday (PRT); Dailey, Peter (PRT)
Cc: Paul Mitchell; Joyce; Oshima, Diane (PRT); Kern, Chris (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: RE: Piers 30-32 Cruise Calls - Bilge - Urgent Data Request
Date: Friday, March 21, 2014 3:48:56 PM


Cruise vessels- all vessels calling on the Pier require potable water.
Currently a 2 inch   Potable water line is available at the Pier 30/32 ( located at the east end
of the depression area)  the flow rate is low ( 20-25 tons per hour)
A new service should provide at least 100 tons per hour. The connection point should be
located mid berth along dockside.
Currently the Pier force main/sump pump is out of order however it has been utilized
for vessels primarily Navy Vessels.
Recommendation is a Vessel will provide a 4 inch hose with cam lock connector to a
6inch pipe to pier force main injector sump which then connects to   the  city combined
sewer.,  vessel discharge connection  located mid berth along dockside.
Volume varies per vessel and during time  periods during a Port call,  best estimate for Cruise
vessel ,which will discharge the maximum volume of all vessel types calling the pier would be
150k gallons in a 6 hour period.
 
 


Regards
John Davey
Chief Wharfinger
Port of San Francisco
Pier 1, The Embarcadero
San Francisco, CA 94111
Phone 415-274-0522
Fax 415-274-0528
E-mail mailto:john.davey@sfport.com
Website http://www.sfport.com/
 
 
 


From: Benson, Brad (PRT) 
Sent: Friday, March 21, 2014 2:42 PM
To: Von Blohn, Kim (PRT); Prasad, Uday (PRT); Davey, John (PRT); Dailey, Peter (PRT)
Cc: Paul Mitchell; Joyce; Oshima, Diane (PRT); Kern, Chris (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: Piers 30-32 Cruise Calls - Bilge - Urgent Data Request
 
Hi Kim, Uday, John and Peter:
 
The Piers 30-32 CEQA team has requested the following information:
 
Potable Water Use / Sewage/Bilge Water Pumpout
·         Please confirm no temporary potable water or sewage/bilge water facilities are
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provided for cruise ships at Piers 30-32
·         Under the project, a potable water service and sewage/bilge water pumpout would be
provided on the east berth of Piers 30-32.  Can the Port provide any information on the
estimated water use or estimated sewage/bilge water pumpout volumes that could be
expected for a cruise ship stopping at Piers 30-32.
 
Thank you for your help with this.
 
Best,
Brad
 








From: SouthBeachRinconMissionBayNeighAssn@yahoogroups.com on behalf of jamiewhitaker@gmail.com
To: SouthBeachRinconMissionBayNeighAssn@yahoogroups.com
Subject: [SBRMBNA] Warriors Arena CAC - Transportation Subcommittee Meeting
Date: Monday, January 27, 2014 12:01:42 AM


 
__,_._,___


Yahoo! Groups Switch to: Text-Only, Daily Digest • Unsubscribe • Terms of Use • Send us Feedback


My apologies if this has already been posted to this Yahoo! Group.


The Piers 30-32 CAC's Transportation Subcommittee is scheduled to meet this Wednesday, January 29, 2014 from 6:30 pm until 8:30pm
at The Port of San Francisco, Pier 1, Bayside Conference Room located on The Embarcadero's water side across from Washington Street.


You can find a meeting agenda here: http://sfport.com/index.aspx?recordid=1322&page=2111


Coming up:
Monday, February 3, 2014 at a published start time of 6:00pm (instead of the usual 6:30pm), the Piers 30-32 CAC (the full CAC) is
scheduled to meet at The Port of San Francisco, Pier 1, Bayside Conference Room located on The Embarcadero's water side across from
Washington Street. Webpage: http://sfport.com/index.aspx?page=2111  **There are quite a few files that many of us may not have seen if
we did not attend the prior Land Use Committee meeting. Looks like Residential Parking is going to get shoved aside for Bus idling on
Main Street to make sure there's even more deadly poisons in the air we breathe in our nearby homes. 


__._,_.___
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: "Toby Levine"
Subject: RE: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting
Date: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 5:58:00 PM


Thanks, Toby – if we go ahead and with the meeting next week would you be ok if we had them
outreach to you directly?  I also agree with you that from what I’ve heard, a lot of the comments
were a result of poor visuals and PPT.


Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Toby Levine [mailto:tobylevine@earthlink.net] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 4:53 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting
 
Thank you Catherine for organizing this.  I cannot attend next week as Jerry and I will be out
of town.  I would like to have an opportunity to talk with that team.  I think a lot of their
problems come from their building graphics. (The landscape drawings are better.)  I think I
could help them  
 
I am available anytime on Monday, May 26.  I am available Tuesday, late afternoon and
evening.  Wednesday, 5/28 after 6PM and then that's it for the week.
 
I do like the project.  I also hope that the retail they are planning will help support the
neighborhood.
 
Toby
On Jan 14, 2014, at 3:20 PM, Reilly, Catherine (OCII) wrote:


Hello CAC Members – we are trying to schedule a follow-up meeting with the Block 1 design team
to allow the CAC and community to work on addressing the concerns raised at last week’s meeting. 
Please let me know if you are planning on attending, and also if you would be available next


Wednesday, May 21 at 5.  If you do plan on participating and cannot make the 21st, please let me
know what evenings would work for you next week and the following.
 
Also, please let me know if you do NOT want me to provide your contact information to other City
agencies for them to outreach to you for the Warriors project. 



x-msg://69/tobylevine@earthlink.net

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/





 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: FW: intersections
Date: Tuesday, May 06, 2014 10:24:11 AM
Attachments: Fig 1 Study Intersections.pdf


Brett-
Please review the attached and let me know your thoughts.  If possible, please provide feedback by
Thursday morning.  Let me know if this conflicts with some of your other deadlines.  Also, feel free
to stop by so that CK or I can brief you on a meeting with OCII from last week.
 
Thanks so much. 
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 6, 2014 10:15 AM
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Jose Farran (jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com); lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: intersections
 
Hi Viktoriya,
 
Since schedules don’t appear to be aligning for an in-person meeting this week, let’s see what we
can accomplish over email. Attached is Jose’s proposed set of intersections to collect data on. I
know we need to move quickly to capture counts before the end-of-school year.
 
Here are my thoughts on the proposed set:
 
Intersections to cut: #1 & #2 (both are too far from site and unlikely routes to Mission Bay)
Intersections I need to be convinced on: #5, #10, #17, #18, #23 (all appear to be redundant with
adjacent/nearby intersections)
Remaining 16 intersections seem appropriate for study
 
Please share your thoughts so we can finalize the study scope asap. And to be clear, for
intersections already studied within the previous SWL 3337 scope, the study will capture the new
time period, weekday 7-8pm. For new intersections, the study will capture weekday 4-6pm,
weekday 7-8pm, weekday 9-11pm and Saturday 7-9pm.
 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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Figure 1
Study Intersections



SOURCE:  Adavant Consulting/LCW Consulting
Case No. 2012.0718E:  Event Center Blocks 26-32



DRAFT – FOR DISCUSSION PURPOSES ONLY – SUBJECT TO REVIEW













From: Paul Mitchell
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Joyce; Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Piers 30-32 NOP
Date: Wednesday, April 23, 2014 3:59:01 PM
Attachments: 2012-12-04-Final NOP text only.docx


Clarke:
 
See attached NOP in WORD.
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
 
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) [mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 23, 2014 3:56 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Joyce; Paul Mitchell
Subject: RE: Piers 30-32 NOP
 
Hi Clarke,
I don’t have a Word version of the NOP, but Joyce or Paul probably can provide this -- ESA+Orion
drafted it.
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 
 
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 23, 2014 3:39 PM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Piers 30-32 NOP
 
Hi Chris,
Do you have a Word version of the final NOP that was published Dec 4, 2012 that you could send
me? Also, since this was published before my involvement in the project, who drafted it? GSW?
ESA? Planning?
Thanks,
Clarke
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Case No. 
2012.0718E
Piers 30-32 and Seawall 
Lot
 330
)Notice of Preparation of an EIR


December 5, 2012


Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report


and


Notice of Public Scoping Meeting








Date:	December 5, 2012


Case No.:	2012.0718E


Project Title:	Event Center and Mixed-Use Development 
at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330


Zoning:	Piers 30-32: M-2 (Heavy Industrial), 
Waterfront 1 Special Use District, 40-X Height and Bulk District


	Seawall Lot 330: SB-DTR (South Beach Downtown Residential), Waterfront 3 Special Use District, 65/105-R Height and Bulk District


Block/Lot:	Piers 30-32: 9900/030; 9900/032


	Seawall Lot 330: 3770/002; 3771/002


Lot Size:	Piers 30-32: 12.7 acres


	Seawall Lot 330: 2.3 acres


Project Sponsor:	GSW Arena LLC


Contact:	Ellen Warner, Vice President, Development – (510) 986-2200


Lead Agency:	San Francisco Planning Department


Staff Contact:	Chris Kern – (415) 575-9037


	chris.kern@sfgov.org 





project description


GSW Arena LLC (GSW), an affiliate of Golden State Warriors, LLC, which owns and operates the Golden State Warriors National Basketball Association (NBA) team, proposes to construct a multi-purpose event center, public open space, maritime uses, a parking facility and visitor-serving retail uses on the approximately 13-acre Piers 30-32 in San Francisco (see Figure 1 for location). The event center would host the Golden State Warriors basketball team during the NBA season, as well as provide a year-round venue for a variety of other uses, including concerts, cultural events, family shows, conferences and conventions. The improvements on Piers 30-32 would include substantial repair and structural upgrades to the pier itself, which is in disrepair. Piers 30-32 are vacant except for a small restaurant building and is currently used for restaurant purposes and surface parking.


GSW also proposes to construct a mixed-use development on the approximate 2.3acre Seawall Lot 330, located directly across The Embarcadero from Piers 30-32 (see Figure 1 for location). Seawall Lot 330, which is currently used as a surface parking lot, would be developed with a variety of mixed uses, including residential, hotel and retail uses.


Collectively, the Piers 30-32 improvements together with the mixed-use development on Seawall Lot 330 comprise the proposed project.


INSERT FIGURE 1: PROJECT LOCATION






PROJECT cOMPONENTS


Figure 2 presents the conceptual site plan for the proposed project. The following discussion describes the various project components proposed for Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330.


Piers 30-32


Piers 30-32 would be developed with a multi-purpose event center, public access/open space areas, maritime uses, a parking facility and visitor-serving retail uses including restaurants.


Table 1, below, summarizes the principal characteristics of the proposed uses at Piers 30-32. Figure 3 presents the conceptual site plan for Piers 30-32 and shows the proposed elevations for different locations on the project site. Under the proposed project, Piers 30-32 would be developed with several levels, including an Embarcadero Level (pier level), Levels 2 and 3 (approximately 10 and 22½ feet above pier level, respectively), a Main Plaza/Concourse Level (approximately 35 feet above pier level), and a Terrace Level (approximately 50 feet above pier level). The tallest structure on Piers 30-32 would be the proposed event center building, at approximately 135 feet above pier level. A conceptual plan for two representative Piers 30-32 deck levels, the Embarcadero and Main Plaza/Concourse Levels, are presented in Figure 4 and Figure 5, respectively.


Piers 30-32 Site Plan


As shown in Figure 4, the proposed Embarcadero Level would include a pier level plaza and pier walk that would provide pedestrian access to and around the event center, and access to the proposed pier level retail uses along The Embarcadero and to the proposed maritime uses along the perimeter of Piers 30-32. The proposed vehicular ingress/egress for the event center pier level parking and loading areas would occur at street level off The Embarcadero near the intersection with Bryant Street. Proposed Levels 2 and 3 located directly above the Embarcadero Level would provide additional retail uses and parking.


As shown in Figure 5, the proposed Main Plaza/Concourse Level would consist of an approximately 50,000-square-foot level plaza and would provide pedestrian access to the event center’s proposed main entrance. This level would be accessed primarily via a proposed main staircase and series of gently sloping ramps and landings rising from the Embarcadero Level. The Main Plaza/Concourse Level would also provide pedestrian access up to the proposed Terrace Level, comprised of an approximately 85,000-square-foot upper plaza and terrace.


Event Center Uses


The proposed event center would have a seating capacity of 17,000 to 19,000 seats, encompass approximately 700,000 gross square feet in area, and have a height of approximately 135 feet above pier level. The event center would serve as the basketball venue for, and the new home of, the Golden State Warriors, who currently play at Oracle Arena in Oakland.






Table 1
Piers 30–32, summary of proposed components


			Project Component


			Characteristic (Note: all values are approximate)





			Events Center Seating Capacity


			17,000 – 19,000 seats





			Size


			





			Event Center 


			700,000 GSF





			Retail


Practice Facility & Training Areas


Community Room


Event Management & Team Operations


			105,000 GSF


21,000 GSF


10,000 GSF


40,000 GSF





			Parking


			265,000-285,000 GSF





			


			





			Total Building Area (GSF)


			1,151,000 GSF





			Height/Levels


Event Center Height


Retail Height/Levels 


Parking Height/Levels


			


135 feet
60 feet/ 3 levels
40 feet / 3 levels





			Parking Spaces


			630





			Vehicular Access 


			at The Embarcadero/Bryant Street





			Open Space


			50% GSF of site





			Red’s Java House (existing)


			retained in place or incorporated into design





			Maritime Uses


			north side:	SFFD fire boat facility; ferry stop; guest docks





south side:	recreational water sports access, including public kayak launch area; guest docks; water taxi stop





east side:	berthing for boats


South sid 





			GSF = gross square feet; SFFD = San Francisco Fire Department


SOURCE: AECOM, 2012











The NBA regular season typically runs between late October and mid-April. The Warriors would play 41 regular season home games and two to three pre-season home games per year at the event center. In the event of reaching the playoffs, the Warriors would additionally play home games in the event center in one or more best-of-seven series playoff rounds starting in mid-April and potentially continuing through mid-June. The NBA season games are generally split evenly between weekdays and weekends. Virtually all NBA basketball games are played in the evening (currently starting at 7:30 p.m. and running through about 9:40 p.m.).


The proposed event center would also serve as a year-round venue for non-Warriors game events. There would be approximately 155 such non-Warriors game events at the event center each year, which could include concerts, cultural events, family shows, conferences, conventions, and other events with attendance ranging between 6,000 and 18,000. 






INSERT FIGURE 2
CONCEPTUAL SITE PLAN FOR PIERS 30-32 AND SEAWALL LOT 330






INSERT FIGURE 3
PIERS 30-32 CONCEPTUAL SITE PLAN






INSERT FIGURE 4
PIERS 30-32 CONCEPTUAL SITE PLAN - EMBARCADERO LEVEL +0’






INSERT FIGURE 5
PIERS 30-32 CONCEPTUAL SITE PLAN - MAIN PLAZA / CONCOURSE LEVEL +35’






As shown in Figure 4, the event center main floor would include a full length NBA basketball court for Warriors basketball games, as well as accommodate a stage for performances. Elevated VIP suites would flank the main floor. Other supporting event center facilities would include player/performer locker rooms, club and press areas, concessions, restrooms, a commissary, and a large marshalling area adjacent to the loading bays.


The Warriors practice facility and support offices would also be integrated within the event center. The Warriors practice facility would include two full-length NBA basketball courts with approximately 21,000 square feet of playing surface, a weight room and medical treatment facilities, locker rooms, and a players’ lounge. An adjacent multi-purpose room of approximately 10,000 square feet would be used as a community amenity, including events such as youth basketball camps and community meetings. The support offices would accommodate Warriors management, coaching and operations staff, administration, finance, marketing, broadcasting, merchandising, public relations, and ticket operations.


Public Access and Open Space Uses


The Piers 30-32 improvements would be designed to integrate and maximize public access and open space and to maintain important public view corridors of San Francisco Bay. At least 50 percent of the area of Piers 30-32 is proposed to be open space. The proposed pier level plaza area would occupy approximately 170,000 square feet, the proposed main stair and landings area would occupy approximately 75,000 square feet, the proposed main plaza would occupy approximately 50,000 square feet, and the proposed upper plaza and terrace area would occupy 85,000 square feet. As shown in Figure 2, large areas of the plazas would be landscaped. Planted areas would be integrated with the proposed stormwater management system.


Other Uses


The existing restaurant, Red’s Java House, located in the northwest corner of Piers 30-32, would either be retained in place or incorporated into the retail component of the proposed development on Piers 3032.


As stated above, all parking and loading ingress/egress would occur at the intersection of The Embarcadero and Bryant Street. The approximate 630-space parking garage at Piers 30-32 would serve proposed uses and would be completely enclosed within the development and screened from public view. The garage would be accessible to the public during designated non-game and non-event periods.


The Piers 30-32 improvements would include approximately 105,000 square feet of retail development consisting of stores on three levels. As discussed above, the retail uses would mainly be in proposed buildings along The Embarcadero that would be approximately 60 feet high. Some retail uses may also be incorporated into the event center as well.


Piers 30-32 would also include several maritime uses, including: a ferry stop (on the north side of the pier); boat berthing (on the east end of the pier); recreational water sports access, including a public kayak launch (on the south side of the pier); and guest docks and a water taxi stop (on the south side of the pier). In addition, the San Francisco Fire Department (SFFD) fireboat facility and station house may be relocated from their existing station at Pier 22½[footnoteRef:1] to the north side of Piers 30-32. The fire boat facility and station house would be designed and constructed in partnership with the SFFD. [1:  	It is assumed that a new use(s) may relocate to, and/or new development could occur at, the facility at Pier 22½ that would be vacated by SFFD, consistent with the Port of San Francisco Waterfront Land Use Plan; public trust considerations including public access standards; the San Francisco Planning Code and Zoning Map, and Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties. However, no relocation of uses to, and/or new development at Piers 22½ is proposed as part of this project.] 



Construction


Project construction would include extensive repair, structural strengthening, fill removal created in part by removing part of the deck at the piers’ southeast corner, and seismic upgrade to Piers 30-32, requiring installation of new support piles and other water-based construction. Some dredging may also be required (e.g., for accommodating fire boats on the north side of the pier). Construction at Piers 30-32 is anticipated to occur over a 36- to 38-month period.


Seawall Lot 330


Seawall Lot 330 would be developed with a combination of residential, hotel and retail uses. Table 2, below, summarizes the principal characteristics of the proposed uses at Seawall Lot 330. Seawall Lot 330 would be developed with a four-story building (ground level plus three podium levels), above which two 10-story towers would be developed. The maximum height of the podium component would be 45 feet above ground level; the tower components would each measure approximately 105 feet in height, for an approximate building height of 150 feet above ground level.


Table 2
Seawall lot 330, summary OF PROJECT COMPONENTS


			Project Component


			Characteristic (Note: all values are approximate)





			Size


			





			Residential 


			140,000-160,000 GSF





			Retail 


			33,000 GSF





			Hotel


			140,000-160,000 GSF





			Parking


			105,000 GSF





			


			





			Total Building Area (GSF)


			418,000-458,000 GSF





			Height/Levels


Residential/Hotel Height/Levels


Retail Height/Levels


Parking Height/Levels


			


150 feet/ 14 levels
15 feet/ 1 levels


45 feet / 3 levels








			Parking


			195-300 parking spaces





			Vehicular Access


			at Bryant Street and Beale Street





			GSF = gross square feet


SOURCE: AECOM, 2012











Figure 6 and Figure 7 present the conceptual site plans for Seawall Lot 330. Specifically, Figure 6 presents the conceptual site plan for the Embarcadero Level (ground floor) and First Floor Podium Residential/Hotel Level (approximately 15 feet above ground level); and Figure 7 presents the conceptual site plans for the Second Floor Podium Residential/Hotel Level (approximately 25 feet above ground level) and a 


INSERT FIGURE 6: SEAWALL LOT 330 CONCEPTUAL SITE PLAN – EMBARCADERO LEVEL +0’ AND FIRST FLOOR PODIUM RESIDENTIAL HOTEL LEVEL +20’






INSERT FIGURE 7: SEAWALL LOT 330 CONCEPTUAL SITE PLAN – SECOND FLOOR PODIUM RESIDENTIAL/HOTEL LEVEL +32.5’ AND RESIDENTIAL/HOTEL TOWER LEVEL ABOVE PODIUM +45’’






representative section of the tower (Residential/Hotel Tower Level above Podium, at approximately 45 feet above ground level).


Seawall Lot 330 would include an approximate 195- to 300-space above-grade garage. The garage would provide off-street parking and loading for residential and hotel uses within the development.


Construction at Seawall Lot 330 is anticipated to occur over a 36-month period; this construction would overlap with proposed construction at Piers 30-32.


Project Variants 


In addition to the proposed project as described above, the EIR will consider several project variants for both Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330.  The following is a description of the preliminary variants being considered:


Piers 30-32/Seawall Lot 330


· Relocation of Warriors Practice Facility/Support Offices from Piers 30-32 to Seawall Lot 330: Under the proposed project, the Warriors practice facility/support offices would be integrated into the proposed event center on Piers 3032. Under this project variant, these facilities would instead be incorporated into the proposed development at Seawall Lot 330. This variant would reduce the hotel uses on Seawall Lot 330 and would reduce the building square footage on Piers 30-32.





Piers 30-32


· Large Ship Mooring Variant: Under the proposed project, there would be berthing of boats on the east end of Piers 30-32, but not large-ship mooring. Under this project variant, if financially and technically feasible, the east end of Piers 30-32 would be designed to accommodate large ship mooring for day use only, and the site plan would be revised to accommodate gangways and access.





· Red’s Java House Relocation Variant: Under the proposed project, Red’s Java House would either remain in its existing location in the northwest corner of Piers 30-32 or would be incorporated into the proposed retail structures on Piers 30-32. Under this project variant, Red’s Java House would be relocated to the south end of the pier (or onto the proposed plaza) with an associated revision to the Piers 30-32 site plan.





Seawall Lot 330


· No Hotel Variant: Under the proposed project, a combination of hotel, residential and retail uses are proposed at Seawall Lot 330. Under this project variant, no hotel uses would be developed, and additional residential uses would be developed instead.





· One Tower Variant: Under the proposed project, there would be two towers above a four story podium. Under this proposed variant, the amount of programming that is set forth in the two proposed towers would be consolidated into a four story podium and a single taller tower.





The EIR will analyze the project variants at an equal level of detail as the proposed project.


environmental SETTING


As shown in Figure 1, Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330 are located along The Embarcadero, between Harrison Street and Brannan Street, within the City’s Rincon PointSouth Beach neighborhood, and within the Port of San Francisco’s Waterfront Land Use Plan (WLUP) South Beach/China Basin Waterfront.[footnoteRef:2]  [2:  	The Waterfront Land Use Plan South Beach/China Basin Waterfront extends from Pier 22½ to Mariposa Street.] 



Piers 30-32 is an approximately 13-acre rectangular-shaped pier structure extending from The Embarcadero into the San Francisco Bay. Piers 30-32 is formed from two originally separate piers that were altered and merged into one facility prior to 1955. Portions of the deck of the newer center section of Piers 30-32 were constructed at a lower elevation than the two former individual pier sections. Piers 30-32 has no existing on-deck structures, except for Red’s Java House, located on the northwest end of the pier along The Embarcadero. Piers 30-32 is located outside the Port of San Francisco Embarcadero Historic District, however, Red’s Java House is considered a potential non-contiguous contributor to the District. Otherwise, Piers 30-32 is currently vacant; and is occasionally used for passenger cruise, military, research, and other vessel moorage (on the east berth). Some structural improvements to Piers 30-32 have recently been made to enable it to be used for team bases for the 34th America’s Cup races but substantial areas of the piers can no longer safely support heavy loads such as trucks or large crowds due to poor structural conditions.


Seawall Lot 330 is an approximately 2.3-acre paved, inland site, located directly across The Embarcadero from Piers 30-32. It is located within a triangular-shaped block bounded by Bryant Street to the northwest, Beale Street to the southwest, and The Embarcadero on the east; a high-rise condominium building (the Watermark) is located on the west end of this block, adjacent to Seawall Lot 330. Seawall Lot 330 is currently operated as a parking lot (with an estimated 268 spaces) and is managed by a parking operator.


Compatibility with EXISTING ZONING AND PLANS


The EIR will discuss the proposed project’s potential conflicts relating to physical environmental effects with the San Francisco General Plan and its relevant elements, particularly the Eastern Neighborhoods Area Plan. The EIR will also analyze the project’s potential conflicts with the Bay Conservation and Development Commission’s (BDCD’s) San Francisco Waterfront Special Area Plan and the Port of San Francisco’s Waterfront Land Use Plan. Other applicable planning documents will be discussed for context, including, the Bicycle Plan, Sustainability Plan, Climate Action Plan, and Better Streets Plan, as well as the City’s Transit First policy.


The EIR will also discuss the conformance of the proposed project with the San Francisco Planning Code, including the specific sections relevant to the area, including but not limited to, Sections 829 (South Beach Downtown Residential Mixed Use District), 260 (Height Limits), and 240 Waterfront Special Use District. Inconsistencies with relevant plans or zoning that could result in physical effects on the environment will be analyzed in the applicable environmental topic sections, such as noise and air quality.


ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW TOPICS


The proposed project could result in potentially significant environmental effects. As required by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the EIR will examine these effects, identify mitigation measures for potentially significant impacts, and analyze whether proposed mitigation measures would reduce the environmental effects to a less-than-significant level. The EIR will analyze the potential effects of the project with respect to the environmental issues listed below. The EIR will also analyze alternatives to the proposed project, including alternative locations, that could substantially reduce or eliminate one or more significant impacts of the proposed project but could still feasibly attain most of the major project objectives.


· Land Use and Land Use Planning


· Aesthetics


· [bookmark: _GoBack]Population and Housing


· Cultural and Paleontological Resources


· Transportation and Circulation


· Noise


· Air Quality


· Greenhouse Gas Emissions


· Wind and Shadow


· Recreation


· Utilities and Service Systems


· Public Services


· Biological Resources


· Geology and Soils


· Hydrology and Water Quality


· Hazards and Hazardous Materials


· Mineral and Energy Resources


· Agriculture and Forest Resources


APPROVALS REQUIRED


Implementation of the project would require numerous federal, state, and local permits and approvals. Project approvals or permits from the following agencies for construction or long-term operation are anticipated at this time:


· U. S. Army Corps of Engineers


· U. S. Coast Guard


· U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service


· National Marine Fisheries Service


· State Lands Commission


· San Francisco Bay Conservation and Development Commission


· California Department of Fish and Wildlife


· San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board


· City and County of San Francisco, including the Port of San Francisco, Board of Supervisors, Planning Commission, and other boards, commissions and officials


FInding


This project may have a significant effect on the environment and an Environmental Impact Report is required. This determination is based upon the criteria of the State CEQA Guidelines, Sections 15063 (Initial Study), 15064 (Determining Significant Effect), and 15065 (Mandatory Findings of Significance).


Public Scoping PROCESS


Pursuant to the State of California Public Resources Code Section 21083.9 and California Environmental Quality Act Guidelines Section 15206, a public scoping meeting will be held to receive oral comments concerning the scope of the EIR. The meeting will be held on Tuesday, January 15, 2013 from 6:30 to 8:30 p.m. at the Delancey Street Foundation, Herbert Halper Town Hall Room, 600 The Embarcadero. The San Francisco Planning Department will also accept written comments at this meeting and by mail, email, or fax until 5:00 p.m. on January 16, 2013. Written comments should be sent to Bill Wycko, San Francisco Planning Department, 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103, or sent by email to Chris Kern, the CEQA coordinator for this project, at chris.kern@sfgov.org. Fax comments can be sent to (415) 558-6409.


If you work for a responsible State agency, we need to know the views of your agency regarding the scope and content of the environmental information that is germane to your agency’s statutory responsibilities in connection with the proposed project. Your agency may need to use the EIR when considering a permit or other approval for this project. Please include the name of a contact person at your agency. 





			Date


			


			Bill Wycko


Environmental Review Officer
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Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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From: Oshima, Diane
To: Rich, Ken; Van de Water, Adam; Taupier, Anne; Kern, Chris; Wise, Viktoriya; Bollinger, Brett; Navarrete, Joy;


Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin; Chan, Gloria; Wong, Phillip; Malley, Eileen
Subject: email sent to 30-32 cac
Date: Friday, January 10, 2014 4:44:35 PM


All
FYI, this was sent to all 30-32 CAC members.
 
Have a good weekend.
Diane
 
Diane Oshima
Assistant Deputy Director, Waterfront Planning
Port of San Francisco
Pier 1, San Francisco, CA  94111
Diane.Oshima@sfport.com
415/274-0553
 
From: Port of San Francisco [mailto:diane.oshima=sfport.com@mail77.atl71.mcdlv.net] On Behalf Of
Port of San Francisco
Sent: Friday, January 10, 2014 4:27 PM
To: Oshima, Diane
Subject: [Test] Title and Summary for proposed Height Ordinance
 


 


Dear Advisory Group members,


On January 10, 2014, the Title and Summary for a
proposed ordinance, "Voter Approval for Waterfront
Development Height Increase" was publicly released.  The
San Francisco City Attorney provides direction on basic
legal rules that restrict political activities by City
commissions, departments, officers and employees, and
advisory committees.  Port staff requests that all members
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of Port advisory committees read the City Attorney's most
recent memorandum regarding political activity:


http://www.sfcityattorney.org/Modules/ShowDocument.aspx?
documentID=1339


(The title summary receipt and letter can be found at the
following
link: http://www.sfport.com/Modules/ShowDocument.aspx?
documentid=7192)
 
Port staff communications and advisory committee
meetings and business will follow the legal direction in the
memorandum, which include:
 


1.      Members of City boards, commissions, and advisory
committees are prohibited from using City resources
for political activity and may not use their meetings to
influence elections.


 
2.      City staff, including staff consultants, are prohibited


from using any city resources for political activity.
 


3.      City officers and staff may lawfully use City resources
to investigate and evaluate objectively the potential
impact of a ballot measure on City operations, and
may respond to public requests for information.  This
may include requests to participate in public
discussions about ballot measures, if the officers’ or
employees’ statements are limited to an objective and
impartial presentation of relevant facts to aid the
voters in reaching an informed judgment regarding
the effects of the measure on the City. 



http://www.sfcityattorney.org/Modules/ShowDocument.aspx?documentID=1339

http://www.sfcityattorney.org/Modules/ShowDocument.aspx?documentID=1339
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If advisory committee members have questions regarding
this matter, please contact me. 


Thank you,


Diane
 


Diane Oshima
Assistant Deputy Director, Waterfront Planning
Port of San Francisco
Pier 1, San Francisco, CA  94111
Diane.Oshima@sfport.com
415/274-0553
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From: Donna Dell"Era
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting
Date: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 3:52:20 PM


Catherine,
 
Yes, I can make Wed, May 21 at 5pm.
Just let me know where.
 
Regards,
Donna Dell’Era
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 3:20 PM
Subject: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting
 
Hello CAC Members – we are trying to schedule a follow-up meeting with the Block 1 design team
to allow the CAC and community to work on addressing the concerns raised at last week’s meeting. 
Please let me know if you are planning on attending, and also if you would be available next


Wednesday, May 21 at 5.  If you do plan on participating and cannot make the 21st, please let me
know what evenings would work for you next week and the following.
 
Also, please let me know if you do NOT want me to provide your contact information to other City
agencies for them to outreach to you for the Warriors project. 
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


This email is free from viruses and malware because avast! Antivirus protection is
active.
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From: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: FW: public records
Date: Friday, May 02, 2014 9:00:06 AM
Attachments: Public Records Reso.pdf
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Viktoriya Wise, AICP, LEED AP
Deputy ERO/Deputy Director of Environmental Planning
 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9049│Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org


               
 


From: Morales, James (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 01, 2014 3:18 PM
To: 'Murphy, Mary G.'; Malamut, John (CAT); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: public records
 
Attached is the Successor Agency’s Public Records Policy.
 
James B. Morales
Interim General Counsel &
  Deputy Director
Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency
  of the City and County of San Francisco
(also known as the Office of Community Investment
  and Infrastructure)


1 South Van Ness Ave., 5th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
email:  jim.morales@sfgov.org
telephone:  (415) 749-2454
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RESOLUTION NO. 182-2005      



 



Adopted November 1, 2005 



 



ADOPTING AN AGENCY PUBLIC RECORDS POLICY 



REQUIRING THE AGENCY TO PROVIDE ENHANCED 



PUBLIC ACCESS TO RECORDS 



 



 



BASIS FOR RESOLUTION 
 



1. The Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco (“Agency”), 



as a state-authorized local governmental entity, must follow certain state laws, 



including the California Public Records Act (“Act”), Government Code Sections 



6250 et seq., which requires the Agency to provide the public with access to its 



records pursuant to certain standards and procedures. 



 



2. The Act permits state and local agencies to adopt their own policies or laws “that 



allow for faster, more efficient, or greater access to records than prescribed by 



[the Act’s] minimum standards.”  Government Code Section 6253(e). 



 



3. In 1993, the City and County of San Francisco (“City”) adopted the Sunshine 



Ordinance, San Francisco Administrative Code Chapter 67, which exceeded the 



Act’s disclosure requirements in state law.  In November 1999, City voters 



approved Proposition G, which amended the Sunshine Ordinance and provided 



the public with additional rights and procedures to review records of City 



government. 



 



4. The Sunshine Ordinance does not apply to the Agency, but the City’s Board of 



Supervisors unanimously adopted, in July 2005, a resolution urging the Agency 



“to establish a public records policy based on the San Francisco Sunshine 



Ordinance.”  Resolution No. 562-05. 



 



5. The Agency’s practice in disclosing its records has been to provide the public 



with greater access than the Act requires. 



 



6. Agency staff has prepared a Public Records Policy (“Policy”) based on the 



Sunshine Ordinance and has circulated it for public review.  A copy of the Policy 



is attached to this Resolution and is further described in the Commission 



Memorandum for this item. 



 



7. On October 25, 2005, the City’s Sunshine Ordinance Task Force (“Task Force”) 



held a public meeting, reviewed the Agency’s proposed Policy, and unanimously 



recommended that the Agency adopt the Policy with suggested amendments that 



the Agency consult with the Task Force prior to making any material changes to 



the Policy and that the Agency adopt any material changes after holding a public 











 



  



hearing on the matter.  Agency staff has revised the Policy to include these 



suggested amendments. 



 



 



RESOLUTION 
 



ACCORDINGLY, IT IS RESOLVED by the Redevelopment Agency of the City and 



County of San Francisco that the Public Records Policy attached as Exhibit A is hereby 



adopted. 



 



 



APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 



 



 



_________________________ 



James B. Morales 



Agency General Counsel 
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SAN FRANCISCO REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY 



PUBLIC RECORDS POLICY  



 



SEC. 1.  PURPOSE. 



 



 The Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco (“Agency”) 



is committed to providing the public with timely and wide-ranging access to its written 



records and information.  As a matter of law, the Agency is subject to the Public Records 



Act, Cal. Gov’t. Code §§ 6250 et seq., because it is a state-authorized, local governmental 



entity established under the Community Redevelopment Law, Cal. Health & Safety Code 



§§ 33000.  The Public Records Act establishes minimum disclosure requirements that the 



Agency must follow.  Historically, the Agency has provided the public with greater 



access to its records than the disclosure requirements under state law.  The Agency now 



desires to codify its practice of expansive disclosure by adopting this Public Records 



Policy (“Policy”), which is based on the Public Information and Public Records sections 



of the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance, Administrative Code §§ 67.20 et seq.   



Accordingly, the enhanced disclosure requirements of this Policy shall govern the release 



of written public information, whether by inspection of the record or by providing a copy.  



The Public Records Act and other law, however, still remain applicable to the Agency to 



the extent that this Policy does not modify them.  



 



SEC. 2.  DEFINITIONS. 



 



     Whenever in this Policy the following words or phrases are used, they shall mean: 



 



     (a) “Agency” shall mean the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San 



Francisco. 



 



     (b) “Custodian of a Public Record” shall mean the person who manages a particular 



Agency division that retains documents pursuant to the Agency Records Management 



Program or other employee within the division who has custody of any public record or 



information.   



 



     (c) “Public Information” shall mean the content of "public records" as defined in the 



Public Records Act (Government Code § 6252 (e)), whether provided in documentary 



form or in an oral communication.  “Public Information” shall not include “computer 



software” developed by the City and County of San Francisco as defined in the Public 



Records Act (Government Code Section 6254.9).    



 



     (d) “Public Records,” as defined in the Public Records Act and used in this Policy, 



means “any writing containing information relating to the conduct of the public’s 



business prepared, owned, used, or retained by [the Agency] regardless of physical form 



or characteristics.” Government Code § 6252 (e).  



 



     (e) “Public Records Act” shall mean the California Public Records Act at 



Government Code Section 6250 et seq.  
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     (f) “Writing,” as defined in the Public Records Act and used in this Policy, means 



“any handwriting, typewriting, printing, photostating, photographing, photocopying, 



transmitting by electronic mail or facsimile, and every other means of recording upon any 



tangible thing any form of communication or representation, including letters, words, 



pictures, sounds, or symbols, or combinations thereof, and any record thereby created, 



regardless of the manner in which the record has been stored.”  Government Code § 6252 



(g). 



 



     (g) "Supervisor of Records" shall mean the Executive Director of the Agency or his 



or her designee.   



 



SEC. 3  CORRESPONDENCE AND RECORDS SHALL BE MAINTAINED. 
 



     (a)     The Agency shall maintain and preserve in a professional and businesslike 



manner, consistent with the Agency’s Record Management Policy, all documents and 



correspondence, including but not limited to letters, e-mails, drafts, memorandum, 



invoices, reports and proposals and shall disclose all such records in accordance with this 



Policy. 



 



     (b)     In any contract, agreement or permit between the Agency and any outside entity 



that authorizes that entity to demand any funds or fees from citizens, the Agency shall 



ensure that accurate records of each transaction are maintained in a professional and 



businesslike manner.  Failure of an entity to comply with these provisions shall be 



grounds for terminating the contract.  



  



SEC. 4.  PROCESS FOR GAINING ACCESS TO PUBLIC RECORDS; 



ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS. 
 



     (a)     A Custodian of a Public Record shall, at normal times and during normal and 



reasonable hours of operation, without unreasonable delay, permit a person making a 



request under this Policy to inspect and examine a public record, or any divisible portion 



of a record and shall, upon request, furnish one copy thereof upon payment of a 



reasonable copying charge, not to exceed the lesser of the actual cost or ten cents per 



page. 



 



     (b)     A Custodian of a Public Record shall, as soon as possible and within ten days 



following receipt of a request for inspection or copy of a public record, comply with such 



request.  Such request may be delivered to the office of the custodian by the requester 



orally or in writing by hand delivery, fax, postal delivery, or e-mail.  If the custodian 



believes the record or information requested is not a Public Record or is exempt, the 



custodian shall justify withholding any record by demonstrating, in writing as soon as 



possible and within ten days following receipt of a request, that the record in question is 



exempt under express provisions of this Policy. 
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     (c)     A Custodian of a Public Record shall assist a requester in identifying the 



existence, form, and nature of any records or information maintained by, available to, or 



in the custody of the custodian, whether or not the contents of those records are exempt 



from disclosure and shall, when requested to do so, provide in writing within seven days 



following receipt of a request, a statement as to the existence, quantity, form and nature 



of records relating to a particular subject or questions with enough specificity to enable a 



requester to identify records in order to make a request under (b).  A custodian of any 



Public Record, when not in possession of the record requested, shall assist a requester in 



directing a request to the proper office or staff person. 



 



     (d)     If the custodian refuses, fails to comply, or incompletely complies with a request 



described in (b), the person making the request may petition the Supervisor of Records 



for a determination whether the record requested is public.  The Supervisor of Records 



shall inform the petitioner, as soon as possible and within 10 days, of its determination 



whether the record requested, or any part of the record requested, is public.  Where 



requested by the petition, and where otherwise desirable, this determination shall be in 



writing.  Upon the determination by the Supervisor of Records that the record is public, 



the Supervisor of Records shall immediately order the Custodian of the Public Record to 



comply with the person's request.   



 



     (e)     If the person making the request disagrees with the determination described in 



(d) above, that person may petition the Agency Commission for a determination whether 



the record requested is public.  The Agency Commission shall hold a public hearing 



within 45 days from when a petition in writing is received for the purpose of determining 



whether the record requested, or any part of the record requested, is public.  This 



determination shall be in writing.  Upon the determination that the record is public, the 



Agency Commission shall immediately order the Supervisor of the Records to comply 



with the person's request.   



 



     (f)     The administrative remedy provided under this Policy shall in no way limit the 



availability of remedies otherwise available to any person requesting a Public Record.   



 



     (g)     In any court proceeding pursuant to this Policy, there shall be a presumption that 



the record sought is public, and the burden shall be upon the Agency to prove with 



specificity the exemption which applies. 



 



      (h)     On at least an annual basis, the Supervisor of Records shall prepare a tally and 



report of every petition brought before it for access to records since the time of its last 



tally and report.  The report shall at least identify for each petition the record or records 



sought, the custodian of those records, the ruling of the Supervisor of Records, whether 



any ruling was overturned by a court and whether orders given to custodians of public 



records were followed.  The report shall also summarize any court actions during that 



period regarding petitions the supervisor has decided.  



 



     (i)     Inspection and copying of documentary public information stored in electronic 



form shall be made available to the person requesting the information in any form 
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requested which is available to, or easily generated by, the Agency, including disk, tape, 



printout or monitor at a charge no greater than the cost of the media on which it is 



duplicated.  Inspection of documentary public information on a computer monitor need 



not be allowed where the information sought is necessarily and inseparably intertwined 



with information not subject to disclosure under this Policy.  Nothing in this section shall 



require the Agency to program or reprogram a computer to respond to a request for 



information except to the extent required by Section 6253.9 of the Public Records Act or 



to release information where (1) the release of that information would violate a licensing 



agreement or copyright law; (2) the release would jeopardize or compromise the security 



or integrity of the original record or of any proprietary software in which it is maintained 



or (3) access to such electronic record is otherwise restricted by law. 



 



SEC. 5  IMMEDIACY OF RESPONSE. 



 



     (a)     Notwithstanding the 10-day period for response to a request permitted in 



Government Code Section 6253 (c) and in this Policy, a written request for simple, 



routine, or otherwise readily available information described in any category of non-



exempt public information shall be satisfied no later than the close of business on the day 



following the day of the request.  An immediate disclosure request received after the 



close of the business day (5:00 p.m.) is deemed to be received on the next business day.  



This deadline shall apply only if the words "Immediate Disclosure Request" are placed 



across the top of the request and on the envelope, subject line, or cover sheet in which the 



request is transmitted.  Maximum deadlines provided in this Policy are appropriate for 



more extensive or demanding requests, but shall not be used to delay fulfilling a simple, 



routine or otherwise readily answerable request.  Examples of simple, routine, or 



otherwise readily available information include agendas of the Agency Commission, 



current Agency fiscal year budgets, and redevelopment plans for existing project areas.  



 



     (b)     Requests that are identified as an “Immediate Disclosure Request” in 



accordance with Subsection (a) shall be immediately referred to the Executive Director’s 



office for appropriate assignment to staff for review and response. 



 



     (c)     If the voluminous nature of the information requested, its location in a remote 



storage facility,  the need to consult with another interested party or the need to compile 



data, to write programming language or a computer program, or to construct a computer 



report to extract data warrants an extension of 14 days as provided in Government Code 



Section 6253 (c), the Agency shall notify the requester  by the close of business on the 



business day following the Agency’s receipt of the request. 



 



     (d)     The person seeking the information need not state his or her reason for making 



the request or the use to which the information will be put, and requesters shall not be 



routinely asked to make such a disclosure.  Where, however, a record being requested 



contains information most of which is exempt from disclosure under the Public Records 



Act and this Policy, the custodian of the record may inform the requester of the nature 



and extent of the non-exempt information and inquire as to the requester's purpose for 
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seeking it, in order to suggest alternative sources for the information which may involve 



less redaction or to otherwise prepare a response to the request. 



 



     (e)     Notwithstanding any provisions of California Law or this Policy, in response to 



a request for information describing any category of non-exempt public information, 



when so requested, the Agency shall produce any and all responsive Public Records as 



soon as reasonably possible on an incremental or "rolling" basis such that responsive 



records are produced as soon as possible by the end of the same business day that they 



are reviewed and collected.  This section is intended to prohibit the withholding of Public 



Records that are responsive to a records request until all potentially responsive 



documents have been reviewed and collected.   



 



SEC. 6  RELEASE OF ORAL PUBLIC INFORMATION. 



 



     Release of oral public information shall be accomplished as follows: 



 



     (a)     The Executive Director shall designate an Agency employee(s) knowledgeable 



about the affairs of the Agency to provide information, including oral information, to the 



public about the Agency's operations, plans, policies and positions.  The Executive 



Director may designate himself or herself for this assignment, but in any event shall 



arrange that an alternate be available for this function during the absence of the person 



assigned primary responsibility.  The Executive Director may designate a person or 



persons for each Agency division to provide this information. 



 



     (b)     The role of the person or persons so designated shall be to provide information, 



on a timely and responsive basis, to those members of the public who are requesting 



information about the Agency's operations, plans, policies and positions.  Nothing in this 



section shall be construed as prohibiting a member of the public from requesting 



information from a specific Agency employee or as otherwise curtailing informal 



contacts between employees and members of the public about the Agency's operations, 



plans, policies and positions.   



 



     (c)     No employee shall be required to respond to an oral inquiry or inquiries from an 



individual if it would take the employee more than fifteen minutes to obtain the 



information responsive to the inquiry or inquiries. 



 



     (d)     Notwithstanding any other provisions of this Policy, Agency employees shall 



not be discouraged from or disciplined for disclosing any information that is public 



information or a Public Record to any journalist or any member of the public.   



 



SEC. 7  PUBLIC REVIEW FILE - AGENCY COMMISSION 



COMMUNICATIONS. 



 



     (a)     The Agency Commission Secretary shall maintain a file, accessible to any 



person during normal office hours, containing a copy of any letter, memorandum or other 



communication which the Commission Secretary has distributed to a quorum of the 











 



6  



Commission concerning a matter appearing on the Commission’s agenda within the 



previous 30 days or likely to  appear within the next 30 days, irrespective of subject 



matter, origin or recipient, except commercial solicitations, periodical publications or 



communications exempt from disclosure under the Public Records Act  or this Policy. 



Multiple-page reports, studies or analyses which are accompanied by a letter or 



memorandum of transmittal need not be included in the file so long as the letter or 



memorandum of transmittal is included. 



 



     (b)     Agendas of meetings and any other documents on file with the Commission 



Secretary, when intended for distribution to all, or a majority of all, of the Commission in 



connection with a matter anticipated for discussion or consideration at a public meeting 



shall be made available to the public. To the extent possible, such documents shall also 



be made available through the Agency’s Internet site. However, this disclosure need not 



include any material exempt from public disclosure under the Public Records Act or this 



Policy. 



 



     (c)     Records which are subject to disclosure under subdivision (b) and which are 



intended for distribution to the Commission prior to commencement of a public meeting 



shall be made available for public inspection and copying upon request prior to 



commencement of such meeting, whether or not actually distributed to or received by the 



Commission at the time of the request. 



 



     (d)     Records which are subject to disclosure under subdivision (b) and which are 



distributed during a public meeting but prior to commencement of their discussion shall 



be made available for public inspection prior to commencement of, and during, their 



discussion. 



 



     (e)     Records which are subject to disclosure under subdivision (b) and which are 



distributed during their discussion at a public meeting shall be made available for public 



inspection immediately or as soon thereafter as is practicable. 



 



     (f)     The Agency may charge a duplication fee of one cent per page for a copy of a 



public record prepared for consideration at a public meeting, unless a special fee has been 



established pursuant to the procedure set forth in Section 12 (Fees for Duplication) of this 



Policy.  Neither this section nor the Public Records Act (Government Code sections 6250 



et seq.) shall be construed to limit or delay the public’s right to inspect any record 



required to be disclosed by that Act, whether or not distributed to a policy body. 



 



 SEC. 8  PUBLIC INFORMATION THAT MUST BE DISCLOSED. 



 



     Notwithstanding the Agency's legal discretion to withhold certain information under 



the Public Records Act, the following policies shall govern specific types of documents 



and information and shall provide enhanced rights of public access to information and 



records: 
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     (a)     Drafts and Memoranda. 



 



     (1)     Except as provided in subparagraph (2), preliminary drafts or Agency 



memoranda, whether in printed or electronic forms, shall be disclosed upon request 



notwithstanding Sections 6254 (a)
1
 and 6255



2
 of the Public Records Act. If such a 



document is not normally retained by the Agency in the ordinary course of business and 



would otherwise be disposed of, its factual content is not exempt under Section 6254 (a) 



of the Public Records Act, but the recommendation of the document’s author may, in 



such circumstances, be withheld as exempt.  Nothing in this Policy shall be construed as 



modifying the Agency’s Records Management Policy regarding the retention of draft 



documents, except where this Policy expressly requires the preservation of records. 



 



     (2)     Draft versions of an agreement being negotiated by representatives of the 



Agency with some other party need not be disclosed immediately upon creation but must 



be preserved and made available for public review for 10 days prior to the presentation of 



the agreement for authorization by the Commission, unless the Executive Director makes 



a finding that the public interest would be unavoidably and substantially harmed by 



compliance with this 10 day rule.  In the case of negotiations for a contract, lease or other 



business agreement in which the Agency is offering to provide facilities or services in 



direct competition with other public or private entities that are not required by law to 



make their competing proposals public or do not in fact make their proposals public, the 



Executive Director may postpone public access to the final draft agreement until it is 



presented to the Commission for authorization. 



 



     (b)     Litigation Material. 



 



     (1)     Notwithstanding any exemptions otherwise provided by law, the following are 



Public Records subject to disclosure under this Policy: 



 



     (i)     A pre-litigation claim against the Agency; 



 



     (ii)     A record previously received or created by the Agency in the ordinary course of 



business that was not attorney/client privileged when it was previously received or 



created; 



 



     (2)     Unless otherwise privileged under California law, when litigation is finally 



adjudicated or otherwise settled, records of all communications between the Agency and 



the adverse party shall be subject to disclosure, including the text and terms of any 



settlement. 



                                                 
1
 Section 6254(a) states that the following documents are not subject to disclosure requirements: 



“Preliminary drafts, notes, or interagency or intra-agency memoranda that are not retained by the public 



agency in the ordinary course of business, provided that the public interest in withholding those records 



clearly outweighs the public interest in disclosure.” 
2
 Section 6255 states that an agency “shall justify withholding any record by demonstrating that the record 



in question is exempt under express provisions of this chapter or that on the facts of the particular case the 



public interest served by not disclosing the record clearly outweighs the public interest served by disclosure 



of the record.” 
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     (3)     Any written settlement agreement and any documents attached to, or referenced 



in, the settlement agreement shall be made public available at least 10 calendar days 



before the meeting of the Commission at which the settlement is to be approved to the 



extent that the settlement would commit the Agency to adopting, modifying, or 



discontinuing an existing policy, practice or program or paying an amount of money 



equal to or greater than $50,000.  In addition, if disclosure of these documents could be 



detrimental to the Agency’s interest in pending litigation arising from the same facts or 



incident and involving a party who is not a party to the litigation being settled and who is 



not aware of the settlement, the documents described in this subsection need not be 



disclosed until the other cases are settled or finally resolved.  



 



     (c)     Personnel Information.  Notwithstanding Government Code Section 6254 (c)
3
, 



the Agency shall disclose, upon request, the following information : 



 



     (1)     The job pool characteristics and employment and education histories of all 



employees, including at a minimum the following information: 



 



     (i) Sex, age and ethnic group; 



     (ii) Years of graduate and undergraduate study, degree(s) and major or discipline; 



     (iii) Years of employment in the private and/or public sector; 



     (iv) Whether currently employed in the same position for another public agency. 



     (v) Other non-identifying particulars as to experience, credentials, aptitudes, training 



or education entered in or attached to a standard employment application form used for 



the position in question. 



 



Nothing in this Policy, however, requires the Agency to compile job pool characteristics 



and employment and education histories if the Agency does not compile, in the ordinary 



course of business, this data in the aggregate. 



 



     (2)     The professional biography or curriculum vitae of any employee, provided that 



the home address, home telephone number, social security number, age, and marital 



status of the employee shall be redacted. 



 



     (3)     The job description of every employment classification. 



 



     (4)     The exact gross salary and Agency-paid benefits available to every employee. 



 



     (5)     Any memorandum of understanding between the Agency and a recognized 



employee organization. 



 



                                                 
3
 Section 6254(c) states that the following documents are not subject to disclosure requirements: 



“Personnel, medical, or similar files, the disclosure of which would constitute an unwarranted invasion of 



person privacy.” 
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      (6)     Any collective bargaining agreement shall be made publicly available at least 



10 calendar days before the meeting of the Commission at which the agreement is to be 



approved. 



 



      (7)     The amount, basis, and recipient of any performance-based increase in 



compensation, benefits, or both, or any other bonus awarded to any employee. 



 



      (8)     Unless state law prohibits disclosure, the record of any confirmed misconduct 



of an Agency employee involving personal dishonesty, misappropriation of public funds, 



resources or benefits, unlawful discrimination against another on the basis of status, 



abuse of authority, or violence, and of any discipline imposed for such misconduct. 



 



     (d)     Contracts, Bids and Proposals. 



 



      (1)    Information available when contract is awarded.  Contracts, contractors' bids, 



responses to requests for proposals and all other records of communications between the 



Agency and persons or firms seeking contracts shall be open to inspection immediately 



after the Agency has awarded a contract.  Nothing in this provision requires the 



disclosure of the net worth of a private person or organization or other proprietary 



financial data submitted for qualification for a contract or other benefit until and unless 



that person or organization is awarded the contract or benefit.  All bidders and contractors 



shall be advised that information provided which is covered by this subdivision will be 



made available to the public upon request. 



 



(2)    Information available before a contract is awarded.  Evaluation forms, score 



sheets, and any other documents used by persons in the evaluation or contractor selection 



process, as well as the names of scorers, graders or evaluators, along with their individual 



ratings, comments, and score sheets or comments on related documents, shall be 



available for public inspection immediately after the Executive Director or his or her 



designee completes any review, evaluation, or rating of responses to a Request for 



Proposal ("RFP") or Request for Qualifications (“RFQ”) and makes a final 



recommendation regarding award of a contract
4
.   



 



     (3)     Information available during the course of negotiations.  During the course of 



negotiations for: 



 



(i)     personal, professional, or other contractual services that are not 



subject to a competitive process or that have only one qualified or 



responsive bidder after the preliminary review of responses to a RFP or 



RFQ; 



 



                                                 
4
 The Executive Director makes a final recommendation when he or she transmits, to the Agency 



Commission and public, a Commission Memorandum describing staff’s recommendation regarding a 



contract.  For contracts within the authority of the Executive Director to award, a final recommendation 



occurs when the last staff reviewing the contract forwards it to the Executive Director for approval. 
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(ii)     leases or permits having total anticipated revenue or expense to the 



Agency of five hundred thousand dollars ($500,000) or more or having a 



term of ten years or more; or 



 



       (iii)     any franchise agreements, 



 



all documents exchanged and related to the position of the parties, including draft 



contracts, shall be made available for public inspection and copying upon request. 



 



If the Agency does not prepare or exchange records during negotiations in the above-



mentioned categories under Section 8 (d) (2) (i) - (iii), or if the records exchanged do not 



provide a meaningful representation of the respective positions, the Executive Director 



shall require the Agency employee who is familiar with the negotiations to prepare 



written summaries of the respective positions upon the Agency’s receipt of a written 



request for such information.  These written summaries will be available within five 



working days following the final day of negotiation of any given week and will be 



available for public inspection and copying.  Upon completion of negotiations, the 



executed contract, including the dollar amount of said contract, shall be made available 



for inspection and copying.   



 



At the end of each fiscal year, the Executive Director shall provide to the Agency 



Commission a list of all sole source contracts entered into during the past fiscal year.  



This list shall be made available for inspection and copying as provided for elsewhere in 



this Policy. 



 



     (e)     Budgets and Other Financial Information.  The Agency’s budgets, whether 



tentative, proposed or adopted, and, unless confidential by law, all bills, claims, invoices, 



vouchers or other records of payment obligations as well as records of actual 



disbursements showing the amount paid, the payee and the purpose for which payment is 



made shall not be exempt from disclosure under any circumstances. 



 



     (f)   Certain Transactions Involving Fees.  In any contract, agreement or permit 



between the Agency and any outside entity that authorizes that entity to demand any 



funds or fees from citizens, the Agency shall ensure that accurate records of each 



transaction are available as Public Records except to the extent that the release of the 



information would constitute an unwarranted invasion of privacy.   



 



     (g)    Certain Records Related to Agency’s Functions and Property Interests.  In any 



contract, agreement, or permit between the Agency and any outside entity that authorizes 



the entity to own, operate, or manage any property in which the Agency has or will have 



an ownership interest, including a mortgage, and on which the entity performs a 



government function related to the furtherance of health, safety or welfare, the Agency 



shall ensure that accurate records relating to the Agency’s ownership interest or the 



government-related activities are available as Public Records if those records are made 



available to the governing board of the entity. 
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     (h)     Balancing test of Section 6255 not applicable.  The Agency shall not assert 



Public Records Act Section 6255
5
 or any similar provision as the basis for withholding 



any documents or information requested under this Policy. 



 



     (i)     Deliberative process exemption not applicable.  The Agency shall not assert an 



exemption for withholding of any document or information based on a "deliberative 



process" exemption, either as provided by Public Records Act Section 6255
6
 or similar 



provision of law. 



 



     (j)     Public interest exemption not applicable.  The Agency shall not assert an 



exemption for withholding of any document or information based on a finding or 



showing that the public interest in withholding the information outweighs the public 



interest in disclosure.  All withholdings of documents or information must be based on an 



express provision of this Policy providing for withholding of the specific type of 



information in question or on an express and specific exemption provided by Public 



Records Act or other law that is not forbidden by this Policy.   



 



SEC. 9  EXEMPTIONS FROM DISCLOSURE REQUIREMENTS. 
 



 Nothing in this Policy shall be construed as prohibiting the Agency from relying 



on disclosure exemptions that the Public Records Act or other law authorizes and that this 



Policy does not forbid.  These exemptions include, but are not limited to: 



 



 (a)     As provided for in Section 6254 (c) of the Public Records Act subject to 



Section 8 (c) of this Policy, personnel, medical, or similar files, the disclosure of which 



would constitute an unwarranted invasion of personal privacy.   



  



 (b)     As provided for in Section 6254 (k) of the Public Records Act, records, the 



disclosure of which is exempted or prohibited pursuant to federal or state law, including, 



but not limited to, provisions of the Evidence Code relating to privilege and the right of 



privacy under the California Constitution, article I, section 1. 



 



Considerations of privacy based on Sections 9 (a) or 9 (b) of this Policy may cause the 



Agency to withhold, among other things,: (i) the names, addresses, telephone numbers, 



and other personal information of individuals; and (ii) information that would reveal 



whether a person is a recipient of Agency assistance or other governmental assistance 



because of his or her status as a member of a low or moderate income household. 



 



(c)     As provided for in Section 6254 (h) of the Public Records Act, the contents 



of real estate appraisals or engineering or feasibility estimates and evaluations made for 



or by the Agency relative to the acquisition of property, or to prospective public supply 



                                                 
5
 Section 6255 of the Public Records Act states that an agency “shall justify withholding any record by 



demonstrating that the record in question is exempt under express provisions of this chapter or that on the 



facts of the particular case the public interest served by not disclosing the record clearly outweighs the 



public interest served by disclosure of the record.” 
6
 Id. 
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and construction contracts, until all of the property has been acquired or all of the 



contract agreement obtained.  However, the law of eminent domain shall not be affected 



by this provision. 



 



(d)     As provided for in Section 6254 (n) of the Public Records Act, statements 



of personal worth or personal financial data required by the Agency and filed by an 



applicant with the Agency to establish his or her personal qualification for an Agency 



program or activity. 



 



(e)     As provided for in Section 19851 of the Health and Safety Code, official 



copies of building plans shall be available for inspection only and shall not be copied 



unless the requester has obtained written permission or a court order in accordance with 



Section 19851 requirements. 



 



SEC. 10    WITHHOLDING KEPT TO A MINIMUM. 



 



     No record shall be withheld from disclosure in its entirety unless all information 



contained in it is exempt from disclosure under express provisions of the Public Records 



Act, some other statute, or this Policy.  Information that is exempt from disclosure shall 



be masked, deleted or otherwise segregated in order that the nonexempt portion of a 



requested record may be released, and keyed by footnote or other clear reference to the 



appropriate justification for withholding required by section 11 of this Policy.  This work 



shall be done personally by the attorney or other staff member conducting the exemption 



review.  The work of responding to a public-records request and preparing documents for 



disclosure shall be considered part of the regular work duties of any Agency employee, 



and no fee shall be charged to the requester to cover the personnel costs of responding to 



a records request.   



 



SEC. 11  JUSTIFICATION OF WITHHOLDING. 



 



     Any withholding of information shall be justified, in writing, as follows: 



 



     (a)     The Agency shall cite the authority for withholding information under a specific 



permissive exemption in the Public Records Act, or other law, unless this Policy forbids 



the Agency’s assertion of the permissive exemption.   



 



     (b)     The Agency shall cite the specific statutory authority in the Public Records Act 



or other law for withholding on the basis that the law prohibits disclosure. 



 



     (c)     The Agency shall cite specific statutory or case law, or any other public agency's 



litigation experience for withholding on the basis that disclosure would incur civil or 



criminal liability. 



 



     (d)     When a record being requested contains information, most of which is exempt 



from disclosure under the Public Records Act and this Policy, the custodian shall inform 
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the requester of the nature and extent of the nonexempt information and suggest 



alternative sources for the information requested, if available.   



 



SEC. 12  FEES FOR DUPLICATION. 



 



     (a)     No fee shall be charged for making Public Records available for inspection at 



the Agency’s offices. 



 



     (b)     For documents routinely produced in multiple copies for distribution, e.g., 



meeting agendas and related materials, unless a special fee has been established pursuant 



to subdivision (d) of this section, the Agency may charge a fee not to exceed one cent per 



page, plus any postage costs. 



 



     (c)     For documents assembled and copied in response to the person making the 



request, unless a special fee has been established pursuant to subdivision (d) of this 



section, a fee not to exceed 10 cents per page may be charged, plus any postage. 



 



     (d)     For a Public Record in an electronic format, the Agency may establish and 



charge a fee in accordance with Section 6253.9 of the Public Records Act. 



 



      (e)     The Agency may establish and charge a higher fee than the one cent 



presumptive fee in subdivision (b) and the 10 cent presumptive fee in subdivision (c) if it 



prepares and posts an itemized cost analysis establishing that its cost per page impression 



exceeds 10 cents or one cent, as the case may be.  The cost per page impression shall 



include the following costs:  one sheet of paper; one duplication cycle of the copying 



machine in terms of toner and other specifically identified operation or maintenance 



factors, excluding electrical power.  Any such cost analysis shall identify the 



manufacturer, model, vendor and maintenance contractor, if any, of the copying machine 



or machines referred to. 



 



     (f)     If the Agency records a meeting through video or electronic imaging system or 



an audio recording system, a copy of the record of the meeting shall be provided to the 



public upon request for the actual cost of providing a copy of the record.   



 



SEC. 13  INDEX TO RECORDS. 



 



     Within six months of the effective date of this Policy, the Agency shall prepare a 



Public Records index that identifies the types of information and documents maintained 



by the Agency.  The index shall be for the use of Agency officials, staff and the general 



public, and shall be organized to permit a general understanding of the types of 



information maintained, by which Agency staff and divisions, for which purposes and for 



what periods of retention, and under what manner of organization for accessing, e.g., by 



reference to a name, a date, a proceeding or project, or some other referencing system.  



The index need not be in such detail as to identify files or records concerning a specific 



person, transaction or other event, but shall clearly indicate where and how records of 



that type are kept.  Any such master index shall be reviewed by appropriate staff for 
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accuracy and presented for formal adoption to the Executive Director.  The Agency shall 



solicit and encourage public participation to develop a meaningful records index.  The 



index shall clearly and meaningfully describe, with as much specificity as practicable, the 



individual types of records that are prepared or maintained by each division of the 



Agency.  The index shall be sufficient to aid the public in making an inquiry or a request 



to inspect.  The Agency shall maintain the integrity and accuracy of the index and avoid 



any changes in its practices or procedures affecting the accuracy of the information.  The 



index shall be continuously maintained on the Agency's World Wide Website and made 



available at public libraries within the City and County of San Francisco.   



 



SEC. 14  RECORDS SURVIVE TRANSITION OF OFFICIALS. 



 



     All documents prepared, received, or maintained by the Agency are the property of the 



Agency.  The originals of these documents shall be maintained consistent with the 



records retention policies of the Agency.   



 



SEC. 15  POLICY REGARDING USE AND PURCHASE OF COMPUTER 



SYSTEMS. 



 



     (a)     The Agency, to the extent feasible, shall use its computer systems to collect and 



store Public Records, shall program and design these systems to ensure convenient, 



efficient, and economical public access to records, and shall make Public Records easily 



accessible over public networks such as the Internet. 



 



     (b)     The goal of providing economical public access to records may be achieved 



through the following:   



 



     (1)     Implementing a computer system in which exempt information is segregated or 



filed separately from otherwise disclosable information. 



 



     (2)     Implementing a system that permits reproduction of electronic copies of records 



in a format that is generally recognized as an industry standard format. 



 



     (3)     Implementing a system that permits making records available through the 



largest non-profit, non-proprietary public computer network, consistent with the 



requirement for security of information.  



 



SEC. 16  INTERNET ACCESS/WORLD WIDE WEB MINIMUM STANDARDS. 



 



     The Agency shall maintain on a World Wide Web site, or on a comparable, readily 



accessible location on the Internet, information that it is required to make publicly 



available.  The Agency shall endeavor to make publicly available, through its World 



Wide Web site, as much information and as many documents as possible concerning its 



activities.  At a minimum, within six months after the effective date of this Policy, the 



Agency shall post on its World Wide Web site all meeting notices required under this 



Policy, agendas and the minutes of all previous meetings of the Commission for the last 
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three years.  Notices and agendas shall be posted no later than the time that the Agency 



otherwise distributes this information to the public, allowing reasonable time for posting.  



Minutes of meetings shall be posted as soon as possible, but in any event within 48 hours 



after they have been approved.  The Agency shall make reasonable efforts to ensure that 



its World Wide Web site is regularly reviewed for timeliness and updated on at least a 



weekly basis.  The Agency shall also make available on its World Wide Web site, or on a 



comparable, readily accessible location on the Internet, a current copy of all 



Redevelopment Plans.   



 



SEC. 17  LOBBYIST ON BEHALF OF THE AGENCY. 



 



     (a)     Any lobbyist who contracts for economic consideration with the Agency to 



represent the Agency in matters before any local, regional, state, or federal administrative 



or legislative body shall file a Public Records report of their activities on a quarterly basis 



with the San Francisco Ethics Commission.  This report shall be maintained by the Ethics 



Commission and not be exempt from disclosure.  Each quarterly report shall identify all 



financial expenditures by the lobbyist, the individual or entity to whom each expenditure 



was made, the date the expenditure was made, and specifically identify the local, state, 



regional or national legislative or administrative action the lobbyist supported or opposed 



in making the expenditure.  The failure to file a quarterly report with the required 



disclosures shall be a violation of this Policy. 



 



     (b)     No person shall be deemed a lobbyist under section (a), unless that person 



receives or becomes entitled to receive at least $300 total compensation in any month for 



influencing legislative or administrative action on behalf of the Agency or has at least 25 



separate contacts with local, state, regional or national officials for the purpose of 



influencing legislative or administrative action within any two consecutive months.  No 



business or organization shall be deemed as a lobbyist under section (a) unless it 



compensates its employees or members for their lobbying activities on behalf of the 



Agency, and the compensated employees or members have at least 25 separate contacts 



with local, state, regional or national officials for the purpose of influencing legislative or 



administrative action within any two consecutive months.  "Total compensation" shall be 



calculated by combining all compensation received from the Agency during the month 



for lobbying activities on matters at the local, state, regional or national level.  "Total 



number of contacts" shall be calculated by combining all contacts made during the two-



month period on behalf of the Agency for all lobbying activities on maters at the local, 



state, regional or national level. 



 



     (c)     Funds of the Agency, including organizational dues, shall not be used to support 



any lobbying efforts to restrict public access to records, information, or meetings, except 



where such effort is solely for the purpose of protecting the identity and privacy rights of 



private citizens.   
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SEC. 18  CALENDAR OF THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR. 



 



     The Executive Director shall keep or cause to be kept a daily calendar wherein is 



recorded the time and place of each meeting or event that the Executive Director attends, 



with the exclusion of purely personal or social events at which no Agency business is 



discussed and that do not take place at Agency Offices or at the offices or residences of 



people who do substantial business with or are otherwise substantially financially 



affected by actions of the Agency.  For meetings not otherwise publicly recorded, the 



calendar shall include a general statement of issues discussed.  Such calendars shall be 



Public Records and shall be available to any requester three business days subsequent to 



the calendar entry date.   



 



SEC. 19  SOURCES OF OUTSIDE FUNDING. 



 



     No Agency official, employee, or agent shall (a) accept any funds other than funds 



that are payable to and provided to the Agency, or (b) direct or influence the Agency’s 



expenditure of, any money, or any goods or services worth more than one hundred dollars 



($100.00) in the aggregate, for the purpose of carrying out or assisting any Agency 



function unless the amount and source of all such funds is disclosed in writing to the 



Agency, which reports shall be deemed to be Public Records.  When such funds are 



provided or managed by an entity, and not an individual, that entity must agree in writing 



to abide by this Section.  The disclosure shall include the names of all individuals or 



organizations contributing such money and a statement as to any financial interest the 



contributor has involving the Agency.   



 



SEC. 20  AMENDMENTS TO THIS POLICY. 
 



 The Agency shall only make material amendments to this Policy after it has 



consulted with the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force, as established under Section 67.30 of 



the San Francisco Administrative Code, and after the Agency Commission has held a 



public hearing on the amendment.  



 



SEC. 21 EFFECTIVE DATE. 
 



 This Policy shall become effective on January 1, 2006. 



 



 























From: Oshima, Diane
To: Jamie Whitaker; Katy Liddell; Jack Bair (jbair@sfgiants.com); Cristina.rubke@gmail.com
Cc: Michelle Magee; Amandeep Jawa; Dan Nguyen-Tan; Van de Water, Adam; Albert, Peter; Miller, Erin; Paine,


Carli; Wise, Viktoriya; Bollinger, Brett; liz.brisson@sfcta.org
Subject: RE: Piers 30-32 Transportation Subcommittee meeting 1/29?
Date: Thursday, January 16, 2014 10:59:14 AM


Hi Jamie
I apologize for my delay in following up on these meeting scheduling detail. 
We had been spending a bit of effort juggling staff and Deep/Dan schedules
on setting the next Transportation Committee meeting.  We had indicated
that the next one was to occur in January, which we did get confirmed for
the 29th.  I should have sent a message to the rest of the committee
members before now and regret my delay.
 
Thus, I’ve cc’d Jack and Cristina too to let you know that we would like to
have the next committee meeting on 1/29, Wed, 6:30-8:30 at Pier 1.  After
coordinating with Deep and Dan, the meeting will focus on
 


1.    Coordinated GSW and City transportation planning, analysis and
management -  Staff is aware that there is confusion about how
transportation needs are defined, analyzed, and mitigated.  We are
preparing a summary that is intended to explain how the
Committee’s work in the past meetings on WTA Phase 1 (review of
the WTA transportation strategies) will relate to a number of
discrete but inter-related transportation planning and management
efforts, and how they together inform the types of mitigation
measures and/or other transportation improvements that should
be included in development project approvals (including GSW) and
coordinated city transportation investments.
 


2.    WTA Phase 2 – The committee concluded its review of the WTA
transportation strategies at its last meeting.  City staff is now
starting Phase 2, which involves quantitative transportation
modeling by SF County Transportation Agency that allows testing of
many of the WTA strategies.  Liz Brisson is heading this SFCTA
modeling effort and is scheduled to provide a presentation on what
that work entails.  We anticipate she will be providing briefings and
status reports at subsequent Transportation Committee meetings
as the work progresses.  


 
Again, my apologies for the delay in providing this update.  We’re trying to
coordinate a number of moving parts and city efforts to prepare for this
meeting.  If you have any questions, please let me know.  Many thanks.
 
Diane
 
Diane Oshima
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Assistant Deputy Director, Waterfront Planning
Port of San Francisco
Pier 1, San Francisco, CA  94111
Diane.Oshima@sfport.com
415/274-0553
 
From: Jamie Whitaker [mailto:jamiewhitaker@gmail.com] 
Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2014 9:10 AM
To: Katy Liddell
Cc: Oshima, Diane
Subject: Re: Piers 30-32 Transportation Subcommittee meeting 1/29?
 
News to me ... Thanks!


Sent from my iPhone


On Jan 16, 2014, at 9:03 AM, Katy Liddell <kliddell2001@yahoo.com> wrote:


Jamie --
 
We had a Steering call last Friday, and I was told that this SC meeting is
definitely planned for Jan 29th.
 
Katy
 


From: Jamie Whitaker <jamiewhitaker@gmail.com>
To: diane.oshima diane.oshima <diane.oshima@sfport.com> 
Cc: Katy Liddell <kliddell2001@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, January 15, 2014 10:37 PM
Subject: Piers 30-32 Transportation Subcommittee meeting 1/29?
 
Hi Diane,


Hope that you had a lovely holiday season.


I'm writing because I noticed on this web page: http://sfgov3.org/index.aspx?
page=3987 a "Transportation Subcommittee meeting" that is advertised for
January 29, 2014, but I have not heard of any plans for a meeting this month.


Is there a meeting happening January 29th?


Thank you,
jamie
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Jose Farran (jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com); lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; David Carlock


(david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: intersections
Date: Tuesday, May 06, 2014 10:20:13 AM
Attachments: Fig 1 Study Intersections.pdf


Hi Viktoriya,
 
Since schedules don’t appear to be aligning for an in-person meeting this week, let’s see what we
can accomplish over email. Attached is Jose’s proposed set of intersections to collect data on. I
know we need to move quickly to capture counts before the end-of-school year.
 
Here are my thoughts on the proposed set:
 
Intersections to cut: #1 & #2 (both are too far from site and unlikely routes to Mission Bay)
Intersections I need to be convinced on: #5, #10, #17, #18, #23 (all appear to be redundant with
adjacent/nearby intersections)
Remaining 16 intersections seem appropriate for study
 
Please share your thoughts so we can finalize the study scope asap. And to be clear, for
intersections already studied within the previous SWL 3337 scope, the study will capture the new
time period, weekday 7-8pm. For new intersections, the study will capture weekday 4-6pm,
weekday 7-8pm, weekday 9-11pm and Saturday 7-9pm.
 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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Figure 1
Study Intersections



SOURCE:  Adavant Consulting/LCW Consulting
Case No. 2012.0718E:  Event Center Blocks 26-32
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: "Jo locke"
Subject: RE: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting
Date: Friday, May 16, 2014 8:14:00 AM


Thanks – it looks like we will go ahead with next Wednesday.  So far the response from those that
have responded was as good as could be expected from corralling cats.  But, I can have the project
proponent outreach to you directly and provide some visuals if you would like.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Jo locke [mailto:lopching@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 1:18 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting
 
Hi Catharine, 
Keep me posted on any alternative dates.....would very much like to attend since I missed May 8th
meeting!


Sent from my iPad


On May 14, 2014, at 3:20 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hello CAC Members – we are trying to schedule a follow-up meeting with the Block 1
design team to allow the CAC and community to work on addressing the concerns
raised at last week’s meeting.  Please let me know if you are planning on attending, and
also if you would be available next Wednesday, May 21 at 5.  If you do plan on


participating and cannot make the 21st, please let me know what evenings would work
for you next week and the following.
 
Also, please let me know if you do NOT want me to provide your contact information
to other City agencies for them to outreach to you for the Warriors project. 
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco



mailto:lopching@yahoo.com

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org





1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Jack Hutchison
To: José I. Farrán; Uchida, Kansai; Luba C. Wyznyckyj
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya; Bollinger, Brett; Paul Mitchell
Subject: RE: Piers 30-32 and SWL 330 travel demand model computer file
Date: Thursday, January 16, 2014 9:38:56 AM


Good Morning,
 
55 worksheets, with multiple linkages among them and not-unlimited time to review, is a challenge,
but based on my review of key data points, equations, etc. (including those that answer questions
posed by reviewers of the memo), I feel confident that the numbers are defensible.  So you know,
the two specific memo review comments that I checked the workbook for answers are:  DN32 (Table
5) and VW41 (Table 6).  In both cases, the answer (which I know Jose/Luba will provide to the
reviewers) is that “the numbers as shown are correct, and are based on the relationship of ITE Trip
Generation rates for Weekday and Saturday conditions for Sit-Down Restaurants and Hotels,
respectively”. 
 
FYI: my father hasn’t decided that it’s time to go yet, but the doctors expect the end is very near.  I
will let Paul know my exact out-of-office days once my travel plans are set.  I will be here today,
though I will be leaving the office at 3:00. 
 
 ~ Jack
 
Jack Hutchison, P.E.
Senior Transportation Engineer
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA  94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
jhutchison@esassoc.com
 


P Please consider the environment before printing this email.


 


From: José I. Farrán [mailto:jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 14, 2014 5:30 PM
To: kansai.uchida@sfgov.org; Jack Hutchison
Cc: 'Wise, Viktoriya'; 'Bollinger, Brett'; Paul Mitchell; Luba C. Wyznyckyj 
Subject: Piers 30-32 and SWL 330 travel demand model computer file
 
Kansai/Jack – per our meeting today, I am sending you the excel file that contains the travel demand
model for the Piers 30-32 and SWL 330 study.  The file includes the travel demand estimates for the
project as well as the two off-site alternatives.
 
You will find the various spreadsheets with many cells in various colors.  I have a format that I typically
use to develop the equations whereas input cells are typically shown in blue, calculations on the same
page in black or green, and data coming from a separate worksheet in red or fuchsia.
 
In any event, it is always difficult to understand someone else’s model and formulas, so do not hesitate
to contact me if you have any questions. 
 
_______________________________________________________
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José I. Farrán, P.E.
  Adavant
         Consulting
200 Francisco St.,  2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133
office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com
www.AdavantConsulting.com
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From: WeTransfer
To: Wise, Viktoriya
Subject: kathleen.phu@sfmta.com has sent you a file via WeTransfer
Date: Friday, January 17, 2014 5:14:59 PM


You've got files


kathleen.phu@sfmta.com
has sent you some files


Hi Viktoriya, 


Attached is the latest People Plan. Please let me know if you have any issues
downloading the document. 


best, 
Kathleen 


Available until 25 January, 2014


Files (19.4 MB total)
People Plan Final 140111.pdf


Can't see the download button? 
You can still download your file.


Get more out of WeTransfer. See what Plus has to offer.


About  Questions  Legal Powered by Amazon Web Services
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: "Sarah Davis"
Subject: RE: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting
Date: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 6:02:00 PM


Yes, that will be an important issue and please make sure to raise that in future meetings (I’m
already passing that one, but will be good to hear from the public).  Are you interested in the Block
1 project and if so, does next Wednesday work for you?
 
Hope all is well!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
From: Sarah Davis [mailto:sarah.davis.events@gmail.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 3:38 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting
 
I'm very interested in the stadium project and how it meshes with the
parks. 


Sarah Davis 
300 Channel Road Box 22
San Francisco, California 94158
415-225-3832 cel
Sarah.Davis.Events@gmail.com
SarahDavisEvents.com
Skype: sarah_davis_events 
 
 


On Wed, May 14, 2014 at 3:20 PM, Reilly, Catherine (OCII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:
Hello CAC Members – we are trying to schedule a follow-up meeting with the Block 1
design team to allow the CAC and community to work on addressing the concerns raised at
last week’s meeting.  Please let me know if you are planning on attending, and also if you
would be available next Wednesday, May 21 at 5.  If you do plan on participating and cannot
make the 21st, please let me know what evenings would work for you next week and the
following.
 
Also, please let me know if you do NOT want me to provide your contact information to
other City agencies for them to outreach to you for the Warriors project. 
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Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Albert, Peter
To: "pmitchell@esassoc.com"
Cc: Miller, Erin; Wise, Viktoriya; Olea, Ricardo; Van de Water, Adam; Oshima, Diane
Subject: RE: Piers 30-32 project description review
Date: Friday, January 03, 2014 6:56:47 PM


Hi, Paul:
I tried tonight but can’t open the files you sent.  When I clicked on the links, I get: “This file does
not exist.”
 
I’m out of town through Jan 16.  With Erin Miller’s help, maybe this can help guide you:
 


·         If the description calls out big-picture transportation aspects, it should reflects the input we
already gave Strada on the TMP.


 
·         The shuttle/VIP parking/other curb-side allocation diagram made public recently at a land


use meeting should not move forward without our review:  SFMTA needs to ensure that the
proposed use of curbs and parking bays in and around the site on this graphic does not
undermine critical aspects of our network or the community’s circulation needs. Erin Miller
can help coordinate that.


 
·         SFMTA is also  is lining up engineering review of the sidewalk bulbs and other streetscape


elements with Erin’s help, getting them in sync with viable our circulation strategies.  If these
too are part of the description, she needs more time on that.


 
I defer to Erin’s ability to help you here…but you’d be in good hands with her guidance.
 
Thanks,     
Peter Albert
Manager, SFMTA Urban Planning Initiatives
SF Municipal Transportation Agency
1 South Van Ness Ave, Seventh Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
(: 415.701.4328
: 415.701.4735
*: peter.albert@sfmta.com
 
From: pmitchell@esassoc.com [mailto:pmitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, December 18, 2013 5:17 PM
To: Albert, Peter
Subject: ESA DeliverIt
 


Paul Mitchell
ESA |


www.esassoc.com
 
ESA DeliverIt
A file or (files) have been sent to you from Paul Mitchell via ESA DeliverIt.
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Please click the link(s) below to access those files and save them locally to your computer/server. Hyperlinks are
not properly displayed using Entourage for Mac OS. A manual copy and paste of the hyperlink could be required
in order to download the file. The link(s) will expire 14 days after the original send date. Be sure to save the files
to their appropriate locations and do not work directly on the open files hosted on DeliverIt as the changes will not
be saved. If you have any troubles retrieving the files, please let us know.
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This message contains confidential information and is intended only for the individual named. If you are not the named
addressee you should not disseminate, distribute or copy this e-mail. Please notify the sender immediately by e-mail if you
have received this message by mistake and delete this e-mail from your system. E-mail transmission cannot be
guaranteed to be secure or error-free as information could be intercepted, corrupted, lost, destroyed, arrive late or
incomplete, or contain viruses. The sender therefore does not accept liability for any errors or omissions in the contents of
this message, which arise as a result of e-mail transmission. If verification is required please request a hard-copy version
from the sender. DeliverIt is a file transmission service provided by ESA to enhance team collaboration and facilitate the
exchange of project information. Learn more about our work that matters at www.esassoc.com.
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From: Liz Brisson
To: Wise, Viktoriya
Subject: modeling prioritization: Warriors Cumulative vs. WTA?
Date: Monday, February 03, 2014 9:47:03 AM


Hi Viktoriya,


We now have trip tables from Jose to be able to turn to the "With Waterfront
Development" WTA scenarios (Giants Game + Warriors Non-Basketball Event) as
well as the 2040 Cumulative Scenario (Warriors Basketball event). Turn-around time
for scenarios that could be started this Friday is anticipated at 1 week assuming no
problems. My inclination of priority is : WTA 2020, WTA, 2040, and then EIR
Cumulative (obviously biaised by what my needs are! :) ), but I wanted to check in
on your schedule and critical path needs as well.  My needs are driven by needing to
have The Needs Identification complete by March 24 Warriors CAC meeting with
enough time to analyze model outputs and vet results with city team.


Thanks, Liz


-- 
Liz Brisson
Senior Transportation Planner
San Francisco County Transportation Authority
1455 Market Street, 22nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
415-522-4838


www.sfcta.org
www.facebook.com/sfcta
www.twitter.com/sanfranciscota
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From: Sider, Dan
To: Joslin, Jeff; Watty, Elizabeth; Switzky, Joshua; Wise, Viktoriya; Jones, Sarah; Sanchez, Scott
Subject: Meeting With Warriors on Signage
Date: Wednesday, February 19, 2014 7:50:06 PM


Just a heads up that Jon Purvis and I will be meeting with the Warriors et al re arena signage next 
Wednesday at 10am. I wasn’t sure who to include on the invite, so aside from Jon, I only included Nick and 
David, who I know are involved in waterfront urban design issues. Anyone who would like to join (or their 
delegates) are more than welcome to do so. Please let me know and I’ll include them on the invite.


Daniel A. Sider, AICP
Senior Advisor for Special Projects
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6697 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: dan.sider@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org
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From: Benson, Brad (PRT)
To: Paul Mitchell; Oshima, Diane (PRT); white@smwlaw.com; Malley, Eileen (CAT)
Cc: Joyce; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: RE: Port Data Request Items for EIR - BCDC Special Area Plan Amendment
Date: Friday, March 21, 2014 2:56:36 PM


Hi Paul:


Regarding your request on whether a BCDC Special Area Plan is required, I recommend
referring back to AB 1273, Chapter 381 of 2013, which amended Chapter 489 of the
Statutes of 2001:


The following is a link to the entire bill:


http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=201320140AB1273


Here are the key excerpts:


Sec. 7. (a) Any legislative or regulatory requirement for findings of consistency with the
public trust doctrine or the Burton Act trust under the Special Area Plan, the Bay Plan, or
any other applicable statute, regulation, or plan shall be deemed satisfied if the State Lands
Commission has found that the mixed-use development on Pier 30-32 is consistent with the
requirements of Section 6 of this act.
(b) Except with respect to a finding of consistency with the public trust doctrine, nothing in
this act is intended to limit the authority and discretion of BCDC to approve or deny permits
for the mixed-use development on Pier 30-32 generally described in this act in a manner
consistent with the McAteer-Petris Act, the Bay Plan, and the Special Area Plan, including
the authority and discretion of BCDC to impose conditions on the permits for the project.
Except as provided in subdivision (a), the project's consistency with the requirements of
Section 6 of this act shall not be conclusive on BCDC in the exercise of its discretion to
determine whether the mixed-use development on Pier 30-32 is consistent with the
McAteer-Petris Act and the policies of the Bay Plan and the Special Area Plan. This act shall
not limit the authority and discretion of BCDC to enforce permits issued for the projects
described in this act.
 
 
Sec. 7. (e) (1) The Pier 30-32 project shall include offsite public benefits that would not
ordinarily be required in a major permit, which benefits shall be developed through a public
process conducted by BCDC and the Port and approved by BCDC, either through this section
or through an amendment to the Special Area Plan.
(2) In considering whether to issue a major permit for the mixed-use development on Pier
30-32 that the State Lands Commission has found to be consistent with Section 6 of this
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act, BCDC may consider the offsite public benefits proposed as part of the development
project developed pursuant to paragraph (1), together with the project's onsite public
benefits, in determining whether the project is consistent, on balance, with the adopted
policies of the Bay Plan and Special Area Plan, including, but not limited to, the Special Area
Plan policies for piers not designated for removal, which apply to Pier 30-32.
(3) For purposes of this subdivision public benefits developed pursuant to this section may
include but are not limited to, any of the following:
(A) Rehabilitation of a Port historic structure or a substantial portion thereof.
(B) Bay view enhancement by accelerating the removal of a pier shed or other structure
presently obstructing public views of the bay. If the removal of the structure is not currently
required pursuant to the Special Area Plan and the removal of the structure provides bay
views of a similar quality to that afforded by removal of a Port historic structure currently
required by the Special Area Plan, any such removal shall be deemed to satisfy the existing
requirement for removal of a Port historic structure.
(C) Bicycle or pedestrian improvements to enhance public access in the vicinity of the Pier
30-32 site.
 
Bill or Eileen - do you have any suggestions here as to how CEQA should address the SAP
amendment question?


Thank you.


Best,
Brad


From: Paul Mitchell <PMitchell@esassoc.com>
Sent: Tuesday, March 11, 2014 12:17 PM
To: Oshima, Diane (PRT)
Cc: Joyce; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Benson, Brad (PRT)
Subject: Port Data Request Items for EIR
 
Diane:
 
In addition to our prior inquiry (submitted March 7) requesting confirmation for SFFD fire boat
assumptions (included again at the bottom of this email chain) for the project, we have identified a
number of additional questions for the Port to respond to, below, some of which are outstanding. 
Answers to these questions are required in order to complete the Project Description and a number
of technical sections (e.g., Biological Resources, Hydrology and Water Quality).  Please let me know if
you would like to discuss any of these with you.
 
Thanks, in advance, and please call with any questions.







1.        Bats.   The Port was going to check if any reports or other information are available that may
support confirmation of the absence of bats under the piers.


2.        Description of Pier 22½ and Pier 54.  Since Pier 22½, Pier 28 and Pier 54 are proposed to be
removed under the project as Bay fill removal, the EIR Project Description will need characterize
these existing facilities.  We have basic existing information on Pier 28, however, would you
please provide existing characteristics of Pier 22½ and Piers 54 (e.g., square footage of the
piers, number and size of sheds or other structures on the piers; and description of existing
uses occupying these piers).  We don’t need anything too detailed; just enough to adequately
characterize these sites.


3.        Remaining Life of Piers 30-32.  There have been statements made that Piers 30-32 has a
remaining life of approximately 10 years before it may be come condemned.  Is there any
engineering report completed by the Port or other entity that we can cite in the EIR for any
statements made regarding the remaining life for Piers 30-32?


4.       Potable Water Use / Sewage/Bilge Water Pumpout
·         Please confirm no temporary potable water or sewage/bilge water facilities are


provided for cruise ships at Piers 30-32
·         Under the project, a potable water service and sewage/bilge water pumpout would be


provided on the east berth of Piers 30-32.  Can the Port provide any information on the
estimated water use or estimated sewage/bilge water pumpout volumes that could be
expected for a cruise ship stopping at Piers 30-32.


5.        SAP Amendment.  Please identify if a SAP Amendment is required for the GSW project , and if
so, please provide a description of the amendment for inclusion in the EIR Project Description.


6.        Exploratorium and Brannan Street Wharf SWPPPs.  If available, please provide a a copy of the
SWPPP for both the Exploratorium and the Brannan Street Wharf?  With respect to the
Exploratorium we were provided with the stormwater control plan for post-construction
controls, but not the SWPPP.  With respect to the Brannan Street Wharf, the sponsor
previously provided us with following link https://sfport.box.com/s/pklpqkurriihajgc6ws2,
however, this link doesn't work.  


7.        Port's pilot pile testing program.   When known, please provide information on the Port’s pilot
pile testing program and any new policy to require use of new technology for pile driving.


 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com


 
 


 


From: Paul Mitchell 
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Sent: Friday, March 07, 2014 2:15 PM
To: Brad Benson
Cc: Diane Oshima; Joyce; 'Kern, Chris'; 'Bollinger, Brett'; 'Wise, Viktoriya'
Subject: GSW Project Fire Boat Assumptions
 
Brad:
 
As a followup to our February 26, 2014 GSW CEQA meeting regarding assumptions for SFFD fire
boats, we want to confirm the assumptions with you before ESA and Environ proceed further with
the air quality/health risk analysis, as it will influence our results.  Please let us know which option
below (No. 1 or No. 2, or some other version) accurately represents what you recommended at the
February 26 meeting (you will see below there are distinctions between option for if a fire boat gets
retired as part of the project or if would happen regardless of the project).
 
Thanks for your assistance on this, and please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any
questions.
 
 
                                                                                                                                Option No. 1
 


Existing 2 Fireboats (SFFD maintains 2 old fireboats @ Pier 22 ½)
Future No Project 3 Fireboats (SFFD maintains 2 old fireboats @ Pier 22 ½,  and SFFD acquires a


new fireboat in 2015 with Tier 3 engine to be berthed at @ Pier 22 ½)
Future Plus
Project


2 Fireboats (The new fire boat and one of its existing fire boats would
relocate to and berth at Piers 30-32.  Furthermore, under the project, prior
to relocation, SFFD would retrofit the existing old fire boat to be relocated to
meet applicable EPA Tier 3 engine emission standards, and would retire its
other existing old SFFD fire boat)


 
                                                                                                                               
 
                                                                                                                                Option No. 2


Existing 2 Fireboats (SFFD maintains 2 old fireboats @ Pier 22 ½)
Future No Project 2 Fireboats (SFFD maintains 1 old fireboat @ Pier 22 ½,  SFFD retires second


old fireboat, and SFFD acquires a new fireboat in 2015 with Tier 3 engine to
be berthed at @ Pier 22 ½)
 


Future Plus
Project


2 Fireboats (The new SFFD fire boat and one of its existing fire boats would
relocate to and berth at Piers 30-32.  Furthermore, under the project, prior
to relocation, SFFD would retrofit the existing old fire boat to be relocated to
meet applicable EPA Tier 3 engine emission standards.)


 
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800







San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); David Noyola
Subject: prelim SLR docs
Date: Monday, March 17, 2014 3:16:05 PM
Attachments: SLR Elevation Comparison in 4-7-2014 DRB Exhibits_FINAL.pdf


GSW Preliminary SLR Adaptation Strategy Narrative_20140314.pdf


Chris,
As mentioned, attached are two docs related to SLR that we used for the DRB exhibits submitted to
BCDC Staff last Friday. One is an elevation comparison of various water and site heights. The other is
a preliminary set of adaptation measures GSW has considered for addressing SLR at the site.
I’ll be available for about 30 minutes on Wednesday at 1:30pm to discuss further with you and ESA.
Please forward the call-in details once available.
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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Preliminary Sea Level Rise Adaptation Strategies: Piers 30‐32 
 
GSW’s  design  for  the  Piers  30‐32  project  addresses  Sea  Level  Rise  (SLR)  both  by  proactively 
incorporating  SLR  adaptation  strategies  into  today’s  design  and  by  planning  for  the  future 
incorporation  and/or  retrofit  of  certain  design  elements  to  further  protect  the  project  once 
anticipated impacts of future SLR become more imminent. The proposed design of the substructure 
and superstructure will allow the site to tolerate periodic flooding and wave overtopping consistent 
with anticipated sea level rise through the year 2050.  GSW is also studying strategies to incorporate 
an  adaptive management  approach  to  sea  level  rise  through  at  least  the duration of  the  ground 
lease, which is expected to be the year 2081. These recommended design and adaptation strategies 
are preliminary and are contingent on Moffatt & Nichol’s forthcoming analysis of the expected SLR 
and  flood water  levels  at  Piers  30‐32. Once  complete,  the  findings will  be  discussed  during  the 
project’s upcoming BCDC ECRB process. 
 
With  the exception of  the area adjacent  to The Embarcadero  sidewalk,  the new pier deck will be 
above the highest projected water level incorporating sea level rise through 2050 and possibly even 
above  2100  projections  depending  on which  SLR  analysis  is  considered.  In  addition,  the  venue’s 
event  level (i.e., basketball court  level)  is positioned another 3’ above the new pier deck to create 
generous additional tolerance for SLR. 
 
The current Piers 30‐32 concept design anticipates addressing SLR issues as follows: 
‐ Set project buildings back from the edge of the pier. All buildings on the site will be set back a 



minimum of 25’ along the perimeter of the pier. The only exception to this design approach  is 
Red’s  Java  House,  which  will  be  relocated  to  the  southwest  corner  of  the  site  and  will  be 
situated along the pier’s edge to comply with historic preservation standards. 



‐ Provide drainage around the perimeter to drain water from breaking waves 
‐ Design pier  substructure  to  resist  all wave  and buoyant  forces  consistent with projected  sea 



level rise through at least 2081 
‐ Eliminate,  where  feasible,  building  wall  penetrations  at  lower  elevations  to  preclude  water 



ingress 
‐ Provide  space  for emergency pumping  systems  in  lower areas of  the  site  that may encounter 



water in those spaces (i.e., garage entry, first level of parking structure, loading dock) 
‐ Provide adequate first floor story height in Retail buildings to allow the floor to be raised in the 



future 



 
Certain  areas of  the pier, particularly  those  areas  closest  to  The  Embarcadero  roadway,  are  at  a 
lower elevation  than  the new pier deck.  For example,  the parking garage entry,  the  first  level of 
parking, and  the  loading dock  floor areas are approximately 1’ below  the new pier deck elevation 
and  therefore  may  require  adaptive  management.  Current  planning  for  incorporating  future 
adaptive features and/or retrofitting existing elements includes: 
‐ Install a solid curb along the lower portion of the railing that extends around the deck perimeter 
‐ Place low walls at the base of the landscaped areas to minimize damage from inundation of salt 



water from coastal flooding 
‐ Construct a wave attenuation wall at the pier structure perimeter 













From: Clarke Miller
To: Jose Farran; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya
Subject: Mini-TMPs + Concert Scenario
Date: Wednesday, February 12, 2014 8:47:13 AM


Jose, Luba,


We are making comments to the draft 'mini-TMPs' for the two off-site alternatives, and then Fehr &
Peers needs a few more days to update the document; does it create a delay for you if we provide the
mini-TMPs at the middle of next week?


Also, for our primary TMP for Piers 30-32, can you (or Viktoriya) clarify for me whether a Concert
scenario needs to be added to the set of Curb Management Plans? I've heard conflicting messages on
whether we can address Concerts as part of the matrix of measures we'd do for an event (i.e., falling
somewhere between a peak event and a small event) or if a set of Curb Management Plans needs to be
drafted specifically for Concerts.


Thanks,
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
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From: Benson, Brad (PRT)
To: Paul Mitchell; Oshima, Diane (PRT)
Cc: Joyce; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: RE: Port Data Request Items for EIR
Date: Wednesday, March 12, 2014 1:34:15 PM


Hi Paul et al:     


I will work with Diane and the SFFD to respond this week - I apologize for the delay.


Best,
Brad


From: Paul Mitchell <PMitchell@esassoc.com>
Sent: Tuesday, March 11, 2014 12:17 PM
To: Oshima, Diane (PRT)
Cc: Joyce; Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Benson, Brad (PRT)
Subject: Port Data Request Items for EIR
 
Diane:
 
In addition to our prior inquiry (submitted March 7) requesting confirmation for SFFD fire boat
assumptions (included again at the bottom of this email chain) for the project, we have identified a
number of additional questions for the Port to respond to, below, some of which are outstanding. 
Answers to these questions are required in order to complete the Project Description and a number
of technical sections (e.g., Biological Resources, Hydrology and Water Quality).  Please let me know if
you would like to discuss any of these with you.
 
Thanks, in advance, and please call with any questions.
1.        Bats.   The Port was going to check if any reports or other information are available that may


support confirmation of the absence of bats under the piers.


2.        Description of Pier 22½ and Pier 54.  Since Pier 22½, Pier 28 and Pier 54 are proposed to be
removed under the project as Bay fill removal, the EIR Project Description will need characterize
these existing facilities.  We have basic existing information on Pier 28, however, would you
please provide existing characteristics of Pier 22½ and Piers 54 (e.g., square footage of the
piers, number and size of sheds or other structures on the piers; and description of existing
uses occupying these piers).  We don’t need anything too detailed; just enough to adequately
characterize these sites.


3.        Remaining Life of Piers 30-32.  There have been statements made that Piers 30-32 has a
remaining life of approximately 10 years before it may be come condemned.  Is there any
engineering report completed by the Port or other entity that we can cite in the EIR for any
statements made regarding the remaining life for Piers 30-32?
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4.       Potable Water Use / Sewage/Bilge Water Pumpout
·         Please confirm no temporary potable water or sewage/bilge water facilities are


provided for cruise ships at Piers 30-32
·         Under the project, a potable water service and sewage/bilge water pumpout would be


provided on the east berth of Piers 30-32.  Can the Port provide any information on the
estimated water use or estimated sewage/bilge water pumpout volumes that could be
expected for a cruise ship stopping at Piers 30-32.


5.        SAP Amendment.  Please identify if a SAP Amendment is required for the GSW project , and if
so, please provide a description of the amendment for inclusion in the EIR Project Description.


6.        Exploratorium and Brannan Street Wharf SWPPPs.  If available, please provide a a copy of the
SWPPP for both the Exploratorium and the Brannan Street Wharf?  With respect to the
Exploratorium we were provided with the stormwater control plan for post-construction
controls, but not the SWPPP.  With respect to the Brannan Street Wharf, the sponsor
previously provided us with following link https://sfport.box.com/s/pklpqkurriihajgc6ws2,
however, this link doesn't work.  


7.        Port's pilot pile testing program.   When known, please provide information on the Port’s pilot
pile testing program and any new policy to require use of new technology for pile driving.


 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com


 
 


 


From: Paul Mitchell 
Sent: Friday, March 07, 2014 2:15 PM
To: Brad Benson
Cc: Diane Oshima; Joyce; 'Kern, Chris'; 'Bollinger, Brett'; 'Wise, Viktoriya'
Subject: GSW Project Fire Boat Assumptions
 
Brad:
 
As a followup to our February 26, 2014 GSW CEQA meeting regarding assumptions for SFFD fire
boats, we want to confirm the assumptions with you before ESA and Environ proceed further with
the air quality/health risk analysis, as it will influence our results.  Please let us know which option
below (No. 1 or No. 2, or some other version) accurately represents what you recommended at the
February 26 meeting (you will see below there are distinctions between option for if a fire boat gets
retired as part of the project or if would happen regardless of the project).
 
Thanks for your assistance on this, and please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any
questions.
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                                                                                                                                Option No. 1
 


Existing 2 Fireboats (SFFD maintains 2 old fireboats @ Pier 22 ½)
Future No Project 3 Fireboats (SFFD maintains 2 old fireboats @ Pier 22 ½,  and SFFD acquires a


new fireboat in 2015 with Tier 3 engine to be berthed at @ Pier 22 ½)
Future Plus
Project


2 Fireboats (The new fire boat and one of its existing fire boats would
relocate to and berth at Piers 30-32.  Furthermore, under the project, prior
to relocation, SFFD would retrofit the existing old fire boat to be relocated to
meet applicable EPA Tier 3 engine emission standards, and would retire its
other existing old SFFD fire boat)


 
                                                                                                                               
 
                                                                                                                                Option No. 2


Existing 2 Fireboats (SFFD maintains 2 old fireboats @ Pier 22 ½)
Future No Project 2 Fireboats (SFFD maintains 1 old fireboat @ Pier 22 ½,  SFFD retires second


old fireboat, and SFFD acquires a new fireboat in 2015 with Tier 3 engine to
be berthed at @ Pier 22 ½)
 


Future Plus
Project


2 Fireboats (The new SFFD fire boat and one of its existing fire boats would
relocate to and berth at Piers 30-32.  Furthermore, under the project, prior
to relocation, SFFD would retrofit the existing old fire boat to be relocated to
meet applicable EPA Tier 3 engine emission standards.)


 
 
Paul Mitchell
ESA | Community Development
550 Kearny Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94108
415.896-5900 | 415.896-0332 fax
pmitchell@esassoc.com
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From: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: running a quick errand in Hayes Valley
Date: Wednesday, April 23, 2014 3:58:50 PM


I’ll be back in 30 min.  Let me know if you need a snack
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Wednesday, April 23, 2014 3:43 PM
To: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: RE: Swift Conference Room Availability for Mission Bay CAC
 
Thanks for being on top of this.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Hussain, Lila (OCII) 
Sent: Wednesday, April 23, 2014 3:08 PM
To: Jose Vega-Boza (JVega-boza@mercyhousing.org); Tatiana Hayes (thayes@mercyhousing.org)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Swift Conference Room Availability for Mission Bay CAC
 
Jose,
 


We would like to reserve the larger conference room (Swift conference room) for the May 8th CAC
meeting?  We expect a large attendance after the Warriors moving to Mission Bay announcement. 
Please let us know if it is available. 


Thanks,
 
Lila Hussain
Assistant Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure


One South Van Ness, 5th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Phone: 415-749-2431
Email: lila.hussain@sfgov.org
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Beaupre, David (PRT); Hodapp, Dan (PRT)
Subject: Mission Bay Art
Date: Thursday, May 15, 2014 8:16:00 AM
Attachments: Art MOU MBS.pdf


Hi, David and Dan – I was wondering if we could chat briefly on art in Mission Bay.  Dan may have
already received a call from Jill at the Arts Commission regarding this.  Basically, we are getting
ready to start the MB Public Art program (this was pre-Warriors), and the Warriors also have
questions on how the art program would work, specifically on Park P22.  So, it would be good to
touch base on how the Port wants the arts program to work on Port property.  I have attached the
MOU we have with the Arts Commission as a starting base for what the current agreements are, but
they are pretty general and do not get into the specifics about how it would actually work.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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MISSION BAY SOUTH
MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING



(Arts Commission)



THIS MISSION BAY SOUTH MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING (this
"MOU") dated as of January 4, 1999, is between the ARTS COMMISSION OF THE
CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO (the "Arts Commission") and the
REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN
FRANCISCO, a public body, corporate and politic of the State of California (together
with any successor public agency designated by or pursuant to law, the "Agency"), and is
made with reference to the Interagency Cooperation Agreement for Mission Bay South
dated as of November 16, 1998 (the "Interagency Cooperation Agreement"), between the
City and County of San Francisco (the "City") and the Agency. Unless otherwise defined
in this MOU, all initially capitalized terms used in this MOU shall have the meanings
given them in the Interagency Cooperation Agreement and the documents referred to
therein.



THIS MOU is made with reference to the following facts and circumstances:



A. In accordance with the Community Redevelopment Law of California
(Health & Safety Code Section 33000 et seq.), the City, acting through its Board of
Supervisors, has approved a Redevelopment Plan for the Mission Bay South
Redevelopment Project and the Interagency Cooperation Agreement by Ordinance
No. 335-98 adopted by the Board and approved by the Mayor on November 2, 1998. The
Interagency Cooperation Agreement provides for cooperation between the City and the
Agency in administering the process for control and approval of subdivisions and all
other applicable land use, development, construction, improvement, infrastructure,
occupancy and use requirements for the South Plan Area and in establishing the City
Regulations, policies and procedures relating to such approvals, and declares the City's
intent to undertake and complete actions and proceedings necessary to be carried out by
the City under the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan and Plan Documents. A copy
of the Land Use Plan and Project Description for the South Plan Area is attached hereto
as Exhibit A.



B. The Owner will generally develop the Improvements in the South Plan
.Area in Major Phases . Each of the Major Phases will contain subphases , including
individual building Projects on the Owner ' s property , together with public Infrastructure,
including streets and open space . Design review is mainly under the purview of the
Agency, in accordance with the Design for Development , Mission Bay Subdivision
Ordinance and Regulations and other Plan Documents.



C. Under Section 5.103 of the City's Charter, the Arts Commission has the
authority to "approve the designs for all public structures, any private structure which
extends over or upon any public property and any yards, courts, set-backs or usable open
spaces which are an integral part of any such structures."



I











D. With respect to the South Plan Area, the Arts Commission has design
review authority over certain structures to be constructed on land owned (or to be owned)
by the City, which will be developed as public streets, public open space and community
facilities, as well as over art to be placed on public open space and other City property in
the South Plan Area, except as otherwise provided below. "Structures," over which the
Arts Commission has design review authority, consist of objects that are constructed and
permanently affixed to City property, such as buildings, bridges, viaducts, elevated ways,
approaches, gates, fences, lamps and other permanently affixed street furniture on City
streets. The term "structures" as used in this MOU shall have the meaning given in the
preceding sentence. The Arts Commission's Charter authority over structures and art (as
described in the next paragraph) does not apply to any land or improvements that the City
does not and will not own, including, but not limited to, privately owned property.
Furthermore, the Arts Commission does not have design review authority over any
structures built on property under the jurisdiction of the City's Port Commission where
such property is improved in furtherance of uses permitted under the Burton Act ("Port
property"), as is the case of the public streets and open space to be built on Port property
in the South Plan Area. In addition, the Arts Commission does not have design review
authority over landscaping on City property except to the extent such landscaping
constitutes structures as defined above or constitutes works of art under Section 5.103 of
the Charter. Accordingly, any review of landscaping by the Arts Commission other than
structures or works of art on City property shall be advisory only and, if the Arts
Commission provides any comments on such landscaping in connection with its review
of structures, it shall clearly designate such comments as advisory only. The Arts
Commission's design review authority over structures on City property extends solely to
the aesthetic aspects of the design and does not encompass review of proposed land uses.



E. Under Section 5.103 of the City's Charter, the Arts Commission also has
the authority to "approve the design and location of all works of art before they are ...
placed upon ... City and County property..." The Mission Bay South Redevelopment
Plan contains an art requirement applicable to development of Projects. The Arts
Commission has design review authority over works of art placed on City property,
including public streets and open space, in the South Plan Area, except for Port property
as provided above.



F. The Interagency Cooperation Agreement and related Plan Documents
(including, but not limited to, the Design Review and Document Approval Procedure and
Mission Bay Subdivision Ordinance and Regulations) set forth time periods for design
review approvals of Major Phases and Projects by City Agencies. With regard to Major
Phases, all applicable City Agencies, including, without limitation, the Arts Commission,
shall, at their earliest convenience but no later than fifty (50) days from the Agency's
certification of a complete application by the Owner for approval of Concept Plans,
provide any comments and recommendations (including , where applicable, approval,
conditional approval or disapproval) on the elements of the Concept Plans within such
City Agency's jurisdiction, to the Executive Director of the Agency. (The Agency has up
to three (3) days after certification of complete application to provide relevant copies to
City Agencies). With respect to Projects, all applicable City Agencies shall, at their
earliest convenience but no later than (40) days from the Agency's certification of a
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complete application by the Owner for Basic Concept Design approval of a Project,
provide any comments or recommendations (including, where applicable, approval,
conditional approval or disapproval) on the elements of the Basic Concept Design within
such City Agency's jurisdiction, to the Executive Director of the Agency. (Again, the
Agency has up to three (3) days after certification of complete application to provide
relevant copies to City Agencies). In addition, once the Basic Concept Design has been
approved for a Project the following maximum time periods apply to the Agency's :
review and approval (or conditional approval or disapproval) of subsequent documents:
45 days from the Agency's certification of a complete application for Schematic Design;
30 days from the Agency's certification of a complete application for Design
Development Documents; and 10 days from receipt of final documents approved by the
Department of Building Inspection and any other applicable City Agencies with
jurisdiction for Final Construction Documents. The Design Review and Document
Approval Procedure also contains procedures for revisions of submittals and procedures
for disapproval in whole or in part and approval subject to specified conditions. Only
certain of these submittals are applicable to the review of design of public open space and
streets, as described in Paragraph G and Section 2.2 below.



G. Under the Design Review and Document Approval Procedure , the Mission
Bay Subdivision Ordinance and Regulations and other Plan Documents , the applicable
phases for design review of improvements to public open space and streets are as follows.
For open space improvements , which are to be constructed by the Owner , the Owner is
required to submit design at the Concept Plan phase for Major Phases and thereafter to
submit additional design at the Schematic Design, Design Development Documents and
Improvement Plans phases . Concept Plans , Schematic Design and Design Development
Documents are governed by the Design Review and Document Approval Procedure.
Improvement Plans are governed by the Mission Bay Subdivision Ordinance and
Regulations . The Owner is required to submit a Streetscape Plan for all of the streets in
the South Plan Area prior to or concurrently with submission of the first application for
approval of Concept Plans for a Major Phase . The Streetscape Plan is a concept level
plan which includes , at a minimum , a description of street trees, lighting, street
furnishings , sidewalk treatment , paving, and curbing as further provided in the project
description contained in Exhibit A attached hereto . The Owner may elect to include
detailed design of the objects of street furniture and any other structures to be installed in
the streets in .the Streetscape Plan. However , if such detailed design is not included in the
Streetscape Plan, then additional streetscape design may be included in the Concept Plans
for a Major Phase and, if not in the Concept Plans, shall be included in the Improvement
Plans to be submitted by the Owner under the Mission Bay Subdivision Ordinance and
Regulations and subject to review by the Arts Commission as provided herein . The Plan
Documents do not specify phases of submission or time lines for review of construction
by the City of any structures on the community facility parcel shown on the attached
Exhibit A.



H. Under Section 2.2(b) of the Interagency Cooperation Agreement, the City
has committed to the provision of assistance to the Agency in carrying out the Mission
Bay South Redevelopment Plan and the Plan Documents as set forth in the Interagency
Cooperation Agreement and in any memoranda of understanding or other agreements
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among the City Agencies or the City and the Agency that may be entered into in
furtherance of the Interagency Cooperation Agreement. Consistent with these
provisions, the Agency and the Arts Commission wish to confirm the manner in which
they will cooperate in the review of design of structures and works of art over which both
the Agency and the Arts Commission would have design review authority and to confirm
the Arts Commission's requirement to act within the review schedules set forth in the
Interagency Cooperation Agreement and Design Review and Document Approval:
Procedure, which apply to all City Agencies, as further provided below. -



ACCORDINGLY, in consideration of the public benefits and other matters
described in the foregoing recitals, the covenants contained in this MOU and for other
good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which are mutually
acknowledged, the Arts Commission and Agency agree as follows:



1. Purpose of this MOU; Relationship to Interagency Cooperation
Agreement; Scope of Arts Commission Design Review Authority. The purpose of this
MOU is to facilitate the implementation of the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan
and the development of the South Plan Area in accordance with the Mission Bay South
Redevelopment Plan and the Plan Documents, including the Interagency Cooperation
Agreement and Design Review and Document Approval Procedure. This MOU shall be
subject and subordinate to the Interagency Cooperation Agreement and all of its
provisions, including, without limitation, the limitation on liability of the City Agencies
contained therein. The parties acknowledge and agree that the nature and scope of the
Arts Commission's design review authority with respect to the South Plan Area is solely
as described in recitals C, D and E above. The parties recognize that the decisions of the
Arts Commission rendered in accordance with this MOU shall be binding on the Agency
with respect to those matters that are within the Arts Commission's jurisdiction and over
which the Arts Commission has approval authority pursuant to the Charter, as described
herein. For purposes of the preceding sentence, "binding on the Agency" means that the
Agency shall not approve the Improvement Plans as to matters over which the Arts
Commission has jurisdiction and the Owner may not proceed with construction of a
structure or installation of a work of art over which the Arts Commission has jurisdiction
as provided herein unless such design is consistent with the design approved by the Arts
Commission, provided that nothing herein shall limit the Agency's exercise of its design
review authority consistent with the Plan Documents over such structures or works of art.



2. Cooperation in Design Review. To the extent the Arts Commission has
design review authority over any structures and the design and location of art pursuant to
Section 5.103 of the City's Charter, the Arts Commission and the Agency shall work
collaboratively with one another and with the Owner to ensure that design issues are
discussed as early in the review process as possible and to act consistently with respect to,
review of the design of specific structures, in accordance with the provisions of this
MOU. In addition, the Agency, together with the Owner, shall consult with the Arts
Commission early in the process for selection of art and artists in light of the
requirements of Section 2.3 below.
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2.1 Expeditious Processing of Approvals. To the extent it has design
review authority, the Arts Commission shall treat the redevelopment of the South Plan
Area contemplated by the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan and the Plan
Documents as a priority project, with a need for expeditious processing of required
design reviews (including the need for special meetings if necessary), in accordance with
the time periods for Concept Plan approvals for Major Phases set forth in Section 2.1(a)
of the Interagency Cooperation Agreement and in a timely fashion to allow the Agency to
meet the time periods for subsequent approvals set forth in other applicable Plan -
Documents, including the Design Review and Document Approval Procedure and the
Mission Bay Subdivision Ordinance and Regulations, as generally described in Recital F
above. The Agency shall promptly provide to the Arts Commission relevant portions of
applications for Major Phase and Project approvals to the extent the Arts Commission
may have design review authority of items within the scope of this MOU, consistent with
Section 5.103 of the City's Charter. In particular, with respect to Schematic Design,
Design Development Documents and Improvement Plans, the Agency shall use its best
efforts to immediately deliver to the Arts Commission copies of such documents as to
elements within the Arts Commission's jurisdiction.



2.2 Design Review over Structures. Subject to Section 2.1 above,
design review of Major Phases and Projects shall be performed pursuant to the
Interagency Cooperation Agreement and the Plan Documents, including the Design
Review and Document Approval Procedure attached to the South OPA and the Mission
Bay Subdivision Ordinance and Regulations. The Arts Commission shall have the right
to review and approve the design for structures on City property, except for structures on
Port property to be constructed as public open space and streets by the Owner or
otherwise used for public trust purposes in accordance with the South OPA (which Port
lands are shown on Exhibit B attached to this MOU).



(a) Public Open Space . For purposes hereof, the Arts
Commission ' s review and approval of design with respect to structures on public open
space means and requires : (i) review and approval of the design of items within the scope
of this MOU by the Civic Design Committee and the Arts Commission at the stage of
submission by the Owner of an application for approval of Concept Plans for a Major
Phase and (ii) review and approval of Schematic Design , Design Development
Documents and Improvement Plans, where applicable , by the Civic Design Committee
(or its successor) only, or, with the approval of the Civic Design Committee, the
Executive Director or his or her designee, provided that applications for Schematic
Design, Design Development Documents and Improvement Plans are consistent with the
Concept Plans for a Major Phase as approved by the Arts Commission . In each instance,
the Arts Commission shall approve , disapprove , or conditionally approve the design, in
writing, ( 1) with respect to elements of Concept Plans within the Art Commission's
jurisdiction , at its earliest convenience but no later than the 50-day maximum time frame
for approval of a Major Phase established under Section 2.1 (a) of the Interagency
Cooperation Agreement as described in Recital F and (2) with respect to elements of
Schematic Design , Design Development Documents and Improvement Plans within its
jurisdiction , at its earliest convenience but no later than (A) thirty (30) days from the
certification of a complete application for Schematic Design and (B) twenty one (21)



5











days from the certification of a complete application for Design Development
Documents, in order to allow the Agency to meet the time deadlines set forth in the
Design Review and Document Approval Procedure as generally described in Recital F,
and (C) twenty-one (21) days after submittal of the Improvement Plans to the Department
of Public Works, in order to allow the Department of Public Works to meet the 60-day
period referred to in Section 1446 of the Mission Bay Subdivision Code and Section
66456.2 of the Government Code. If the Arts Commission disapproves the design in
whole or in part, the Arts Commission shall state the reason or reasons and recommend
changes or make other recommendations, in writing to the Agency and the Owner. Any
such reasons for disapproval or recommended changes must be in conformity with the
Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan and the Plan Documents. Immediately upon
receipt, the Agency shall provide the Owner with a copy of the Arts Commission's
approval, conditional approval or disapproval with respect to a Major Phase or Project, or
relevant component thereof.



(b) Public Streets. For purposes hereof, the Arts Commission's
review and approval of design with respect to structures on public streets means and
requires: (i) review and approval of the design of public street items within the scope of
this MOU by the Civic Design Committee and the Arts Commission at the stage of
submission by the Owner of an application for approval of a Streetscape Plan in
connection with the first Major Phase and for any Major Phase Concept Plans that
include additional streetscape detail beyond that provided in the Streetscape Plan and
(ii) review and approval of items within the scope of this MOU by the Civic Design
Committee (or its successor) only, or, with the approval of the Civic Design Committee,
the Executive Director or his or her designee at the stage of submission by the Owner of
an application for approval of Improvement Plans, provided that applications for
Improvement Plans are consistent with the Streetscape Plan and any Concept Plans for a
Major Phase as approved by the Arts Commission. In each instance, the Arts
Commission shall approve, disapprove, or conditionally approve the design, in writing,
(1) with respect to elements of the Streetscape Plan and/or Concept Plans within the Art
Commission's jurisdiction, at its earliest convenience but no later than the maximum time
frame established under Section 2.1(a) of the Interagency Cooperation Agreement for
approval of a Major Phase as described in Recital F and (2) with respect to elements of
Improvement Plans within its jurisdiction, at its earliest convenience but no later than
fifty (50) days after submittal of the Improvement Plans to the Department of Public
Works, in order to allow the Department of Public Works to meet the 60-day period
referred to in Section 1446 of the Mission Bay Subdivision Code and Section 66456.2 of
the Government Code. If the Arts Commission disapproves the design in whole or in
part, the Arts Commission shall state the reason or reasons and recommend changes or
make other recommendations, in writing to the Agency (and, in the case of Improvement
Plans, to the Director of the Department of Public Works) and the Owner. Any such
reasons for disapproval or recommended changes must be in conformity with the Mission
Bay South Redevelopment Plan and the Plan Documents. Immediately upon receipt, the
Agency or the Department of Public Works, as applicable, shall provide the Owner with a
copy of the Arts Commission's approval, conditional approval or disapproval with
respect to a Major Phase or Project, or relevant component thereof.
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(c) Notwithstanding the foregoing , no Arts Commission design
review approval shall be required for a Major Phase or Project if (a) the Major Phase or
Project does not include structures in adjacent public space or public streets or (b) the
Major Phase or Project includes structures in an adjacent public street which are the same
in all material respects as the detailed design for structures included in the Streetscape
Plan, Concept Plans (if applicable) and Improvement Plans for another Major Phase
previously approved by the Arts Commission.



(d) Further notwithstanding the foregoing, the review of the
design of any structures to be constructed by the City on Block 8 (the Community
Facilities Parcel) or on Block 14 (if such property is owned by the City rather than the
School District) shall not be subject to the timelines for review set forth herein.
However, if Blocks 8 or. 14 are shown in the application by the Owner for approval of a
Major Phase, then (i) the time period applicable to Arts Commission review of such
Major Phase shall not be extended due to the inclusion of such Block and (ii) the Major
Phase application shall not be deemed incomplete for failure to provide submission
materials including, but not limited to, Concept Plans for such Block.



(e) The parties acknowledge and agree that the time deadlines
and submission requirements of the Arts Commission's Civic Design Guidelines shall
apply to development by the Owner in the South Plan Area to the extent they are .
consistent with the Design Review and Document Approval Procedure and Mission Bay
Subdivision Ordinance and Regulations.



(f) The Arts Commission's review of each phase of additional
design detail must be consistent with the design that it has approved for the previous
phase of design.



(g) Upon request by the Owner, the Executive Director of the
Arts Commission, the Owner and the Agency may agree to any extension of time
necessary to allow revisions of submittals prior to a decision by the Arts Commission.
The Arts Commission shall review all such revisions as expeditiously as possible as
provided above, within the time frame of extension agreed to by the Owner, the Agency
and the Executive Director of the Arts Commission. In the event that the Arts
Commission (i) disapproves an application in whole or in part or (ii) approves the
application with specified conditions and the Owner submits a revised application, the
Arts Commission shall consider a revised submission as expeditiously as possible but in
no event longer than the applicable time period for an original application.



2.3 Design Review of Works of Art. Any works of art that are to be
placed on City property (other than Port property) must first be submitted to and
approved by the Arts Commission. For purposes hereof, the Arts Commission's review
and approval of works of art means and requires review and approval of art that is within
the scope of this MOU by the Visual Arts Committee (or it successor) and the Arts
Commission. The parties acknowledge that the Arts Commission's process for selection
of art and artists under its Public Art Program does not apply to development by the
Owner in the South Plan Area only to the extent that such development (i) is governed by
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the art requirement set forth in the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan and (ii) does
not involve a proposal for a bond issue by the City (and not the Agency) or a request by a
City officer, board of commission for the construction of a building, aboveground
structure, new park or transportation improvement project pursuant to Section 3.19 of the
Administrative Code.



3. General Provisions.



3.1 Notices. A notice or communication under this MOU by either
party to the other shall be sufficiently given or delivered if dispatched by hand or by
registered or certified mail, postage prepaid, addressed as follows:



(i) In the case of a notice or communication to the Agency:



San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
770 Golden Gate Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94102-3102
Attn: Executive Director
Reference: Mission Bay South
Telefacsimile: (415) 749-2565



San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
770 Golden Gate Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94102-3102
Attn: General Counsel
Reference: Mission Bay South
Telefacsimile: (415) 749-2575



(ii) In the case of a notice or communication to the Arts
Commission:



Arts Commission
25 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 240
San Francisco, California 94102
Attn: Director of Cultural Affairs
Telefacsimile: (415) 252-2595



with a copy to:



Office of the Mayor
City and County of San Francisco
City Hall
I Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102
Attn: Mission Bay Project Manager
Reference: Mission Bay South
Telefacsimile: (415) 554-6018



and to:
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Office of the City Attorney
Room 234, City Hall
I Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco , CA 94102-4682
Attn: Jesse C. Smith
Reference : Mission Bay South
Telefacsimile : (415) 554-4755



(ii) And in the case of a notice or communication sent by either
the City or the Agency to the other, a copy shall be sent to the Owner Representative at:



Catellus Development Corporation
201 Mission Street , Second Floor
San Francisco , California 94105
Attn: Mission Bay Development Office
Telefacsimile: (415) 974-3724.



With a copies to:



Catellus Development Corporation
201 Mission Street, Second Floor
San Francisco, California 94105
Attn: General Counsel
Telefacsimile: (415) 974-4613



And to:



telefacsimile.



Coblentz, Patch, Duffy & Bass, LLP
222 Kearny Street, 7th Floor
San Francisco, California 94108
Attn: Pamela S. Duffy
Telefacsimile: (415) 989-1663



I



For the convenience of the parties, copies of notice may also be given by



Every notice given to a party hereto, pursuant to the terms of this MOU,
must state (or must be accompanied by a cover letter that states ) substantially the
following:



(a) the Section of this MOU pursuant to which the notice is
given and the action or response required , if any;



(b) if applicable, the period of time within which the recipient
of the notice must respond thereto;



(c) if approval is being requested, shall be clearly marked
"Request for Approval under the Mission Bay South Arts Commission MOU"; and
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(d) if a notice of a disapproval or an objection which requires
reasonableness, shall specify with particularity the reasons therefor.



The notice requirements herein shall not apply to submissions for
approvals or to subsequent Arts Commission actions (subject to the Agency's and the
Department of Public Works' respective obligations to notify the Owner of such actions
as provided herein).



5.2 Successors and Assigns; Third Party Beneficiary. This MOU shall inure
to the benefit of and bind the respective successors and assigns of the Arts Commission
and the Agency. The Owner, including any Transferee of the Owner permitted under the
South OPA, is an intended third party beneficiary of this MOU. Except as provided
above with respect to the Owner and its permitted Transferees, this MOU is for the
exclusive benefit of the parties hereto and not for the benefit of any other Person and
shall not be deemed to have conferred any rights, express or implied, upon any other
Person.



5.3 Other General Provisions. Without limiting Section 1 of this MOU, any of
the general provisions of the Interagency Cooperation Agreement not otherwise specified
in this Section 5 are incorporated herein and made a part hereof by reference.
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Arts Commission and the Agency have duly
executed and delivered this MOU as of the date first written above.



ARTS COMMISSION
OF THEJ 'Y AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO



Richard Newirth
Director of Cultural Affairs



APPROVED AS TO FORM:



LOUISE H. RENNE
City Attorney



REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF THE CITY
AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO,
a public body , corporate and politic, of the State of California



James B. Morales
Executive Director



APPROVED AS TO FORM:



General Counsel
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EXHIBIT A



MISSION BAY SOUTH .



LAND USE PLAN AND PROJECT DESCRIPTION



Initially capitalized terms unless separately defined in this project description have the
meanings and content set forth in the South OPA. "Local-serving" has the meaning and content
set forth in the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan.



The South Plan Area contains a mix of primarily residential, retail and
commercial industrial uses , with associated parking and loading areas , together with supporting
infrastructure, including a significant open space component. The development program of
Owner and the Agency for the South Plan Area is more specifically as follows:



1. Owner's Development Program.



A. Infrastructure Program.



The Owner's obligations with respect to Infrastructure are set forth in the Infrastructure
Plan. Together with the Mission Bay Subdivision Code and Regulations, the Infrastructure Plan
establishes the design standards, construction standards, criteria and specifications for
Infrastructure in the South Plan Area. In addition, the Infrastructure Plan and the South OPA
describe the obligations of Owner and the City with respect to community facilities, including a
police/fire station and school, which are both permitted on sites so designated in the Mission Bay
South Redevelopment Plan. The Infrastructure Plan also contains an Infrastructure phasing
methodology which establishes the timing and components of Infrastructure that will be required
in connection with a Major Phase or Project.



B. Development Program Components.



In addition to and in conjunction with the Infrastructure described in the Infrastructure
Plan, the Owner is permitted to construct the following Improvements in the South Plan Area on
sites where such uses are permitted by the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan:



1. Up to approximately 1,900 market -rate Dwelling Units as defined in the
Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan; provided , however , that Owner may
elect to construct additional units that the Agency would otherwise be permitted
to construct pursuant to the terms and conditions of Section 3.4.3 of the South



OPA.



2. Up to approximately 230,000 Leasable square feet of retail uses as defined
in the Redevelopment Plan. The allowable retail space includes: 159,300



I











Leasable square feet of Local-serving retail, 20,700 Leasable square feet of City-
serving retail, and 50,000 Leasable square feet of entertainment retail.



3. An up to 500 room hotel and associated facilities such as retail, banquet
and conference rooms.



4. Up to 5,000,000 Leasable square feet of Commercial Industrial uses, as
defined in the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan.



5. Public facilities, including .open lot or enclosed storage, pump station,
railroad tracks and related facilities, or other public use or structure.



6. Approximately 41 acres of open space , including eight acres within the
UCSF site, plus an additional approximately two (2) acres on Port property
outside of and adjacent to the South Plan Area.



7. Associated parking and loading, as provided in the Mission Bay South
Design for Development document. .



8. Temporary uses permitted under the Mission Bay South Redevelopment
Plan and interim uses as may be approved pursuant to the Mission Bay South
Redevelopment Plan.



9. Non-conforming uses, subject to the terms and conditions of the Mission
Bay South Redevelopment Plan.



C. Streetscape.



The Owner shall prepare and submit to the Agency a Streetscape Plan for the South Plan
Area prior to or concurrent with the first Major Phase submission. The Streetscape Plan shall be
a concept level plan which includes, at a minimum, the following:



1. Street Trees. The Streetscape Plan will depict the types of street tree
species proposed , general location , planting frequency and size, and relationship
to the street hierarchy.



2. Lighting. The Streetscape Plan will describe lighting fixture types,
general location and frequency.



3. Street Furnishings. The Streetscape Plan will describe, for street
furnishings such as benches, trash receptacles, newspaper racks, bicycle racks and
kiosks, their general location, frequency and types.



4. Sidewalk Treatment, Paving and Curbing. The Streetscape Plan will
depict generally the sidewalk treatment, paving and curbing features.
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D. Si na e.



The Owner shall prepare and submit to the Agency a Signage Plan for the South Plan
Area prior to or concurrent with the first Major Phase submission . The Signage Plan shall be a
concept level plan which includes, at a minimum, a description of any uniform signage features
proposed for the South Plan Area or , at Owner 's election , as to those land use categories
contained in the first Major Phase . Uniform signage features for any remaining laird use
categories would then be submitted as part of the first Major Phase submission that contains such
categories. Uniform signage is not required, however, for the South Plan Area or any land uses
therein, except for signs and images that pertain to safety, direction and orientation, which shall
be located and signed consistently in major paths and intersections.



E. Channel Edge.



The Owner shall prepare and submit to the Agency a Channel Edge Plan. This Plan,
covering the portions of blocks P.1, P2 and P8 from the top of the South Channel bank toward the
Channel to the mean low tide line, shall be a concept level plan which describes concepts for
vegetation and, where necessary, bank stabilization techniques. This information will be
submitted for blocks P 1, P2 and P8 prior to or concurrent with the first Major Phase submission
that includes one or more of these blocks. The treatment of P3 will be addressed separately as
part of the Major Phase submission that includes that block.



H. A ency's Development Program



A. Infrastructure.



The Agency's obligations with respect to Infrastructure are set forth in the Infrastructure
Plan and the Mission Bay Subdivision Code and Regulations. The Owner is responsible for
providing Infrastructure to the Agency Affordable Housing Parcels in accordance with the South
OPA, consistent with the Infrastructure Plan and Mission Bay Subdivision Regulations,
including the phasing methodology.



B. Development Program Components.



I. Up to approximately 1,100 Affordable Housing Units, including a mix of
rental and ownership units . This number may be increased under the terms and
conditions of the Mission Bay South Housing Program.



2. Associated parking and loading, as provided in the Design for
Development document.



3. Up to approximately 30,000 Leasable square feet of Local-serving retail
on Affordable Housing Parcels.



•
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4. Temporary uses permitted under the Mission Bay South Redevelopment
Plan and interim uses as may be approved pursuant to the Mission Bay South
Redevelopment Plan.



5. Non-conforming uses , subject to the terms and conditions of the Mission
Bay South Redevelopment Plan.



P:%WD%4B 482O\EXH A TO S-TAKdoc 4











® OPEN SPACE HOTEL
(Mixed use including Retail)



Uollllr



MISSION BAY RESIDENTIAL
(Mixed use including
neighborhood serving Retail)



AO-SO- ,a . MRTMLRS



F/' COMMERCIAL INDUSTRIAL
(Mixed use including
neighborhood serving Retail)



ffl^g



33



'
7-
34



UCSF



PUBLIC FACILITIES
(School , Police . Fire, Rail
and Area below Freeway)



MISSION BAY LAND USE PLAN - SOUTH
SYI /11AMCA< .4 CW,OAMY



COMMERCIAL INDUSTRIAL I
RETAIL



0 `° N



urea vs D(T O .c+n c.O* ? O











EXHIBIT B
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: "Ford Fish"
Cc: Sider, Dan
Subject: RE: Prop M Allocations
Date: Thursday, May 29, 2014 5:15:00 PM


Thank you, Ford.
 
Also – could you please let me know when you (and possibly your broker) would be available to
have a call on Block 26/27?  Since it is open for offers and I have already been receiving some calls, it
would be good to make sure we are all on the same page on the design review process, etc.  So that
there is no confusion on the part of potential purchasers.  


Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 
From: Ford Fish [mailto:ffish@salesforce.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 1:58 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Sider, Dan
Subject: Re: Prop M Allocations
 
Catherine,
 
As you probably know we are in contract to sell UCSF (500,000 sf development rights,
blocks 33 & 34) and Warrior's (1,000,000 sq. ft of development rights, blocks 29-32).  We
are also in the market to sell the remaining parcels 26 & 27 (422,980 sq. ft. development
rights).  All of this is prop M sq. ft..
 
I will have our attorneys prepare the report you are requesting. 


Ford Fish


SVP, Real Estate & Workplace Services  |  salesforce.com


O:  415.882.2637 C:  415.328.5506 | F:  415.813.5750 E: ffish@salesforce.com 


Salesforce.com Fortune's 100 Best Companies to Work For list for 2014


 



mailto:ffish@salesforce.com

mailto:dan.sider@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

http://www.salesforce.com/

http://www.salesforce.com/

http://www.salesforce.com/

http://www.salesforce.com/

mailto:ffish@salesforce.com

http://money.cnn.com/magazines/fortune/bestcompanies/2011/snapshots/52.html





 


On Thu, May 29, 2014 at 11:40 AM, Reilly, Catherine (OCII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:
Sorry, I forgot the attachment.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1,
2014.
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 11:40 AM
To: 'ffish@salesforce.com'; Steve Richardson
Cc: Sider, Dan
Subject: Prop M Allocations
 
Hi Ford and Steve – we all the movement in land in Mission Bay the Planning Department
and OCII want to make sure we are all in agreement on the status and allocation of the
ARE/Salesforce Prop M pot of square footage. 
 
Per the original ARE agreement, there is an requirement for a report to be submitted twice a
year (approval attached) identifying the amount of square footage developed and utilizing
Prop M allocation.  If you have not submitted the February 17th report to the Zoning
Administrator (and cc Dan Sider and myself) as soon as possible so that we have an official
record.  If any Prop M allocation is proposed to be sold to another user, please identify that in
the report.
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1,
2014.
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From: Toby Levine
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting
Date: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 4:53:14 PM


Thank you Catherine for organizing this.  I cannot attend next week as Jerry and I 
will be out of town.  I would like to have an opportunity to talk with that team.  I 
think a lot of their problems come from their building graphics. (The landscape 
drawings are better.)  I think I could help them  


I am available anytime on Monday, May 26.  I am available Tuesday, late afternoon 
and evening.  Wednesday, 5/28 after 6PM and then that's it for the week.


I do like the project.  I also hope that the retail they are planning will help support 
the neighborhood.


Toby
On Jan 14, 2014, at 3:20 PM, Reilly, Catherine (OCII) wrote:


Hello CAC Members – we are trying to schedule a follow-up meeting with the Block 1 
design team to allow the CAC and community to work on addressing the concerns 
raised at last week’s meeting.  Please let me know if you are planning on attending, and 
also if you would be available next Wednesday, May 21 at 5.  If you do plan on 


participating and cannot make the 21st, please let me know what evenings would work 
for you next week and the following.
 
Also, please let me know if you do NOT want me to provide your contact information 
to other City agencies for them to outreach to you for the Warriors project. 
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 



x-msg://69/tobylevine@earthlink.net
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From: Eric Young
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Mission Bay
Date: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 11:14:11 AM


Hello. As you probably know we're going to follow the Warriors' plans to
build a new arena in Mission Bay.
Will you please tell me what public filings the team will be making so that
we can stay on top of that development?
Also, what other public agencies should we check in with to ask the same
question?
Thank you for your time.
___________
Eric Young
Reporter
San Francisco Business Times


OFFICE: (415) 288-4969
CELL: (415) 717-6429
WEB: www.SanFranciscoBusinessTimes.com
TWITTER: @SFBIZericyoung; SFBayAreaEcon
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From: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Oerth, Sally (OCII)
Subject: RE: Prop M and Planning
Date: Wednesday, May 21, 2014 8:41:14 AM


That’s fine.  Dan Sider is the right person.  I recently asked Mike to work with Dan to confirm the
outstanding pipeline so that there are no issues for TB Block 5.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, May 20, 2014 12:43 PM
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Cc: Oerth, Sally (OCII)
Subject: Prop M and Planning
 
Tiffany – I have a due diligence request for Blocks 26/27 and they would like to get more information
on the Prop M allocation and the ARE “bucket”.  I usually work with Dan Sider/Corey Teague on
these questions, but wanted to make sure you are ok with me bringing them in for this, or if you
want to talk to John Rahaim first before I engage his staff.  It will most likely cross over to an extent
on the total amount that SF has of Prop M and what they sold to UCSF/Warriors.  I will need to
respond asap on the due diligence request, so please let  me know what I can do to help.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=90F18176992249A989A294CF1BA8F547-TIFFANY BOHEE
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From: Kevin Simons
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting
Date: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 4:09:06 PM


Catherine,


I'll be there - but what location?


Also - would it be possible for you and I to chat for a minute or 2 about Block 1?  


I really hate the proposal in it's current form.  I think the massing is fine, the angles, etc
are all good - but the lack of creativity is overwhelming.  


I'd love to know if OCII staff share my disappointment?  I try not to be an architecture
critic - I don't think that's my job - but as I said in last weeks' meeting, I'm also getting
VERY tired of everybody complaining about the box jobs - boring palettes - uninspired
architecture that plague Mission Bay.  We represent the citizens of the City, and they've
made it VERY clear (at least to me) that they hate most of the Mission Bay projects that
have been completed to date. As such I feel compelled to be more vocal with these
architects with my criticisms.


I think we have a chance here to put a fire under these guys and mix things up... if we
don't start getting some inspired architecture (and by that I mean exterior treatments) in
Mission Bay, it IS going to be one of the blandest and most underwhelming
neighborhoods in SF. 


-Kevin
415 378 2347


From: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
To: 
Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 3:20 PM
Subject: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting 


Hello CAC Members – we are trying to schedule a follow-up meeting with the Block 1
design team to allow the CAC and community to work on addressing the concerns raised at
last week’s meeting.  Please let me know if you are planning on attending, and also if you
would be available next Wednesday, May 21 at 5.  If you do plan on participating and


cannot make the 21st, please let me know what evenings would work for you next week
and the following.
 
Also, please let me know if you do NOT want me to provide your contact information to
other City agencies for them to outreach to you for the Warriors project. 
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor



mailto:kevin_simons@yahoo.com
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San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: José I. Farrán
To: Wise, Viktoriya
Cc: Luba C. Wyznyckyj
Subject: Modal split considerations for Piers 30-32
Date: Sunday, January 19, 2014 6:30:02 PM
Attachments: Mode choice adjustments for Piers 30-32 v3.pdf


Viktoriya – following on our conversations this past week, here is an assessment of the possible
adjustments to the modal split for the Piers 30-32 project.  The assessment also includes the latest
data we received from MTA about the modal split for AC34.  The assessment is summarized on the
first page of the attached document; the other two pages include a summary of the SF Giants surveys
and the AC34 data.
 
As we discussed, the adjustments are based on the responses that the SF Giants collected in 2007 in
regard to two questions related to parking becoming more difficult and more expensive.  As shown in
the table on the first page, 32% of the fans who drove in 2007 would switch to walking or taking transit
if parking became more expensive or more difficult.
 
Assuming this is the case near Piers 30-32, if we apply those reductions to the 2007 data (average
data for weekday and average data for Saturday when the surveys were taken) we get that 35% and
39% of the fans would drive in a weekday and on a Saturday respectively; this would compare to the
current average of about 38% and 52% at AT&T park for weekdays and Saturdays, respectively.
 
Note that previously I was only using the evening data for weekdays and Saturdays as part of the
analysis, but upon further review I believe that using the average for each day could make more sense
as it addresses an unusual drop in auto use for the weekday evening (only 33%).
 
Looking at the table at the bottom of the first page you can see that the weekday numbers for auto
usage at the Piers and SWL 337 are not that different (35% an 38%), which I believe makes sense
since there is substantial parking difficulties and better transit on weekdays and many people already
report to walk from their place of work, probably in or near downtown SF.  The biggest shift in auto
usage between the piers and SWL 337 occurs on Saturdays (39% and 52%), which also makes sense
since that’s when transit service is lighter and it would be better for those not driving to be near a
better served area such as the piers.
 
The numbers of auto usage are at least twice as high as those shown for AC34 (18%), which also
makes sense since the AC34 events ended early in the day when it is more pleasant to walk, bike or
take transit than after a basketball game at 10 or 11 PM.
 
Let me know what you think, at I can then move forward to complete the travel demand analysis.
 
_______________________________________________________
José I. Farrán, P.E.
  Adavant
         Consulting
200 Francisco St.,  2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133
office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com
www.AdavantConsulting.com
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MODAL SHIFT ANALYSIS



SF GIANTS 2007 SURVEY SF GIANTS 2012 SURVEY
WEEKDAY WEEKEND WEEKDAY WEEKEND



Afternoon Evening Average Afternoon Evening Average Afternoon Evening Average Afternoon Evening Average
Auto 49.5% 53.5% 50.8% 58.1% 52.5% 56.2% 40.9% 33.0% 37.7% 51.8% 51.3% 51.5%
Transit 42.1% 37.0% 40.5% 37.5% 40.2% 38.4% 49.2% 54.2% 51.2% 42.3% 38.9% 40.5%
Taxi 0.9% 1.5% 1.1% 0.9% 1.2% 1.0% 2.0% 2.0% 2.0% 0.4% 2.3% 1.4%
Bike 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.5% 1.5% 1.5% 2.0% 1.0% 1.6% 1.4% 1.7% 1.5%
Walk 5.0% 4.0% 4.7% 0.4% 4.5% 1.8% 3.3% 6.4% 4.6% 2.1% 2.7% 2.4%
Other 1.6% 3.0% 2.0% 1.6% 0.0% 1.0% 2.7% 3.4% 3.0% 2.1% 3.0% 2.6%
All Modes 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%



SF Giants 2007 Survey
If parking 
becomes 



more 
difficult



If parking 
becomes 



more 
expensive Average



See fewer games 44% 53% 48%
Keep driving/parkin 25% 12% 19%
Carpool 2% 2% 2%
Take transit 27% 30% 29%
Walk or bike 2% 3% 3%



100% 100% 100%



SPECTATORS ARRIVING AT EVENT
Possible revised assumptions



Current assumptions Piers 30-32 SWL 337
(based on evening only (based on adjusting (unadjusted average
data from 2012 survey) AC34 avg day data from 2007) day data from 2012)



WEEKDAY SATURDAY Survey WEEKDAY SATURDAY WEEKDAY SATURDAY
Auto 33% 51% 18% 35% 39% 38% 52%
Transit 54% 39% 39% 55% 55% 51% 41%
Taxi 2% 2% 6% 1% 1% 2% 1%
Bike 1% 2% 6% 2% 2% 2% 2%
Walk 6% 3% 30% 5% 2% 5% 2%
Other 3% 3% 2% 2% 1% 3% 3%
All Modes 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
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34th America's Cup
Primary Mode of Transportation



Spectators Event Volunteers
MODE OF TRAVEL
Auto 134            17.9% 66              15.0%
Shuttle bus 6                0.8% 3                0.7%
Muni 75              10.0% 112            25.5%
BART 76              10.2% 66              15.0%
Caltrain 10              1.3% 20              4.5%
Ferry 29              3.9% incl. in "Other"
Taxi 46              6.1% 7                1.6%
Walk 223            29.8% 54              12.3%
Bike/Pedicab 42              5.6% 27              6.1%
Parks at stop and rides transit 95              12.7% 49              11.1%
Other 12              1.6% 36              8.2%
All Modes 748            100.0% 440            100.0%



Auto 134            17.9% 66              15.0%
Transit 291            38.9% 250            56.8%
Taxi 46              6.1% 7                1.6%
Bike 42              5.6% 27              6.1%
Walk 223            29.8% 54              12.3%
Other 12              1.6% 36              8.2%
All Modes 748            100.0% 440            100.0%



Source: Tables 7 and 8 (p. 84); The 34th America's Cup Final People Plan - November 2013
Surveys conducted on Wednesday, August 21, 2013 and Saturday, August 24, 2013. 



SF Giants 2000-2007-2012 Surveys v3.xlsx Printed on 1/19/2014
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SF GIANTS BALLPARK TRANSPORTATION SUMMARY



2000 SURVEY 2007 SURVEY 2012 SURVEY
WEEKDAY WEEKEND All days WEEKDAY WEEKEND All days WEEKDAY WEEKEND All days



Afternoon Evening Afternoon Combined Afternoon Evening Average Afternoon Evening Average Combined Afternoon Evening Average Afternoon Evening Average Combined
ORIGIN OF TRIP
Home 68.0% 72.0% 97.0% 79.0% 76.5% 76.0% 76.3% 96.4% 77.0% 89.9% 82.9% 84.2% 71.7% 79.2% 91.0% 91.1% 91.1% 85.5%
Work 32.0% 28.0% 3.0% 21.0% 19.0% 20.0% 19.3% 0.0% 19.0% 6.3% 13.0% 6.5% 7.1% 6.7% 6.9% 6.0% 6.4% 6.6%
Other included in "Home" included in "Home" 4.5% 4.0% 4.3% 3.7% 4.0% 3.8% 4.1% 9.2% 21.2% 14.1% 2.2% 2.8% 2.5% 7.9%
All Origins 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%



San Francisco 26.7% 40.4% 24.8% 24.8% 27.0% 29.0% 29.0%
East Bay 29.0% 20.5% 25.3% 27.6% 26.6% 27.1% 26.3%
North Bay 19.4% 10.8% 15.7% 17.6% 14.8% 16.1% 15.9%
South Bay 24.9% 28.3% 26.4% 30.0% 31.6% 30.9% 28.8%
All Origins 100.0% 100.0% 92.1% 100.0% 100.0% 103.1% 100.0%



MODE OF TRAVEL
Auto 49.5% 53.5% 50.8% 58.1% 52.5% 56.2% 53.4% 40.9% 33.0% 37.7% 51.8% 51.3% 51.5% 45.1%
Charter bus included in "Auto" included in "Auto" 0.7% 0.0% 0.4% 0.4% 0.0% 0.2% 0.3%
Muni 11.1% 11.7% 11.4% 11.4% 10.0% 11.0% 11.2% 11.0% 19.2% 14.3% 7.7% 9.7% 8.8% 11.3%
BART 13.0% 10.5% 12.2% 12.1% 14.5% 12.9% 12.5% 20.3% 15.3% 18.3% 13.4% 13.1% 13.2% 15.6%
Caltrain 12.4% 11.7% 12.2% 9.8% 9.5% 9.7% 11.0% 9.6% 12.8% 10.9% 12.7% 12.4% 12.5% 11.8%
Ferry 5.6% 3.1% 4.8% 4.2% 6.2% 4.9% 4.8% 7.6% 6.9% 7.3% 8.1% 3.7% 5.8% 6.5%
Taxi 0.9% 1.5% 1.1% 0.9% 1.2% 1.0% 1.1% 2.0% 2.0% 2.0% 0.4% 2.3% 1.4% 1.7%
Walk 6.0% 5.0% 5.7% 1.9% 6.0% 3.3% 4.5% 3.3% 6.4% 4.6% 2.1% 2.7% 2.4% 3.4%
Bike included in "Walk" included in "Walk" 2.0% 1.0% 1.6% 1.4% 1.7% 1.5% 1.6%
Other 1.6% 3.0% 2.0% 1.6% 0.0% 1.0% 1.5% 2.7% 3.4% 3.0% 2.1% 3.0% 2.6% 2.8%
All Modes 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%



Auto 48.0% 50.0% 57.5% 51.8% 49.5% 53.5% 50.8% 58.1% 52.5% 56.2% 53.4% 40.9% 33.0% 37.7% 51.8% 51.3% 51.5% 45.1%
Transit 41.0% 37.0% 33.5% 37.2% 42.1% 37.0% 40.5% 37.5% 40.2% 38.4% 39.5% 49.2% 54.2% 51.2% 42.3% 38.9% 40.5% 45.5%
Taxi included in "Other" included in "Other" 0.9% 1.5% 1.1% 0.9% 1.2% 1.0% 1.1% 2.0% 2.0% 2.0% 0.4% 2.3% 1.4% 1.7%
Bike included in "Other" included in "Other" included in "Walk" included in "Walk" 2.0% 1.0% 1.6% 1.4% 1.7% 1.5% 1.6%
Walk 8.0% 7.0% 5.0% 6.7% 6.0% 5.0% 5.7% 1.9% 6.0% 3.3% 4.5% 3.3% 6.4% 4.6% 2.1% 2.7% 2.4% 3.4%
Other 3.0% 6.0% 4.0% 4.3% 1.6% 3.0% 2.0% 1.6% 0.0% 1.0% 1.5% 2.7% 3.4% 3.0% 2.1% 3.0% 2.6% 2.8%
All Modes 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%



PARKING LOCATION
SF Giants facilities 76.0% 60.0% 61.0% 65.7% 40.5% 33.5% 38.3% 34.0% 38.5% 35.5% 37.0% 45.6% 31.5% 40.4% 35.9% 24.8% 30.3% 34.2%
On-street 20.5% 35.5% 25.2% 29.6% 37.5% 32.2% 28.6% 12.8% 30.1% 19.2% 20.5% 26.1% 23.3% 21.7%
Other off-street facilities 39.0% 31.0% 36.5% 36.4% 24.0% 32.3% 34.5% 41.6% 38.4% 40.4% 43.6% 49.1% 46.4% 44.1%
All parking locations 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%



Avg. number of people in car 2.80             2.48           2.67           2.54           2.47           2.67           2.54           2.54             



Avg. time of arrival before start 36 min 35 min 35 min 42 min 37 min 40 min 38 min



Sources:
San Francisco's New Downtown Ballpark: A home run for public transit; G. Robbins, A. Felder, W. Hurrell; 2001 Institute of Transportation Engineers Annual Meeting.
San Francisco Giants Transportation Survey; SF Giants; August 2007.
San Francisco Giants Transportation Survey; SF Giants; October 2012.
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From: Bagot-Lopez, Barbara
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Beauchamp, Kevin
Cc: White, Melissa; Hussain, Lila (OCII); Davis, Michele
Subject: RE: Publication of UCSF Draft LRDP
Date: Monday, April 28, 2014 9:44:04 AM


Hi, Catherine!  We’ll definitely be doing outreach for the LRDP around all our major campus sites,
including our Mission Bay neighbors.
 
Sincerely,
 


BB
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Sunday, April 27, 2014 4:07 PM
To: Beauchamp, Kevin
Cc: White, Melissa; Bagot-Lopez, Barbara; Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: RE: Publication of UCSF Draft LRDP
 
Hey there – sorry for the delay.
 
#1 – Let me check with Tiffany/Sally if they want to have you come back.  May not be a bad thing.
#2 – Lila or I can forward out the link to the CAC members when available and cc you all.
#3 – I’d add the Warriors to the list.  Otherwise, I assume you will also be outreaching to Dogpatch
and Potrero Hill.  I’d also plan on coming to the MB CAC to do a presentation once the doc is out.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Beauchamp, Kevin [mailto:KBeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Monday, April 14, 2014 3:08 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: White, Melissa; Bagot-Lopez, Barbara
Subject: Publication of UCSF Draft LRDP
 
Catherine—
 
UCSF is planning to publish a draft of its proposed new Long Range Development Plan in May.  We
will be uploading the document to the LRDP website at www.ucsf.edu/LRDP, and revamping the
website to include summary information on the physical proposals for each campus location,
including Mission Bay.  Publication of the Draft LRDP EIR will follow in mid-August, with a 60-day
comment period running through mid-October.  The LRDP proposals for the Mission Bay campus site
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are essentially what was presented at the last Mission Bay workshop in February 2013, with the
addition of Blocks 33-34.  We are planning another round of informational community meetings to


occur in mid-June after the release of the Draft LRDP, and are tentatively holding June 16th (subject
to confirmation) for the Mission Bay meeting.
 
In keeping with our sustainability goals we are planning a primarily electronic distribution of the
Draft LRDP this time around, and will be sending out emails directing folks to the LRDP website for
the draft document.  Messages will be sent to department heads and staff we have been working
with at the City Family (Mayor’s Office, OEWD, City Attorney, OCII, Planning, MTA, DPW, Task Force,
PUC, DPH, Port, and SFUSD), FOCIL, MBDG, ARE, Salesforce and Gladstone, as well as to UCSF’s
Community Advisory Group and UCSF’s community listserve.  We would also like to relay
information on the availability of the draft document to the Mission Bay CAC, and would like your
thoughts on the best way for us to do that.
 
In addition, Melissa will be reaching out to elected and appointed officials including members of the
BOS, Planning Commission and OCII Commission, as well as state and federal electeds.
 
As a courtesy, we would like to make ourselves available for another briefing on the LRDP for the
OCII Commission, if you think that would be appropriate.  (As a reminder, we briefed the OCII
Commission on the LRDP in August 2013; the presentation we used at that meeting is on the LRDP
website at http://www.ucsf.edu/about/cgr/current-projects/lrdp-past-meetings.  The main change
for Mission Bay involves the pending acquisition of Blocks 33-34, plus there have been modest
refinements to our overall growth projections through 2035.)  If you would like us to do another
briefing for the Commission, please let us know what timeframe would be desirable given the dates
noted above, and also what information you would like us to focus on.
 
Could you let us know:
 


1.        If another briefing for the OCII Commission is desired;
2.        Your thoughts on how we should make information on the Draft LRDP available to the MB


CAC; and
3.        If there are any other entities in addition to those noted above that we should include in our


outreach on the draft document.
 
We will also be separately reaching out to John Rahaim to see if another briefing to the Planning
Commission is desired.
 
Thanks—
 
Kevin
 
 
 
Kevin Beauchamp, AICP
Director of Physical Planning



http://www.ucsf.edu/about/cgr/current-projects/lrdp-past-meetings





UCSF Campus Planning
654 Minnesota Street, Second Floor
San Francisco, CA 94143-0286
(415) 476-4238
kbeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu
www.ucsf.edu/LRDP
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From: Michael Cohen
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Toby Levine
Subject: Re: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting
Date: Thursday, May 15, 2014 8:10:23 PM


Will do.


From: <Reilly>, "Catherine.Reilly@sfgov.org" <Catherine.Reilly@sfgov.org>
Date: Thursday, May 15, 2014 at 3:01 PM
To: Michael Cohen <mcohen@stradasf.com>
Cc: "tobylevine@earthlink.net" <tobylevine@earthlink.net>
Subject: RE: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting 


Michael – Toby will not be able to attend a meeting next week, but would love to talk with you 
directly.  Could you please set up a time to talk with her once she returns after next week?  Thanks
 
Toby - 415-647-3052
 
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Toby Levine [mailto:tobylevine@earthlink.net] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 4:53 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting
 
Thank you Catherine for organizing this.  I cannot attend next week as Jerry and I will be out 
of town.  I would like to have an opportunity to talk with that team.  I think a lot of their 
problems come from their building graphics. (The landscape drawings are better.)  I think I 
could help them  
 
I am available anytime on Monday, May 26.  I am available Tuesday, late afternoon and 
evening.  Wednesday, 5/28 after 6PM and then that's it for the week.
 
I do like the project.  I also hope that the retail they are planning will help support the 
neighborhood.
 
Toby
On Jan 14, 2014, at 3:20 PM, Reilly, Catherine (OCII) wrote:
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Hello CAC Members – we are trying to schedule a follow-up meeting with the Block 1 design team 
to allow the CAC and community to work on addressing the concerns raised at last week’s meeting.  
Please let me know if you are planning on attending, and also if you would be available next 


Wednesday, May 21 at 5.  If you do plan on participating and cannot make the 21st, please let me 
know what evenings would work for you next week and the following.
 
Also, please let me know if you do NOT want me to provide your contact information to other City 
agencies for them to outreach to you for the Warriors project. 
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: José I. Farrán
To: Wise, Viktoriya
Subject: Modal split for Piers 30-32 - Companion table
Date: Friday, January 17, 2014 11:19:08 AM
Attachments: SF Giants 2000-2007-2012 Surveys.pdf


 
 
_______________________________________________________
José I. Farrán, P.E.
  Adavant
         Consulting
200 Francisco St.,  2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133
office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com
www.AdavantConsulting.com
 
 
From: José I. Farrán [mailto:jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com] 
Sent: Friday, January 17, 2014 11:15 AM
To: 'Wise, Viktoriya'
Subject: Modal split for Piers 30-32
 
Viktoriya, here is something we could use; I’ll call you shortly.
 
 
 


SF Giants 2007 survey
Parking


more
difficult


Parking
more


expensive Average
See fewer games 44% 53% 48%
Keep driving/parking 25% 12% 19%
Carpool 2% 2% 2%
Take transit 27% 30% 29%
Walk or bike 2% 3% 3%


100% 100% 100%


AT&T Piers 30-32
Weekday
Evening


Saturday
Evening


Weekday
Evening


Saturday
Evening


Auto 33% 51% 23% 35%
Transit 54% 39% 64% 54%
Taxi 2% 2% 2% 2%
Bike 1% 2% 1% 2%
Walk 6% 3% 7% 3%
Other 3% 3% 3% 3%
All Modes 100% 100% 100% 100%
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SF GIANTS BALLPARK TRANSPORTATION SUMMARY



2000 SURVEY 2007 SURVEY 2012 SURVEY
WEEKDAY WEEKEND ALL DAYS WEEKDAY WEEKEND ALL DAYS WEEKDAY WEEKEND ALL DAYS



Afternoon Evening Afternoon COMBINED Afternoon Evening Afternoon Evening COMBINED Afternoon Evening Afternoon Evening COMBINED
ORIGIN OF TRIP
Home 68.0% 72.0% 97.0% 79.0% 76.5% 76.0% 96.5% 77.0% 81.5% 84.2% 71.7% 91.0% 91.1% 84.5%
Work 32.0% 28.0% 3.0% 21.0% 19.0% 20.0% 0.0% 19.0% 14.5% 6.5% 7.1% 6.9% 6.0% 6.6%
Other included in "Home" included in "Home" 4.5% 4.0% 3.5% 4.0% 4.0% 9.3% 21.2% 2.2% 2.8% 8.9%
All Origins 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%



San Francisco 26.7% 40.4% 24.8% 27.0% 29.7%
East Bay 29.0% 20.5% 27.6% 26.6% 25.9%
North Bay 19.4% 10.8% 17.6% 14.8% 15.6%
South Bay 24.9% 28.3% 30.0% 31.7% 28.7%
All Origins 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%



MODE OF TRAVEL
Auto 49.8% 54.0% 59.0% 53.0% 53.9% 40.9% 33.0% 51.8% 51.3% 44.2%
Charter bus included in "Auto" included in "Auto" 0.7% 0.0% 0.4% 0.0% 0.3%
Muni 10.9% 11.6% 11.0% 9.8% 10.8% 11.0% 19.2% 7.7% 9.7% 11.9%
BART 12.8% 10.3% 11.9% 14.4% 12.3% 20.3% 15.3% 13.4% 13.1% 15.5%
Caltrain 12.2% 11.6% 9.5% 9.4% 10.7% 9.6% 12.8% 12.7% 12.4% 11.9%
Ferry 5.5% 3.0% 4.1% 6.2% 4.7% 7.6% 6.9% 8.1% 3.7% 6.6%
Taxi 0.8% 1.5% 0.9% 1.2% 1.1% 2.0% 2.0% 0.4% 2.3% 1.7%
Walk 6.0% 5.0% 2.0% 6.0% 4.8% 3.3% 6.4% 2.1% 2.7% 3.6%
Bike included in "Walk" included in "Walk" 2.0% 1.0% 1.4% 1.7% 1.5%
Other 2.0% 3.0% 1.5% 0.0% 1.6% 2.7% 3.4% 2.1% 3.0% 2.8%
All Modes 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%



Auto 48.0% 50.0% 57.5% 51.8% 49.8% 54.0% 59.0% 53.0% 53.9% 40.9% 33.0% 51.8% 51.3% 44.2%
Transit 41.0% 37.0% 33.5% 37.2% 41.4% 36.5% 36.6% 39.8% 38.6% 49.2% 54.2% 42.3% 38.9% 46.1%
Taxi included in "Other" included in "Other" 0.8% 1.5% 0.9% 1.2% 1.1% 2.0% 2.0% 0.4% 2.3% 1.7%
Bike included in "Other" included in "Other" included in "Walk" included in "Walk" 2.0% 1.0% 1.4% 1.7% 1.5%
Walk 8.0% 7.0% 5.0% 6.7% 6.0% 5.0% 2.0% 6.0% 4.8% 3.3% 6.4% 2.1% 2.7% 3.6%
Other 3.0% 6.0% 4.0% 4.3% 2.0% 3.0% 1.5% 0.0% 1.6% 2.7% 3.4% 2.1% 3.0% 2.8%
All Modes 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%



PARKING LOCATION
SF Giants facilities 76.0% 60.0% 61.0% 65.7% 40.0% 33.0% 33.4% 38.0% 36.1% 45.6% 31.5% 35.9% 24.8% 34.5%
On-street 21.0% 36.0% 29.3% 38.0% 31.1% 12.8% 30.1% 20.5% 26.1% 22.4%
Other off-street facilities 39.0% 31.0% 37.4% 24.0% 32.8% 41.6% 38.4% 43.6% 49.1% 43.2%
All parking locations 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%



Avg. number of people in car 2.80             2.48           2.67           2.48           2.67           2.57             



Avg. time of arrival before start 36 min 35 min 42 min 37 min 37 min



Sources:
San Francisco's New Downtown Ballpark: A home run for public transit; G. Robbins, A. Felder, W. Hurrell; 2001 Institute of Transportation Engineers Annual Meeting.
San Francisco Giants Transportation Survey; SF Giants; August 2007.
San Francisco Giants Transportation Survey; SF Giants; October 2012.
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_______________________________________________________
José I. Farrán, P.E.
  Adavant
         Consulting
200 Francisco St.,  2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133
office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com
www.AdavantConsulting.com
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From: Beauchamp, Kevin
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: White, Melissa; Bagot-Lopez, Barbara; Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: RE: Publication of UCSF Draft LRDP
Date: Tuesday, May 13, 2014 10:30:39 AM


Thanks Catherine.  Did you ever hear back from Tiffany and Sally as to whether we should plan to
return to the OCII Commission on the LRDP?
 
We are happy to do a presentation at the MB CAC.  We want to encourage folks to attend our


Mission Bay LRDP community meeting on June 14th, but could supplement that with a presentation


at the July 10th CAC meeting.
 
Also, do you have any direct contacts for the Warriors that you recommend we include in our
notification, other than their consultants Strada and Gibson Dunn?
 
Kevin
 
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Sunday, April 27, 2014 4:07 PM
To: Beauchamp, Kevin
Cc: White, Melissa; Bagot-Lopez, Barbara; Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: RE: Publication of UCSF Draft LRDP
 
Hey there – sorry for the delay.
 
#1 – Let me check with Tiffany/Sally if they want to have you come back.  May not be a bad thing.
#2 – Lila or I can forward out the link to the CAC members when available and cc you all.
#3 – I’d add the Warriors to the list.  Otherwise, I assume you will also be outreaching to Dogpatch
and Potrero Hill.  I’d also plan on coming to the MB CAC to do a presentation once the doc is out.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 


From: Beauchamp, Kevin [mailto:KBeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Monday, April 14, 2014 3:08 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: White, Melissa; Bagot-Lopez, Barbara
Subject: Publication of UCSF Draft LRDP
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Catherine—
 
UCSF is planning to publish a draft of its proposed new Long Range Development Plan in May.  We
will be uploading the document to the LRDP website at www.ucsf.edu/LRDP, and revamping the
website to include summary information on the physical proposals for each campus location,
including Mission Bay.  Publication of the Draft LRDP EIR will follow in mid-August, with a 60-day
comment period running through mid-October.  The LRDP proposals for the Mission Bay campus site
are essentially what was presented at the last Mission Bay workshop in February 2013, with the
addition of Blocks 33-34.  We are planning another round of informational community meetings to


occur in mid-June after the release of the Draft LRDP, and are tentatively holding June 16th (subject
to confirmation) for the Mission Bay meeting.
 
In keeping with our sustainability goals we are planning a primarily electronic distribution of the
Draft LRDP this time around, and will be sending out emails directing folks to the LRDP website for
the draft document.  Messages will be sent to department heads and staff we have been working
with at the City Family (Mayor’s Office, OEWD, City Attorney, OCII, Planning, MTA, DPW, Task Force,
PUC, DPH, Port, and SFUSD), FOCIL, MBDG, ARE, Salesforce and Gladstone, as well as to UCSF’s
Community Advisory Group and UCSF’s community listserve.  We would also like to relay
information on the availability of the draft document to the Mission Bay CAC, and would like your
thoughts on the best way for us to do that.
 
In addition, Melissa will be reaching out to elected and appointed officials including members of the
BOS, Planning Commission and OCII Commission, as well as state and federal electeds.
 
As a courtesy, we would like to make ourselves available for another briefing on the LRDP for the
OCII Commission, if you think that would be appropriate.  (As a reminder, we briefed the OCII
Commission on the LRDP in August 2013; the presentation we used at that meeting is on the LRDP
website at http://www.ucsf.edu/about/cgr/current-projects/lrdp-past-meetings.  The main change
for Mission Bay involves the pending acquisition of Blocks 33-34, plus there have been modest
refinements to our overall growth projections through 2035.)  If you would like us to do another
briefing for the Commission, please let us know what timeframe would be desirable given the dates
noted above, and also what information you would like us to focus on.
 
Could you let us know:
 


1.        If another briefing for the OCII Commission is desired;
2.        Your thoughts on how we should make information on the Draft LRDP available to the MB


CAC; and
3.        If there are any other entities in addition to those noted above that we should include in our


outreach on the draft document.
 
We will also be separately reaching out to John Rahaim to see if another briefing to the Planning
Commission is desired.
 



http://www.ucsf.edu/LRDP
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Thanks—
 
Kevin
 
 
 
Kevin Beauchamp, AICP
Director of Physical Planning
UCSF Campus Planning
654 Minnesota Street, Second Floor
San Francisco, CA 94143-0286
(415) 476-4238
kbeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu
www.ucsf.edu/LRDP
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From: Sarah Davis
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting
Date: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 3:39:07 PM


I'm very interested in the stadium project and how it meshes with the parks. 


Sarah Davis 
300 Channel Road Box 22
San Francisco, California 94158
415-225-3832 cel
Sarah.Davis.Events@gmail.com
SarahDavisEvents.com
Skype: sarah_davis_events 


On Wed, May 14, 2014 at 3:20 PM, Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hello CAC Members – we are trying to schedule a follow-up meeting with the
Block 1 design team to allow the CAC and community to work on addressing the
concerns raised at last week’s meeting.  Please let me know if you are planning on
attending, and also if you would be available next Wednesday, May 21 at 5.  If
you do plan on participating and cannot make the 21st, please let me know what
evenings would work for you next week and the following.


 


Also, please let me know if you do NOT want me to provide your contact
information to other City agencies for them to outreach to you for the Warriors
project. 


 


Thank you


 


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: José I. Farrán
To: Wise, Viktoriya
Subject: Modal split for Piers 30-32
Date: Friday, January 17, 2014 11:15:08 AM


Viktoriya, here is something we could use; I’ll call you shortly.
 
 
 


SF Giants 2007 survey
Parking


more
difficult


Parking
more


expensive Average
See fewer games 44% 53% 48%
Keep driving/parking 25% 12% 19%
Carpool 2% 2% 2%
Take transit 27% 30% 29%
Walk or bike 2% 3% 3%


100% 100% 100%


AT&T Piers 30-32
Weekday
Evening


Saturday
Evening


Weekday
Evening


Saturday
Evening


Auto 33% 51% 23% 35%
Transit 54% 39% 64% 54%
Taxi 2% 2% 2% 2%
Bike 1% 2% 1% 2%
Walk 6% 3% 7% 3%
Other 3% 3% 3% 3%
All Modes 100% 100% 100% 100%


 
_______________________________________________________
José I. Farrán, P.E.
  Adavant
         Consulting
200 Francisco St.,  2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133
office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com
www.AdavantConsulting.com
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From: José I. Farrán
To: "Liz Brisson"
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya; Bollinger, Brett
Subject: RE: Question re EIR roadway analysis methodology
Date: Thursday, January 09, 2014 9:08:05 AM


Liz – Your question is very good and is at the core of the methodology I use to developed future
cumulative volumes.  In a perfect world, both methods (% and delta) should provide the same results. 
In reality, because the travel demand forecasting model does not exactly match the ground counts the
differences between both methods can be substantial.  For example, if for a given link the model
estimates 50 vehicles in 2012 and 200 vehicles in 2040, the growth is 150 vehicles or 300%.  If the
actual ground count is 200 vehicles instead of 50, the % method estimate 800 vehicles in the future
and the delta method 350 vehicles.  This is a common experience in newly developed areas such as
Mission Bay and the vicinity of Pier 70.
 
Thus, when developing future volumes I look at each location and decide which method makes more
sense for each approach taking into account how close the model replicates the existing count, the
way that the centroid connectors are located in the model network, my knowledge about future growth
in the area, etc.  In general, I pick the delta as a starting point, particularly if I am analyzing contiguous
intersections, as it provides more consistency in vehicle flows from one location to another. It also
resolves the issue of minor streets for which the model might not assign any existing traffic (any
percentage growth applied to zero is still zero).
 
In some cases, I might go with the % method, although I typically calculate one average percentage for
a longer segment (say the average growth on Third St between Mariposa St and King St) and apply
that to all the study intersections along it.
 
It is a detailed (read time consuming) approach that I believe is difficult to mechanize.  In addition,
some additional adjustments have to be made at the end to make sure that the same amount of traffic
leaving an intersection arrives at the next one (i.e., the difference between departing and arriving
volumes should make sense).  I have just started to perform it for 2040 and expect to have it done by
the end of the month.
 
I’ll be happy to talk more about it if you like.
 
_______________________________________________________
José I. Farrán, P.E.
  Adavant
         Consulting
200 Francisco St.,  2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94133
office: (415) 362-3552; mobile: (415) 990-6412
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com
www.AdavantConsulting.com
 
 
From: Liz Brisson [mailto:liz.brisson@sfcta.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 08, 2014 12:48 PM
To: Jose I. Farran
Cc: Viktoriya Wise; Bollinger, Brett
Subject: Question re EIR roadway analysis methodology
 
Hi Jose,
 
Happy 2014 to you!
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I have a question for you. We have our consultant team kicked off and starting analysis for
the Waterfront Transportation Assessment. Last time we met, you described the methodology
you use to forecast future roadway volumes for EIRs that involves starting with base
observed counts and scaling up based on difference between SF-CHAMP base and future
scenarios. My question is about the method you use to scale up. Do you take the percentage
change between the SF-CHAMP base and future year and apply it to observed counts? Or do
you take the absolute difference? Or some other methodology? The WTA will be doing
analysis in 2020 (as well as 2040) and i want to use a consistent methodology.
 
Thanks! Liz
 
--
Liz Brisson
Senior Transportation Planner
San Francisco County Transportation Authority
1455 Market Street, 22nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
415-522-4838


www.sfcta.org
www.facebook.com/sfcta
www.twitter.com/sanfranciscota



http://www.sfcta.org/

http://www.facebook.com/sfcta
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From: corinnewoods@cs.com
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting
Date: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 3:33:37 PM


Works for me as long as we're out of Oversight Board.


Corinne


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) (OCII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
Sent: Wed, May 14, 2014 3:20 pm
Subject: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting


Hello CAC Members – we are trying to schedule a follow-up meeting with the Block 1 design team to
allow the CAC and community to work on addressing the concerns raised at last week’s meeting. 
Please let me know if you are planning on attending, and also if you would be available next
Wednesday, May 21 at 5.  If you do plan on participating and cannot make the 21st, please let me
know what evenings would work for you next week and the following.
 
Also, please let me know if you do NOT want me to provide your contact information to other City
agencies for them to outreach to you for the Warriors project. 
 
Thank you
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Miller, Erin
To: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Next Tuesday, 5/27, 11am GSW Meeting
Date: Wednesday, May 21, 2014 4:17:31 PM


I have a room on the 8th floor reserved for the meeting next week, and I have invited a few key MTA
staff who I think will be interested in and valuable to the discussion regarding Mission Bay
infrastructure. 
 
Adam, as this is the re-start of the GSW meetings, I assume there may be other items on the Agenda
that may be less pertinent to folks in my agency.  Do you think we could develop a draft agenda to
allow me to give folks an idea of their real need to be there?  Maybe presentation at the beginning,
and regular business at the end after we dismiss visitors?
 
Thanks,
 
Erin E. Miller
Project Manager Waterfront Transportation Assessment
 
Urban Planning Initiatives, Sustainable Streets
SFMTA|Municipal Transportation Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
 
415.701.5490 (o)
415.971.7429 (m)
 



mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com

mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

https://www.sfmta.com/fr/projects-planning/projects/waterfront-transportation-assessment-0






From: Jones, Sarah
To: Sue Hestor; Kern, Chris
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya
Subject: RE: Request determinations re Event Center and Mixed-Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330


EIR (Warriors project)
Date: Friday, January 17, 2014 10:13:30 AM


Hi Sue-
 
For the Warriors project, we are intending to include visual simulations in the Project Description for
informational purposes.  They will not substitute for any information that’s normally included in the
Project Description.  The Project Description will not provide the conclusions about aesthetic
impacts that were formerly provided in the Aesthetics portion of the impact analysis.
 
We did not prepare an Initial Study for the project; the NOP doesn’t contain any written
determinations about environmental impacts.  Written determinations about the project’s potential
impacts, and about the project’s consistency with the General Plan and other applicable plans and
policies, will be included in the Draft EIR.
 
In terms of the use of design review or other discretionary authority, this is not within the discretion
of the ERO.  SB 743 doesn’t preclude the Planning Department/Planning Commission/Board of
Supervisors from considering aesthetic issues as part of their discretionary consideration of the
project, it just establishes that aesthetic issues are not to be considered significant impacts under
CEQA for specified projects.  Accordingly, issues related to aesthetics, views, waterfront plan
conformance, etc will continue to be considered through the discretionary approvals for the project.
 
Chris Kern might want to chime in here.  I am also cc:ing Deputy ERO Viktoriya Wise, who is closely
involved with the project on an ongoing basis.
 
-Sarah
 
____________________________
Sarah Bernstein Jones
Environmental Review Officer
Director of Environmental Planning
 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9034│Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: sarah.b.jones@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org
 
 


From: Sue Hestor [mailto:hestor@earthlink.net] 
Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2014 11:41 PM
To: Jones, Sarah; Kern, Chris
Subject: Request determinations re Event Center and Mixed-Use Development at Piers 30-32 and
Seawall Lot 330 EIR (Warriors project)
 
The 11/26/13 SB 743 Summary memo issued by Environmental Review includes a
provision that
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"at the discretion of the Environmental Review Officer visual simulations may be
required, especially for projects that have the potential to alter views or setting called
out in the Urban Design Element of the General Plan."
It further provides that 
"a Lead Agency will continue to maintain the authority to consider aesthetic impacts
pursuant to local design review ordinances or other discretionary powers and that
aesthetics do not include impacts on Historical or Cultural Resources."
and with regard to a CEQA document that
"it is anticipated that much of the information now provided in the Aesthetics section
would be included in the Project Description or other portions of the CEQA
document."
* * * * 


With regard to the first category has the ERO made any determination regarding
whether visual simulations are required for the Warriors project EIR due to potential
impacts per the Urban Design Element?  


Are these simulations a substitute for information that would otherwise be provided in
the EIR?  


Has there been a written determination that the Warriors project EIR project has the
potential to alter view or a setting called out in the Urban Design Element?


* * * *


With regard to the second category has the ERO or anyone in the Planning
Department determined whether local (San Francisco) design review ordinances
confer authority to consider aesthetic impacts regarding the Warriors project?


Has the ERO or anyone in the Planning Department determined whether other
discretionary powers confer authority to consider aesthetic impacts regarding the
Warriors project?


Has the ERO or anyone in the Planning Department determined that this provision
also covers Waterfront area plans or any other non-Urban Design Element section
of the General Plan as it applies to the Warriors project?


* * * *


With regard to the third category has the ERO or any Environmental Review staff
person determined that information that would otherwise be provided in the
Aesthetics section of the Warriors project EIR will now be provided in the Project
Description or another portion of the EIR? 


Thank you for providing this information.







Sue Hestor
870 Market Street #1128
San Francisco CA  94102


Please place this request in the file for this EIR.  


 








From: Sarah Davis
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting
Date: Thursday, May 15, 2014 9:32:13 AM


I'll be at AT&T Park there is a 10,000 person event That night.


If the park is designed to hold large tents..... I could bring a group of say to a
dinner(2,000) or drinks (5,000) and then a show in side the arena. It could make the
park system a ton of money. 


Sarah Davis 
300 Channel Road Box 22
San Francisco, California 94158
415-225-3832 cel
Sarah.Davis.Events@gmail.com
SarahDavisEvents.com
Skype: sarah_davis_events 


On Wed, May 14, 2014 at 6:02 PM, Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Yes, that will be an important issue and please make sure to raise that in future meetings (I’m
already passing that one, but will be good to hear from the public).  Are you interested in the
Block 1 project and if so, does next Wednesday work for you?


 


Hope all is well!


 


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/


 


From: Sarah Davis [mailto:sarah.davis.events@gmail.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2014 3:38 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Follow Up Block 1 Meeting
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I'm very interested in the stadium project and how it meshes with the
parks. 


Sarah Davis 


300 Channel Road Box 22


San Francisco, California 94158


415-225-3832 cel


Sarah.Davis.Events@gmail.com


SarahDavisEvents.com


Skype: sarah_davis_events 


 


 


On Wed, May 14, 2014 at 3:20 PM, Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hello CAC Members – we are trying to schedule a follow-up meeting with the
Block 1 design team to allow the CAC and community to work on addressing the
concerns raised at last week’s meeting.  Please let me know if you are planning on
attending, and also if you would be available next Wednesday, May 21 at 5.  If
you do plan on participating and cannot make the 21st, please let me know what
evenings would work for you next week and the following.


 


Also, please let me know if you do NOT want me to provide your contact
information to other City agencies for them to outreach to you for the Warriors
project. 


 


Thank you


 


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
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