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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: "Clarke Miller"
Subject: RE: Time with GSW design team on 7/24
Date: Thursday, July 24, 2014 11:32:00 AM


No – I will try emailing them.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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, July 24, 2014 11:29 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Time with GSW design team on 7/24
 
Haven’t heard anything from Josh or David Winslow. Have you?
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2014 7:18 AM
To: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: Time with GSW design team on 7/24
 
Let me know if you don't hear back from them. Also let me know if you want me to join in.
See you at 1pm.
 
Catherine
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Clarke Miller
Date:07/23/2014 10:19 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Switzky, Joshua (CPC)" ,"Winslow, David (CPC)"
Cc: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,Jesse Blout ,David Carlock
Subject: Time with GSW design team on 7/24
 
Josh, David,
Our design team has been hard at work today responding to the feedback we heard from you yesterday. We'd be
grateful for the opportunity to share our design changes with you while our team is still in town tomorrow
(Thursday). Do you have time available around 3pm or later you could review the latest SketchUp model with us?
We could either host you at the GSW office at 2 Harrison St or spin you through the model via a video conference. 
Thanks,
Clarke



mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com
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Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group








From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA SOW
Date: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 4:35:00 PM


I didn’t finish my review.  Have a few clean up things (description on MB, etc.) that I will get to you
tomorrow morning.  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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 3:21 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: GSW CEQA SOW
 
Hi Catherine,
Here’s the SOW with GSW and EP comments.
 
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 (CII)
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA SOW
Date: Thursday, July 31, 2014 5:34:23 PM


Sorry – was going to give you a call earlier to let you know I’ve been behind the game – been in
meetings pretty much non-stop.  Not seeing anything major and hoping I can get what I do see to
the folks Monday (dealing with parents this weekend and won’t have much time to work).
 
Thanks for not waiting 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/
 
PLEASE NOTE I WILL BE OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, July 31, 2014 5:15 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA SOW
 
Hi Catherine,
I’m off tomorrow and would like to send my comments to ESA before I leave today (in a few
minutes). Please just go ahead and send any addition comments you have directly to ESA.
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: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 4:36 PM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA SOW
 
I didn’t finish my review.  Have a few clean up things (description on MB, etc.) that I will get to you
tomorrow morning.  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/
 
PLEASE NOTE I WILL BE OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 3:21 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: GSW CEQA SOW
 
Hi Catherine,
Here’s the SOW with GSW and EP comments.
 
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
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Time with GSW design team on 7/24
Date: Thursday, July 24, 2014 11:28:46 AM


Haven’t heard anything from Josh or David Winslow. Have you?
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2014 7:18 AM
To: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: Time with GSW design team on 7/24
 
Let me know if you don't hear back from them. Also let me know if you want me to join in.
See you at 1pm.
 
Catherine
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Clarke Miller
Date:07/23/2014 10:19 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Switzky, Joshua (CPC)" ,"Winslow, David (CPC)"
Cc: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,Jesse Blout ,David Carlock
Subject: Time with GSW design team on 7/24
 
Josh, David,
Our design team has been hard at work today responding to the feedback we heard from you yesterday. We'd be
grateful for the opportunity to share our design changes with you while our team is still in town tomorrow
(Thursday). Do you have time available around 3pm or later you could review the latest SketchUp model with us?
We could either host you at the GSW office at 2 Harrison St or spin you through the model via a video conference. 
Thanks,
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: Time with GSW design team on 7/24
Date: Thursday, July 24, 2014 7:17:59 AM


Let me know if you don't hear back from them. Also let me know if you want me to
join in. See you at 1pm.


Catherine


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: Clarke Miller
Date:07/23/2014 10:19 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Switzky, Joshua (CPC)" ,"Winslow, David (CPC)"
Cc: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,Jesse Blout ,David Carlock
Subject: Time with GSW design team on 7/24


Josh, David,
Our design team has been hard at work today responding to the feedback we heard from you
yesterday. We'd be grateful for the opportunity to share our design changes with you while our team is
still in town tomorrow (Thursday). Do you have time available around 3pm or later you could review the
latest SketchUp model with us? We could either host you at the GSW office at 2 Harrison St or spin you
through the model via a video conference. 
Thanks,
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA SOW
Date: Thursday, July 31, 2014 5:34:00 PM


Sorry – was going to give you a call earlier to let you know I’ve been behind the game – been in
meetings pretty much non-stop.  Not seeing anything major and hoping I can get what I do see to
the folks Monday (dealing with parents this weekend and won’t have much time to work).
 
Thanks for not waiting 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/
 
PLEASE NOTE I WILL BE OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, July 31, 2014 5:15 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA SOW
 
Hi Catherine,
I’m off tomorrow and would like to send my comments to ESA before I leave today (in a few
minutes). Please just go ahead and send any addition comments you have directly to ESA.
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: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 4:36 PM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA SOW
 
I didn’t finish my review.  Have a few clean up things (description on MB, etc.) that I will get to you
tomorrow morning.  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/
 
PLEASE NOTE I WILL BE OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 3:21 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: GSW CEQA SOW
 
Hi Catherine,
Here’s the SOW with GSW and EP comments.
 
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: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Winslow, David (CPC)
Subject: RE: Time with GSW design team on 7/24
Date: Thursday, July 24, 2014 11:35:36 AM


I cannot, as I have to staff an item at the Rules Committee at the Board today and the item is likely to
happen between 3-5.


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2014 11:33 AM
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC)
Subject: FW: Time with GSW design team on 7/24


Josh/David - are you going to be able to meet with the Warriors today?  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: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 10:19 PM
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Jesse Blout; David Carlock
Subject: Time with GSW design team on 7/24


Josh, David,
Our design team has been hard at work today responding to the feedback we heard from you
yesterday. We'd be grateful for the opportunity to share our design changes with you while our team is
still in town tomorrow (Thursday). Do you have time available around 3pm or later you could review the
latest SketchUp model with us? We could either host you at the GSW office at 2 Harrison St or spin you
through the model via a video conference.
Thanks,
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Kern, Chris (CPC); Paul Mitchell; Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Karl Heisler; Joyce; Gary Oates; Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Team Meeting 7/9
Date: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 2:04:00 PM


I agree with Chris’ summary.  I will make a note to ask the Warriors about the timing of the PD this
week.  Ideally, if we get it ahead of time we can do an internal call/meeting once folks have reviewed
it to talk about what additional information we would need to start work, and also what work we
could start pre-NOP (with big caveats to the Warriors on what that means) since I think we’ll need
to explore ways to balance the timeline with the need to ensure adequate community/decision
maker involvement pre-NOP publishing to ensure adequate community involvement in the process.
 
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: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 12:42 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Karl Heisler; Joyce; Gary Oates; Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Reilly, Catherine
(OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Team Meeting 7/9
 
Hi Paul,
I agree that we won't be prepared to discuss individual environmental topics at the meeting
next week. I'd like to focus primarily on the project description and (assuming we receive
the PD far enough in advance of the meeting) to provide initial feedback on information
needed to start environmental review (with a detailed data request to follow). At this point,
EP is supportive of preparing an initial study to be published with the NOP.
Chris


From: Paul Mitchell <PMitchell@esassoc.com>
Sent: Tuesday, July 1, 2014 11:00 AM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Karl Heisler; Joyce; Gary Oates
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Team Meeting 7/9
 



mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org

mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com

mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org

mailto:KHeisler@esassoc.com

mailto:joyce@orionenvironment.com

mailto:GOates@esassoc.com

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=b2161cda984e436b919fd2b738c5e13d-Jennifer Entine Matz

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com





Brett and Chris:
 
Thanks.  We weren’t thinking that we would be discussing individual environmental topics next
Wednesday either, but rather, getting insight from OCII/Planning on whether they are supportive or
not of preparation an Initial Study for this SEIR, and if so, when it would likely be prepared (e.g.,
issued with NOP?, or attached to Appendix in DSEIR?)?.  This topic would affect the certain aspects
of the schedule. 
 
-Paul
 
 
 


From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) [mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 10:49 AM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Karl Heisler; Joyce; Gary Oates; Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Team Meeting 7/9
 
Chris: Please chime in  if I state anything incorrectly.
 
We have a MOA between EP and OCII. OCII is the lead agency and their commission will be the
approval body for the EIR. OCII is looking at our Chapter 31 to map out how they want the appeals
process to play out. Most likely they will adopt the same appeals process as we currently have in
Chapter 31. The BOS will hear any CEQA appeal of the EIR.
 
The GSW indicated that we would be receiving a project description today. However, we believe it is
going to be very limited and are not sure if discussing CEQA topics at the 7/9 meeting would be
appropriate. We may revise depending on the project description they provide today.
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 10:31 AM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Karl Heisler; Joyce; Gary Oates
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Team Meeting 7/9
 
Brett:
 
Good to hear from you.  We would be interested in knowing what, if any, formal arrangement has
been established between OCII and Planning regarding the City’s management of the EIR.
I know that the sponsor is interested in discussing the preparation of the NOP,  and how
environmental topics may be addressed in a potential Initial Study as well.  However, we will defer
to the City regarding how many topics you are interesting in engaging at the 7/9 meeting.
 
-Paul
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From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) [mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 10:09 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Paul Mitchell; Joyce; Karl Heisler
Subject: GSW CEQA Team Meeting 7/9
 
Other than project description and CEQA schedule, do you have any additional items to add to the
agenda for the Wednesday 7/9 meeting next week?
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Arce, Pedro (OCII)
Subject: RE: Time with GSW design team on 7/24
Date: Thursday, July 24, 2014 12:30:00 PM


Pedro and I are going to go ahead and do a quick computer conference with them at 3PM.  David - let
me know if you can join in.  We will let you know what we see and will as always caveat it on our
opinions only.  If you have a few minutes to chat tomorrow, let me know and I can discuss what
changes they showed and how it may affect the written comments.


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: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2014 11:36 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Winslow, David (CPC)
Subject: RE: Time with GSW design team on 7/24


I cannot, as I have to staff an item at the Rules Committee at the Board today and the item is likely to
happen between 3-5.


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2014 11:33 AM
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC)
Subject: FW: Time with GSW design team on 7/24


Josh/David - are you going to be able to meet with the Warriors today?  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: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 10:19 PM
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Jesse Blout; David Carlock
Subject: Time with GSW design team on 7/24


Josh, David,
Our design team has been hard at work today responding to the feedback we heard from you
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yesterday. We'd be grateful for the opportunity to share our design changes with you while our team is
still in town tomorrow (Thursday). Do you have time available around 3pm or later you could review the
latest SketchUp model with us? We could either host you at the GSW office at 2 Harrison St or spin you
through the model via a video conference.
Thanks,
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group








From: Kern, Chris (CPC)
To: Paul Mitchell; Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Karl Heisler; Joyce; Gary Oates; Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Team Meeting 7/9
Date: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 12:42:12 PM


Hi Paul,
I agree that we won't be prepared to discuss individual environmental topics at the meeting
next week. I'd like to focus primarily on the project description and (assuming we receive
the PD far enough in advance of the meeting) to provide initial feedback on information
needed to start environmental review (with a detailed data request to follow). At this point,
EP is supportive of preparing an initial study to be published with the NOP.
Chris


From: Paul Mitchell <PMitchell@esassoc.com>
Sent: Tuesday, July 1, 2014 11:00 AM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Karl Heisler; Joyce; Gary Oates
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Team Meeting 7/9
 
Brett and Chris:
 
Thanks.  We weren’t thinking that we would be discussing individual environmental topics next
Wednesday either, but rather, getting insight from OCII/Planning on whether they are supportive or
not of preparation an Initial Study for this SEIR, and if so, when it would likely be prepared (e.g.,
issued with NOP?, or attached to Appendix in DSEIR?)?.  This topic would affect the certain aspects
of the schedule. 
 
-Paul
 
 
 


From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) [mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 10:49 AM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Karl Heisler; Joyce; Gary Oates; Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Team Meeting 7/9
 
Chris: Please chime in  if I state anything incorrectly.
 
We have a MOA between EP and OCII. OCII is the lead agency and their commission will be the
approval body for the EIR. OCII is looking at our Chapter 31 to map out how they want the appeals
process to play out. Most likely they will adopt the same appeals process as we currently have in
Chapter 31. The BOS will hear any CEQA appeal of the EIR.
 
The GSW indicated that we would be receiving a project description today. However, we believe it is
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going to be very limited and are not sure if discussing CEQA topics at the 7/9 meeting would be
appropriate. We may revise depending on the project description they provide today.
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 10:31 AM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Karl Heisler; Joyce; Gary Oates
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Team Meeting 7/9
 
Brett:
 
Good to hear from you.  We would be interested in knowing what, if any, formal arrangement has
been established between OCII and Planning regarding the City’s management of the EIR.
I know that the sponsor is interested in discussing the preparation of the NOP,  and how
environmental topics may be addressed in a potential Initial Study as well.  However, we will defer
to the City regarding how many topics you are interesting in engaging at the 7/9 meeting.
 
-Paul
 
 
 


From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) [mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 10:09 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Paul Mitchell; Joyce; Karl Heisler
Subject: GSW CEQA Team Meeting 7/9
 
Other than project description and CEQA schedule, do you have any additional items to add to the
agenda for the Wednesday 7/9 meeting next week?
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Arce, Pedro (OCII)
Subject: RE: Time with GSW design team on 7/24
Date: Thursday, July 24, 2014 12:30:00 PM


Pedro and I are going to go ahead and do a quick computer conference with them at 3PM.  David - let
me know if you can join in.  We will let you know what we see and will as always caveat it on our
opinions only.  If you have a few minutes to chat tomorrow, let me know and I can discuss what
changes they showed and how it may affect the written comments.


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: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2014 11:36 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Winslow, David (CPC)
Subject: RE: Time with GSW design team on 7/24


I cannot, as I have to staff an item at the Rules Committee at the Board today and the item is likely to
happen between 3-5.


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2014 11:33 AM
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC)
Subject: FW: Time with GSW design team on 7/24


Josh/David - are you going to be able to meet with the Warriors today?  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: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 10:19 PM
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Jesse Blout; David Carlock
Subject: Time with GSW design team on 7/24


Josh, David,
Our design team has been hard at work today responding to the feedback we heard from you
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yesterday. We'd be grateful for the opportunity to share our design changes with you while our team is
still in town tomorrow (Thursday). Do you have time available around 3pm or later you could review the
latest SketchUp model with us? We could either host you at the GSW office at 2 Harrison St or spin you
through the model via a video conference.
Thanks,
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group








From: Kern, Chris (CPC)
To: Paul Mitchell; Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Karl Heisler; Joyce; Gary Oates; Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Team Meeting 7/9
Date: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 12:42:11 PM


Hi Paul,
I agree that we won't be prepared to discuss individual environmental topics at the meeting
next week. I'd like to focus primarily on the project description and (assuming we receive
the PD far enough in advance of the meeting) to provide initial feedback on information
needed to start environmental review (with a detailed data request to follow). At this point,
EP is supportive of preparing an initial study to be published with the NOP.
Chris


From: Paul Mitchell <PMitchell@esassoc.com>
Sent: Tuesday, July 1, 2014 11:00 AM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Karl Heisler; Joyce; Gary Oates
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Team Meeting 7/9
 
Brett and Chris:
 
Thanks.  We weren’t thinking that we would be discussing individual environmental topics next
Wednesday either, but rather, getting insight from OCII/Planning on whether they are supportive or
not of preparation an Initial Study for this SEIR, and if so, when it would likely be prepared (e.g.,
issued with NOP?, or attached to Appendix in DSEIR?)?.  This topic would affect the certain aspects
of the schedule. 
 
-Paul
 
 
 


From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) [mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 10:49 AM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Karl Heisler; Joyce; Gary Oates; Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Team Meeting 7/9
 
Chris: Please chime in  if I state anything incorrectly.
 
We have a MOA between EP and OCII. OCII is the lead agency and their commission will be the
approval body for the EIR. OCII is looking at our Chapter 31 to map out how they want the appeals
process to play out. Most likely they will adopt the same appeals process as we currently have in
Chapter 31. The BOS will hear any CEQA appeal of the EIR.
 
The GSW indicated that we would be receiving a project description today. However, we believe it is
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going to be very limited and are not sure if discussing CEQA topics at the 7/9 meeting would be
appropriate. We may revise depending on the project description they provide today.
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 10:31 AM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Karl Heisler; Joyce; Gary Oates
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Team Meeting 7/9
 
Brett:
 
Good to hear from you.  We would be interested in knowing what, if any, formal arrangement has
been established between OCII and Planning regarding the City’s management of the EIR.
I know that the sponsor is interested in discussing the preparation of the NOP,  and how
environmental topics may be addressed in a potential Initial Study as well.  However, we will defer
to the City regarding how many topics you are interesting in engaging at the 7/9 meeting.
 
-Paul
 
 
 


From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) [mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 10:09 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Paul Mitchell; Joyce; Karl Heisler
Subject: GSW CEQA Team Meeting 7/9
 
Other than project description and CEQA schedule, do you have any additional items to add to the
agenda for the Wednesday 7/9 meeting next week?
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: "Clarke Miller"
Subject: RE: Time with GSW design team on 7/24
Date: Thursday, July 24, 2014 12:27:00 PM


That works for us.  A computer meeting would be best (running a little low on time, so cutting out
the travel would be great).  I am hoping David will be able to join in, but let’s go ahead with 3PM for
now.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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, July 24, 2014 11:47 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Re: Time with GSW design team on 7/24
 
That'd be great to have you and Pedro join. It'd be preferable to do it in person at our 2
Harrison St GSW office, but if that's inconvenient, we can do as a WebEx. Does 3pm work?


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On Jul 24, 2014, at 11:43 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Basically, it sounds like Josh is in a committee meeting and is not available today.  I am
waiting to hear from David.  Both Pedro and I can be available.  Going to run to get
something to eat, and then back soon.  We can also chat at 1pm.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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, July 24, 2014 11:41 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Re: Time with GSW design team on 7/24
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I'm on a call, but should wrap up in about 20 and will try you then. 


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On Jul 24, 2014, at 11:38 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Clarke – could you give me a quick call?  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: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2014 11:29 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Time with GSW design team on 7/24
 
Haven’t heard anything from Josh or David Winslow. Have you?
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2014 7:18 AM
To: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: Time with GSW design team on 7/24
 
Let me know if you don't hear back from them. Also let me know if
you want me to join in. See you at 1pm.
 
Catherine
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Clarke Miller
Date:07/23/2014 10:19 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Switzky, Joshua (CPC)" ,"Winslow, David (CPC)"
Cc: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,Jesse Blout ,David Carlock
Subject: Time with GSW design team on 7/24
 
Josh, David,
Our design team has been hard at work today responding to the feedback we heard
from you yesterday. We'd be grateful for the opportunity to share our design changes
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with you while our team is still in town tomorrow (Thursday). Do you have time
available around 3pm or later you could review the latest SketchUp model with us?
We could either host you at the GSW office at 2 Harrison St or spin you through the
model via a video conference. 
Thanks,
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group








From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Kern, Chris (CPC); Paul Mitchell; Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Karl Heisler; Joyce; Gary Oates; Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Team Meeting 7/9
Date: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 2:04:00 PM


I agree with Chris’ summary.  I will make a note to ask the Warriors about the timing of the PD this
week.  Ideally, if we get it ahead of time we can do an internal call/meeting once folks have reviewed
it to talk about what additional information we would need to start work, and also what work we
could start pre-NOP (with big caveats to the Warriors on what that means) since I think we’ll need
to explore ways to balance the timeline with the need to ensure adequate community/decision
maker involvement pre-NOP publishing to ensure adequate community involvement in the process.
 
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: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 12:42 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Karl Heisler; Joyce; Gary Oates; Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Reilly, Catherine
(OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Team Meeting 7/9
 
Hi Paul,
I agree that we won't be prepared to discuss individual environmental topics at the meeting
next week. I'd like to focus primarily on the project description and (assuming we receive
the PD far enough in advance of the meeting) to provide initial feedback on information
needed to start environmental review (with a detailed data request to follow). At this point,
EP is supportive of preparing an initial study to be published with the NOP.
Chris


From: Paul Mitchell <PMitchell@esassoc.com>
Sent: Tuesday, July 1, 2014 11:00 AM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Karl Heisler; Joyce; Gary Oates
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Team Meeting 7/9
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Brett and Chris:
 
Thanks.  We weren’t thinking that we would be discussing individual environmental topics next
Wednesday either, but rather, getting insight from OCII/Planning on whether they are supportive or
not of preparation an Initial Study for this SEIR, and if so, when it would likely be prepared (e.g.,
issued with NOP?, or attached to Appendix in DSEIR?)?.  This topic would affect the certain aspects
of the schedule. 
 
-Paul
 
 
 


From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) [mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 10:49 AM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Karl Heisler; Joyce; Gary Oates; Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Team Meeting 7/9
 
Chris: Please chime in  if I state anything incorrectly.
 
We have a MOA between EP and OCII. OCII is the lead agency and their commission will be the
approval body for the EIR. OCII is looking at our Chapter 31 to map out how they want the appeals
process to play out. Most likely they will adopt the same appeals process as we currently have in
Chapter 31. The BOS will hear any CEQA appeal of the EIR.
 
The GSW indicated that we would be receiving a project description today. However, we believe it is
going to be very limited and are not sure if discussing CEQA topics at the 7/9 meeting would be
appropriate. We may revise depending on the project description they provide today.
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 10:31 AM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Karl Heisler; Joyce; Gary Oates
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Team Meeting 7/9
 
Brett:
 
Good to hear from you.  We would be interested in knowing what, if any, formal arrangement has
been established between OCII and Planning regarding the City’s management of the EIR.
I know that the sponsor is interested in discussing the preparation of the NOP,  and how
environmental topics may be addressed in a potential Initial Study as well.  However, we will defer
to the City regarding how many topics you are interesting in engaging at the 7/9 meeting.
 
-Paul
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From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) [mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 10:09 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Paul Mitchell; Joyce; Karl Heisler
Subject: GSW CEQA Team Meeting 7/9
 
Other than project description and CEQA schedule, do you have any additional items to add to the
agenda for the Wednesday 7/9 meeting next week?
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: "Clarke Miller"
Subject: RE: Time with GSW design team on 7/24
Date: Thursday, July 24, 2014 11:43:00 AM


Basically, it sounds like Josh is in a committee meeting and is not available today.  I am waiting to
hear from David.  Both Pedro and I can be available.  Going to run to get something to eat, and then
back soon.  We can also chat at 1pm.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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, July 24, 2014 11:41 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Re: Time with GSW design team on 7/24
 
I'm on a call, but should wrap up in about 20 and will try you then. 


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On Jul 24, 2014, at 11:38 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Clarke – could you give me a quick call?  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: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2014 11:29 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Time with GSW design team on 7/24
 
Haven’t heard anything from Josh or David Winslow. Have you?
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2014 7:18 AM
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To: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: Time with GSW design team on 7/24
 
Let me know if you don't hear back from them. Also let me know if you want me
to join in. See you at 1pm.
 
Catherine
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Clarke Miller
Date:07/23/2014 10:19 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Switzky, Joshua (CPC)" ,"Winslow, David (CPC)"
Cc: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,Jesse Blout ,David Carlock
Subject: Time with GSW design team on 7/24
 
Josh, David,
Our design team has been hard at work today responding to the feedback we heard from you
yesterday. We'd be grateful for the opportunity to share our design changes with you while our team
is still in town tomorrow (Thursday). Do you have time available around 3pm or later you could
review the latest SketchUp model with us? We could either host you at the GSW office at 2
Harrison St or spin you through the model via a video conference. 
Thanks,
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group








From: Clarke Miller
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII
Date: Monday, June 16, 2014 5:04:37 PM


Thanks, I'll send out now. Also, do you have time (30 minutes max) after tomorrow's 9am call with
Jennifer and Jesse when you and I could catch up on a few open items?
Clarke


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org]
Sent: Monday, June 16, 2014 4:28 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII


Just Jim for now, thanks.  Manny is out Friday.


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Monday, June 16, 2014 1:05 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII


About to send out the invite for this AB 900 meeting. Should I invite Jim Morales and/or Manny?
Clarke


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org]
Sent: Friday, June 13, 2014 1:40 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII


If you wouldn't mind.  Have some other commitments around then so would be good to stay in the
area.


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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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-----Original Message-----
From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
Sent: Friday, June 13, 2014 11:57 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII


Great, that time works for us too. Mary Murphy (Gibson Dunn), David Kelly (GSW counsel), Kate
Aufhauser (GSW analyst), and myself. Would you like to do this at your office?
Clarke


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org]
Sent: Friday, June 13, 2014 9:40 AM
To: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII


Would 11 on Friday the20th work for you? Will be Jim and 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/


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: Thursday, June 12, 2014 12:44 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII


Catherine,
With Craig Dykers in town next Thursday, we're going to try to optimize his time here by hosting an
internal design session for that afternoon, so I don't think Thursday will work after all. Is the morning of
Friday, June 20 an option for you and your team for this AB 900 kick-off? I'd like to find a time before
your vacation, but understand you're probably swamped.
Thanks,
Clarke


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org]
Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 5:59 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII


I need to follow up with folks.  Bug me mid-day tomorrow if you haven't heard from me.  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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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, June 10, 2014 8:28 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Mary G. <MGMurphy@gibsondunn. com> Murphy; David Kelly; Kate Aufhauser
Subject: AB 900 review for OCII


Catherine,
As we've discussed previously, we think it's worthwhile to share with you the progress we're making on
our AB 900 efforts and to explain the items we'll need from OCII as part of our application. We'd like an
hour-long meeting with you (and Manny and/or Tiffany if you feel appropriate). The afternoon of
Thursday June 19 looks good for us. How about 1:30pm at your office?
Thanks,
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: "Clarke Miller"
Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII
Date: Monday, June 16, 2014 4:27:00 PM


Just Jim for now, thanks.  Manny is out Friday.


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Monday, June 16, 2014 1:05 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII


About to send out the invite for this AB 900 meeting. Should I invite Jim Morales and/or Manny?
Clarke


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org]
Sent: Friday, June 13, 2014 1:40 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII


If you wouldn't mind.  Have some other commitments around then so would be good to stay in the
area.


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Friday, June 13, 2014 11:57 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII


Great, that time works for us too. Mary Murphy (Gibson Dunn), David Kelly (GSW counsel), Kate
Aufhauser (GSW analyst), and myself. Would you like to do this at your office?
Clarke



mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com





-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org]
Sent: Friday, June 13, 2014 9:40 AM
To: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII


Would 11 on Friday the20th work for you? Will be Jim and 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/


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: Thursday, June 12, 2014 12:44 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII


Catherine,
With Craig Dykers in town next Thursday, we're going to try to optimize his time here by hosting an
internal design session for that afternoon, so I don't think Thursday will work after all. Is the morning of
Friday, June 20 an option for you and your team for this AB 900 kick-off? I'd like to find a time before
your vacation, but understand you're probably swamped.
Thanks,
Clarke


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org]
Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 5:59 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII


I need to follow up with folks.  Bug me mid-day tomorrow if you haven't heard from me.  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, June 10, 2014 8:28 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Mary G. <MGMurphy@gibsondunn. com> Murphy; David Kelly; Kate Aufhauser
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Subject: AB 900 review for OCII


Catherine,
As we've discussed previously, we think it's worthwhile to share with you the progress we're making on
our AB 900 efforts and to explain the items we'll need from OCII as part of our application. We'd like an
hour-long meeting with you (and Manny and/or Tiffany if you feel appropriate). The afternoon of
Thursday June 19 looks good for us. How about 1:30pm at your office?
Thanks,
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group








From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC)
Subject: RE: Time with GSW design team on 7/24
Date: Thursday, July 24, 2014 11:41:00 AM


Thank you.  David - are you available 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/


-----Original Message-----
From: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2014 11:36 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Winslow, David (CPC)
Subject: RE: Time with GSW design team on 7/24


I cannot, as I have to staff an item at the Rules Committee at the Board today and the item is likely to
happen between 3-5.


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2014 11:33 AM
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC)
Subject: FW: Time with GSW design team on 7/24


Josh/David - are you going to be able to meet with the Warriors today?  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: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 10:19 PM
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Jesse Blout; David Carlock
Subject: Time with GSW design team on 7/24


Josh, David,
Our design team has been hard at work today responding to the feedback we heard from you
yesterday. We'd be grateful for the opportunity to share our design changes with you while our team is
still in town tomorrow (Thursday). Do you have time available around 3pm or later you could review the
latest SketchUp model with us? We could either host you at the GSW office at 2 Harrison St or spin you
through the model via a video conference.
Thanks,
Clarke
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Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group








From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Gavin, John (MYR); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: Re: Tomorrow with Dan Barrett
Date: Monday, July 28, 2014 1:38:59 PM


Great. 


On Jul 28, 2014, at 1:25 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Sounds good to me.  I will need to confirm the room we will meet pre-11, but there will
be room for us here.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 
 
_____________________________________________
From: Gavin, John (MYR) 
Sent: Monday, July 28, 2014 1:08 PM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: Tomorrow with Dan Barrett
 
 
Jennifer,
Please review the schedule below.
       
Dan Barrett's schedule for Tuesday, July 29th:
 
1. 7:30AM  - Flight arrives at SFO.  Jennifer Matz to pick up Dan
 
2.  8:30-9:30AM - Jennifer and Dan visit Golden State Warriors' Mission Bay site
 
3. 10:00-11:00AM - Catherine Reilly, Jennifer and Dan meet at OCII for a general
update - 1 South Van Ness Ave, 5th Floor Room 5083 Headlands
 
4. 11:00-12:30PM - Game day impacts meeting - 1 South Van Ness Ave, 5th Floor Room
5083 Headlands
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Attendees: Jennifer Matz, Catherine Reilly (CII), Lila Hussain (OCII), Mary McCue
(President/CEO MJM Management Group),  Nicole Agbayani (MJM Management
Group, Site Manager for the Mission Bay Parks System ), Pamela Lewis (General
Manager for Mission Bay Maintenance Corporation), 


Adam Van de Water, John Gavin
MJM Management Group - partners with public and private entities to increase the
value of a site.  Since 1993, MJMMG has managed Yerba Buena Gardens.  Successfully
conducted community and public affairs programs to generate support for special
assessment districts, including the Union Square Business Improvement District,
Central Market Community Benefit District and Civic Center Community Benefit District
Mission Bay Maintenance Corporation – maintenance manager for many MB
residential buildings.  Partnered with First Service Residential/Merit Property
Management, Inc.
 
5. 12:30-1:30PM - Lunch with Jennifer, Jesse Blout and David Carlock - Location TBD
       
6. 2:00-3:00PM - Recap with Jennifer – Jennifer’s office (City Hall, room 448)
       
________________________________________
From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Sent: Monday, July 28, 2014 7:51 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: Tomorrow with Dan Barrett
 
Hi folks,
 
Catherine, can we connect today about our meetings tomorrow with Dan? I am glad
you're finally going meet him.
 
John and Phillip, when does Dan land  in SF? And where is the 11am meeting? I am
thinking of picking up Dan at the airport and seeing if we can visit the arena site to start
the day. If possible, I'd like to meet up with you, Catherine, by 10am so you can give
him some much needed background on Mission Bay and the history of the site. Ideally,
between 10-11, we can also discuss with Dan the broad outlines of how the project will
proceed through approvals.
 
John and/or Phillip, can you write out and send to this group the schedule for Dan's
time in SF. When/where/with whom are meetings? I am working on lunch with
Warriors.
 
Thanks all.
 
Jennifer
 







 
 








From: Clarke Miller
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII
Date: Monday, June 16, 2014 3:31:03 PM


About to send out the invite for this AB 900 meeting. Should I invite Jim Morales and/or Manny?
Clarke


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org]
Sent: Friday, June 13, 2014 1:40 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII


If you wouldn't mind.  Have some other commitments around then so would be good to stay in the
area.


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Friday, June 13, 2014 11:57 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII


Great, that time works for us too. Mary Murphy (Gibson Dunn), David Kelly (GSW counsel), Kate
Aufhauser (GSW analyst), and myself. Would you like to do this at your office?
Clarke


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org]
Sent: Friday, June 13, 2014 9:40 AM
To: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII


Would 11 on Friday the20th work for you? Will be Jim and 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/


PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
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-----Original Message-----
From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
Sent: Thursday, June 12, 2014 12:44 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII


Catherine,
With Craig Dykers in town next Thursday, we're going to try to optimize his time here by hosting an
internal design session for that afternoon, so I don't think Thursday will work after all. Is the morning of
Friday, June 20 an option for you and your team for this AB 900 kick-off? I'd like to find a time before
your vacation, but understand you're probably swamped.
Thanks,
Clarke


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org]
Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 5:59 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII


I need to follow up with folks.  Bug me mid-day tomorrow if you haven't heard from me.  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, June 10, 2014 8:28 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Mary G. <MGMurphy@gibsondunn. com> Murphy; David Kelly; Kate Aufhauser
Subject: AB 900 review for OCII


Catherine,
As we've discussed previously, we think it's worthwhile to share with you the progress we're making on
our AB 900 efforts and to explain the items we'll need from OCII as part of our application. We'd like an
hour-long meeting with you (and Manny and/or Tiffany if you feel appropriate). The afternoon of
Thursday June 19 looks good for us. How about 1:30pm at your office?
Thanks,
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC)
Subject: RE: Time with GSW design team on 7/24
Date: Thursday, July 24, 2014 11:41:00 AM


Thank you.  David - are you available 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/


-----Original Message-----
From: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2014 11:36 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Winslow, David (CPC)
Subject: RE: Time with GSW design team on 7/24


I cannot, as I have to staff an item at the Rules Committee at the Board today and the item is likely to
happen between 3-5.


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2014 11:33 AM
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC)
Subject: FW: Time with GSW design team on 7/24


Josh/David - are you going to be able to meet with the Warriors today?  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: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 10:19 PM
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Jesse Blout; David Carlock
Subject: Time with GSW design team on 7/24


Josh, David,
Our design team has been hard at work today responding to the feedback we heard from you
yesterday. We'd be grateful for the opportunity to share our design changes with you while our team is
still in town tomorrow (Thursday). Do you have time available around 3pm or later you could review the
latest SketchUp model with us? We could either host you at the GSW office at 2 Harrison St or spin you
through the model via a video conference.
Thanks,
Clarke
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Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group








From: Jennifer Matz
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Re: Tomorrow"s 11am GSW Internal City Staff Meeting in Room 448
Date: Tuesday, July 15, 2014 9:14:16 AM


I don't have any legal questions. I just want to get Jesse up to speed and see where
John is at on that odd tangent he brought up last Wednesday. Jim is totally welcome
to join. 


On Jul 15, 2014, at 9:05 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Jennifer – should I see if Jim Morales is available to call in if you have legal questions?
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Jennifer Matz [mailto:jennifer.entine.matz@gmail.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 15, 2014 8:37 AM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris
(CPC); Winslow, David (CPC); Miller, Erin (MTA); Hussain, Lila (CII); Albert, Peter (MTA);
Wong, Phillip (MYR); Smith, Jesse (CAT)
Subject: Re: Tomorrow's 11am GSW Internal City Staff Meeting in Room 448
 
Hi all, 


I'll be calling in to the meeting at 11am. Jesse Smith, please plan on
participating, if possible. I'd like for John Malamut to also join in, if possible.
Thanks!
 


On Mon, Jul 14, 2014 at 12:41 PM, Gavin, John (MYR)
<john.gavin@sfgov.org> wrote:
Please read attached agenda for tomorrow’s 11AM meeting.
Call-in #: 605-475-4700; Access Code: 824916#


Thanks,
John
 
<image001.png>John L. Gavin
Project Manager
Office of Economic and Workforce Development
City Hall Room 448
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San Francisco, CA 94102
John.Gavin@sfgov.org
415.554.6122
 
 



mailto:John.Gavin@sfgov.org

tel:415.554.6122






From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: "Clarke Miller"
Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII
Date: Friday, June 13, 2014 1:40:00 PM


If you wouldn't mind.  Have some other commitments around then so would be good to stay in the
area.


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Friday, June 13, 2014 11:57 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII


Great, that time works for us too. Mary Murphy (Gibson Dunn), David Kelly (GSW counsel), Kate
Aufhauser (GSW analyst), and myself. Would you like to do this at your office?
Clarke


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org]
Sent: Friday, June 13, 2014 9:40 AM
To: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII


Would 11 on Friday the20th work for you? Will be Jim and 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/


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: Thursday, June 12, 2014 12:44 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII


Catherine,
With Craig Dykers in town next Thursday, we're going to try to optimize his time here by hosting an
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internal design session for that afternoon, so I don't think Thursday will work after all. Is the morning of
Friday, June 20 an option for you and your team for this AB 900 kick-off? I'd like to find a time before
your vacation, but understand you're probably swamped.
Thanks,
Clarke


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org]
Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 5:59 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII


I need to follow up with folks.  Bug me mid-day tomorrow if you haven't heard from me.  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, June 10, 2014 8:28 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Mary G. <MGMurphy@gibsondunn. com> Murphy; David Kelly; Kate Aufhauser
Subject: AB 900 review for OCII


Catherine,
As we've discussed previously, we think it's worthwhile to share with you the progress we're making on
our AB 900 efforts and to explain the items we'll need from OCII as part of our application. We'd like an
hour-long meeting with you (and Manny and/or Tiffany if you feel appropriate). The afternoon of
Thursday June 19 looks good for us. How about 1:30pm at your office?
Thanks,
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: "Clarke Miller"
Subject: RE: Time with GSW design team on 7/24
Date: Thursday, July 24, 2014 11:38:00 AM


Clarke – could you give me a quick call?  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: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2014 11:29 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Time with GSW design team on 7/24
 
Haven’t heard anything from Josh or David Winslow. Have you?
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2014 7:18 AM
To: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: Time with GSW design team on 7/24
 
Let me know if you don't hear back from them. Also let me know if you want me to join in.
See you at 1pm.
 
Catherine
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Clarke Miller
Date:07/23/2014 10:19 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Switzky, Joshua (CPC)" ,"Winslow, David (CPC)"
Cc: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,Jesse Blout ,David Carlock
Subject: Time with GSW design team on 7/24
 
Josh, David,
Our design team has been hard at work today responding to the feedback we heard from you yesterday. We'd be
grateful for the opportunity to share our design changes with you while our team is still in town tomorrow
(Thursday). Do you have time available around 3pm or later you could review the latest SketchUp model with us?
We could either host you at the GSW office at 2 Harrison St or spin you through the model via a video conference. 
Thanks,
Clarke
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Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group








From: Lima, Cindy
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Beauchamp, Kevin; Erin Stewart
Subject: Re: UCSF Benioff Children"s Skyline Sign logo change - temp banner and permanent
Date: Sunday, June 08, 2014 3:56:52 PM


And the permanent logo replacement too, I nope as we need to start production.  As
always, thanks for your help!


Cindy


Cindy Lima
Executive Director
Mission Bay Hospitals Project
Health System Organizational Program Management
UCSF Medical Center | UCSF Benioff Children's Hospital
office:   415.353.2729
mobile: 415.218.3105


On Jun 8, 2014, at 1:46 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


I think it looks fine, will try to corner Tiffany tomorrow to make sure she is ok with 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/


 


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, June 04, 2014 10:34 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Beauchamp, Kevin; Erin Stewart
Subject: Re: UCSF Benioff Children's Skyline Sign logo change - temp banner and
permanent
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Hi Catherine,


 


The bridge is scheduled to be removed and the temporary banner hung
next week which requires a lift.  Do you think we are good to go?


 


Thanks,


Cindy


Cindy Lima


Executive Director


Mission Bay Hospitals Project


Health System Organizational Program Management


UCSF Medical Center | UCSF Benioff Children's Hospital


office:   415.353.2729


mobile: 415.218.3105


 


 


On May 28, 2014, at 11:49 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


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/
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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:


<image001.png>


 


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
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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: Clarke Miller
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII
Date: Friday, June 13, 2014 11:57:27 AM


Great, that time works for us too. Mary Murphy (Gibson Dunn), David Kelly (GSW counsel), Kate
Aufhauser (GSW analyst), and myself. Would you like to do this at your office?
Clarke


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org]
Sent: Friday, June 13, 2014 9:40 AM
To: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII


Would 11 on Friday the20th work for you? Will be Jim and 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/


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: Thursday, June 12, 2014 12:44 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII


Catherine,
With Craig Dykers in town next Thursday, we're going to try to optimize his time here by hosting an
internal design session for that afternoon, so I don't think Thursday will work after all. Is the morning of
Friday, June 20 an option for you and your team for this AB 900 kick-off? I'd like to find a time before
your vacation, but understand you're probably swamped.
Thanks,
Clarke


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org]
Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 5:59 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII


I need to follow up with folks.  Bug me mid-day tomorrow if you haven't heard from me.  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.


-----Original Message-----
From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
Sent: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 8:28 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Mary G. <MGMurphy@gibsondunn. com> Murphy; David Kelly; Kate Aufhauser
Subject: AB 900 review for OCII


Catherine,
As we've discussed previously, we think it's worthwhile to share with you the progress we're making on
our AB 900 efforts and to explain the items we'll need from OCII as part of our application. We'd like an
hour-long meeting with you (and Manny and/or Tiffany if you feel appropriate). The afternoon of
Thursday June 19 looks good for us. How about 1:30pm at your office?
Thanks,
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
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From: Winslow, David (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Time with GSW design team on 7/24
Date: Thursday, July 24, 2014 1:09:18 PM


No sorry.


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2014 11:42 AM
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC)
Subject: RE: Time with GSW design team on 7/24


Thank you.  David - are you available 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/


-----Original Message-----
From: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2014 11:36 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Winslow, David (CPC)
Subject: RE: Time with GSW design team on 7/24


I cannot, as I have to staff an item at the Rules Committee at the Board today and the item is likely to
happen between 3-5.


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2014 11:33 AM
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC)
Subject: FW: Time with GSW design team on 7/24


Josh/David - are you going to be able to meet with the Warriors today?  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: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 10:19 PM
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Jesse Blout; David Carlock
Subject: Time with GSW design team on 7/24
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Josh, David,
Our design team has been hard at work today responding to the feedback we heard from you
yesterday. We'd be grateful for the opportunity to share our design changes with you while our team is
still in town tomorrow (Thursday). Do you have time available around 3pm or later you could review the
latest SketchUp model with us? We could either host you at the GSW office at 2 Harrison St or spin you
through the model via a video conference.
Thanks,
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group








From: Lima, Cindy
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Beauchamp, Kevin; Erin Stewart
Subject: Re: UCSF Benioff Children"s Skyline Sign logo change - temp banner and permanent
Date: Wednesday, June 04, 2014 10:34:22 AM
Attachments: image001.png


Hi Catherine,


The bridge is scheduled to be removed and the temporary banner hung next week
which requires a lift.  Do you think we are good to go?


Thanks,
Cindy


Cindy Lima
Executive Director
Mission Bay Hospitals Project
Health System Organizational Program Management
UCSF Medical Center | UCSF Benioff Children's Hospital
office:   415.353.2729
mobile: 415.218.3105


On May 28, 2014, at 11:49 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


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] 
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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:


<image001.png>


 


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: Gavin, John (MYR)
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: Tomorrow with Dan Barrett
Date: Monday, July 28, 2014 1:07:50 PM


Jennifer,


Please review the schedule below.


       


Dan Barrett's schedule for Tuesday, July 29th:


1. 7:30AM  - Flight arrives at SFO.  Jennifer Matz to pick up Dan


2.  8:30-9:30AM - Jennifer and Dan visit Golden State Warriors' Mission Bay site


3. 10:00-11:00AM - Catherine Reilly, Jennifer and Dan meet at OCII for a general update - 1
South Van Ness Ave, 5th Floor Room 5083 Headlands


4. 11:00-12:30PM - Game day impacts meeting - 1 South Van Ness Ave, 5th Floor Room
5083 Headlands


Attendees: Jennifer Matz, Catherine Reilly (CII), Lila Hussain (OCII), Mary McCue
(President/CEO MJM Management Group),  Nicole Agbayani (MJM Management Group, Site
Manager for the Mission Bay Parks System ), Pamela Lewis (General Manager for Mission
Bay Maintenance Corporation), 


Adam Van de Water, John Gavin


MJM Management Group - partners with public and private entities to increase the value
of a site.  Since 1993, MJMMG has managed Yerba Buena Gardens.  Successfully conducted
community and public affairs programs to generate support for special assessment districts,
including the Union Square Business Improvement District, Central Market Community
Benefit District and Civic Center Community Benefit District


Mission Bay Maintenance Corporation – maintenance manager for many MB residential
buildings.  Partnered with First Service Residential/Merit Property Management, Inc.


5. 12:30-1:30PM - Lunch with Jennifer, Jesse Blout and David Carlock - Location TBD


       


6. 2:00-3:00PM - Recap with Jennifer – Jennifer’s office (City Hall, room 448)
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________________________________________


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)


Sent: Monday, July 28, 2014 7:51 AM


To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)


Cc: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)


Subject: Tomorrow with Dan Barrett


Hi folks,


Catherine, can we connect today about our meetings tomorrow with Dan? I am glad you're
finally going meet him.


John and Phillip, when does Dan land  in SF? And where is the 11am meeting? I am thinking
of picking up Dan at the airport and seeing if we can visit the arena site to start the day. If
possible, I'd like to meet up with you, Catherine, by 10am so you can give him some much
needed background on Mission Bay and the history of the site. Ideally, between 10-11, we
can also discuss with Dan the broad outlines of how the project will proceed through
approvals.


John and/or Phillip, can you write out and send to this group the schedule for Dan's time in
SF. When/where/with whom are meetings? I am working on lunch with Warriors.


Thanks all.


Jennifer








From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII
Date: Monday, June 16, 2014 8:55:57 PM


Sure. Want to say 4?


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: Clarke Miller
Date:06/16/2014 5:39 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII


Sure, end of day works fine for me. Should we put something on the calendar?


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, June 16, 2014 5:09 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII


Sorry, I literally have back-to-back meetings from 8 until we finish with the Commission meeting and
Block 1 tomorrow.  I can talk after the Commission meeting, which should be done by 3-ish (knock
wood).  Reminds me I should bring lunch. :)


I have the retail square footage open and am reviewing.  Have to finish prepping for Block 1, then back
to retail 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/


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: Monday, June 16, 2014 4:29 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII


Thanks, I'll send out now. Also, do you have time (30 minutes max) after tomorrow's 9am call with
Jennifer and Jesse when you and I could catch up on a few open items?
Clarke


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, June 16, 2014 4:28 PM
To: Clarke Miller
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Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII


Just Jim for now, thanks.  Manny is out Friday.


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Monday, June 16, 2014 1:05 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII


About to send out the invite for this AB 900 meeting. Should I invite Jim Morales and/or Manny?
Clarke


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, June 13, 2014 1:40 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII


If you wouldn't mind.  Have some other commitments around then so would be good to stay in the
area.


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Friday, June 13, 2014 11:57 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII


Great, that time works for us too. Mary Murphy (Gibson Dunn), David Kelly (GSW counsel), Kate
Aufhauser (GSW analyst), and myself. Would you like to do this at your office?
Clarke


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, June 13, 2014 9:40 AM
To: Clarke Miller
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Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII


Would 11 on Friday the20th work for you? Will be Jim and 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/


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: Thursday, June 12, 2014 12:44 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII


Catherine, 
With Craig Dykers in town next Thursday, we're going to try to optimize his time here by hosting an
internal design session for that afternoon, so I don't think Thursday will work after all. Is the morning of
Friday, June 20 an option for you and your team for this AB 900 kick-off? I'd like to find a time before
your vacation, but understand you're probably swamped.
Thanks,
Clarke


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 5:59 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII


I need to follow up with folks.  Bug me mid-day tomorrow if you haven't heard from me.  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, June 10, 2014 8:28 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Mary G. <MGMurphy@gibsondunn. com> Murphy; David Kelly; Kate Aufhauser
Subject: AB 900 review for OCII


Catherine,
As we've discussed previously, we think it's worthwhile to share with you the progress we're making on
our AB 900 efforts and to explain the items we'll need from OCII as part of our application. We'd like an



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com





hour-long meeting with you (and Manny and/or Tiffany if you feel appropriate). The afternoon of
Thursday June 19 looks good for us. How about 1:30pm at your office? 
Thanks,
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group








From: Lima, Cindy
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Beauchamp, Kevin; Erin Stewart
Subject: Re: UCSF Benioff Children"s Skyline Sign logo change - temp banner and permanent
Date: Monday, June 16, 2014 10:56:38 AM


Terrific!! Thanks, Catherine.
Cindy


Cindy Lima
Executive Director
Mission Bay Hospitals Project
Health System Organizational Program Management
UCSF Medical Center | UCSF Benioff Children's Hospital
office:   415.353.2729
mobile: 415.218.3105


On Jun 16, 2014, at 10:10 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Cindy – we are ok with the permanent logo replacement and banner (will do a letter to
make it official). 


 


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Sunday, June 08, 2014 3:43 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Beauchamp, Kevin; Erin Stewart
Subject: Re: UCSF Benioff Children's Skyline Sign logo change - temp banner and
permanent
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And the permanent logo replacement too, I nope as we need to start
production.  As always, thanks for your help!


 


Cindy


Cindy Lima


Executive Director


Mission Bay Hospitals Project


Health System Organizational Program Management


UCSF Medical Center | UCSF Benioff Children's Hospital


office:   415.353.2729


mobile: 415.218.3105


 


 


On Jun 8, 2014, at 1:46 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


I think it looks fine, will try to corner Tiffany tomorrow to make sure she is
ok with 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/


 


PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014,
returning on July 1, 2014.
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From: Lima, Cindy [mailto:Cindy.Lima@ucsfmedctr.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 04, 2014 10:34 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Beauchamp, Kevin; Erin Stewart
Subject: Re: UCSF Benioff Children's Skyline Sign logo change - temp
banner and permanent


 


Hi Catherine,


 


The bridge is scheduled to be removed and the temporary
banner hung next week which requires a lift.  Do you think we
are good to go?


 


Thanks,


Cindy


Cindy Lima


Executive Director


Mission Bay Hospitals Project


Health System Organizational Program Management


UCSF Medical Center | UCSF Benioff Children's Hospital


office:   415.353.2729


mobile: 415.218.3105


 


 


On May 28, 2014, at 11:49 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


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) 
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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/


 


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:


<image001.png>


 


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: Robbins, Jerry
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: Addition to Ballpark Meeting Notification
Date: Wednesday, June 04, 2014 5:05:49 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Done.  The next meeting is tentatively scheduled for Thursday, July 24 at 11 a.m. at the Giants’
offices at AT&T Park but is subject to change a week or so beforehand.  We meet every other
month, usually on the third Thursday of odd-numbered months. 
 
Thanks,
 
Jerry
 
Jerry Robbins, PTP
Interim Director of Sustainable Streets


 SFMTA | Municipal Transportation Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103-5417
T:  415.701.4490 
 
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 04, 2014 4:31 PM
To: Robbins, Jerry
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: Addition to Ballpark Meeting Notification
 
Jerry – could you please add Clarke and Kate to the invite list for the Ballpark Transportation
Committee meetings so that they can attend future meetings?  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 (CII)
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: Tomorrow with Dan Barrett
Date: Monday, July 28, 2014 10:04:00 AM


Sounds good.  I am open until 12 today and between 1-2.  I will clear by schedule tomorrow so that I
am available before the 11 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014


-----Original Message-----
From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Sent: Monday, July 28, 2014 7:52 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: Tomorrow with Dan Barrett


Hi folks,


Catherine, can we connect today about our meetings tomorrow with Dan? I am glad you're finally going
meet him.


John and Phillip, when does Dan land  in SF? And where is the 11am meeting? I am thinking of picking
up Dan at the airport and seeing if we can visit the arena site to start the day. If possible, I'd like to
meet up with you, Catherine, by 10am so you can give him some much needed background on Mission
Bay and the history of the site. Ideally, between 10-11, we can also discuss with Dan the broad outlines
of how the project will proceed through approvals.


John and/or Phillip, can you write out and send to this group the schedule for Dan's time in SF.
When/where/with whom are meetings? I am working on lunch with Warriors. 


Thanks all.


Jennifer
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From: Kwak, Grace
To: Kwak, Grace (DPW); Hussain, Lila (CII)
Cc: Moy, Barbara (DPW); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Miller, Don (DPW)
Subject: Re: Warriors Budget follow up
Date: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 7:59:26 PM


Oops... Forgot to take the Acceptance out. I will update in the morning.


----- Reply message -----
From: "Kwak, Grace" <Grace.Kwak@sfdpw.org>
Date: Wed, Jul 23, 2014 4:50 pm
Subject: Warriors Budget follow up
To: "Hussain, Lila" <Lila.Hussain@sfgov.org>
Cc: "Moy, Barbara" <Barbara.Moy@sfdpw.org>, "Reilly, Catherine" <Catherine.Reilly@sfgov.org>,
"Miller, Don" <Don.Miller@sfdpw.org>


Lila,
I’m following up on our phone conversation.


1.       Mapping:  FOCIL received conditional Approval of a Tentative Map but it expired.  The Warriors
need to file a new Tentative Map and Final Map.


a.        We agree that the mapping is the responsibility of the Warriors.


b.      The PIA is an agreement regarding the obligation to construct and provide security for the Public
Infrastructure/Improvements.  We believe this is FOCIL’s responsibility, however, this may need to be
negotiated between Warriors and FOCIL. (We left the line item in the budget estimate- in case the
Warriors will be responsible for it.)


2.       Removal of Easements is a land encumbrance and should be the responsibility of the Warriors. 
Examples of Easements on the property that the Warriors will want removed after alternate
infrastructure is constructed is as follows:


a.       Temporary Muni Light Rail Easement


b.      City Public Utility Easement-Lines, Pipes, Gas, Electric etc.


c.       UCSF Vara-  (this may need to stay)


d.      City Waterlines (2)


e.      City Storm and Sewer Easement


f.        Water main Quit claim


g.       P G & E easement


3.       Improvement Plans-review and permitting.  This is complicated and may need to be negotiated
between Warrior and FOCIL as to who pay for what:


a.       FOCIL carried to 1st 100 % set and had 50 comments that had not been addressed.


b.      The plans were done by Freyer and Laureta and would need more work to complete however the
contemplated changes by the Warriors (due to the Infrastructure Plan Amendment) would be the
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Warriors responsibility.  Changes may include:


1.       Driveways, Street Light, Tree and utility vault relocation.


2.       Utilities upsized because of higher use. (Water, Sewer, Power etc.)


3.       Up-grades to streetscape surface features.


4.       Revised striping, signals and traffic handling
(We left the line item in the budget estimate for the Improvement plan review/permitting process- in
case the Warriors need to be responsible for the design/redesign starting from the 30% level.)


In summary, we added the Infrastructure Plan Amendment line item and subtracted only the
Construction Inspection related costs.
I hope this helps.
Grace


From: Kwak, Grace
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 10:25 AM
To: Hussain, Lila
Cc: Moy, Barbara; Reilly, Catherine; Miller, Don
Subject: RE: Reminder on Warriors Budget


Lila,
DPW TF budget is attached.
Thanks.
Grace


From: Kwak, Grace
Sent: Tuesday, July 15, 2014 4:56 PM
To: Hussain, Lila
Cc: Moy, Barbara; Reilly, Catherine
Subject: RE: Reminder on Warriors Budget


Lila,
We are working on it; it will be tomorrow.
Sorry we are late.
Grace


From: Moy, Barbara
Sent: Monday, July 14, 2014 6:25 PM
To: Hussain, Lila; Kwak, Grace
Subject: Re: Reminder on Warriors Budget


I will check with Grace and get back to you ASAP.   Thx
On Jul 14, 2014 5:54 PM, "Hussain, Lila (CII)" <lila.hussain@sfgov.org<mailto:lila.hussain@sfgov.org>>
wrote:
Barbara,


Just a quick reminder on GSW budget.  Is it possible to get it by COB tomorrow?


Thanks!


Lila


Sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:
From: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org<mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>>
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Date: July 9, 2014 at 12:16:47 PM PDT
To: "Moy, Barbara (DPW)" <barbara.moy@sfdpw.org<mailto:barbara.moy@sfdpw.org>>
Cc: "Hussain, Lila (OCII)" <lila.hussain@sfgov.org<mailto:lila.hussain@sfgov.org>>
Subject: Reminder on Warriors Budget
Hi, Barbara – sorry to bug, but wanted to see if you had had a chance to talk with Bruce about the lead
for the Warrior’s mapping, and also to put together a draft budget for the work the Task Force/Bruce’s
office would do for the mapping.  We’re getting pressure to get something to the Warriors asap, so if
you could get it to use later this week, we’d really appreciate it.  Let us know what we 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/
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Robbins, Jerry (MTA); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: Addition to Ballpark Meeting Notification
Date: Wednesday, June 04, 2014 5:39:57 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Thanks, Jerry. We’d be interested in seeing the agenda in advance to see if it makes sense for
someone from the Warriors to observe.
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Robbins, Jerry [mailto:Jerry.Robbins@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 04, 2014 5:06 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: Addition to Ballpark Meeting Notification
 
Done.  The next meeting is tentatively scheduled for Thursday, July 24 at 11 a.m. at the Giants’
offices at AT&T Park but is subject to change a week or so beforehand.  We meet every other
month, usually on the third Thursday of odd-numbered months. 
 
Thanks,
 
Jerry
 
Jerry Robbins, PTP
Interim Director of Sustainable Streets


 SFMTA | Municipal Transportation Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103-5417
T:  415.701.4490 
 
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 04, 2014 4:31 PM
To: Robbins, Jerry
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: Addition to Ballpark Meeting Notification
 
Jerry – could you please add Clarke and Kate to the invite list for the Ballpark Transportation
Committee meetings so that they can attend future meetings?  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.
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From: Gavin, John (MYR)
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: Tomorrow with Dan Barrett
Date: Monday, July 28, 2014 9:30:33 AM


Jennifer,


I will check with Dan to see his arrival time, and get back to you.


________________________________________
From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Sent: Monday, July 28, 2014 7:51 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: Tomorrow with Dan Barrett


Hi folks,


Catherine, can we connect today about our meetings tomorrow with Dan? I am glad you're finally going
meet him.


John and Phillip, when does Dan land  in SF? And where is the 11am meeting? I am thinking of picking
up Dan at the airport and seeing if we can visit the arena site to start the day. If possible, I'd like to
meet up with you, Catherine, by 10am so you can give him some much needed background on Mission
Bay and the history of the site. Ideally, between 10-11, we can also discuss with Dan the broad outlines
of how the project will proceed through approvals.


John and/or Phillip, can you write out and send to this group the schedule for Dan's time in SF.
When/where/with whom are meetings? I am working on lunch with Warriors.


Thanks all.


Jennifer
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From: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Warriors Budget
Date: Wednesday, June 25, 2014 6:39:04 AM


Hey Catherine,


I'm curious as to why you would use gross hourly instead of the hourly rate that
includes overhead?


Sent from my iPhone


On Jun 24, 2014, at 8:36 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Looks good. Thanks for pulling together. The one change I would make
would be to just show the gross hourly rate. Also, sit on it so we can see
what the proposed schedule is later this week. We will problably need to
add some time for a second year but will be reduced since things will be
going then. May need to increase George's time and put some for Ray
but lets see the calendar first.


Thanks and have a great weekend in Mexico!


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Hussain, Lila (OCII)"
Date:06/22/2014 4:19 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Subject: Warriors Budget


Hi Catherine,


Attached is a draft OCII GSW Budget.  Let me know if you agree with my percentages. 
Hope you are having a good weekend.  Please send me any comments.  I was thinking
about checking in with Adam Van De Water on Mon/Tuesday about the remaining City
Depts. 
 
 
 
 
Lila Hussain
Assistant Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure


One South Van Ness, 5th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
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Phone: 415-749-2431
Email: lila.hussain@sfgov.org
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From: Robbins, Jerry
To: "Clarke Miller"; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: Addition to Ballpark Meeting Notification
Date: Friday, June 06, 2014 5:41:30 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Hi Clarke:
 
I will send the agenda to everyone on the mailing list a week or so prior to the meeting.
 
Thanks,


Jerry
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 04, 2014 5:40 PM
To: Robbins, Jerry; Reilly, Catherine
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: Addition to Ballpark Meeting Notification
 
Thanks, Jerry. We’d be interested in seeing the agenda in advance to see if it makes sense for
someone from the Warriors to observe.
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Robbins, Jerry [mailto:Jerry.Robbins@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 04, 2014 5:06 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: Addition to Ballpark Meeting Notification
 
Done.  The next meeting is tentatively scheduled for Thursday, July 24 at 11 a.m. at the Giants’
offices at AT&T Park but is subject to change a week or so beforehand.  We meet every other
month, usually on the third Thursday of odd-numbered months. 
 
Thanks,
 
Jerry
 
Jerry Robbins, PTP
Interim Director of Sustainable Streets


 SFMTA | Municipal Transportation Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103-5417
T:  415.701.4490 
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 04, 2014 4:31 PM
To: Robbins, Jerry
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: Addition to Ballpark Meeting Notification
 
Jerry – could you please add Clarke and Kate to the invite list for the Ballpark Transportation
Committee meetings so that they can attend future meetings?  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: Hussain, Lila (CII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Tomorrow with Dan Barrett
Date: Monday, July 28, 2014 8:06:02 AM


I am booked Tuesday morning from 9:15-11:00am.  I have  a meeting with Amy Cohen that Tiffany
set up for me.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Monday, July 28, 2014 8:04 AM
To: Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: Fwd: Tomorrow with Dan Barrett
 
Are you available tomorrow at these times? Thanks
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)"
Date:07/28/2014 7:51 AM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Cc: "Wong, Phillip (MYR)" ,"Gavin, John (MYR)"
Subject: Tomorrow with Dan Barrett
 
Hi folks,


Catherine, can we connect today about our meetings tomorrow with Dan? I am glad you're finally going meet him. 


John and Phillip, when does Dan land  in SF? And where is the 11am meeting? I am thinking of picking up Dan at
the airport and seeing if we can visit the arena site to start the day. If possible, I'd like to meet up with you,
Catherine, by 10am so you can give him some much needed background on Mission Bay and the history of the site.
Ideally, between 10-11, we can also discuss with Dan the broad outlines of how the project will proceed through
approvals. 


John and/or Phillip, can you write out and send to this group the schedule for Dan's time in SF. When/where/with
whom are meetings? I am working on lunch with Warriors.  


Thanks all. 


Jennifer
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From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Warriors Design
Date: Sunday, June 22, 2014 9:22:33 AM


Invitee list looks good but I will be out of the office visiting family on the east coast 6/26 through 7/4
so will miss this one.


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 Jun 20, 2014, at 4:25 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:
>
> <mime-attachment.txt>
> <meeting.ics>
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From: corinnewoods
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Agenda
Date: Friday, June 06, 2014 7:48:04 PM


Under chair update can we include Warriors arena item with url of the interim
website link from sfgov/piers3032?
Talk tomorrow? 
Corinne


Sent from my Galaxy S®III


-------- Original message --------
From: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" 
Date:06/06/2014 5:34 PM (GMT-08:00) 
To: Corinne Woods 
Subject: Agenda 


Corinne. I will be in tomorrow and send over the agenda. Sorry for the delay


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone
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From: Beauchamp, Kevin
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Morales, Esther; rblum@cbpappraisal.com; Eric Schueler
Subject: RE: Phone Call on Mission Bay Retail
Date: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 7:35:54 AM


Catherine—
 
Just wanted to check in on this again.  Is there some time this week when you would be available to
discuss the topic outlined below?
 
Thanks--
 
Kevin
 
 


From: Beauchamp, Kevin 
Sent: Friday, June 27, 2014 2:16 PM
To: Catherine Reilly (Catherine.Reilly@sfgov.org)
Cc: Morales, Esther; 'rblum@cbpappraisal.com'; 'Eric Schueler'
Subject: Phone Call on Mission Bay Retail
 
Catherine—
 
To follow up on my voice mail message, UCSF has two questions we are hoping you can help us
with:  1) how much retail allocation in Mission Bay South is yet to be developed, and 2) if UCSF were
to transfer a portion of its 40,000 sf retail allocation on Blocks 36-39 to the Warriors, would the
Warriors’ 1M entitlement increase by a proportional amount, or not.
 
We have retained Ronald Blum with Carneghi-Blum & Partners to help with an appraisal of the value
of the retail rights, and would like to schedule a conference call with you, me, Ronald, Esther
Morales, and possibly Eric Schuler (who works with Gordon Schanck in UC’s Office of the President)
when you are back in the office.  Eric will be out of the office beginning on Wednesday 7/2, so if we
could schedule a short call on Tuesday 7/1 that would be terrific.  However, since I know that will be
your first day back in the office, if it needs to be later in the week we can do the call without Eric.  In
either case please let me know some times when you would be available and we’ll do our best to
accommodate your schedule.
 
Thanks--
 
Kevin
 
 
 
Kevin Beauchamp, AICP
Director of Physical Planning
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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: Eric Young
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Warriors project in Mission Bay
Date: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 4:43:43 PM


That's fine. When is a good time to call?


on 6/11/14 4:42 PM, Reilly, Catherine (OCII) at catherine.reilly@sfgov.org
wrote:


> Sure, but it will be for background purposes only and not for attribution.
>
> Catherine Reilly
> Project Manager
> Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
>    Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Eric Young [mailto:eyoung@bizjournals.com]
> Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 4:42 PM
> To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
> Subject: Warriors project in Mission Bay
>
> Hello. I'm following the GS Warriors' proposed arena in Mission Bay
> development. Can I talk to you about some questions I have about the project?
> ___________
> 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
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CELL: (415) 717-6429
WEB: www.SanFranciscoBusinessTimes.com
TWITTER: @SFBIZericyoung; SFBayAreaEcon


 








From: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Are you available at 4PM today?
Date: Thursday, June 19, 2014 8:01:53 AM


Yes. Lets talk when you come in.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, June 19, 2014 7:48 AM
To: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: Are you available at 4PM today?
 
I have a standing Warriors check in with Tifffany/Jim and it may be good for you two to sit in since
I’ll be out next week.  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: Ron Blum
To: "Beauchamp, Kevin"; "Woo, Kimberly"
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); "Morales, Esther"; "Nieva, Rochelle"
Subject: RE: Phone Call on Mission Bay Retail
Date: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 4:05:57 PM


I can do tomorrow between 11 and 12.
 
Ron
 
 
Ronald Blum, MAI
Carneghi-Blum & Partners, Inc.
456 Montgomery Street, Suite 488
San Francisco, CA  94104
Phone: (415) 777-2666 X 109
www.cbpappraisal.com
 
 
 


From: Beauchamp, Kevin [mailto:KBeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 3:31 PM
To: Woo, Kimberly
Cc: Catherine Reilly (Catherine.Reilly@sfgov.org); rblum@cbpappraisal.com; Morales, Esther; Nieva,
Rochelle
Subject: RE: Phone Call on Mission Bay Retail
 
Kim—
 
Can you please see if Esther Morales and Ronald Blum (rblum@cbpappraisal.com) would be
available for a 30 minute phone call to discuss Mission Bay Retail with Catherine Reilly during one of
the following times:
 
Thursday 7/3 between 11 a.m. – 1 p.m.
Monday 7/7 between 9 a.m. – noon, or 1 – 5 p.m.
 
Once we have a time, could you please send out an Outlook invitation with dial-in information. 
Participants are Catherine Reilly, Kevin B., Esther Morales and Ronald Blum.
 
Thanks—
 
Kevin
 
 


From: Beauchamp, Kevin 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 7:36 AM
To: Catherine Reilly (Catherine.Reilly@sfgov.org)
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Cc: Morales, Esther; 'rblum@cbpappraisal.com'; 'Eric Schueler'
Subject: RE: Phone Call on Mission Bay Retail
 
Catherine—
 
Just wanted to check in on this again.  Is there some time this week when you would be available to
discuss the topic outlined below?
 
Thanks--
 
Kevin
 
 


From: Beauchamp, Kevin 
Sent: Friday, June 27, 2014 2:16 PM
To: Catherine Reilly (Catherine.Reilly@sfgov.org)
Cc: Morales, Esther; 'rblum@cbpappraisal.com'; 'Eric Schueler'
Subject: Phone Call on Mission Bay Retail
 
Catherine—
 
To follow up on my voice mail message, UCSF has two questions we are hoping you can help us
with:  1) how much retail allocation in Mission Bay South is yet to be developed, and 2) if UCSF were
to transfer a portion of its 40,000 sf retail allocation on Blocks 36-39 to the Warriors, would the
Warriors’ 1M entitlement increase by a proportional amount, or not.
 
We have retained Ronald Blum with Carneghi-Blum & Partners to help with an appraisal of the value
of the retail rights, and would like to schedule a conference call with you, me, Ronald, Esther
Morales, and possibly Eric Schuler (who works with Gordon Schanck in UC’s Office of the President)
when you are back in the office.  Eric will be out of the office beginning on Wednesday 7/2, so if we
could schedule a short call on Tuesday 7/1 that would be terrific.  However, since I know that will be
your first day back in the office, if it needs to be later in the week we can do the call without Eric.  In
either case please let me know some times when you would be available and we’ll do our best to
accommodate your schedule.
 
Thanks--
 
Kevin
 
 
 
Kevin Beauchamp, AICP
Director of Physical Planning
UCSF Campus Planning
654 Minnesota Street, Second Floor
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San Francisco, CA 94143-0286
(415) 476-4238
kbeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu
www.ucsf.edu/LRDP
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From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
To: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Hussain, Lila (CII); Gavin, John (MYR); Pascual, Merrick (MYR)
Subject: Re: Warriors staffing budget for Mission Bay site
Date: Wednesday, July 09, 2014 5:01:59 PM


Super.


> On Jul 9, 2014, at 1:33 PM, "Van de Water, Adam (MYR)" <adam.vandewater@sfgov.org> wrote:
>
> John and I can put one together this week.  
>
> 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 Jul 9, 2014, at 1:22 PM, "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)" <jennifer.matz@sfgov.org> wrote:
>>
>> Yes, send to me first. Adam and John, are you working on staffing level estimates? If so, let's
discuss this week. If not, I need you to work on this.
>>
>>> On Jul 9, 2014, at 12:06 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:
>>>
>>> Will do.  Lila is taking the lead and I think we'd like to send it to you first (going to be a big one). 
Has OEWD put together something yet to add in?  We'll have to nudge MTA and DPW again, otherwise
we have ours and the proposed Planning budget.
>>>
>>> Catherine Reilly
>>> Project Manager
>>> Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
>>>  Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
>>> Sent: Wednesday, July 09, 2014 11:50 AM
>>> To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Pascual, Merrick (MYR)
>>> Cc: Howard, Kate (MYR)
>>> Subject: Warriors staffing budget for Mission Bay site
>>>
>>> Hi Catherine,
>>>
>>> Thanks for working with your staff and relevant city departments to put together the staff budget
for the Warriors project. When ready, please send Kate a draft of the budget. I'd like for her to get an
early review of projected staffing levels and rates. Thanks much!
>>>
>>> Jennifer
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: RE: Are you available at 4PM today?
Date: Thursday, June 19, 2014 8:27:00 AM


I am here.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, June 19, 2014 8:02 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Are you available at 4PM today?
 
Yes. Lets talk when you come in.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, June 19, 2014 7:48 AM
To: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: Are you available at 4PM today?
 
I have a standing Warriors check in with Tifffany/Jim and it may be good for you two to sit in since
I’ll be out next week.  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: Kelley, Gil (CPC)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Cheng-Tam, Irene; Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC);


Jones, Natasha (OCII); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden State Warriors - Design Review
Date: Monday, June 02, 2014 8:29:03 PM


If we can do a time that works for JennifEitherould like her on the call. Either of the
times she mentioned works for me


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Kelley, Gil (CPC)"
Date:06/02/2014 8:26 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Cc: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)" ,"Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)" ,"Cheng-Tam, Irene" ,"Watty,
Elizabeth (CPC)" ,"Perry, Nicholas (CPC)" ,"Jones, Natasha (OCII)" ,"Wong, Phillip
(MYR)"
Subject: Re: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden State Warriors -
Design Review


Let's do 10 then - with whomever we can get - to get things rolling. 


Sent from my iPhone


On Jun 2, 2014, at 8:24 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


That works for me


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)"
Date:06/02/2014 8:04 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)"
Cc: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" ,"Cheng-Tam, Irene" ,"Kelley, Gil (CPC)"
,"Watty, Elizabeth (CPC)" ,"Perry, Nicholas (CPC)" ,"Jones, Natasha
(OCII)" ,"Wong, Phillip (MYR)"
Subject: Re: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden State
Warriors - Design Review


Sorry all, I can't do 10! I have an appointment from 10-11.  Can we start
at 9:30 or 10:30 so I can catch the first or latter half of the call? 


On Jun 2, 2014, at 6:26 PM, "Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)"
<tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org> wrote:
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Thanks, Catherine. 


Look forward to speaking with Planning and OEWD staff at 10
am on Tuesday.


Tiffany Bohee


On Jun 2, 2014, at 6:09 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


That works for me.  We can use our conference call number
at:  877-214-6371 Participate Code 831118.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Cheng-Tam, Irene 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 6:06 PM
To: Kelley, Gil (CPC); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine
(OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Perry,
Nicholas (CPC)
Subject: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden
State Warriors - Design Review
Importance: High
 
Hi all:
Will tomorrow (June 3) from 10 – 10:30 a.m. to have a
conference call?  Should we call in Tiffany’s office at
749-2588?  Please advise.  Thank you.
 
Irene
558-6282
 


From: Kelley, Gil (CPC) 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 1:32 PM
To: Cheng-Tam, Irene
Subject: Fwd: Golden State Warriors - Design Review
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Sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Rahaim, John (CPC)"
<john.rahaim@sfgov.org>
Date: June 2, 2014 at 12:55:38 PM PDT
To: "Kelley, Gil (CPC)" <gil.kelley@sfgov.org>,
"Joslin, Jeff (CPC)" <jeff.joslin@sfgov.org>,
"Winslow, David (CPC)"
<david.winslow@sfgov.org>, "Watty, Elizabeth
(CPC)" <elizabeth.watty@sfgov.org>
Subject: Fwd: Golden State Warriors - Design
Review


Do you all think this is possible?  Can you talk in
my absence and figure it out. Thanks. 


Please excuse any typos. This was sent from my
iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)"
<tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org>
Date: June 2, 2014 at 12:01:29
PM PDT
To: "Rahaim, John (CPC)"
<john.rahaim@sfgov.org>
Subject: Golden State Warriors -
Design Review


John – Got your voicemail.  I can
talk today after 3:30 pm (or
later).  Prior to next week’s
meeting with the Warriors, I do
think it would be helpful for OCII
and Planning staff to discuss the
site constraints, considerations
and any other issues the design
team should be paying attention
to. 
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If at all possible, it would be good
to convey this collective
information to the GSW prior to
next week’s meeting.  I (along
with Catherine Reilly and Jen
Matz) could be available for this
call/discussion with you (and/or
your department staff) with the
GSW tomorrow, June 3, between
10 am and 11 am or between 2:30
pm and 4 pm.  Thanks in advance
for doing what you can.
 
Best,
Tiffany
 
Tiffany Bohee
Executive Director
Office of Community Investment and
Infrastructure
  Successor to the San Francisco
Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth
Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Tel:  415-749-2588
Email:  tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org
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From: Hussain, Lila (CII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Re: Warriors staffing budget for Mission Bay site
Date: Wednesday, July 09, 2014 3:25:24 PM


OK


Sent from my iPhone


On Jul 9, 2014, at 3:21 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Let’s talk first about whether best to hold off until we have everything or sending
individually. 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: Hussain, Lila (CII) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 09, 2014 3:08 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Fwd: Warriors staffing budget for Mission Bay site
 


I'll send Jen over our budget.  I will do some minor clean up (ray's hours etc) but
overall do you feel good about the hour percentages.  
Sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)" <jennifer.matz@sfgov.org>
Date: July 9, 2014 at 1:22:14 PM PDT
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
Cc: "Hussain, Lila (CII)" <lila.hussain@sfgov.org>, "Gavin, John
(MYR)" <john.gavin@sfgov.org>, "Van de Water, Adam (MYR)"
<adam.vandewater@sfgov.org>, "Pascual, Merrick (MYR)"
<merrick.pascual@sfgov.org>
Subject: Re: Warriors staffing budget for Mission Bay site


Yes, send to me first. Adam and John, are you working on staffing
level estimates? If so, let's discuss this week. If not, I need you to
work on this. 
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On Jul 9, 2014, at 12:06 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


 
Will do.  Lila is taking the lead and I think we'd like to
send it to you first (going to be a big one).  Has OEWD
put together something yet to add in?  We'll have to
nudge MTA and DPW again, otherwise we have ours
and the proposed Planning budget.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
(OCII)
  Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the
City 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: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Sent: Wednesday, July 09, 2014 11:50 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Pascual, Merrick (MYR)
Cc: Howard, Kate (MYR)
Subject: Warriors staffing budget for Mission Bay site
 
Hi Catherine,
 
Thanks for working with your staff and relevant city
departments to put together the staff budget for the
Warriors project. When ready, please send Kate a draft
of the budget. I'd like for her to get an early review of
projected staffing levels and rates. Thanks much!
 
Jennifer
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: Available for Warriors Meeting
Date: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 5:23:00 PM


Phillip – I talked with the Warriors and baring any internal issues, I think what we will do for the
small group is to have this Thursday at 11-12 and the following ones will be 9.30-10.30.  Let me
know if you see any issues with that schedule (cc-ed Jenn so she can weigh in on it in case she
wants to sit in as well).  If all ok, I’ll send out the invite (to save you having to change it in the
future).
 
Thanks for all the help on all of this!
 
(I’ll also send out the invite for the 8/8/ @11AM meeting – location tbd.).
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Wong, Phillip (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 4:46 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Available for Warriors Meeting
 
Hi Catherine,
 
Great, do you anticipate the standing call being 30 minutes or longer?  I’m sorry I’ve missed your
calls.  I am at my desk.
 
Best,
 
Phillip C. Wong
 
**Please note: I will be out of the office August 5, 2014 through August 22, 2014.**
 
--
Project Assistant
Office of Economic and Workforce Development
City Hall, Room 448
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1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102-4653
Office: 415-554-6512
Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 4:36 PM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: Available for Warriors Meeting
 
Phillip – let’s talk about the time before sending anything out.  I found David’s email, so have his
info.  I’m thinking 11-12 may be better (since we are looking at doing a check in with GSW/Jenn at
10.30).  Though, I am going to call the Warriors to make sure this would work for them, since they
supposedly are on the road for a standing meeting. 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Wong, Phillip (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 3:10 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Available for Warriors Meeting
 
Hi Catherine,
 
I’m going to send the invitation out for Thursdays very soon, 10am – 11am (likely the standing time
as well).  David Winslow hasn’t gotten back to me yet.  Is there a room in OCII that I can put down?
 
Best,
 
Phillip C. Wong
 
**Please note: I will be out of the office August 5, 2014 through August 22, 2014.**
 
--
Project Assistant
Office of Economic and Workforce Development
City Hall, Room 448
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
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San Francisco, CA 94102-4653
Office: 415-554-6512
Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 2:09 PM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: Available for Warriors Meeting
 
THANKS! Let me call them.  Any luck on the smaller group this Thursday?
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Wong, Phillip (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 10:48 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Available for Warriors Meeting
 
Hi Catherine,
 
John and Tiffany are available on Friday, 8/8 at 11am.  Would you like me to reach out to the
Warriors?
 
Best,
 
Phillip C. Wong
 
**Please note: I will be out of the office August 5, 2014 through August 22, 2014.**
 
--
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: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 3:17 PM
To: Rahaim, John (CPC); Green, Andrea (CPC); Wong, Phillip (MYR); Nguyen, Lucinda (CII)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Winslow, David (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Subject: RE: Available for Warriors Meeting
 
John – we’d love you to be able to be there for this meeting (along with David and Josh) since it will
be the last “blessing” of the site plan prior to the CAC meeting and we do not want to give them the
go ahead without your buyoff.  It turns out Tiffany cannot make that time either.
 
We’ll work with staff to see what other times work that week.
 
Thank you for the quick response.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Rahaim, John (CPC) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 2:52 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Green, Andrea (CPC); Wong, Phillip (MYR); Nguyen, Lucinda (CII)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Winslow, David (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Subject: RE: Available for Warriors Meeting
 
I’m out of the office that day.  David and Josh may be available.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 2:38 PM
To: Green, Andrea (CPC); Wong, Phillip (MYR); Nguyen, Lucinda (CII)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Rahaim, John (CPC)
Subject: Available for Warriors Meeting
 
Andrea/Lucinda/Phillip - Could you please let me know John, Tiffany and Jennifer’s available the


afternoon of Tuesday August 5th from 2.30 onwards?  We need to set up a large group meeting with


the Warriors design team to review the site plan prior to the August 14th CAC meeting and this is
the only time that week that Craig Dykers is available.  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); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Cc: Cheng-Tam, Irene; Kelley, Gil (CPC); Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC); Jones, Natasha (OCII);


Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden State Warriors - Design Review
Date: Monday, June 02, 2014 8:24:22 PM


That works for me


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)"
Date:06/02/2014 8:04 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)"
Cc: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" ,"Cheng-Tam, Irene" ,"Kelley, Gil (CPC)" ,"Watty,
Elizabeth (CPC)" ,"Perry, Nicholas (CPC)" ,"Jones, Natasha (OCII)" ,"Wong, Phillip
(MYR)"
Subject: Re: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden State Warriors -
Design Review


Sorry all, I can't do 10! I have an appointment from 10-11.  Can we start at 9:30 or
10:30 so I can catch the first or latter half of the call? 


On Jun 2, 2014, at 6:26 PM, "Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)" <tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Thanks, Catherine. 


Look forward to speaking with Planning and OEWD staff at 10 am on
Tuesday.


Tiffany Bohee


On Jun 2, 2014, at 6:09 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


That works for me.  We can use our conference call number at:  877-214-
6371 Participate Code 831118.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment 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: Cheng-Tam, Irene 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 6:06 PM
To: Kelley, Gil (CPC); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz,
Jennifer (MYR); Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC)
Subject: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden State Warriors -
Design Review
Importance: High
 
Hi all:
Will tomorrow (June 3) from 10 – 10:30 a.m. to have a conference
call?  Should we call in Tiffany’s office at
749-2588?  Please advise.  Thank you.
 
Irene
558-6282
 


From: Kelley, Gil (CPC) 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 1:32 PM
To: Cheng-Tam, Irene
Subject: Fwd: Golden State Warriors - Design Review
 


Sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Rahaim, John (CPC)" <john.rahaim@sfgov.org>
Date: June 2, 2014 at 12:55:38 PM PDT
To: "Kelley, Gil (CPC)" <gil.kelley@sfgov.org>, "Joslin, Jeff
(CPC)" <jeff.joslin@sfgov.org>, "Winslow, David (CPC)"
<david.winslow@sfgov.org>, "Watty, Elizabeth (CPC)"
<elizabeth.watty@sfgov.org>
Subject: Fwd: Golden State Warriors - Design Review


Do you all think this is possible?  Can you talk in my absence
and figure it out. Thanks. 


Please excuse any typos. This was sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)"
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<tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org>
Date: June 2, 2014 at 12:01:29 PM PDT
To: "Rahaim, John (CPC)"
<john.rahaim@sfgov.org>
Subject: Golden State Warriors - Design
Review


John – Got your voicemail.  I can talk today
after 3:30 pm (or later).  Prior to next week’s
meeting with the Warriors, I do think it would
be helpful for OCII and Planning staff to discuss
the site constraints, considerations and any
other issues the design team should be paying
attention to. 
 
If at all possible, it would be good to convey
this collective information to the GSW prior to
next week’s meeting.  I (along with Catherine
Reilly and Jen Matz) could be available for this
call/discussion with you (and/or your
department staff) with the GSW tomorrow,
June 3, between 10 am and 11 am or between
2:30 pm and 4 pm.  Thanks in advance for
doing what you can.
 
Best,
Tiffany
 
Tiffany Bohee
Executive Director
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
  Successor to the San Francisco Redevelopment
Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Tel:  415-749-2588
Email:  tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org
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From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Hussain, Lila (OCII); Gavin, John (MYR); Pascual, Merrick (MYR)
Subject: Re: Warriors staffing budget for Mission Bay site
Date: Wednesday, July 09, 2014 1:33:47 PM


John and I can put one together this week.  


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 Jul 9, 2014, at 1:22 PM, "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)" <jennifer.matz@sfgov.org> wrote:
>
> Yes, send to me first. Adam and John, are you working on staffing level estimates? If so, let's discuss
this week. If not, I need you to work on this.
>
>> On Jul 9, 2014, at 12:06 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:
>>
>> Will do.  Lila is taking the lead and I think we'd like to send it to you first (going to be a big one). 
Has OEWD put together something yet to add in?  We'll have to nudge MTA and DPW again, otherwise
we have ours and the proposed Planning budget.
>>
>> Catherine Reilly
>> Project Manager
>> Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
>>   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
>> Sent: Wednesday, July 09, 2014 11:50 AM
>> To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Pascual, Merrick (MYR)
>> Cc: Howard, Kate (MYR)
>> Subject: Warriors staffing budget for Mission Bay site
>>
>> Hi Catherine,
>>
>> Thanks for working with your staff and relevant city departments to put together the staff budget
for the Warriors project. When ready, please send Kate a draft of the budget. I'd like for her to get an
early review of projected staffing levels and rates. Thanks much!
>>
>> Jennifer
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: Available for Warriors Meeting
Date: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 5:23:00 PM


Phillip – I talked with the Warriors and baring any internal issues, I think what we will do for the
small group is to have this Thursday at 11-12 and the following ones will be 9.30-10.30.  Let me
know if you see any issues with that schedule (cc-ed Jenn so she can weigh in on it in case she
wants to sit in as well).  If all ok, I’ll send out the invite (to save you having to change it in the
future).
 
Thanks for all the help on all of this!
 
(I’ll also send out the invite for the 8/8/ @11AM meeting – location tbd.).
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Wong, Phillip (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 4:46 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Available for Warriors Meeting
 
Hi Catherine,
 
Great, do you anticipate the standing call being 30 minutes or longer?  I’m sorry I’ve missed your
calls.  I am at my desk.
 
Best,
 
Phillip C. Wong
 
**Please note: I will be out of the office August 5, 2014 through August 22, 2014.**
 
--
Project Assistant
Office of Economic and Workforce Development
City Hall, Room 448
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1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102-4653
Office: 415-554-6512
Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 4:36 PM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: Available for Warriors Meeting
 
Phillip – let’s talk about the time before sending anything out.  I found David’s email, so have his
info.  I’m thinking 11-12 may be better (since we are looking at doing a check in with GSW/Jenn at
10.30).  Though, I am going to call the Warriors to make sure this would work for them, since they
supposedly are on the road for a standing meeting. 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Wong, Phillip (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 3:10 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Available for Warriors Meeting
 
Hi Catherine,
 
I’m going to send the invitation out for Thursdays very soon, 10am – 11am (likely the standing time
as well).  David Winslow hasn’t gotten back to me yet.  Is there a room in OCII that I can put down?
 
Best,
 
Phillip C. Wong
 
**Please note: I will be out of the office August 5, 2014 through August 22, 2014.**
 
--
Project Assistant
Office of Economic and Workforce Development
City Hall, Room 448
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
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San Francisco, CA 94102-4653
Office: 415-554-6512
Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 2:09 PM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: Available for Warriors Meeting
 
THANKS! Let me call them.  Any luck on the smaller group this Thursday?
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Wong, Phillip (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 10:48 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Available for Warriors Meeting
 
Hi Catherine,
 
John and Tiffany are available on Friday, 8/8 at 11am.  Would you like me to reach out to the
Warriors?
 
Best,
 
Phillip C. Wong
 
**Please note: I will be out of the office August 5, 2014 through August 22, 2014.**
 
--
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: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 3:17 PM
To: Rahaim, John (CPC); Green, Andrea (CPC); Wong, Phillip (MYR); Nguyen, Lucinda (CII)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Winslow, David (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Subject: RE: Available for Warriors Meeting
 
John – we’d love you to be able to be there for this meeting (along with David and Josh) since it will
be the last “blessing” of the site plan prior to the CAC meeting and we do not want to give them the
go ahead without your buyoff.  It turns out Tiffany cannot make that time either.
 
We’ll work with staff to see what other times work that week.
 
Thank you for the quick response.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Rahaim, John (CPC) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 2:52 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Green, Andrea (CPC); Wong, Phillip (MYR); Nguyen, Lucinda (CII)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Winslow, David (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Subject: RE: Available for Warriors Meeting
 
I’m out of the office that day.  David and Josh may be available.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 2:38 PM
To: Green, Andrea (CPC); Wong, Phillip (MYR); Nguyen, Lucinda (CII)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Rahaim, John (CPC)
Subject: Available for Warriors Meeting
 
Andrea/Lucinda/Phillip - Could you please let me know John, Tiffany and Jennifer’s available the


afternoon of Tuesday August 5th from 2.30 onwards?  We need to set up a large group meeting with


the Warriors design team to review the site plan prior to the August 14th CAC meeting and this is
the only time that week that Craig Dykers is available.  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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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Cc: Cheng-Tam, Irene; Kelley, Gil (CPC); Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC); Jones, Natasha (OCII);


Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden State Warriors - Design Review
Date: Monday, June 02, 2014 8:24:22 PM


That works for me


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)"
Date:06/02/2014 8:04 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)"
Cc: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" ,"Cheng-Tam, Irene" ,"Kelley, Gil (CPC)" ,"Watty,
Elizabeth (CPC)" ,"Perry, Nicholas (CPC)" ,"Jones, Natasha (OCII)" ,"Wong, Phillip
(MYR)"
Subject: Re: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden State Warriors -
Design Review


Sorry all, I can't do 10! I have an appointment from 10-11.  Can we start at 9:30 or
10:30 so I can catch the first or latter half of the call? 


On Jun 2, 2014, at 6:26 PM, "Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)" <tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Thanks, Catherine. 


Look forward to speaking with Planning and OEWD staff at 10 am on
Tuesday.


Tiffany Bohee


On Jun 2, 2014, at 6:09 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


That works for me.  We can use our conference call number at:  877-214-
6371 Participate Code 831118.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment 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: Cheng-Tam, Irene 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 6:06 PM
To: Kelley, Gil (CPC); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz,
Jennifer (MYR); Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC)
Subject: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden State Warriors -
Design Review
Importance: High
 
Hi all:
Will tomorrow (June 3) from 10 – 10:30 a.m. to have a conference
call?  Should we call in Tiffany’s office at
749-2588?  Please advise.  Thank you.
 
Irene
558-6282
 


From: Kelley, Gil (CPC) 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 1:32 PM
To: Cheng-Tam, Irene
Subject: Fwd: Golden State Warriors - Design Review
 


Sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Rahaim, John (CPC)" <john.rahaim@sfgov.org>
Date: June 2, 2014 at 12:55:38 PM PDT
To: "Kelley, Gil (CPC)" <gil.kelley@sfgov.org>, "Joslin, Jeff
(CPC)" <jeff.joslin@sfgov.org>, "Winslow, David (CPC)"
<david.winslow@sfgov.org>, "Watty, Elizabeth (CPC)"
<elizabeth.watty@sfgov.org>
Subject: Fwd: Golden State Warriors - Design Review


Do you all think this is possible?  Can you talk in my absence
and figure it out. Thanks. 


Please excuse any typos. This was sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)"
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<tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org>
Date: June 2, 2014 at 12:01:29 PM PDT
To: "Rahaim, John (CPC)"
<john.rahaim@sfgov.org>
Subject: Golden State Warriors - Design
Review


John – Got your voicemail.  I can talk today
after 3:30 pm (or later).  Prior to next week’s
meeting with the Warriors, I do think it would
be helpful for OCII and Planning staff to discuss
the site constraints, considerations and any
other issues the design team should be paying
attention to. 
 
If at all possible, it would be good to convey
this collective information to the GSW prior to
next week’s meeting.  I (along with Catherine
Reilly and Jen Matz) could be available for this
call/discussion with you (and/or your
department staff) with the GSW tomorrow,
June 3, between 10 am and 11 am or between
2:30 pm and 4 pm.  Thanks in advance for
doing what you can.
 
Best,
Tiffany
 
Tiffany Bohee
Executive Director
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
  Successor to the San Francisco Redevelopment
Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Tel:  415-749-2588
Email:  tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org
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From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Hussain, Lila (OCII); Gavin, John (MYR); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Pascual, Merrick (MYR)
Subject: Re: Warriors staffing budget for Mission Bay site
Date: Wednesday, July 09, 2014 1:22:21 PM


Yes, send to me first. Adam and John, are you working on staffing level estimates? If so, let's discuss
this week. If not, I need you to work on this.


> On Jul 9, 2014, at 12:06 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:
>
> Will do.  Lila is taking the lead and I think we'd like to send it to you first (going to be a big one). 
Has OEWD put together something yet to add in?  We'll have to nudge MTA and DPW again, otherwise
we have ours and the proposed Planning budget.
>
> Catherine Reilly
> Project Manager
> Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
>    Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
> Sent: Wednesday, July 09, 2014 11:50 AM
> To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Pascual, Merrick (MYR)
> Cc: Howard, Kate (MYR)
> Subject: Warriors staffing budget for Mission Bay site
>
> Hi Catherine,
>
> Thanks for working with your staff and relevant city departments to put together the staff budget for
the Warriors project. When ready, please send Kate a draft of the budget. I'd like for her to get an early
review of projected staffing levels and rates. Thanks much!
>
> Jennifer
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: Available for Warriors Meeting
Date: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 4:35:00 PM


Phillip – let’s talk about the time before sending anything out.  I found David’s email, so have his
info.  I’m thinking 11-12 may be better (since we are looking at doing a check in with GSW/Jenn at
10.30).  Though, I am going to call the Warriors to make sure this would work for them, since they
supposedly are on the road for a standing meeting. 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Wong, Phillip (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 3:10 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Available for Warriors Meeting
 
Hi Catherine,
 
I’m going to send the invitation out for Thursdays very soon, 10am – 11am (likely the standing time
as well).  David Winslow hasn’t gotten back to me yet.  Is there a room in OCII that I can put down?
 
Best,
 
Phillip C. Wong
 
**Please note: I will be out of the office August 5, 2014 through August 22, 2014.**
 
--
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
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
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Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 2:09 PM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: Available for Warriors Meeting
 
THANKS! Let me call them.  Any luck on the smaller group this Thursday?
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Wong, Phillip (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 10:48 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Available for Warriors Meeting
 
Hi Catherine,
 
John and Tiffany are available on Friday, 8/8 at 11am.  Would you like me to reach out to the
Warriors?
 
Best,
 
Phillip C. Wong
 
**Please note: I will be out of the office August 5, 2014 through August 22, 2014.**
 
--
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
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 3:17 PM
To: Rahaim, John (CPC); Green, Andrea (CPC); Wong, Phillip (MYR); Nguyen, Lucinda (CII)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Winslow, David (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Subject: RE: Available for Warriors Meeting
 



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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John – we’d love you to be able to be there for this meeting (along with David and Josh) since it will
be the last “blessing” of the site plan prior to the CAC meeting and we do not want to give them the
go ahead without your buyoff.  It turns out Tiffany cannot make that time either.
 
We’ll work with staff to see what other times work that week.
 
Thank you for the quick response.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Rahaim, John (CPC) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 2:52 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Green, Andrea (CPC); Wong, Phillip (MYR); Nguyen, Lucinda (CII)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Winslow, David (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Subject: RE: Available for Warriors Meeting
 
I’m out of the office that day.  David and Josh may be available.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 2:38 PM
To: Green, Andrea (CPC); Wong, Phillip (MYR); Nguyen, Lucinda (CII)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Rahaim, John (CPC)
Subject: Available for Warriors Meeting
 
Andrea/Lucinda/Phillip - Could you please let me know John, Tiffany and Jennifer’s available the


afternoon of Tuesday August 5th from 2.30 onwards?  We need to set up a large group meeting with


the Warriors design team to review the site plan prior to the August 14th CAC meeting and this is
the only time that week that Craig Dykers is available.  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: Watty, Elizabeth (CPC)
To: Cheng-Tam, Irene; Kelley, Gil (CPC); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR);


Perry, Nicholas (CPC)
Subject: RE: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden State Warriors - Design Review
Date: Monday, June 02, 2014 6:15:01 PM
Attachments: image001.png


image002.png
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Works for me.
 
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: Cheng-Tam, Irene 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 6:06 PM
To: Kelley, Gil (CPC); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Watty,
Elizabeth (CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC)
Subject: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden State Warriors - Design Review
Importance: High
 
Hi all:
Will tomorrow (June 3) from 10 – 10:30 a.m. to have a conference call?  Should we call in
Tiffany’s office at
749-2588?  Please advise.  Thank you.
 
Irene
558-6282
 
From: Kelley, Gil (CPC) 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 1:32 PM
To: Cheng-Tam, Irene
Subject: Fwd: Golden State Warriors - Design Review
 


Sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Rahaim, John (CPC)" <john.rahaim@sfgov.org>
Date: June 2, 2014 at 12:55:38 PM PDT



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=C58956E7185C4FD3A80444BBB093594E-ELIZABETH WATTY

mailto:irene.cheng-tam@sfgov.org

mailto:Gil.Kelley@sfgov.org

mailto:tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=b2161cda984e436b919fd2b738c5e13d-Jennifer Entine Matz

mailto:nicholas.perry@sfgov.org

mailto:first.lastname@sfgov.org

http://www.sfplanning.org/

https://www.facebook.com/sfplanning

http://www.flickr.com/photos/sfplanning

https://twitter.com/sfplanning

http://www.youtube.com/sfplanning

http://signup.sfplanning.org/

mailto:john.rahaim@sfgov.org















To: "Kelley, Gil (CPC)" <gil.kelley@sfgov.org>, "Joslin, Jeff (CPC)"
<jeff.joslin@sfgov.org>, "Winslow, David (CPC)" <david.winslow@sfgov.org>, "Watty,
Elizabeth (CPC)" <elizabeth.watty@sfgov.org>
Subject: Fwd: Golden State Warriors - Design Review


Do you all think this is possible?  Can you talk in my absence and figure it out. Thanks. 


Please excuse any typos. This was sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)" <tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org>
Date: June 2, 2014 at 12:01:29 PM PDT
To: "Rahaim, John (CPC)" <john.rahaim@sfgov.org>
Subject: Golden State Warriors - Design Review


John – Got your voicemail.  I can talk today after 3:30 pm (or later).  Prior
to next week’s meeting with the Warriors, I do think it would be helpful
for OCII and Planning staff to discuss the site constraints, considerations
and any other issues the design team should be paying attention to. 
 
If at all possible, it would be good to convey this collective information to
the GSW prior to next week’s meeting.  I (along with Catherine Reilly and
Jen Matz) could be available for this call/discussion with you (and/or your
department staff) with the GSW tomorrow, June 3, between 10 am and
11 am or between 2:30 pm and 4 pm.  Thanks in advance for doing what
you can.
 
Best,
Tiffany
 
Tiffany Bohee
Executive Director
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
  Successor to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Tel:  415-749-2588
Email:  tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org
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From: Hussain, Lila (CII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Re: Warriors staffing budget for Mission Bay site
Date: Saturday, July 26, 2014 1:26:44 PM


I can see if that is possible but it may be difficult without an agreement in place. 


Sent from my iPhone


> On Jul 26, 2014, at 12:45 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:
>
> Do you want to talk with him and see if we can have the funds go directly to OEWD?
>
> Catherine Reilly
> Project Manager
> Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
>    Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
>
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Pascual, Merrick (MYR)
> Sent: Tuesday, July 22, 2014 7:02 PM
> To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
> Subject: RE: Warriors staffing budget for Mission Bay site
>
> Hi Catherine,
>
> For OEWD staffing costs related to the Warriors Project at the Mission Bay site, I'm assuming we
would invoice OCII? If so, who should we address the invoice to at OCII?
>
> Thanks,
> Merrick
> _______________________________________________
> Merrick Pascual
> Chief Financial Officer
> Office of Economic and Workforce Development
> 1 South Van Ness Avenue, 5th Floor | San Francisco, CA 94103
> (415) 701-4811   
>
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
> Sent: Wednesday, July 09, 2014 12:13 PM
> To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Pascual, Merrick (MYR)
> Cc: Howard, Kate (MYR)
> Subject: RE: Warriors staffing budget for Mission Bay site
>
> Will do.  We are still collecting a couple departments' budgets, but will nudge them again.  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/
>
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
> Sent: Wednesday, July 09, 2014 11:50 AM
> To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Pascual, Merrick (MYR)
> Cc: Howard, Kate (MYR)
> Subject: Warriors staffing budget for Mission Bay site
>
> Hi Catherine,
>
> Thanks for working with your staff and relevant city departments to put together the staff budget for
the Warriors project. When ready, please send Kate a draft of the budget. I'd like for her to get an early
review of projected staffing levels and rates. Thanks much!
>
> Jennifer
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: Available for Warriors Meeting
Date: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 4:35:00 PM


Phillip – let’s talk about the time before sending anything out.  I found David’s email, so have his
info.  I’m thinking 11-12 may be better (since we are looking at doing a check in with GSW/Jenn at
10.30).  Though, I am going to call the Warriors to make sure this would work for them, since they
supposedly are on the road for a standing meeting. 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Wong, Phillip (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 3:10 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Available for Warriors Meeting
 
Hi Catherine,
 
I’m going to send the invitation out for Thursdays very soon, 10am – 11am (likely the standing time
as well).  David Winslow hasn’t gotten back to me yet.  Is there a room in OCII that I can put down?
 
Best,
 
Phillip C. Wong
 
**Please note: I will be out of the office August 5, 2014 through August 22, 2014.**
 
--
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
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
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Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 2:09 PM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: Available for Warriors Meeting
 
THANKS! Let me call them.  Any luck on the smaller group this Thursday?
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Wong, Phillip (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 10:48 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Available for Warriors Meeting
 
Hi Catherine,
 
John and Tiffany are available on Friday, 8/8 at 11am.  Would you like me to reach out to the
Warriors?
 
Best,
 
Phillip C. Wong
 
**Please note: I will be out of the office August 5, 2014 through August 22, 2014.**
 
--
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
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 3:17 PM
To: Rahaim, John (CPC); Green, Andrea (CPC); Wong, Phillip (MYR); Nguyen, Lucinda (CII)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Winslow, David (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Subject: RE: Available for Warriors Meeting
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John – we’d love you to be able to be there for this meeting (along with David and Josh) since it will
be the last “blessing” of the site plan prior to the CAC meeting and we do not want to give them the
go ahead without your buyoff.  It turns out Tiffany cannot make that time either.
 
We’ll work with staff to see what other times work that week.
 
Thank you for the quick response.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Rahaim, John (CPC) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 2:52 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Green, Andrea (CPC); Wong, Phillip (MYR); Nguyen, Lucinda (CII)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Winslow, David (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Subject: RE: Available for Warriors Meeting
 
I’m out of the office that day.  David and Josh may be available.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 2:38 PM
To: Green, Andrea (CPC); Wong, Phillip (MYR); Nguyen, Lucinda (CII)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Rahaim, John (CPC)
Subject: Available for Warriors Meeting
 
Andrea/Lucinda/Phillip - Could you please let me know John, Tiffany and Jennifer’s available the


afternoon of Tuesday August 5th from 2.30 onwards?  We need to set up a large group meeting with


the Warriors design team to review the site plan prior to the August 14th CAC meeting and this is
the only time that week that Craig Dykers is available.  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: Cheng-Tam, Irene; Kelley, Gil (CPC); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Watty, Elizabeth (CPC);


Perry, Nicholas (CPC)
Cc: Jones, Natasha (OCII); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden State Warriors - Design Review
Date: Monday, June 02, 2014 6:09:00 PM


That works for me.  We can use our conference call number at:  877-214-6371 Participate Code
831118.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Cheng-Tam, Irene 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 6:06 PM
To: Kelley, Gil (CPC); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Watty,
Elizabeth (CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC)
Subject: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden State Warriors - Design Review
Importance: High
 
Hi all:
Will tomorrow (June 3) from 10 – 10:30 a.m. to have a conference call?  Should we call in
Tiffany’s office at
749-2588?  Please advise.  Thank you.
 
Irene
558-6282
 
From: Kelley, Gil (CPC) 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 1:32 PM
To: Cheng-Tam, Irene
Subject: Fwd: Golden State Warriors - Design Review
 


Sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Rahaim, John (CPC)" <john.rahaim@sfgov.org>
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Date: June 2, 2014 at 12:55:38 PM PDT
To: "Kelley, Gil (CPC)" <gil.kelley@sfgov.org>, "Joslin, Jeff (CPC)"
<jeff.joslin@sfgov.org>, "Winslow, David (CPC)" <david.winslow@sfgov.org>, "Watty,
Elizabeth (CPC)" <elizabeth.watty@sfgov.org>
Subject: Fwd: Golden State Warriors - Design Review


Do you all think this is possible?  Can you talk in my absence and figure it out. Thanks. 


Please excuse any typos. This was sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)" <tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org>
Date: June 2, 2014 at 12:01:29 PM PDT
To: "Rahaim, John (CPC)" <john.rahaim@sfgov.org>
Subject: Golden State Warriors - Design Review


John – Got your voicemail.  I can talk today after 3:30 pm (or later).  Prior
to next week’s meeting with the Warriors, I do think it would be helpful
for OCII and Planning staff to discuss the site constraints, considerations
and any other issues the design team should be paying attention to. 
 
If at all possible, it would be good to convey this collective information to
the GSW prior to next week’s meeting.  I (along with Catherine Reilly and
Jen Matz) could be available for this call/discussion with you (and/or your
department staff) with the GSW tomorrow, June 3, between 10 am and
11 am or between 2:30 pm and 4 pm.  Thanks in advance for doing what
you can.
 
Best,
Tiffany
 
Tiffany Bohee
Executive Director
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
  Successor to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Tel:  415-749-2588
Email:  tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org
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From: Miche
To: Robbins, Jerry (MTA); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: **Press Release** SFMTA to Change Sunday Parking Meter Operations
Date: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 11:43:24 AM
Attachments: image008.png


That's what I thought I saw/read, but it was too good to believe without confirmation. :) Thank you! 


And I will appreciate each of the sacred Sundays we get prior to the opening of the Warriors Arena in which I'm sure those non-
event Sundays will become fewer and fewer. Now if we can just we can just get Saturdays to end at 6 instead of 10 pm....


Miche
 


*******************************************************************************************************************************************************
"The work goes on, the cause endures, the hope still lives and the dreams shall never die." --Edward Kennedy


"Success is the ability to go from one failure to another with no loss of enthusiasm." –-Winston Churchill


On Wednesday, July 2, 2014 11:39 AM, "Robbins, Jerry" <Jerry.Robbins@sfmta.com> wrote:


Hi Catherine and Miche:
 
Yes, the parking meters in the area inside the dashed blue line on the map below will only be in operation on
Sundays if there is an event at AT&T Park.
 
Thanks,
Jerry
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 11:33 AM
To: Miche
Cc: Robbins, Jerry
Subject: RE: **Press Release** SFMTA to Change Sunday Parking Meter Operations
 
I am cc-ing Jerry to confirm since I do not want to give incorrect information.
 
Thanks for responding, Jerry.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Miche [mailto:michesf@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 11:31 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: **Press Release** SFMTA to Change Sunday Parking Meter Operations
 
Catherine,
 
Does this mean that the meters on Terry Francois, China Basin St, and those around UCSF will no longer be functional on non-
event/game Sundays? Please say yes! 
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Thank you,
Miche Weinberg
Madrone
 


*******************************************************************************************************************************************************
"The work goes on, the cause endures, the hope still lives and the dreams shall never die." --Edward Kennedy


"Success is the ability to go from one failure to another with no loss of enthusiasm." –-Winston Churchill
 
 


On Wednesday, July 2, 2014 11:16 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:
 


 
From: Robbins, Jerry [mailto:Jerry.Robbins@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 10:43 AM
To: Robbins, Jerry (MTA)
Subject: FW: **Press Release** SFMTA to Change Sunday Parking Meter Operations
 
Please see the press release below regarding Sunday parking meters.  While parking meters will no longer
operate on Sundays in much of the city beginning on Sunday, July 6, they will continue to operate on Sundays in
some areas.  Please click on the map on the bottom of the press release to see areas where parking meters will
continue to operate on Sundays near AT&T Park and along the waterfront.  Please note that in the Special Event
Area near AT&T Park, meters will operate on Sundays only if there is an event, such as a Giants game, at AT&T
Park.  If in doubt, please check the parking meter for days and hours of operation.
 
Thanks,
 
Jerry
 
 
 
From: MediaRelations 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 10:22 AM
To: MediaRelations
Subject: **Press Release** SFMTA to Change Sunday Parking Meter Operations
 


 


Edwin M. Lee, Mayor
Tom Nolan, Chairman   Cheryl Brinkman, Vice-Chairman
Jerry Lee, Director   Cristina Rubke, Director
Malcolm Heinicke, Director  Joel Ramos, Director
Edward D. Reiskin, Director of Transportation


FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE
July 1, 2014
Contact: Paul Rose
415.601.1637, cell
paul.rose@sfmta.com


**PRESS RELEASE**
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 San Francisco—Starting on Sunday, July 6, parking meters will no longer
operate on Sundays throughout most of San Francisco. This change is the result
of the approval of the SFMTA’s fiscal year 2015-2016 (July 1, 2014 – June 30,
2016) budget, which repealed operating meters on Sundays throughout the city.
Citywide Sunday meter operation began January 2013.
“Starting this Sunday, we are making San Francisco a little more affordable for
our families and residents who want to get around our City and spend time at our
parks, do a little shopping or visit one of our world class neighborhoods,” said
Mayor Ed Lee. “While we give people a break at the meters on Sundays, we are
aggressively pursuing critical funding for our entire transportation network,
including a $500 million transportation bond this November that will invest in our
City’s transportation system for pedestrians, bicyclists, transit riders and drivers
alike, all without raising property taxes.”
Pre-January 2013 Meter Schedule
As a result of the change, most parking meters in San Francisco will only operate
Monday through Saturday, reverting to their pre-January 2013 operating
schedule.
Prior to 2013, some meters in the city operated on Sundays and will continue to
do so. These include meters within the Port of San Francisco’s jurisdiction,
including the Fisherman’s Wharf area, and meters at the following seven off-
street metered lots:


·         8th Avenue at Clement Street
·         9th Avenue at Clement Street
·         Geary Boulevard at 21st Avenue
·         18th Avenue at Geary Boulevard
·         8th Avenue at Irving Street
·         Pierce Street Garage (between Lombard and Chestnut streets)
·         Felton Street at San Bruno Avenue


Special Events Meter Schedule
Parking meters around AT&T Park will continue to operate on Sundays during
special events, such as Giants games. The next game affected is Sunday, July
13.
 
For the first three Sundays in July, SFMTA Parking Control Officers will place
informational flyers on vehicles parked at expired meters in areas where Sunday
meters will remain operational to remind the public of these changes.
 
When in doubt, customers are reminded to check the parking meter for days and
hours of operation.
 
Note: Areas where on-street meters will remain operational on Sundays are
highlighted on the .pdf map in purple.


###
For more information on Muni service, please call the San Francisco Customer Service Center at
311 or visit www.sfmta.com. For additional information on Muni's Accessible Services Program,
please call (415) 701-4485 or TTY (415) 701-4730. 


311 Free language assistance / 免費語言協助 / Ayuda gratuita con el idioma / Бесплатная
помощь переводчиков / Trợ giúp Thông dịch Miễn phí / Assistance linguistique gratuit / 無料
の言語支援 / 무료 언어 지원 / Libreng tulong para sa wikang Tagalog / ““““’
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: Available for Warriors Meeting
Date: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 2:09:00 PM


THANKS! Let me call them.  Any luck on the smaller group this Thursday?
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Wong, Phillip (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 10:48 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Available for Warriors Meeting
 
Hi Catherine,
 
John and Tiffany are available on Friday, 8/8 at 11am.  Would you like me to reach out to the
Warriors?
 
Best,
 
Phillip C. Wong
 
**Please note: I will be out of the office August 5, 2014 through August 22, 2014.**
 
--
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
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 3:17 PM
To: Rahaim, John (CPC); Green, Andrea (CPC); Wong, Phillip (MYR); Nguyen, Lucinda (CII)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Winslow, David (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Subject: RE: Available for Warriors Meeting



mailto:phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org





 
John – we’d love you to be able to be there for this meeting (along with David and Josh) since it will
be the last “blessing” of the site plan prior to the CAC meeting and we do not want to give them the
go ahead without your buyoff.  It turns out Tiffany cannot make that time either.
 
We’ll work with staff to see what other times work that week.
 
Thank you for the quick response.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Rahaim, John (CPC) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 2:52 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Green, Andrea (CPC); Wong, Phillip (MYR); Nguyen, Lucinda (CII)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Winslow, David (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Subject: RE: Available for Warriors Meeting
 
I’m out of the office that day.  David and Josh may be available.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 2:38 PM
To: Green, Andrea (CPC); Wong, Phillip (MYR); Nguyen, Lucinda (CII)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Rahaim, John (CPC)
Subject: Available for Warriors Meeting
 
Andrea/Lucinda/Phillip - Could you please let me know John, Tiffany and Jennifer’s available the


afternoon of Tuesday August 5th from 2.30 onwards?  We need to set up a large group meeting with


the Warriors design team to review the site plan prior to the August 14th CAC meeting and this is
the only time that week that Craig Dykers is available.  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: Cheng-Tam, Irene; Kelley, Gil (CPC); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Watty, Elizabeth (CPC);


Perry, Nicholas (CPC)
Cc: Jones, Natasha (OCII); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden State Warriors - Design Review
Date: Monday, June 02, 2014 6:09:00 PM


That works for me.  We can use our conference call number at:  877-214-6371 Participate Code
831118.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Cheng-Tam, Irene 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 6:06 PM
To: Kelley, Gil (CPC); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Watty,
Elizabeth (CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC)
Subject: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden State Warriors - Design Review
Importance: High
 
Hi all:
Will tomorrow (June 3) from 10 – 10:30 a.m. to have a conference call?  Should we call in
Tiffany’s office at
749-2588?  Please advise.  Thank you.
 
Irene
558-6282
 
From: Kelley, Gil (CPC) 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 1:32 PM
To: Cheng-Tam, Irene
Subject: Fwd: Golden State Warriors - Design Review
 


Sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Rahaim, John (CPC)" <john.rahaim@sfgov.org>
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Date: June 2, 2014 at 12:55:38 PM PDT
To: "Kelley, Gil (CPC)" <gil.kelley@sfgov.org>, "Joslin, Jeff (CPC)"
<jeff.joslin@sfgov.org>, "Winslow, David (CPC)" <david.winslow@sfgov.org>, "Watty,
Elizabeth (CPC)" <elizabeth.watty@sfgov.org>
Subject: Fwd: Golden State Warriors - Design Review


Do you all think this is possible?  Can you talk in my absence and figure it out. Thanks. 


Please excuse any typos. This was sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)" <tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org>
Date: June 2, 2014 at 12:01:29 PM PDT
To: "Rahaim, John (CPC)" <john.rahaim@sfgov.org>
Subject: Golden State Warriors - Design Review


John – Got your voicemail.  I can talk today after 3:30 pm (or later).  Prior
to next week’s meeting with the Warriors, I do think it would be helpful
for OCII and Planning staff to discuss the site constraints, considerations
and any other issues the design team should be paying attention to. 
 
If at all possible, it would be good to convey this collective information to
the GSW prior to next week’s meeting.  I (along with Catherine Reilly and
Jen Matz) could be available for this call/discussion with you (and/or your
department staff) with the GSW tomorrow, June 3, between 10 am and
11 am or between 2:30 pm and 4 pm.  Thanks in advance for doing what
you can.
 
Best,
Tiffany
 
Tiffany Bohee
Executive Director
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
  Successor to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Tel:  415-749-2588
Email:  tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org
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From: Miche
To: Robbins, Jerry (MTA); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: **Press Release** SFMTA to Change Sunday Parking Meter Operations
Date: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 11:44:12 AM
Attachments: image008.png


Make that all week nights to end at 6 pm, but especially Fridays/Saturdays!
 


*******************************************************************************************************************************************************
"The work goes on, the cause endures, the hope still lives and the dreams shall never die." --Edward Kennedy


"Success is the ability to go from one failure to another with no loss of enthusiasm." –-Winston Churchill


On , Miche <michesf@yahoo.com> wrote:


That's what I thought I saw/read, but it was too good to believe without confirmation. :) Thank you! 


And I will appreciate each of the sacred Sundays we get prior to the opening of the Warriors Arena in which I'm sure those non-
event Sundays will become fewer and fewer. Now if we can just we can just get Saturdays to end at 6 instead of 10 pm....


Miche
 


*******************************************************************************************************************************************************
"The work goes on, the cause endures, the hope still lives and the dreams shall never die." --Edward Kennedy


"Success is the ability to go from one failure to another with no loss of enthusiasm." –-Winston Churchill


On Wednesday, July 2, 2014 11:39 AM, "Robbins, Jerry" <Jerry.Robbins@sfmta.com> wrote:


Hi Catherine and Miche:
 
Yes, the parking meters in the area inside the dashed blue line on the map below will only be in operation on
Sundays if there is an event at AT&T Park.
 
Thanks,
Jerry
 



mailto:michesf@yahoo.com
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mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org







 
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 11:33 AM
To: Miche
Cc: Robbins, Jerry
Subject: RE: **Press Release** SFMTA to Change Sunday Parking Meter Operations
 
I am cc-ing Jerry to confirm since I do not want to give incorrect information.
 
Thanks for responding, Jerry.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Miche [mailto:michesf@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 11:31 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: **Press Release** SFMTA to Change Sunday Parking Meter Operations
 
Catherine,
 
Does this mean that the meters on Terry Francois, China Basin St, and those around UCSF will no longer be functional on non-
event/game Sundays? Please say yes! 



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:michesf@yahoo.com





 
Thank you,
Miche Weinberg
Madrone
 


*******************************************************************************************************************************************************
"The work goes on, the cause endures, the hope still lives and the dreams shall never die." --Edward Kennedy


"Success is the ability to go from one failure to another with no loss of enthusiasm." –-Winston Churchill
 
 


On Wednesday, July 2, 2014 11:16 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:
 


 
From: Robbins, Jerry [mailto:Jerry.Robbins@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 10:43 AM
To: Robbins, Jerry (MTA)
Subject: FW: **Press Release** SFMTA to Change Sunday Parking Meter Operations
 
Please see the press release below regarding Sunday parking meters.  While parking meters will no longer
operate on Sundays in much of the city beginning on Sunday, July 6, they will continue to operate on Sundays in
some areas.  Please click on the map on the bottom of the press release to see areas where parking meters will
continue to operate on Sundays near AT&T Park and along the waterfront.  Please note that in the Special Event
Area near AT&T Park, meters will operate on Sundays only if there is an event, such as a Giants game, at AT&T
Park.  If in doubt, please check the parking meter for days and hours of operation.
 
Thanks,
 
Jerry
 
 
 
From: MediaRelations 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 10:22 AM
To: MediaRelations
Subject: **Press Release** SFMTA to Change Sunday Parking Meter Operations
 


 


Edwin M. Lee, Mayor
Tom Nolan, Chairman   Cheryl Brinkman, Vice-Chairman
Jerry Lee, Director   Cristina Rubke, Director
Malcolm Heinicke, Director  Joel Ramos, Director
Edward D. Reiskin, Director of Transportation


FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE
July 1, 2014
Contact: Paul Rose
415.601.1637, cell
paul.rose@sfmta.com


**PRESS RELEASE**
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 San Francisco—Starting on Sunday, July 6, parking meters will no longer
operate on Sundays throughout most of San Francisco. This change is the result
of the approval of the SFMTA’s fiscal year 2015-2016 (July 1, 2014 – June 30,
2016) budget, which repealed operating meters on Sundays throughout the city.
Citywide Sunday meter operation began January 2013.
“Starting this Sunday, we are making San Francisco a little more affordable for
our families and residents who want to get around our City and spend time at our
parks, do a little shopping or visit one of our world class neighborhoods,” said
Mayor Ed Lee. “While we give people a break at the meters on Sundays, we are
aggressively pursuing critical funding for our entire transportation network,
including a $500 million transportation bond this November that will invest in our
City’s transportation system for pedestrians, bicyclists, transit riders and drivers
alike, all without raising property taxes.”
Pre-January 2013 Meter Schedule
As a result of the change, most parking meters in San Francisco will only operate
Monday through Saturday, reverting to their pre-January 2013 operating
schedule.
Prior to 2013, some meters in the city operated on Sundays and will continue to
do so. These include meters within the Port of San Francisco’s jurisdiction,
including the Fisherman’s Wharf area, and meters at the following seven off-
street metered lots:


·         8th Avenue at Clement Street
·         9th Avenue at Clement Street
·         Geary Boulevard at 21st Avenue
·         18th Avenue at Geary Boulevard
·         8th Avenue at Irving Street
·         Pierce Street Garage (between Lombard and Chestnut streets)
·         Felton Street at San Bruno Avenue


Special Events Meter Schedule
Parking meters around AT&T Park will continue to operate on Sundays during
special events, such as Giants games. The next game affected is Sunday, July
13.
 
For the first three Sundays in July, SFMTA Parking Control Officers will place
informational flyers on vehicles parked at expired meters in areas where Sunday
meters will remain operational to remind the public of these changes.
 
When in doubt, customers are reminded to check the parking meter for days and
hours of operation.
 
Note: Areas where on-street meters will remain operational on Sundays are
highlighted on the .pdf map in purple.


###
For more information on Muni service, please call the San Francisco Customer Service Center at
311 or visit www.sfmta.com. For additional information on Muni's Accessible Services Program,
please call (415) 701-4485 or TTY (415) 701-4730. 


311 Free language assistance / 免費語言協助 / Ayuda gratuita con el idioma / Бесплатная
помощь переводчиков / Trợ giúp Thông dịch Miễn phí / Assistance linguistique gratuit / 無料
の言語支援 / 무료 언어 지원 / Libreng tulong para sa wikang Tagalog / ““““’


  
 


Press Release--SFMTA to Change Sunday Parking Meter
Operations_Map_07.01.14.pdf
Press Release--SFMTA to Change Sunday Parking Meter Operations
7.1.14.pdf


 
STAY CONNECTED: SUBSCRIBER SERVICES:  



http://links.govdelivery.com/track?type=click&enid=ZWFzPTEmbWFpbGluZ2lkPTIwMTQwNzAxLjMzNjE0NDgxJm1lc3NhZ2VpZD1NREItUFJELUJVTC0yMDE0MDcwMS4zMzYxNDQ4MSZkYXRhYmFzZWlkPTEwMDEmc2VyaWFsPTE2OTgyMTgwJmVtYWlsaWQ9bWVkaWFyZWxhdGlvbnNAc2ZtdGEuY29tJnVzZXJpZD1tZWRpYXJlbGF0aW9uc0BzZm10YS5jb20mZmw9JmV4dHJhPU11bHRpdmFyaWF0ZUlkPSYmJg==&&&101&&&http://www.sfmta.com

http://links.govdelivery.com/track?type=click&enid=ZWFzPTEmbWFpbGluZ2lkPTIwMTQwNzAxLjMzNjE0NDgxJm1lc3NhZ2VpZD1NREItUFJELUJVTC0yMDE0MDcwMS4zMzYxNDQ4MSZkYXRhYmFzZWlkPTEwMDEmc2VyaWFsPTE2OTgyMTgwJmVtYWlsaWQ9bWVkaWFyZWxhdGlvbnNAc2ZtdGEuY29tJnVzZXJpZD1tZWRpYXJlbGF0aW9uc0BzZm10YS5jb20mZmw9JmV4dHJhPU11bHRpdmFyaWF0ZUlkPSYmJg==&&&102&&&http://content.govdelivery.com/attachments/CASFMTA/2014/07/01/file_attachments/304100/Press%2BRelease--SFMTA%2Bto%2BChange%2BSunday%2BParking%2BMeter%2BOperations_Map_07.01.14.pdf

http://links.govdelivery.com/track?type=click&enid=ZWFzPTEmbWFpbGluZ2lkPTIwMTQwNzAxLjMzNjE0NDgxJm1lc3NhZ2VpZD1NREItUFJELUJVTC0yMDE0MDcwMS4zMzYxNDQ4MSZkYXRhYmFzZWlkPTEwMDEmc2VyaWFsPTE2OTgyMTgwJmVtYWlsaWQ9bWVkaWFyZWxhdGlvbnNAc2ZtdGEuY29tJnVzZXJpZD1tZWRpYXJlbGF0aW9uc0BzZm10YS5jb20mZmw9JmV4dHJhPU11bHRpdmFyaWF0ZUlkPSYmJg==&&&102&&&http://content.govdelivery.com/attachments/CASFMTA/2014/07/01/file_attachments/304100/Press%2BRelease--SFMTA%2Bto%2BChange%2BSunday%2BParking%2BMeter%2BOperations_Map_07.01.14.pdf

http://links.govdelivery.com/track?type=click&enid=ZWFzPTEmbWFpbGluZ2lkPTIwMTQwNzAxLjMzNjE0NDgxJm1lc3NhZ2VpZD1NREItUFJELUJVTC0yMDE0MDcwMS4zMzYxNDQ4MSZkYXRhYmFzZWlkPTEwMDEmc2VyaWFsPTE2OTgyMTgwJmVtYWlsaWQ9bWVkaWFyZWxhdGlvbnNAc2ZtdGEuY29tJnVzZXJpZD1tZWRpYXJlbGF0aW9uc0BzZm10YS5jb20mZmw9JmV4dHJhPU11bHRpdmFyaWF0ZUlkPSYmJg==&&&103&&&http://content.govdelivery.com/attachments/CASFMTA/2014/07/01/file_attachments/304099/Press%2BRelease--SFMTA%2Bto%2BChange%2BSunday%2BParking%2BMeter%2BOperations%2B7.1.14.pdf

http://links.govdelivery.com/track?type=click&enid=ZWFzPTEmbWFpbGluZ2lkPTIwMTQwNzAxLjMzNjE0NDgxJm1lc3NhZ2VpZD1NREItUFJELUJVTC0yMDE0MDcwMS4zMzYxNDQ4MSZkYXRhYmFzZWlkPTEwMDEmc2VyaWFsPTE2OTgyMTgwJmVtYWlsaWQ9bWVkaWFyZWxhdGlvbnNAc2ZtdGEuY29tJnVzZXJpZD1tZWRpYXJlbGF0aW9uc0BzZm10YS5jb20mZmw9JmV4dHJhPU11bHRpdmFyaWF0ZUlkPSYmJg==&&&103&&&http://content.govdelivery.com/attachments/CASFMTA/2014/07/01/file_attachments/304099/Press%2BRelease--SFMTA%2Bto%2BChange%2BSunday%2BParking%2BMeter%2BOperations%2B7.1.14.pdf





Preferences  |  Unsubscribe
Help   |  Feedback


 


This email was sent to mediarelations@sfmta.com using GovDelivery, on behalf of: San Francisco
Municipal Transportation Agency (SFMTA) · One South Van Ness, San Francisco, CA 94103


 



http://links.govdelivery.com/track?type=click&enid=ZWFzPTEmbWFpbGluZ2lkPTIwMTQwNzAxLjMzNjE0NDgxJm1lc3NhZ2VpZD1NREItUFJELUJVTC0yMDE0MDcwMS4zMzYxNDQ4MSZkYXRhYmFzZWlkPTEwMDEmc2VyaWFsPTE2OTgyMTgwJmVtYWlsaWQ9bWVkaWFyZWxhdGlvbnNAc2ZtdGEuY29tJnVzZXJpZD1tZWRpYXJlbGF0aW9uc0BzZm10YS5jb20mZmw9JmV4dHJhPU11bHRpdmFyaWF0ZUlkPSYmJg==&&&104&&&https://www.facebook.com/SFMTA.Muni

http://links.govdelivery.com/track?type=click&enid=ZWFzPTEmbWFpbGluZ2lkPTIwMTQwNzAxLjMzNjE0NDgxJm1lc3NhZ2VpZD1NREItUFJELUJVTC0yMDE0MDcwMS4zMzYxNDQ4MSZkYXRhYmFzZWlkPTEwMDEmc2VyaWFsPTE2OTgyMTgwJmVtYWlsaWQ9bWVkaWFyZWxhdGlvbnNAc2ZtdGEuY29tJnVzZXJpZD1tZWRpYXJlbGF0aW9uc0BzZm10YS5jb20mZmw9JmV4dHJhPU11bHRpdmFyaWF0ZUlkPSYmJg==&&&105&&&https://twitter.com/sfmta_muni

http://links.govdelivery.com/track?type=click&enid=ZWFzPTEmbWFpbGluZ2lkPTIwMTQwNzAxLjMzNjE0NDgxJm1lc3NhZ2VpZD1NREItUFJELUJVTC0yMDE0MDcwMS4zMzYxNDQ4MSZkYXRhYmFzZWlkPTEwMDEmc2VyaWFsPTE2OTgyMTgwJmVtYWlsaWQ9bWVkaWFyZWxhdGlvbnNAc2ZtdGEuY29tJnVzZXJpZD1tZWRpYXJlbGF0aW9uc0BzZm10YS5jb20mZmw9JmV4dHJhPU11bHRpdmFyaWF0ZUlkPSYmJg==&&&106&&&https://public.govdelivery.com/accounts/CASFMTA/subscriber/new

http://links.govdelivery.com/track?type=click&enid=ZWFzPTEmbWFpbGluZ2lkPTIwMTQwNzAxLjMzNjE0NDgxJm1lc3NhZ2VpZD1NREItUFJELUJVTC0yMDE0MDcwMS4zMzYxNDQ4MSZkYXRhYmFzZWlkPTEwMDEmc2VyaWFsPTE2OTgyMTgwJmVtYWlsaWQ9bWVkaWFyZWxhdGlvbnNAc2ZtdGEuY29tJnVzZXJpZD1tZWRpYXJlbGF0aW9uc0BzZm10YS5jb20mZmw9JmV4dHJhPU11bHRpdmFyaWF0ZUlkPSYmJg==&&&107&&&http://www.youtube.com/user/SFMTAMuniTaxiStreets?feature=watch

http://links.govdelivery.com/track?type=click&enid=ZWFzPTEmbWFpbGluZ2lkPTIwMTQwNzAxLjMzNjE0NDgxJm1lc3NhZ2VpZD1NREItUFJELUJVTC0yMDE0MDcwMS4zMzYxNDQ4MSZkYXRhYmFzZWlkPTEwMDEmc2VyaWFsPTE2OTgyMTgwJmVtYWlsaWQ9bWVkaWFyZWxhdGlvbnNAc2ZtdGEuY29tJnVzZXJpZD1tZWRpYXJlbGF0aW9uc0BzZm10YS5jb20mZmw9JmV4dHJhPU11bHRpdmFyaWF0ZUlkPSYmJg==&&&108&&&http://www.flickr.com/photos/sfmtaphoto/

http://links.govdelivery.com/track?type=click&enid=ZWFzPTEmbWFpbGluZ2lkPTIwMTQwNzAxLjMzNjE0NDgxJm1lc3NhZ2VpZD1NREItUFJELUJVTC0yMDE0MDcwMS4zMzYxNDQ4MSZkYXRhYmFzZWlkPTEwMDEmc2VyaWFsPTE2OTgyMTgwJmVtYWlsaWQ9bWVkaWFyZWxhdGlvbnNAc2ZtdGEuY29tJnVzZXJpZD1tZWRpYXJlbGF0aW9uc0BzZm10YS5jb20mZmw9JmV4dHJhPU11bHRpdmFyaWF0ZUlkPSYmJg==&&&109&&&http://content.govdelivery.com/accounts/CASFMTA/bulletins/c16f01?reqfrom=share

http://links.govdelivery.com/track?type=click&enid=ZWFzPTEmbWFpbGluZ2lkPTIwMTQwNzAxLjMzNjE0NDgxJm1lc3NhZ2VpZD1NREItUFJELUJVTC0yMDE0MDcwMS4zMzYxNDQ4MSZkYXRhYmFzZWlkPTEwMDEmc2VyaWFsPTE2OTgyMTgwJmVtYWlsaWQ9bWVkaWFyZWxhdGlvbnNAc2ZtdGEuY29tJnVzZXJpZD1tZWRpYXJlbGF0aW9uc0BzZm10YS5jb20mZmw9JmV4dHJhPU11bHRpdmFyaWF0ZUlkPSYmJg==&&&110&&&http://public.govdelivery.com/accounts/CASFMTA/subscribers/new?preferences=true

http://links.govdelivery.com/track?type=click&enid=ZWFzPTEmbWFpbGluZ2lkPTIwMTQwNzAxLjMzNjE0NDgxJm1lc3NhZ2VpZD1NREItUFJELUJVTC0yMDE0MDcwMS4zMzYxNDQ4MSZkYXRhYmFzZWlkPTEwMDEmc2VyaWFsPTE2OTgyMTgwJmVtYWlsaWQ9bWVkaWFyZWxhdGlvbnNAc2ZtdGEuY29tJnVzZXJpZD1tZWRpYXJlbGF0aW9uc0BzZm10YS5jb20mZmw9JmV4dHJhPU11bHRpdmFyaWF0ZUlkPSYmJg==&&&111&&&https://public.govdelivery.com/accounts/CASFMTA/subscriber/one_click_unsubscribe?verification=5.7be653d6b7b897979f770cbb7fc68fa6&destination=mediarelations@sfmta.com

http://links.govdelivery.com/track?type=click&enid=ZWFzPTEmbWFpbGluZ2lkPTIwMTQwNzAxLjMzNjE0NDgxJm1lc3NhZ2VpZD1NREItUFJELUJVTC0yMDE0MDcwMS4zMzYxNDQ4MSZkYXRhYmFzZWlkPTEwMDEmc2VyaWFsPTE2OTgyMTgwJmVtYWlsaWQ9bWVkaWFyZWxhdGlvbnNAc2ZtdGEuY29tJnVzZXJpZD1tZWRpYXJlbGF0aW9uc0BzZm10YS5jb20mZmw9JmV4dHJhPU11bHRpdmFyaWF0ZUlkPSYmJg==&&&112&&&https://subscriberhelp.govdelivery.com/

http://links.govdelivery.com/track?type=click&enid=ZWFzPTEmbWFpbGluZ2lkPTIwMTQwNzAxLjMzNjE0NDgxJm1lc3NhZ2VpZD1NREItUFJELUJVTC0yMDE0MDcwMS4zMzYxNDQ4MSZkYXRhYmFzZWlkPTEwMDEmc2VyaWFsPTE2OTgyMTgwJmVtYWlsaWQ9bWVkaWFyZWxhdGlvbnNAc2ZtdGEuY29tJnVzZXJpZD1tZWRpYXJlbGF0aW9uc0BzZm10YS5jb20mZmw9JmV4dHJhPU11bHRpdmFyaWF0ZUlkPSYmJg==&&&113&&&http://www.sfmta.com/feedback

mailto:mediarelations@sfmta.com

http://links.govdelivery.com/track?type=click&enid=ZWFzPTEmbWFpbGluZ2lkPTIwMTQwNzAxLjMzNjE0NDgxJm1lc3NhZ2VpZD1NREItUFJELUJVTC0yMDE0MDcwMS4zMzYxNDQ4MSZkYXRhYmFzZWlkPTEwMDEmc2VyaWFsPTE2OTgyMTgwJmVtYWlsaWQ9bWVkaWFyZWxhdGlvbnNAc2ZtdGEuY29tJnVzZXJpZD1tZWRpYXJlbGF0aW9uc0BzZm10YS5jb20mZmw9JmV4dHJhPU11bHRpdmFyaWF0ZUlkPSYmJg==&&&114&&&http://www.govdelivery.com/portals/powered-by






From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Subject: RE: Available for Warriors Meeting
Date: Friday, July 25, 2014 3:17:00 PM


Thanks – let me know if you have a few minutes to check in today.  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: Switzky, Joshua (CPC) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 3:08 PM
To: Rahaim, John (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Green, Andrea (CPC); Wong, Phillip (MYR); Nguyen,
Lucinda (CII)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Winslow, David (CPC)
Subject: RE: Available for Warriors Meeting
 
I’m free that day/time.
 


From: Rahaim, John (CPC) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 2:52 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Green, Andrea (CPC); Wong, Phillip (MYR); Nguyen, Lucinda (CII)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Winslow, David (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Subject: RE: Available for Warriors Meeting
 
I’m out of the office that day.  David and Josh may be available.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 2:38 PM
To: Green, Andrea (CPC); Wong, Phillip (MYR); Nguyen, Lucinda (CII)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Rahaim, John (CPC)
Subject: Available for Warriors Meeting
 
Andrea/Lucinda/Phillip - Could you please let me know John, Tiffany and Jennifer’s available the


afternoon of Tuesday August 5th from 2.30 onwards?  We need to set up a large group meeting with


the Warriors design team to review the site plan prior to the August 14th CAC meeting and this is
the only time that week that Craig Dykers is available.  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
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Kelley, Gil (CPC)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Cheng-Tam, Irene; Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC);


Jones, Natasha (OCII); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden State Warriors - Design Review
Date: Monday, June 02, 2014 8:29:03 PM


If we can do a time that works for JennifEitherould like her on the call. Either of the
times she mentioned works for me


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Kelley, Gil (CPC)"
Date:06/02/2014 8:26 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Cc: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)" ,"Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)" ,"Cheng-Tam, Irene" ,"Watty,
Elizabeth (CPC)" ,"Perry, Nicholas (CPC)" ,"Jones, Natasha (OCII)" ,"Wong, Phillip
(MYR)"
Subject: Re: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden State Warriors -
Design Review


Let's do 10 then - with whomever we can get - to get things rolling. 


Sent from my iPhone


On Jun 2, 2014, at 8:24 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


That works for me


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)"
Date:06/02/2014 8:04 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)"
Cc: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" ,"Cheng-Tam, Irene" ,"Kelley, Gil (CPC)"
,"Watty, Elizabeth (CPC)" ,"Perry, Nicholas (CPC)" ,"Jones, Natasha
(OCII)" ,"Wong, Phillip (MYR)"
Subject: Re: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden State
Warriors - Design Review


Sorry all, I can't do 10! I have an appointment from 10-11.  Can we start
at 9:30 or 10:30 so I can catch the first or latter half of the call? 


On Jun 2, 2014, at 6:26 PM, "Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)"
<tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org> wrote:
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Thanks, Catherine. 


Look forward to speaking with Planning and OEWD staff at 10
am on Tuesday.


Tiffany Bohee


On Jun 2, 2014, at 6:09 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


That works for me.  We can use our conference call number
at:  877-214-6371 Participate Code 831118.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Cheng-Tam, Irene 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 6:06 PM
To: Kelley, Gil (CPC); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine
(OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Perry,
Nicholas (CPC)
Subject: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden
State Warriors - Design Review
Importance: High
 
Hi all:
Will tomorrow (June 3) from 10 – 10:30 a.m. to have a
conference call?  Should we call in Tiffany’s office at
749-2588?  Please advise.  Thank you.
 
Irene
558-6282
 


From: Kelley, Gil (CPC) 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 1:32 PM
To: Cheng-Tam, Irene
Subject: Fwd: Golden State Warriors - Design Review
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Sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Rahaim, John (CPC)"
<john.rahaim@sfgov.org>
Date: June 2, 2014 at 12:55:38 PM PDT
To: "Kelley, Gil (CPC)" <gil.kelley@sfgov.org>,
"Joslin, Jeff (CPC)" <jeff.joslin@sfgov.org>,
"Winslow, David (CPC)"
<david.winslow@sfgov.org>, "Watty, Elizabeth
(CPC)" <elizabeth.watty@sfgov.org>
Subject: Fwd: Golden State Warriors - Design
Review


Do you all think this is possible?  Can you talk in
my absence and figure it out. Thanks. 


Please excuse any typos. This was sent from my
iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)"
<tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org>
Date: June 2, 2014 at 12:01:29
PM PDT
To: "Rahaim, John (CPC)"
<john.rahaim@sfgov.org>
Subject: Golden State Warriors -
Design Review


John – Got your voicemail.  I can
talk today after 3:30 pm (or
later).  Prior to next week’s
meeting with the Warriors, I do
think it would be helpful for OCII
and Planning staff to discuss the
site constraints, considerations
and any other issues the design
team should be paying attention
to. 
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If at all possible, it would be good
to convey this collective
information to the GSW prior to
next week’s meeting.  I (along
with Catherine Reilly and Jen
Matz) could be available for this
call/discussion with you (and/or
your department staff) with the
GSW tomorrow, June 3, between
10 am and 11 am or between 2:30
pm and 4 pm.  Thanks in advance
for doing what you can.
 
Best,
Tiffany
 
Tiffany Bohee
Executive Director
Office of Community Investment and
Infrastructure
  Successor to the San Francisco
Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth
Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Tel:  415-749-2588
Email:  tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org
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From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
To: Miller-Blankinship, Erin (MTA)
Cc: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Albert, Peter (MTA); dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com; Reilly, Catherine (CII);


Winslow, David (CPC); David Carlock
Subject: Re: may be a few min late for our 11 am "on-line" GSW meeting
Date: Thursday, July 31, 2014 11:10:37 AM


And folks should start without me! I had a fabulous preview this morning with David
Carlock. 


On Jul 31, 2014, at 10:16 AM, "Miller, Erin" <Erin.Miller@sfmta.com> wrote:


Sorry I have to miss it.  In mandatory training today. 


Sent from my iPhone


On Jul 31, 2014, at 9:02 AM, "Switzky, Joshua (CPC)"
<joshua.switzky@sfgov.org> wrote:


Ditto. I'm at the same mtg as Peter.


Sent from my iPhone


On Jul 31, 2014, at 8:17 AM, "Albert, Peter"
<Peter.Albert@sfmta.com> wrote:


I hope to be at my desk at 11 -- my MTC meeting in Oakland
ends at 10:30
 
Looking forward to this,  
 
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
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Rahaim, John (CPC); Green, Andrea (CPC); Wong, Phillip (MYR); Nguyen, Lucinda (CII)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Winslow, David (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Subject: RE: Available for Warriors Meeting
Date: Friday, July 25, 2014 3:16:00 PM


John – we’d love you to be able to be there for this meeting (along with David and Josh) since it will
be the last “blessing” of the site plan prior to the CAC meeting and we do not want to give them the
go ahead without your buyoff.  It turns out Tiffany cannot make that time either.
 
We’ll work with staff to see what other times work that week.
 
Thank you for the quick response.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Rahaim, John (CPC) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 2:52 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Green, Andrea (CPC); Wong, Phillip (MYR); Nguyen, Lucinda (CII)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Winslow, David (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Subject: RE: Available for Warriors Meeting
 
I’m out of the office that day.  David and Josh may be available.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 2:38 PM
To: Green, Andrea (CPC); Wong, Phillip (MYR); Nguyen, Lucinda (CII)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Rahaim, John (CPC)
Subject: Available for Warriors Meeting
 
Andrea/Lucinda/Phillip - Could you please let me know John, Tiffany and Jennifer’s available the


afternoon of Tuesday August 5th from 2.30 onwards?  We need to set up a large group meeting with


the Warriors design team to review the site plan prior to the August 14th CAC meeting and this is
the only time that week that Craig Dykers is available.  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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From: Cheng-Tam, Irene
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Phone conference on June 3 @ 9.30 a.m. - Golden State Warriors - Design Review
Date: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 9:39:44 AM


Hi:  We will call in a couple of minutes.  Thanks.
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 8:20 AM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Kelley, Gil (CPC)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Cheng-Tam, Irene; Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC); Jones,
Natasha (OCII); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: Phone conference on June 3 @ 9.30 a.m. - Golden State Warriors - Design Review
 
Here is a short agenda for today’s call.  I look forward to talking with everyone at 9.30.
 
- design review process
- planning staffing
- design direction for site
- next steps
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Monday, June 02, 2014 9:48 PM
To: Kelley, Gil (CPC)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Cheng-Tam, Irene; Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Perry,
Nicholas (CPC); Jones, Natasha (OCII); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: Re: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden State Warriors - Design Review
 
Yes. Thank you all. 


On Jun 2, 2014, at 9:10 PM, "Kelley, Gil (CPC)" <gil.kelley@sfgov.org> wrote:


So 9:30, then. Ok everyone?


Sent from my iPhone


On Jun 2, 2014, at 9:08 PM, "Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)" <tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org> wrote:
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I can make 9:30 work.


Tiffany Bohee
 


On Jun 2, 2014, at 8:39 PM, "Kelley, Gil (CPC)" <gil.kelley@sfgov.org>
wrote:


I could do 9:30 but not 10:30. Others?


Sent from my iPhone


On Jun 2, 2014, at 8:29 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


If we can do a time that works for
JennifEitherould like her on the call. Either of
the times she mentioned works for me
 
 
Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Kelley, Gil (CPC)"
Date:06/02/2014 8:26 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Cc: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)" ,"Bohee, Tiffany
(OCII)" ,"Cheng-Tam, Irene" ,"Watty, Elizabeth
(CPC)" ,"Perry, Nicholas (CPC)" ,"Jones, Natasha
(OCII)" ,"Wong, Phillip (MYR)"
Subject: Re: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10
a.m. - Golden State Warriors - Design Review
 
Let's do 10 then - with whomever we can get -
to get things rolling. 


Sent from my iPhone


On Jun 2, 2014, at 8:24 PM, "Reilly, Catherine
(OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


That works for me
 
 
Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone
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-------- Original message --------
From: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)"
Date:06/02/2014 8:04 PM (GMT-
08:00)
To: "Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)"
Cc: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
,"Cheng-Tam, Irene" ,"Kelley, Gil
(CPC)" ,"Watty, Elizabeth (CPC)"
,"Perry, Nicholas (CPC)" ,"Jones,
Natasha (OCII)" ,"Wong, Phillip
(MYR)"
Subject: Re: Phone conference on
June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden State
Warriors - Design Review
 
Sorry all, I can't do 10! I have an
appointment from 10-11.  Can we
start at 9:30 or 10:30 so I can
catch the first or latter half of the
call? 


On Jun 2, 2014, at 6:26 PM,
"Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)"
<tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Thanks, Catherine. 
 
Look forward to
speaking with
Planning and OEWD
staff at 10 am on
Tuesday.


Tiffany Bohee
 


On Jun 2, 2014, at
6:09 PM, "Reilly,
Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org
> wrote:


That



mailto:tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org





works
for me. 
We can
use our
conference
call
number
at: 
877-
214-
6371
Participate
Code
831118.
 
Catherine
Reilly
Project
Manager


Office of
Community
Investment
and
Infrastructure
(OCII) 
   Successor
Agency
to the
Redevelopment
Agency
of the
City 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:
Cheng-
Tam,
Irene 
Sent:
Monday,
June
02,
2014
6:06 PM
To:
Kelley,
Gil
(CPC);
Bohee,
Tiffany
(OCII);
Reilly,
Catherine
(OCII);
Matz,
Jennifer
(MYR);
Watty,
Elizabeth
(CPC);
Perry,
Nicholas
(CPC)
Subject:
Phone
conference
on June
3 @ 10
a.m. -
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Golden
State
Warriors
- Design
Review
Importance:
High
 
Hi all:
Will
tomorrow
(June
3)
from
10 –
10:30
a.m. to
have a
conference
call? 
Should
we call
in
Tiffany’s
office
at
749-
2588? 
Please
advise. 
Thank
you.
 
Irene
558-
6282
 
From:
Kelley,
Gil
(CPC) 
Sent:
Monday,
June
02,
2014







1:32 PM
To:
Cheng-
Tam,
Irene
Subject:
Fwd:
Golden
State
Warriors
- Design
Review
 


Sent
from
my
iPhone


Begin
forwarded
message:


From:
"Rahaim,
John
(CPC)"
<john.rahaim@sfgov.org
>


Date:
June
2,
2014
at
12:55:38
PM
PDT


To:
"Kelley,
Gil
(CPC)"
<gil.kelley@sfgov.org
>,
"Joslin,
Jeff
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(CPC)"
<jeff.joslin@sfgov.org
>,
"Winslow,
David
(CPC)"
<david.winslow@sfgov.org
>,
"Watty,
Elizabeth
(CPC)"
<elizabeth.watty@sfgov.org
>


Subject:
Fwd:
Golden
State
Warriors
-
Design
Review


Do
you
all
think
this
is
possible?
 Can
you
talk
in
my
absence
and
figure
it
out.
Thanks. 


Please
excuse
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any
typos.
This
was
sent
from
my
iPhone


Begin
forwarded
message:


From:
"Bohee,
Tiffany
(OCII)"
<tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org
>


Date:
June
2,
2014
at
12:01:29
PM
PDT


To:
"Rahaim,
John
(CPC)"
<john.rahaim@sfgov.org
>


Subject:
Golden
State
Warriors
-
Design
Review


John
–
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Got
your
voicemail. 
I
can
talk
today
after
3:30
pm
(or
later). 
Prior
to
next
week’s
meeting
with
the
Warriors,
I
do
think
it
would
be
helpful
for
OCII
and
Planning
staff
to
discuss
the
site
constraints,
considerations
and
any
other
issues
the
design
team







should
be
paying
attention
to. 
 
If
at
all
possible,
it
would
be
good
to
convey
this
collective
information
to
the
GSW
prior
to
next
week’s
meeting. 
I
(along
with
Catherine
Reilly
and
Jen
Matz)
could
be
available
for
this
call/discussion
with
you
(and/or
your







department
staff)
with
the
GSW
tomorrow,
June
3,
between
10
am
and
11
am
or
between
2:30
pm
and
4
pm. 
Thanks
in
advance
for
doing
what
you
can.
 
Best,
Tiffany
 
Tiffany
Bohee


Executive
Director


Office
of
Community
Investment
and
Infrastructure


 







Successor
to
the
San
Francisco
Redevelopment
Agency


One
South
Van
Ness
Avenue,
Fifth
Floor


San
Francisco,
CA
94103


Tel:
 415-
749-
2588


Email:
 
tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org
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From: Miller, Erin
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Cc: Albert, Peter (MTA); dmanica@manicaarchitecture.com; Reilly, Catherine (CII); Winslow, David (CPC); Matz,


Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: Re: may be a few min late for our 11 am "on-line" GSW meeting
Date: Thursday, July 31, 2014 10:16:37 AM


Sorry I have to miss it.  In mandatory training today. 


Sent from my iPhone


On Jul 31, 2014, at 9:02 AM, "Switzky, Joshua (CPC)" <joshua.switzky@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Ditto. I'm at the same mtg as Peter.


Sent from my iPhone


On Jul 31, 2014, at 8:17 AM, "Albert, Peter" <Peter.Albert@sfmta.com>
wrote:


I hope to be at my desk at 11 -- my MTC meeting in Oakland ends at 10:30
 
Looking forward to this,  
 
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
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From: Rahaim, John (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Green, Andrea (CPC); Wong, Phillip (MYR); Nguyen, Lucinda (CII)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Winslow, David (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Subject: RE: Available for Warriors Meeting
Date: Friday, July 25, 2014 2:52:29 PM


I’m out of the office that day.  David and Josh may be available.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 2:38 PM
To: Green, Andrea (CPC); Wong, Phillip (MYR); Nguyen, Lucinda (CII)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Rahaim, John (CPC)
Subject: Available for Warriors Meeting
 
Andrea/Lucinda/Phillip - Could you please let me know John, Tiffany and Jennifer’s available the


afternoon of Tuesday August 5th from 2.30 onwards?  We need to set up a large group meeting with


the Warriors design team to review the site plan prior to the August 14th CAC meeting and this is
the only time that week that Craig Dykers is available.  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); Kelley, Gil (CPC)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Cheng-Tam, Irene; Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC); Jones, Natasha


(OCII); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: Phone conference on June 3 @ 9.30 a.m. - Golden State Warriors - Design Review
Date: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 8:19:00 AM


Here is a short agenda for today’s call.  I look forward to talking with everyone at 9.30.
 
- design review process
- planning staffing
- design direction for site
- next steps
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Monday, June 02, 2014 9:48 PM
To: Kelley, Gil (CPC)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Cheng-Tam, Irene; Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Perry,
Nicholas (CPC); Jones, Natasha (OCII); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: Re: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden State Warriors - Design Review
 
Yes. Thank you all. 


On Jun 2, 2014, at 9:10 PM, "Kelley, Gil (CPC)" <gil.kelley@sfgov.org> wrote:


So 9:30, then. Ok everyone?


Sent from my iPhone


On Jun 2, 2014, at 9:08 PM, "Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)" <tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org> wrote:


I can make 9:30 work.


Tiffany Bohee
 


On Jun 2, 2014, at 8:39 PM, "Kelley, Gil (CPC)" <gil.kelley@sfgov.org>
wrote:
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I could do 9:30 but not 10:30. Others?


Sent from my iPhone


On Jun 2, 2014, at 8:29 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


If we can do a time that works for
JennifEitherould like her on the call. Either of
the times she mentioned works for me
 
 
Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Kelley, Gil (CPC)"
Date:06/02/2014 8:26 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Cc: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)" ,"Bohee, Tiffany
(OCII)" ,"Cheng-Tam, Irene" ,"Watty, Elizabeth
(CPC)" ,"Perry, Nicholas (CPC)" ,"Jones, Natasha
(OCII)" ,"Wong, Phillip (MYR)"
Subject: Re: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10
a.m. - Golden State Warriors - Design Review
 
Let's do 10 then - with whomever we can get -
to get things rolling. 


Sent from my iPhone


On Jun 2, 2014, at 8:24 PM, "Reilly, Catherine
(OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


That works for me
 
 
Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)"
Date:06/02/2014 8:04 PM (GMT-
08:00)
To: "Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)"



mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org
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Cc: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
,"Cheng-Tam, Irene" ,"Kelley, Gil
(CPC)" ,"Watty, Elizabeth (CPC)"
,"Perry, Nicholas (CPC)" ,"Jones,
Natasha (OCII)" ,"Wong, Phillip
(MYR)"
Subject: Re: Phone conference on
June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden State
Warriors - Design Review
 
Sorry all, I can't do 10! I have an
appointment from 10-11.  Can we
start at 9:30 or 10:30 so I can
catch the first or latter half of the
call? 


On Jun 2, 2014, at 6:26 PM,
"Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)"
<tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Thanks, Catherine. 
 
Look forward to
speaking with
Planning and OEWD
staff at 10 am on
Tuesday.


Tiffany Bohee
 


On Jun 2, 2014, at
6:09 PM, "Reilly,
Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org
> wrote:


That
works
for me. 
We can
use our
conference
call
number



mailto:tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org





at: 
877-
214-
6371
Participate
Code
831118.
 
Catherine
Reilly
Project
Manager


Office of
Community
Investment
and
Infrastructure
(OCII) 
   Successor
Agency
to the
Redevelopment
Agency
of the
City 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



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/





be on
vacation
from
Monday
June
23,
2014,
returning
on July
1,
2014.
 


From:
Cheng-
Tam,
Irene 
Sent:
Monday,
June
02,
2014
6:06 PM
To:
Kelley,
Gil
(CPC);
Bohee,
Tiffany
(OCII);
Reilly,
Catherine
(OCII);
Matz,
Jennifer
(MYR);
Watty,
Elizabeth
(CPC);
Perry,
Nicholas
(CPC)
Subject:
Phone
conference
on June
3 @ 10
a.m. -
Golden
State
Warriors
- Design
Review
Importance:
High
 







Hi all:
Will
tomorrow
(June
3)
from
10 –
10:30
a.m. to
have a
conference
call? 
Should
we call
in
Tiffany’s
office
at
749-
2588? 
Please
advise. 
Thank
you.
 
Irene
558-
6282
 
From:
Kelley,
Gil
(CPC) 
Sent:
Monday,
June
02,
2014
1:32 PM
To:
Cheng-
Tam,
Irene
Subject:
Fwd:
Golden
State







Warriors
- Design
Review
 


Sent
from
my
iPhone


Begin
forwarded
message:


From:
"Rahaim,
John
(CPC)"
<john.rahaim@sfgov.org
>


Date:
June
2,
2014
at
12:55:38
PM
PDT


To:
"Kelley,
Gil
(CPC)"
<gil.kelley@sfgov.org
>,
"Joslin,
Jeff
(CPC)"
<jeff.joslin@sfgov.org
>,
"Winslow,
David
(CPC)"
<david.winslow@sfgov.org



mailto:john.rahaim@sfgov.org
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mailto:david.winslow@sfgov.org





>,
"Watty,
Elizabeth
(CPC)"
<elizabeth.watty@sfgov.org
>


Subject:
Fwd:
Golden
State
Warriors
-
Design
Review


Do
you
all
think
this
is
possible?
 Can
you
talk
in
my
absence
and
figure
it
out.
Thanks. 


Please
excuse
any
typos.
This
was
sent
from
my



mailto:elizabeth.watty@sfgov.org





iPhone


Begin
forwarded
message:


From:
"Bohee,
Tiffany
(OCII)"
<tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org
>


Date:
June
2,
2014
at
12:01:29
PM
PDT


To:
"Rahaim,
John
(CPC)"
<john.rahaim@sfgov.org
>


Subject:
Golden
State
Warriors
-
Design
Review


John
–
Got
your
voicemail. 
I
can
talk
today



mailto:tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org

mailto:john.rahaim@sfgov.org





after
3:30
pm
(or
later). 
Prior
to
next
week’s
meeting
with
the
Warriors,
I
do
think
it
would
be
helpful
for
OCII
and
Planning
staff
to
discuss
the
site
constraints,
considerations
and
any
other
issues
the
design
team
should
be
paying
attention
to. 
 
If







at
all
possible,
it
would
be
good
to
convey
this
collective
information
to
the
GSW
prior
to
next
week’s
meeting. 
I
(along
with
Catherine
Reilly
and
Jen
Matz)
could
be
available
for
this
call/discussion
with
you
(and/or
your
department
staff)
with
the
GSW
tomorrow,
June







3,
between
10
am
and
11
am
or
between
2:30
pm
and
4
pm. 
Thanks
in
advance
for
doing
what
you
can.
 
Best,
Tiffany
 
Tiffany
Bohee


Executive
Director


Office
of
Community
Investment
and
Infrastructure


 
Successor
to
the
San
Francisco
Redevelopment
Agency







One
South
Van
Ness
Avenue,
Fifth
Floor


San
Francisco,
CA
94103


Tel:
 415-
749-
2588


Email:
 
tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org
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From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Miller-Blankinship, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Re: part comments completed
Date: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 5:19:53 PM


If we get out by noon tomorrow we are fine. But let's try to hit that if possible. 


On Jul 29, 2014, at 5:09 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Jennifer/Josh – here are Erin’s comments.  She is going to get the rest later
today/tomorrow. I let her know that we may need to get out what we can today to
meet the commitment to the Warriors.
 
Josh – there were a couple question for you.  Could you please take a look and see
what you think about the two questions?  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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 4:48 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: part comments completed
 
Catherine,
 
Here are my comments/revisions up to #3.  I’ll finish the rest and get it to you tonight
or tomorrow am.  I have to run for today.
 
em
 
Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Development & Transportation Integration
Urban Planning Initiatives
 
SFMTA|Municipal Transportation Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor
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San Francisco, CA  94103
 
415.701.5490 (o)
415.971.7429 (m)
 


<Warriors Mission Bay Design Review Notes Draft.doc>








From: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
To: Rahaim, John (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Green, Andrea (CPC); Wong, Phillip (MYR); Nguyen, Lucinda (CII)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Winslow, David (CPC)
Subject: RE: Available for Warriors Meeting
Date: Friday, July 25, 2014 3:08:29 PM


I’m free that day/time.
 


From: Rahaim, John (CPC) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 2:52 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Green, Andrea (CPC); Wong, Phillip (MYR); Nguyen, Lucinda (CII)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Winslow, David (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Subject: RE: Available for Warriors Meeting
 
I’m out of the office that day.  David and Josh may be available.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 2:38 PM
To: Green, Andrea (CPC); Wong, Phillip (MYR); Nguyen, Lucinda (CII)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Rahaim, John (CPC)
Subject: Available for Warriors Meeting
 
Andrea/Lucinda/Phillip - Could you please let me know John, Tiffany and Jennifer’s available the


afternoon of Tuesday August 5th from 2.30 onwards?  We need to set up a large group meeting with


the Warriors design team to review the site plan prior to the August 14th CAC meeting and this is
the only time that week that Craig Dykers is available.  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); Kelley, Gil (CPC)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Cheng-Tam, Irene; Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC); Jones, Natasha


(OCII); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: Phone conference on June 3 @ 9.30 a.m. - Golden State Warriors - Design Review
Date: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 8:19:00 AM


Here is a short agenda for today’s call.  I look forward to talking with everyone at 9.30.
 
- design review process
- planning staffing
- design direction for site
- next steps
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Monday, June 02, 2014 9:48 PM
To: Kelley, Gil (CPC)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Cheng-Tam, Irene; Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Perry,
Nicholas (CPC); Jones, Natasha (OCII); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: Re: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden State Warriors - Design Review
 
Yes. Thank you all. 


On Jun 2, 2014, at 9:10 PM, "Kelley, Gil (CPC)" <gil.kelley@sfgov.org> wrote:


So 9:30, then. Ok everyone?


Sent from my iPhone


On Jun 2, 2014, at 9:08 PM, "Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)" <tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org> wrote:


I can make 9:30 work.


Tiffany Bohee
 


On Jun 2, 2014, at 8:39 PM, "Kelley, Gil (CPC)" <gil.kelley@sfgov.org>
wrote:
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I could do 9:30 but not 10:30. Others?


Sent from my iPhone


On Jun 2, 2014, at 8:29 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


If we can do a time that works for
JennifEitherould like her on the call. Either of
the times she mentioned works for me
 
 
Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Kelley, Gil (CPC)"
Date:06/02/2014 8:26 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Cc: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)" ,"Bohee, Tiffany
(OCII)" ,"Cheng-Tam, Irene" ,"Watty, Elizabeth
(CPC)" ,"Perry, Nicholas (CPC)" ,"Jones, Natasha
(OCII)" ,"Wong, Phillip (MYR)"
Subject: Re: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10
a.m. - Golden State Warriors - Design Review
 
Let's do 10 then - with whomever we can get -
to get things rolling. 


Sent from my iPhone


On Jun 2, 2014, at 8:24 PM, "Reilly, Catherine
(OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


That works for me
 
 
Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)"
Date:06/02/2014 8:04 PM (GMT-
08:00)
To: "Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)"



mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org
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Cc: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
,"Cheng-Tam, Irene" ,"Kelley, Gil
(CPC)" ,"Watty, Elizabeth (CPC)"
,"Perry, Nicholas (CPC)" ,"Jones,
Natasha (OCII)" ,"Wong, Phillip
(MYR)"
Subject: Re: Phone conference on
June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden State
Warriors - Design Review
 
Sorry all, I can't do 10! I have an
appointment from 10-11.  Can we
start at 9:30 or 10:30 so I can
catch the first or latter half of the
call? 


On Jun 2, 2014, at 6:26 PM,
"Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)"
<tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Thanks, Catherine. 
 
Look forward to
speaking with
Planning and OEWD
staff at 10 am on
Tuesday.


Tiffany Bohee
 


On Jun 2, 2014, at
6:09 PM, "Reilly,
Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org
> wrote:


That
works
for me. 
We can
use our
conference
call
number



mailto:tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org





at: 
877-
214-
6371
Participate
Code
831118.
 
Catherine
Reilly
Project
Manager


Office of
Community
Investment
and
Infrastructure
(OCII) 
   Successor
Agency
to the
Redevelopment
Agency
of the
City 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



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/





be on
vacation
from
Monday
June
23,
2014,
returning
on July
1,
2014.
 


From:
Cheng-
Tam,
Irene 
Sent:
Monday,
June
02,
2014
6:06 PM
To:
Kelley,
Gil
(CPC);
Bohee,
Tiffany
(OCII);
Reilly,
Catherine
(OCII);
Matz,
Jennifer
(MYR);
Watty,
Elizabeth
(CPC);
Perry,
Nicholas
(CPC)
Subject:
Phone
conference
on June
3 @ 10
a.m. -
Golden
State
Warriors
- Design
Review
Importance:
High
 







Hi all:
Will
tomorrow
(June
3)
from
10 –
10:30
a.m. to
have a
conference
call? 
Should
we call
in
Tiffany’s
office
at
749-
2588? 
Please
advise. 
Thank
you.
 
Irene
558-
6282
 
From:
Kelley,
Gil
(CPC) 
Sent:
Monday,
June
02,
2014
1:32 PM
To:
Cheng-
Tam,
Irene
Subject:
Fwd:
Golden
State







Warriors
- Design
Review
 


Sent
from
my
iPhone


Begin
forwarded
message:


From:
"Rahaim,
John
(CPC)"
<john.rahaim@sfgov.org
>


Date:
June
2,
2014
at
12:55:38
PM
PDT


To:
"Kelley,
Gil
(CPC)"
<gil.kelley@sfgov.org
>,
"Joslin,
Jeff
(CPC)"
<jeff.joslin@sfgov.org
>,
"Winslow,
David
(CPC)"
<david.winslow@sfgov.org



mailto:john.rahaim@sfgov.org

mailto:gil.kelley@sfgov.org

mailto:jeff.joslin@sfgov.org

mailto:david.winslow@sfgov.org





>,
"Watty,
Elizabeth
(CPC)"
<elizabeth.watty@sfgov.org
>


Subject:
Fwd:
Golden
State
Warriors
-
Design
Review


Do
you
all
think
this
is
possible?
 Can
you
talk
in
my
absence
and
figure
it
out.
Thanks. 


Please
excuse
any
typos.
This
was
sent
from
my



mailto:elizabeth.watty@sfgov.org





iPhone


Begin
forwarded
message:


From:
"Bohee,
Tiffany
(OCII)"
<tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org
>


Date:
June
2,
2014
at
12:01:29
PM
PDT


To:
"Rahaim,
John
(CPC)"
<john.rahaim@sfgov.org
>


Subject:
Golden
State
Warriors
-
Design
Review


John
–
Got
your
voicemail. 
I
can
talk
today



mailto:tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org

mailto:john.rahaim@sfgov.org





after
3:30
pm
(or
later). 
Prior
to
next
week’s
meeting
with
the
Warriors,
I
do
think
it
would
be
helpful
for
OCII
and
Planning
staff
to
discuss
the
site
constraints,
considerations
and
any
other
issues
the
design
team
should
be
paying
attention
to. 
 
If







at
all
possible,
it
would
be
good
to
convey
this
collective
information
to
the
GSW
prior
to
next
week’s
meeting. 
I
(along
with
Catherine
Reilly
and
Jen
Matz)
could
be
available
for
this
call/discussion
with
you
(and/or
your
department
staff)
with
the
GSW
tomorrow,
June







3,
between
10
am
and
11
am
or
between
2:30
pm
and
4
pm. 
Thanks
in
advance
for
doing
what
you
can.
 
Best,
Tiffany
 
Tiffany
Bohee


Executive
Director


Office
of
Community
Investment
and
Infrastructure


 
Successor
to
the
San
Francisco
Redevelopment
Agency







One
South
Van
Ness
Avenue,
Fifth
Floor


San
Francisco,
CA
94103


Tel:
 415-
749-
2588


Email:
 
tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org
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From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Re: part comments completed
Date: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 10:03:53 AM


I'm reading now and will send any comments in 10-15 minutes. Catherine, how do
you want to transmit? 


On Jul 30, 2014, at 9:57 AM, "Switzky, Joshua (CPC)" <joshua.switzky@sfgov.org>
wrote:


 
Let me know how you want to proceed in terms of finalizing and sending to
Strada/GSW.
-j
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 6:04 PM
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Miller-Blankinship, Erin (MTA); Winslow, David (CPC)
Subject: RE: part comments completed
 
Thanks, Josh.  All look good to 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/
 
PLEASE NOTE I WILL BE OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Switzky, Joshua (CPC) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 6:00 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Miller-Blankinship, Erin (MTA); Winslow, David (CPC)
Subject: RE: part comments completed
 
Catherine and Jen –
Attached are some edits on top of Erin’s version, including responses to Catherine’s
questions.
Thanks.
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-j
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 5:09 PM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Cc: Miller-Blankinship, Erin (MTA)
Subject: FW: part comments completed
 
Jennifer/Josh – here are Erin’s comments.  She is going to get the rest later
today/tomorrow. I let her know that we may need to get out what we can today to
meet the commitment to the Warriors.
 
Josh – there were a couple question for you.  Could you please take a look and see
what you think about the two questions?  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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 4:48 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: part comments completed
 
Catherine,
 
Here are my comments/revisions up to #3.  I’ll finish the rest and get it to you tonight
or tomorrow am.  I have to run for today.
 
em
 
Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Development & Transportation Integration
Urban Planning Initiatives
 
SFMTA|Municipal Transportation Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
 
415.701.5490 (o)
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415.971.7429 (m)
 








From: Wray, Erica
To: Pamela Lewis
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Blk 29-32
Date: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 5:40:38 PM


Don't know - will have to research that.
 
 


From: Pamela Lewis [mailto:Pamela.Lewis@fsresidential.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 5:33 PM
To: Wray, Erica
Cc: Catherine (OCII) (RED) ' 'Reilly (catherine.reilly@sfgov.org)
Subject: Blk 29-32
 
Hi Erica,
 
We had our first meeting to discuss blks 29-32 (Warriors) obligation pay into the maintenance fund
for MBCMC. Do you know if FOCIL recorded a document that might have language obligating those
block to pay into the Corporation? ARE did not record a Supplemental Master Declaration when they
sold the Lots to Salesforce. Do you think there was a document filed prior or during the sale to ARE
that might have language obligating the Lots to MBCMC?  
 
Pam Lewis
General Manager
Mission Bay Maintenance Corporation
410 China Basin|San Francisco|CA, 94158
FirstService Residential Management, Inc.
Pamela.lewis@fsresidential.com
415-355-6689
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From: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Kelley, Gil (CPC)
Cc: Cheng-Tam, Irene; Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC); Jones, Natasha (OCII); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: Phone conference on June 3 @ 9.30 a.m. - Golden State Warriors - Design Review
Date: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 9:40:23 AM


Just making sure that folks have the correct call information:
 


877-214-6371
Participate Code 831118.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 8:20 AM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Kelley, Gil (CPC)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Cheng-Tam, Irene; Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC); Jones,
Natasha (OCII); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: Phone conference on June 3 @ 9.30 a.m. - Golden State Warriors - Design Review
 
Here is a short agenda for today’s call.  I look forward to talking with everyone at 9.30.
 
- design review process
- planning staffing
- design direction for site
- next steps
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Monday, June 02, 2014 9:48 PM
To: Kelley, Gil (CPC)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Cheng-Tam, Irene; Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Perry,
Nicholas (CPC); Jones, Natasha (OCII); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: Re: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden State Warriors - Design Review
 
Yes. Thank you all. 


On Jun 2, 2014, at 9:10 PM, "Kelley, Gil (CPC)" <gil.kelley@sfgov.org> wrote:


So 9:30, then. Ok everyone?
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Sent from my iPhone


On Jun 2, 2014, at 9:08 PM, "Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)" <tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org> wrote:


I can make 9:30 work.


Tiffany Bohee
 


On Jun 2, 2014, at 8:39 PM, "Kelley, Gil (CPC)" <gil.kelley@sfgov.org>
wrote:


I could do 9:30 but not 10:30. Others?


Sent from my iPhone


On Jun 2, 2014, at 8:29 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


If we can do a time that works for
JennifEitherould like her on the call. Either of
the times she mentioned works for me
 
 
Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Kelley, Gil (CPC)"
Date:06/02/2014 8:26 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Cc: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)" ,"Bohee, Tiffany
(OCII)" ,"Cheng-Tam, Irene" ,"Watty, Elizabeth
(CPC)" ,"Perry, Nicholas (CPC)" ,"Jones, Natasha
(OCII)" ,"Wong, Phillip (MYR)"
Subject: Re: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10
a.m. - Golden State Warriors - Design Review
 
Let's do 10 then - with whomever we can get -
to get things rolling. 


Sent from my iPhone


On Jun 2, 2014, at 8:24 PM, "Reilly, Catherine
(OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:
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That works for me
 
 
Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)"
Date:06/02/2014 8:04 PM (GMT-
08:00)
To: "Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)"
Cc: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
,"Cheng-Tam, Irene" ,"Kelley, Gil
(CPC)" ,"Watty, Elizabeth (CPC)"
,"Perry, Nicholas (CPC)" ,"Jones,
Natasha (OCII)" ,"Wong, Phillip
(MYR)"
Subject: Re: Phone conference on
June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden State
Warriors - Design Review
 
Sorry all, I can't do 10! I have an
appointment from 10-11.  Can we
start at 9:30 or 10:30 so I can
catch the first or latter half of the
call? 


On Jun 2, 2014, at 6:26 PM,
"Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)"
<tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Thanks, Catherine. 
 
Look forward to
speaking with
Planning and OEWD
staff at 10 am on
Tuesday.


Tiffany Bohee
 


On Jun 2, 2014, at
6:09 PM, "Reilly,
Catherine (OCII)"



mailto:tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org





<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org
> wrote:


That
works
for me. 
We can
use our
conference
call
number
at: 
877-
214-
6371
Participate
Code
831118.
 
Catherine
Reilly
Project
Manager


Office of
Community
Investment
and
Infrastructure
(OCII) 
   Successor
Agency
to the
Redevelopment
Agency
of the
City and
County
of San
Francisco


1 South
Van
Ness
Avenue,
Fifth
Floor
San
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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:
Cheng-
Tam,
Irene 
Sent:
Monday,
June
02,
2014
6:06 PM
To:
Kelley,
Gil
(CPC);
Bohee,
Tiffany
(OCII);
Reilly,
Catherine
(OCII);
Matz,
Jennifer
(MYR);
Watty,
Elizabeth
(CPC);
Perry,
Nicholas
(CPC)
Subject:
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Phone
conference
on June
3 @ 10
a.m. -
Golden
State
Warriors
- Design
Review
Importance:
High
 
Hi all:
Will
tomorrow
(June
3)
from
10 –
10:30
a.m. to
have a
conference
call? 
Should
we call
in
Tiffany’s
office
at
749-
2588? 
Please
advise. 
Thank
you.
 
Irene
558-
6282
 
From:
Kelley,
Gil
(CPC) 







Sent:
Monday,
June
02,
2014
1:32 PM
To:
Cheng-
Tam,
Irene
Subject:
Fwd:
Golden
State
Warriors
- Design
Review
 


Sent
from
my
iPhone


Begin
forwarded
message:


From:
"Rahaim,
John
(CPC)"
<john.rahaim@sfgov.org
>


Date:
June
2,
2014
at
12:55:38
PM
PDT


To:
"Kelley,
Gil
(CPC)"
<gil.kelley@sfgov.org
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>,
"Joslin,
Jeff
(CPC)"
<jeff.joslin@sfgov.org
>,
"Winslow,
David
(CPC)"
<david.winslow@sfgov.org
>,
"Watty,
Elizabeth
(CPC)"
<elizabeth.watty@sfgov.org
>


Subject:
Fwd:
Golden
State
Warriors
-
Design
Review


Do
you
all
think
this
is
possible?
 Can
you
talk
in
my
absence
and
figure
it
out.
Thanks. 
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Please
excuse
any
typos.
This
was
sent
from
my
iPhone


Begin
forwarded
message:


From:
"Bohee,
Tiffany
(OCII)"
<tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org
>


Date:
June
2,
2014
at
12:01:29
PM
PDT


To:
"Rahaim,
John
(CPC)"
<john.rahaim@sfgov.org
>


Subject:
Golden
State
Warriors
-
Design
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Review


John
–
Got
your
voicemail. 
I
can
talk
today
after
3:30
pm
(or
later). 
Prior
to
next
week’s
meeting
with
the
Warriors,
I
do
think
it
would
be
helpful
for
OCII
and
Planning
staff
to
discuss
the
site
constraints,
considerations
and
any
other







issues
the
design
team
should
be
paying
attention
to. 
 
If
at
all
possible,
it
would
be
good
to
convey
this
collective
information
to
the
GSW
prior
to
next
week’s
meeting. 
I
(along
with
Catherine
Reilly
and
Jen
Matz)
could
be
available
for
this
call/discussion







with
you
(and/or
your
department
staff)
with
the
GSW
tomorrow,
June
3,
between
10
am
and
11
am
or
between
2:30
pm
and
4
pm. 
Thanks
in
advance
for
doing
what
you
can.
 
Best,
Tiffany
 
Tiffany
Bohee


Executive
Director


Office
of
Community







Investment
and
Infrastructure


 
Successor
to
the
San
Francisco
Redevelopment
Agency


One
South
Van
Ness
Avenue,
Fifth
Floor


San
Francisco,
CA
94103


Tel:
 415-
749-
2588


Email:
 
tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org
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From: Bridges, George (CII)
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Lee, Raymond C. (CII); Reilly, Catherine (CII); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Kate


Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); Julia Nunes (jnunes@warriors.com); Jesse Blout; Ben Draa
(bdraa@warriors.com)


Subject: Re: review initial pass of RFQ responses on 7/11 @ 1pm?
Date: Friday, July 11, 2014 12:24:06 PM


Clarke


Unfortunately, they exceed $2 million and will not count towards the 50% SBE goal
however we encourage you to include SF-based firms in contracting opportunities as
well.


George


On Jul 11, 2014, at 12:01 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:


George,
 
There’s a firm called MSA Planning and Design that we think could be a good A&E team
member, and I noticed that you had a note in your spreadsheet which said you
couldn’t verify whether they are SBE. It appears they’re now shown in the SBE
database (I’ve attached a pdf), so can we assume they’re an approved SBE?
 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
 


From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, July 07, 2014 4:27 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com); Julia Nunes (jnunes@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: review initial pass of RFQ responses on 7/11 @ 1pm?
 
Clarke
 
Please find the attached list of SBE/LBEs that have been verified and the ethnic
background of the owner identified if known.  SBEs/LBEs that have exceeded OCII’s $2
million threshold in revenue are identified.
 
Please note that if DBEs are shortlisted, we will need to request additional
documentation to verify that each of the firms meet the SBE economic disadvantage
threshold. 
 
If there is any information that you would like us to review, please feel free to send in
advance of the meeting on Friday.
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George
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 5:51 PM
To: Bridges, George (OCII); Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com); Julia Nunes (jnunes@warriors.com)
Subject: review initial pass of RFQ responses on 7/11 @ 1pm?
 
OCII team,
We received over 400 responses to our RFQ (approximately 230 of which designated
themselves as SBE/LBE), and we are vetting them now. Do you have availability next
Friday (July 11) to discuss our initial pass? Early afternoon (1pm) would work well on
our end.
We forwarded the initial matrix of respondents to George since he wanted to begin
vetting them for verification of SBE/LBE status. It’s attached again here for reference.
Thanks,
Clarke
 
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
101 Mission Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
 


<MSA Planning and Design on SBE list_070714.pdf>
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From: Pamela Lewis
To: "Wray, Erica"
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Blk 29-32
Date: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 5:42:40 PM


Thank you.. Let me know if you need me to work with Sheri on this.
 
Pam Lewis
General Manager
Mission Bay Maintenance Corporation
410 China Basin|San Francisco|CA, 94158
FirstService Residential Management, Inc.
Pamela.lewis@fsresidential.com
415-355-6689
 


From: Wray, Erica [mailto:EWray@mbaydevelopment.com] 
Sent: July-29-14 5:40 PM
To: Pamela Lewis
Cc: Catherine (OCII) (RED) ' 'Reilly (catherine.reilly@sfgov.org)
Subject: RE: Blk 29-32
 
Don't know - will have to research that.
 
 


From: Pamela Lewis [mailto:Pamela.Lewis@fsresidential.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 5:33 PM
To: Wray, Erica
Cc: Catherine (OCII) (RED) ' 'Reilly (catherine.reilly@sfgov.org)
Subject: Blk 29-32
 
Hi Erica,
 
We had our first meeting to discuss blks 29-32 (Warriors) obligation pay into the maintenance fund
for MBCMC. Do you know if FOCIL recorded a document that might have language obligating those
block to pay into the Corporation? ARE did not record a Supplemental Master Declaration when they
sold the Lots to Salesforce. Do you think there was a document filed prior or during the sale to ARE
that might have language obligating the Lots to MBCMC?  
 
Pam Lewis
General Manager
Mission Bay Maintenance Corporation
410 China Basin|San Francisco|CA, 94158
FirstService Residential Management, Inc.
Pamela.lewis@fsresidential.com
415-355-6689
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: RE: Planning Staffing Needs
Date: Friday, June 20, 2014 8:23:27 AM
Attachments: image001.png


image002.png
image003.png
image004.png
image005.png


Thank you letting us know and yes, I definitely assume you are billing you time.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)"
Date:06/19/2014 10:17 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Cc: "Hussain, Lila (OCII)"
Subject: RE: Planning Staffing Needs


Hi Catherine, 
Okay, just let me know when you are ready to proceed. Please note that while we
don't have a formal MOU, staff is billing to this project for the meetings and such.
Also, I will be out 7/7 through 7/27. It's funny because this vacation was planned
around the original Warriors schedule....


Viktoriya Wise


pls. excuse errors, sent from a mobile device.


On Jun 19, 2014 8:46 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:
Viktoriya – I didn’t want you to think we’d forgotten you.  Lila is going to help with the overall
budgets, etc. and will let you know if we have questions while I’m out next week.  I think we may
switch to amending the original MOU with the scope of work and budget added as a call out within
the existing MOU.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC) 
Sent: Friday, June 06, 2014 4:00 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Oerth, Sally (OCII); jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Kelley, Gil
(CPC)
Subject: RE: Planning Staffing Needs
 
Hi Catherine-
Thanks for the information.  Please see below for some feedback on each of the bullet points.  I am
also proposing that we add another bullet for informational hearings at the Planning Commission. 
I am attaching a revised draft budget that reflects the information below.  The total project
estimated budget comes to $480.326 (including environmental and design services [planning as OCII
staff] as well as contingency of 20 percent).  
 


I will be out of the office next week (returning on Monday, June 16th).  In my absence, please work
with Chris on any questions you may have. 
 
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: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, June 05, 2014 6:43 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Oerth, Sally (OCII); jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Subject: Planning Staffing Needs
 
Viktoriya – Thanks for meeting with me yesterday to go over the budget and staffing for the
Warriors project.  I need to check in with Jim Monday about what would go under the new Warriors
MOU and what would be under our existing MOU with Planning.  Sounds good – please let me know
what you decide as it affects how we set up the accounts in our system.  Additionally, a few weeks
ago we set up an account titled OCII GSW so that staff could charge their time there (e.g., the few
meetings we’ve attended thus far with OCII, the time associated with intersection selection and
coordination with MTA for a site visit, etc.).  The revised design staffing proposal you are going to
create will be helpful to have when I meet with him.  As promised, the following is a description of
the various roles we envision for Planning for the project.
 
Planning Staff as OCII staff  It is estimated that this work could take up to 500 hours over the life of
the project.  The cost estimate for this work is reflected in the attached draft budget in Task 13. 


·         Design review/process – acting at the primary OCII design review staff for the project. 
Responsible for the detailed review of all submittals, compilation of comments from other
OCII staff/outside agencies/etc.  We would need an architect that could participate on the
project from Major Phase visioning through to review of the construction permits. 
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·         I would be the point of contact for this person for the project and manage their OCII role.
·         Our understanding is that John has identified David Winslow for this, though Maia also


would be appropriate.  Confirmed.
 
Planning Staff acting in their role as Planning for Prop M –  The project sponsor should file a prop M
application with the planning department and pay the associated fee.  The work for this will be
charged against this fee and accordingly is not reflected in the attached budget.   The application is
available on line:  http://www.sf-planning.org/Modules/ShowDocument.aspx?documentid=8582. 
The fee is reflected in the fee schedule and is currently $5,234. 


·         Provides design review for the Planning Department per the Design Review and Document
Approval Procedure – for any Prop M allocation as the project would require Planning
Commission approval. 


·         Will work as part of the overall OCII/Planning design review team, but would be under the
supervision of the Planning Department.


·         Our understanding is that John has identified Elizabeth Watty for this role.  Confirmed
·         You were going to confirm that this would be funded  through Prop M fees collected by


Planning, since my understanding is that for previous projects, this role was in that manner. 
Confirmed (see above).


 
Other Planning Staff Design Review Involvement  It is anticipated that this participation would
require approximately 200 hours of effort at a Planner III level and 100 hours of effort at a Planner
IV level (=$38,382).  This is our best estimate of the time given what we know about the project. 


·         This was the component you were going to talk with Gil about regarding additional Planning
staffing and time commitment and I needed to confirm internally about expectations. 
Outside the existing architect staffing OCII and the staff person for the Prop M Planning
review, there may be the participation of John Rahaim and potentially other senior
management at occasional meetings (vs. the day-to-day meetings).  If you could talk with Gil
to get an idea of what this staffing maybe and a budget, then I will talk with Jim and Tiffany
next week about their vision for reimbursement of this work (ie, through us or direct
payment to Planning from the Warriors) . Please let me know what your thoughts are on this
last part.  I did not include this estimated time in the attached budget.   


 
Planning Commission Informational Presentations (cost included in the attached draft budget under
Task 12). 


·         I understood there was a need for Planning Commission Informational Presentation(s).  It is
anticipated that these presentations would be made by Current Planning (Liz Watty) +
Citywide Planning (Josh?) staff.  It is anticipated that there would be up to two presentations
and these would result in approximately 40 hours total provided they were simply power
point presentations (no staff report).  Note:  this does not include the commission hearing
for prop M.


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



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/






From: Clarke Miller
To: Bridges, George (CII)
Cc: Lee, Raymond C. (CII); Reilly, Catherine (CII); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Kate


Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); Julia Nunes (jnunes@warriors.com); Jesse Blout; Ben Draa
(bdraa@warriors.com)


Subject: Re: review initial pass of RFQ responses on 7/11 @ 1pm?
Date: Friday, July 11, 2014 12:28:48 PM


Thanks for the quick response, George. This is confusing to us though. Why do they
show up in the pdf list of SBAs on the City's website? We thought all those were $2M
or below?


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On Jul 11, 2014, at 12:24 PM, "Bridges, George (CII)" <george.bridges@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Clarke


Unfortunately, they exceed $2 million and will not count towards the 50%
SBE goal however we encourage you to include SF-based firms in
contracting opportunities as well.


George


On Jul 11, 2014, at 12:01 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com>
wrote:


George,
 
There’s a firm called MSA Planning and Design that we think could be a
good A&E team member, and I noticed that you had a note in your
spreadsheet which said you couldn’t verify whether they are SBE. It
appears they’re now shown in the SBE database (I’ve attached a pdf), so
can we assume they’re an approved SBE?
 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
 


From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, July 07, 2014 4:27 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com); Julia Nunes (jnunes@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: review initial pass of RFQ responses on 7/11 @ 1pm?
 
Clarke
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Please find the attached list of SBE/LBEs that have been verified and the
ethnic background of the owner identified if known.  SBEs/LBEs that have
exceeded OCII’s $2 million threshold in revenue are identified.
 
Please note that if DBEs are shortlisted, we will need to request additional
documentation to verify that each of the firms meet the SBE economic
disadvantage threshold. 
 
If there is any information that you would like us to review, please feel
free to send in advance of the meeting on Friday.
 
George
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 5:51 PM
To: Bridges, George (OCII); Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Reilly, Catherine
(OCII)
Cc: David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com); Julia Nunes (jnunes@warriors.com)
Subject: review initial pass of RFQ responses on 7/11 @ 1pm?
 
OCII team,
We received over 400 responses to our RFQ (approximately 230 of which
designated themselves as SBE/LBE), and we are vetting them now. Do you
have availability next Friday (July 11) to discuss our initial pass? Early
afternoon (1pm) would work well on our end.
We forwarded the initial matrix of respondents to George since he
wanted to begin vetting them for verification of SBE/LBE status. It’s
attached again here for reference.
Thanks,
Clarke
 
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
101 Mission Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
 


<MSA Planning and Design on SBE list_070714.pdf>
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: "Clarke Miller"; Julia Nunes
Subject: RE: CAC Agenda
Date: Thursday, July 10, 2014 9:38:00 AM
Attachments: July 10 2014 MBCAC Agenda.pdf


Thanks for pointing that out.  Here is is.  Do you want to be included on our MB email list as 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/


-----Original Message-----
From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
Sent: Thursday, July 10, 2014 8:57 AM
To: Julia Nunes; Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Re: CAC Agenda


Catherine, can you send us the agenda for tonight's CAC? Apparently it hasn't been posted to the
website yet.
Thanks,
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


> On Jul 10, 2014, at 8:53 AM, "Julia Nunes" <jnunes@warriors.com> wrote:
>
> Yes I have. Maybe they haven't posted it yet. Thanks.
>
>> On 7/10/14 8:49 AM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
>>
>> No, it should be on the OCII website though. Have you checked?
>>
>> Clarke Miller
>> Strada Investment Group
>>
>>> On Jul 10, 2014, at 8:48 AM, "Julia Nunes" <jnunes@warriors.com> wrote:
>>>
>>> Hi Clarke,
>>>
>>> Do you have the agenda for tonight's CAC meeting? Gail would like to
>>> see it.
>>>
>>> Thank you,
>>> Julia
>
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MISSION BAY 



CITIZENS ADVISORY COMMITTEE 



 
MEMBERS 
 
Corinne Woods,  
  Chair 
 
Kevin Simons, 
  Vice-Chair 
 
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 



 



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. 



 



Room Directions: Please note that we meet in the Creek Room at Mission Creek Senior Community, 225 Berry Street at 4th Street.  The entrance to 



the room is off the promenade along the creek, at the back of the building, near the library. Parking is limited to on-street parking, so we strongly 



encourage that you walk, bike, or use transit (the closest transit is the N-Judah or K/T-Third to 4th and King) 



 



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, 749-2400 



 



July 10, 2014 - 5:00 PM 
 



Mission Creek Senior Community - Creek Room 



225 Berry Street 
 



Entrance located on creek side of building, past library  
PLEASE NOTE THERE IS A DAY GIANTS GAME – WALKING/BIKING/TRANSIT IS RECOMMENDED 



 



AGENDA 
Please see attached map for location of projects 



 1. Action Item: Recommend OCII Commission Adoption of Housing Preferences 



Consistent with Ellis Act Housing Preference Program (EAHP)  – Maria 



Benjamin, Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community Development – 15 minutes 
Description of Item: The Ellis Act Displacement Emergency Assistance Ordinance was passed 



into law on December 18, 2013.  The legislation requires a new preference in all San Francisco 



affordable housing programs for tenants who are displaced due to withdrawal of their housing 



unit from the rental market, as allowable under the State Ellis Act.  This presentation will 



outline how the Ellis Act Housing Preference Program (EAHP) which implements the 



Ordinance works with the Certificate of Preference (COP) and other OCII preference 



programs. OCII Staff will be presenting the EAHP to the OCII Commission on August 5, 2014.  



 



2. Action Item:  Review of Proposed Secondary Use Findings at Avalon III (353-



383 King Street)–– Representatives from Mission Bay Yoga – 15 minutes 
Description of Item: Mission Bay Yoga is interested in developing a yoga studio at the ground 



floor retail space at 5
th



 and Berry Street in the Avalon Bay III project.  Approval of the use 



requires a Secondary Use Findings from OCII per the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan. 



 



3. Discussion Item:  Overview of UCSF Long Range Development Plan (LRDP)– 



Kevin Beauchamp, UCSF – 45 minutes 
Description of Item: UCSF has published the draft of its 2014 LRDP, which will guide physical 



development at all UCSF locations through 2035, including at the Mission Bay campus site.  The 



full Draft LRDP and additional background information, including a summary of LRDP highlights, 



can be found at www.ucsf.edu/LRDP. 



 



4. OCII/MBDG Updates – 10 minutes 



 Golden State Warriors Project (Blocks 29-32) – Monthly OCII update on project – 



does not include the project sponsor nor any design presentation (for background info see 



draft website http://sfgov.org/piers3032/. Final website under construction.) 
 Status of Mission Bay Development – MBDG update on status of development and 



infrastructure projects 



 



5. Chair Updates - 10 minutes 



 



6. Public Comment (Persons wishing to address the members on non-agenda, but 



CAC related matters) – 10 minutes 
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From: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: RE: Planning Staffing Needs
Date: Thursday, June 19, 2014 10:17:12 PM
Attachments: image001.png


image002.png
image003.png
image004.png
image005.png


Hi Catherine, 
Okay, just let me know when you are ready to proceed. Please note that while we
don't have a formal MOU, staff is billing to this project for the meetings and such.
Also, I will be out 7/7 through 7/27. It's funny because this vacation was planned
around the original Warriors schedule....


Viktoriya Wise


pls. excuse errors, sent from a mobile device.


On Jun 19, 2014 8:46 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:
Viktoriya – I didn’t want you to think we’d forgotten you.  Lila is going to help with the overall
budgets, etc. and will let you know if we have questions while I’m out next week.  I think we may
switch to amending the original MOU with the scope of work and budget added as a call out within
the existing MOU.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC) 
Sent: Friday, June 06, 2014 4:00 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Oerth, Sally (OCII); jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Kelley, Gil
(CPC)
Subject: RE: Planning Staffing Needs
 
Hi Catherine-
Thanks for the information.  Please see below for some feedback on each of the bullet points.  I am
also proposing that we add another bullet for informational hearings at the Planning Commission. 
I am attaching a revised draft budget that reflects the information below.  The total project
estimated budget comes to $480.326 (including environmental and design services [planning as OCII
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staff] as well as contingency of 20 percent).  
 


I will be out of the office next week (returning on Monday, June 16th).  In my absence, please work
with Chris on any questions you may have. 
 
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: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, June 05, 2014 6:43 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Oerth, Sally (OCII); jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Subject: Planning Staffing Needs
 
Viktoriya – Thanks for meeting with me yesterday to go over the budget and staffing for the
Warriors project.  I need to check in with Jim Monday about what would go under the new Warriors
MOU and what would be under our existing MOU with Planning.  Sounds good – please let me know
what you decide as it affects how we set up the accounts in our system.  Additionally, a few weeks
ago we set up an account titled OCII GSW so that staff could charge their time there (e.g., the few
meetings we’ve attended thus far with OCII, the time associated with intersection selection and
coordination with MTA for a site visit, etc.).  The revised design staffing proposal you are going to
create will be helpful to have when I meet with him.  As promised, the following is a description of
the various roles we envision for Planning for the project.
 
Planning Staff as OCII staff  It is estimated that this work could take up to 500 hours over the life of
the project.  The cost estimate for this work is reflected in the attached draft budget in Task 13. 


·         Design review/process – acting at the primary OCII design review staff for the project. 
Responsible for the detailed review of all submittals, compilation of comments from other
OCII staff/outside agencies/etc.  We would need an architect that could participate on the
project from Major Phase visioning through to review of the construction permits. 


·         I would be the point of contact for this person for the project and manage their OCII role.
·         Our understanding is that John has identified David Winslow for this, though Maia also


would be appropriate.  Confirmed.
 
Planning Staff acting in their role as Planning for Prop M –  The project sponsor should file a prop M
application with the planning department and pay the associated fee.  The work for this will be
charged against this fee and accordingly is not reflected in the attached budget.   The application is
available on line:  http://www.sf-planning.org/Modules/ShowDocument.aspx?documentid=8582. 
The fee is reflected in the fee schedule and is currently $5,234. 


·         Provides design review for the Planning Department per the Design Review and Document
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Approval Procedure – for any Prop M allocation as the project would require Planning
Commission approval. 


·         Will work as part of the overall OCII/Planning design review team, but would be under the
supervision of the Planning Department.


·         Our understanding is that John has identified Elizabeth Watty for this role.  Confirmed
·         You were going to confirm that this would be funded  through Prop M fees collected by


Planning, since my understanding is that for previous projects, this role was in that manner. 
Confirmed (see above).


 
Other Planning Staff Design Review Involvement  It is anticipated that this participation would
require approximately 200 hours of effort at a Planner III level and 100 hours of effort at a Planner
IV level (=$38,382).  This is our best estimate of the time given what we know about the project. 


·         This was the component you were going to talk with Gil about regarding additional Planning
staffing and time commitment and I needed to confirm internally about expectations. 
Outside the existing architect staffing OCII and the staff person for the Prop M Planning
review, there may be the participation of John Rahaim and potentially other senior
management at occasional meetings (vs. the day-to-day meetings).  If you could talk with Gil
to get an idea of what this staffing maybe and a budget, then I will talk with Jim and Tiffany
next week about their vision for reimbursement of this work (ie, through us or direct
payment to Planning from the Warriors) . Please let me know what your thoughts are on this
last part.  I did not include this estimated time in the attached budget.   


 
Planning Commission Informational Presentations (cost included in the attached draft budget under
Task 12). 


·         I understood there was a need for Planning Commission Informational Presentation(s).  It is
anticipated that these presentations would be made by Current Planning (Liz Watty) +
Citywide Planning (Josh?) staff.  It is anticipated that there would be up to two presentations
and these would result in approximately 40 hours total provided they were simply power
point presentations (no staff report).  Note:  this does not include the commission hearing
for prop M.


 
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: Moy, Barbara (DPW)
Cc: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: Reminder on Warriors Budget
Date: Wednesday, July 09, 2014 12:16:00 PM


Hi, Barbara – sorry to bug, but wanted to see if you had had a chance to talk with Bruce about the
lead for the Warrior’s mapping, and also to put together a draft budget for the work the Task
Force/Bruce’s office would do for the mapping.  We’re getting pressure to get something to the
Warriors asap, so if you could get it to use later this week, we’d really appreciate it.  Let us know
what we 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/
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Julia Nunes
Subject: RE: CAC Agenda
Date: Thursday, July 10, 2014 10:18:34 AM


Yes, that'd be helpful to be added to the list. Thanks, Catherine.


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org]
Sent: Thursday, July 10, 2014 9:39 AM
To: Clarke Miller; Julia Nunes
Subject: RE: CAC Agenda


Thanks for pointing that out.  Here is is.  Do you want to be included on our MB email list as 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/


-----Original Message-----
From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
Sent: Thursday, July 10, 2014 8:57 AM
To: Julia Nunes; Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Re: CAC Agenda


Catherine, can you send us the agenda for tonight's CAC? Apparently it hasn't been posted to the
website yet.
Thanks,
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


> On Jul 10, 2014, at 8:53 AM, "Julia Nunes" <jnunes@warriors.com> wrote:
>
> Yes I have. Maybe they haven't posted it yet. Thanks.
>
>> On 7/10/14 8:49 AM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
>>
>> No, it should be on the OCII website though. Have you checked?
>>
>> Clarke Miller
>> Strada Investment Group
>>
>>> On Jul 10, 2014, at 8:48 AM, "Julia Nunes" <jnunes@warriors.com> wrote:
>>>
>>> Hi Clarke,
>>>
>>> Do you have the agenda for tonight's CAC meeting? Gail would like to
>>> see it.
>>>
>>> Thank you,



mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:jnunes@warriors.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com





>>> Julia
>








From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: RE: Planning Staffing Needs
Date: Thursday, June 19, 2014 8:46:00 PM
Attachments: image001.png
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Viktoriya – I didn’t want you to think we’d forgotten you.  Lila is going to help with the overall
budgets, etc. and will let you know if we have questions while I’m out next week.  I think we may
switch to amending the original MOU with the scope of work and budget added as a call out within
the existing MOU.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC) 
Sent: Friday, June 06, 2014 4:00 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Oerth, Sally (OCII); jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Kelley, Gil
(CPC)
Subject: RE: Planning Staffing Needs
 
Hi Catherine-
Thanks for the information.  Please see below for some feedback on each of the bullet points.  I am
also proposing that we add another bullet for informational hearings at the Planning Commission. 
I am attaching a revised draft budget that reflects the information below.  The total project
estimated budget comes to $480.326 (including environmental and design services [planning as OCII
staff] as well as contingency of 20 percent).  
 


I will be out of the office next week (returning on Monday, June 16th).  In my absence, please work
with Chris on any questions you may have. 
 
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) 
Sent: Thursday, June 05, 2014 6:43 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Oerth, Sally (OCII); jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Subject: Planning Staffing Needs
 
Viktoriya – Thanks for meeting with me yesterday to go over the budget and staffing for the
Warriors project.  I need to check in with Jim Monday about what would go under the new Warriors
MOU and what would be under our existing MOU with Planning.  Sounds good – please let me know
what you decide as it affects how we set up the accounts in our system.  Additionally, a few weeks
ago we set up an account titled OCII GSW so that staff could charge their time there (e.g., the few
meetings we’ve attended thus far with OCII, the time associated with intersection selection and
coordination with MTA for a site visit, etc.).  The revised design staffing proposal you are going to
create will be helpful to have when I meet with him.  As promised, the following is a description of
the various roles we envision for Planning for the project.
 
Planning Staff as OCII staff  It is estimated that this work could take up to 500 hours over the life of
the project.  The cost estimate for this work is reflected in the attached draft budget in Task 13. 


·         Design review/process – acting at the primary OCII design review staff for the project. 
Responsible for the detailed review of all submittals, compilation of comments from other
OCII staff/outside agencies/etc.  We would need an architect that could participate on the
project from Major Phase visioning through to review of the construction permits. 


·         I would be the point of contact for this person for the project and manage their OCII role.
·         Our understanding is that John has identified David Winslow for this, though Maia also


would be appropriate.  Confirmed.
 
Planning Staff acting in their role as Planning for Prop M –  The project sponsor should file a prop M
application with the planning department and pay the associated fee.  The work for this will be
charged against this fee and accordingly is not reflected in the attached budget.   The application is
available on line:  http://www.sf-planning.org/Modules/ShowDocument.aspx?documentid=8582. 
The fee is reflected in the fee schedule and is currently $5,234. 


·         Provides design review for the Planning Department per the Design Review and Document
Approval Procedure – for any Prop M allocation as the project would require Planning
Commission approval. 


·         Will work as part of the overall OCII/Planning design review team, but would be under the
supervision of the Planning Department.


·         Our understanding is that John has identified Elizabeth Watty for this role.  Confirmed
·         You were going to confirm that this would be funded  through Prop M fees collected by


Planning, since my understanding is that for previous projects, this role was in that manner. 
Confirmed (see above).


 
Other Planning Staff Design Review Involvement  It is anticipated that this participation would
require approximately 200 hours of effort at a Planner III level and 100 hours of effort at a Planner
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IV level (=$38,382).  This is our best estimate of the time given what we know about the project. 
·         This was the component you were going to talk with Gil about regarding additional Planning


staffing and time commitment and I needed to confirm internally about expectations. 
Outside the existing architect staffing OCII and the staff person for the Prop M Planning
review, there may be the participation of John Rahaim and potentially other senior
management at occasional meetings (vs. the day-to-day meetings).  If you could talk with Gil
to get an idea of what this staffing maybe and a budget, then I will talk with Jim and Tiffany
next week about their vision for reimbursement of this work (ie, through us or direct
payment to Planning from the Warriors) . Please let me know what your thoughts are on this
last part.  I did not include this estimated time in the attached budget.   


 
Planning Commission Informational Presentations (cost included in the attached draft budget under
Task 12). 


·         I understood there was a need for Planning Commission Informational Presentation(s).  It is
anticipated that these presentations would be made by Current Planning (Liz Watty) +
Citywide Planning (Josh?) staff.  It is anticipated that there would be up to two presentations
and these would result in approximately 40 hours total provided they were simply power
point presentations (no staff report).  Note:  this does not include the commission hearing
for prop M.


 
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 (CII)
To: Hui, Tom (DBI)
Cc: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: Request for Help with Warriors Project
Date: Friday, July 25, 2014 1:18:00 PM
Attachments: DOC072314.pdf


Hi, Tom – We are working on the Warriors project in Mission Bay and need to tie down some development numbers
for the permitted Mission Bay to finalize the project description.  We have identified which permits we need and
have submitted the request for to your staff (attached).  However, it sounds like the typical turn-around is one
month and we were wondering if there was any way to expedite these permits to get them quicker (it would be
great if next week was a possibility).  We can send staff over to help pull the records if that is helpful to you. 
Electronic copies of the plans (vs. paper) would also work for us, if that is easier.
 
Thank you for your assistance and please let us know what we can do to assist your staff.  They have been great to
work with for the first data request we submitted a month or two ago.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Bereket, Immanuel (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 10:08 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: FW: RE: Misison Bay South Retail Data
 
Here is an updated data.
 


From: Bereket, Immanuel (CII) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 10:00 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Misison Bay South Retail Data
 
Catherine,
 
As discussed, I submitted construction records request yesterday to DBI Records Division. They informed me that it
will take nearly a month to get the records printed (or provided electronically).
 
Attached, you’ll find the permits request I submitted. The table below summarizes the attachments.  In total, we’re
requesting copies of 9 permits. I was wondering if it is possible to request expedites copies of these plans.
 
 


Address
Block


Number
Lot


Reference
Number


Date
Submitted


Expected Date
of Completion


185 Channel 8711 23 RR20140788802 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1515 Third Street 3871 1 RR20140722207 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1155 Fourth Street 8711 25 RR20140722206 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1401 Third Street 8721 32 RR20140722208 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
420 Mission Bay Blvd
North


8720 117-448 RR20140722204 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
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555 Mission Rock Street 8711 28 RR20140722203 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1500 Owens Street 8709 18 RR20140723214 7/23/2014 8/20/2014
1650 Owens Street 8709 8 RR20140724293 7/24/2014 8/21/2014
1700 Owens Street 8709 7 RR20140723213 7/23/2014 8/20/2014


 
 
Thanks
 


Immanuel Bereket
Office of Community Investment & Infrastructure
Successor to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 5th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
(415) 749-2495
Immanuel.Bereket@sfgov.org
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From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: CEQA Meeting Status
Date: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 9:50:33 AM


I will be sending out shortly. I was just discussing what the best day would be to start the weekly


meetings with Chris. We thought July 9th would be the best first meeting date as it would give GSW
more time to develop the project description for the project. Let me know if you think otherwise.
Thanks.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 9:48 AM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: CEQA Meeting Status
 
Brett – did you ever send out a hold the time invite for the standing CEQA meeting?  Just wanted to
make sure I didn’t miss it.
 
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: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: RE: Planning Staffing Needs
Date: Thursday, June 19, 2014 8:46:00 PM
Attachments: image001.png


image002.png
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image005.png


Viktoriya – I didn’t want you to think we’d forgotten you.  Lila is going to help with the overall
budgets, etc. and will let you know if we have questions while I’m out next week.  I think we may
switch to amending the original MOU with the scope of work and budget added as a call out within
the existing MOU.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC) 
Sent: Friday, June 06, 2014 4:00 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Oerth, Sally (OCII); jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Kelley, Gil
(CPC)
Subject: RE: Planning Staffing Needs
 
Hi Catherine-
Thanks for the information.  Please see below for some feedback on each of the bullet points.  I am
also proposing that we add another bullet for informational hearings at the Planning Commission. 
I am attaching a revised draft budget that reflects the information below.  The total project
estimated budget comes to $480.326 (including environmental and design services [planning as OCII
staff] as well as contingency of 20 percent).  
 


I will be out of the office next week (returning on Monday, June 16th).  In my absence, please work
with Chris on any questions you may have. 
 
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) 
Sent: Thursday, June 05, 2014 6:43 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Oerth, Sally (OCII); jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Subject: Planning Staffing Needs
 
Viktoriya – Thanks for meeting with me yesterday to go over the budget and staffing for the
Warriors project.  I need to check in with Jim Monday about what would go under the new Warriors
MOU and what would be under our existing MOU with Planning.  Sounds good – please let me know
what you decide as it affects how we set up the accounts in our system.  Additionally, a few weeks
ago we set up an account titled OCII GSW so that staff could charge their time there (e.g., the few
meetings we’ve attended thus far with OCII, the time associated with intersection selection and
coordination with MTA for a site visit, etc.).  The revised design staffing proposal you are going to
create will be helpful to have when I meet with him.  As promised, the following is a description of
the various roles we envision for Planning for the project.
 
Planning Staff as OCII staff  It is estimated that this work could take up to 500 hours over the life of
the project.  The cost estimate for this work is reflected in the attached draft budget in Task 13. 


·         Design review/process – acting at the primary OCII design review staff for the project. 
Responsible for the detailed review of all submittals, compilation of comments from other
OCII staff/outside agencies/etc.  We would need an architect that could participate on the
project from Major Phase visioning through to review of the construction permits. 


·         I would be the point of contact for this person for the project and manage their OCII role.
·         Our understanding is that John has identified David Winslow for this, though Maia also


would be appropriate.  Confirmed.
 
Planning Staff acting in their role as Planning for Prop M –  The project sponsor should file a prop M
application with the planning department and pay the associated fee.  The work for this will be
charged against this fee and accordingly is not reflected in the attached budget.   The application is
available on line:  http://www.sf-planning.org/Modules/ShowDocument.aspx?documentid=8582. 
The fee is reflected in the fee schedule and is currently $5,234. 


·         Provides design review for the Planning Department per the Design Review and Document
Approval Procedure – for any Prop M allocation as the project would require Planning
Commission approval. 


·         Will work as part of the overall OCII/Planning design review team, but would be under the
supervision of the Planning Department.


·         Our understanding is that John has identified Elizabeth Watty for this role.  Confirmed
·         You were going to confirm that this would be funded  through Prop M fees collected by


Planning, since my understanding is that for previous projects, this role was in that manner. 
Confirmed (see above).


 
Other Planning Staff Design Review Involvement  It is anticipated that this participation would
require approximately 200 hours of effort at a Planner III level and 100 hours of effort at a Planner
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IV level (=$38,382).  This is our best estimate of the time given what we know about the project. 
·         This was the component you were going to talk with Gil about regarding additional Planning


staffing and time commitment and I needed to confirm internally about expectations. 
Outside the existing architect staffing OCII and the staff person for the Prop M Planning
review, there may be the participation of John Rahaim and potentially other senior
management at occasional meetings (vs. the day-to-day meetings).  If you could talk with Gil
to get an idea of what this staffing maybe and a budget, then I will talk with Jim and Tiffany
next week about their vision for reimbursement of this work (ie, through us or direct
payment to Planning from the Warriors) . Please let me know what your thoughts are on this
last part.  I did not include this estimated time in the attached budget.   


 
Planning Commission Informational Presentations (cost included in the attached draft budget under
Task 12). 


·         I understood there was a need for Planning Commission Informational Presentation(s).  It is
anticipated that these presentations would be made by Current Planning (Liz Watty) +
Citywide Planning (Josh?) staff.  It is anticipated that there would be up to two presentations
and these would result in approximately 40 hours total provided they were simply power
point presentations (no staff report).  Note:  this does not include the commission hearing
for prop M.


 
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 (CII)
To: "Mary McCue"; "Pamela Lewis"; Andrew Bryant; "nagbayani@MissionBayParks.org"
Cc: Gavin, John (MYR); Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: Rescheduling of Warriors Meeting
Date: Tuesday, July 15, 2014 4:00:00 PM


Hello all – John Gavin is going to take the lead rescheduling the meeting to meet so that you can
share your insights to existing issues related to game day impacts.
 
Andrew – since Mary’s schedule is so tight, maybe you could start by providing some times in the
next two weeks that she is available for a 1.5 hour meeting.
 
Thank you everyone and look forward to 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/
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: CEQA Meeting Status
Date: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 9:57:00 AM


That sounds good.  When we meet with them next week we can adjust if it looks like they are
moving quicker than currently expected.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 9:51 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: CEQA Meeting Status
 
I will be sending out shortly. I was just discussing what the best day would be to start the weekly


meetings with Chris. We thought July 9th would be the best first meeting date as it would give GSW
more time to develop the project description for the project. Let me know if you think otherwise.
Thanks.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 9:48 AM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: CEQA Meeting Status
 
Brett – did you ever send out a hold the time invite for the standing CEQA meeting?  Just wanted to
make sure I didn’t miss it.
 
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: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: RE: Planning Staffing Needs
Date: Friday, June 20, 2014 8:23:29 AM
Attachments: image001.png
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Thank you letting us know and yes, I definitely assume you are billing you time.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)"
Date:06/19/2014 10:17 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Cc: "Hussain, Lila (OCII)"
Subject: RE: Planning Staffing Needs


Hi Catherine, 
Okay, just let me know when you are ready to proceed. Please note that while we
don't have a formal MOU, staff is billing to this project for the meetings and such.
Also, I will be out 7/7 through 7/27. It's funny because this vacation was planned
around the original Warriors schedule....


Viktoriya Wise


pls. excuse errors, sent from a mobile device.


On Jun 19, 2014 8:46 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:
Viktoriya – I didn’t want you to think we’d forgotten you.  Lila is going to help with the overall
budgets, etc. and will let you know if we have questions while I’m out next week.  I think we may
switch to amending the original MOU with the scope of work and budget added as a call out within
the existing MOU.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC) 
Sent: Friday, June 06, 2014 4:00 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Oerth, Sally (OCII); jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Kelley, Gil
(CPC)
Subject: RE: Planning Staffing Needs
 
Hi Catherine-
Thanks for the information.  Please see below for some feedback on each of the bullet points.  I am
also proposing that we add another bullet for informational hearings at the Planning Commission. 
I am attaching a revised draft budget that reflects the information below.  The total project
estimated budget comes to $480.326 (including environmental and design services [planning as OCII
staff] as well as contingency of 20 percent).  
 


I will be out of the office next week (returning on Monday, June 16th).  In my absence, please work
with Chris on any questions you may have. 
 
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: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, June 05, 2014 6:43 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Oerth, Sally (OCII); jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Subject: Planning Staffing Needs
 
Viktoriya – Thanks for meeting with me yesterday to go over the budget and staffing for the
Warriors project.  I need to check in with Jim Monday about what would go under the new Warriors
MOU and what would be under our existing MOU with Planning.  Sounds good – please let me know
what you decide as it affects how we set up the accounts in our system.  Additionally, a few weeks
ago we set up an account titled OCII GSW so that staff could charge their time there (e.g., the few
meetings we’ve attended thus far with OCII, the time associated with intersection selection and
coordination with MTA for a site visit, etc.).  The revised design staffing proposal you are going to
create will be helpful to have when I meet with him.  As promised, the following is a description of
the various roles we envision for Planning for the project.
 
Planning Staff as OCII staff  It is estimated that this work could take up to 500 hours over the life of
the project.  The cost estimate for this work is reflected in the attached draft budget in Task 13. 


·         Design review/process – acting at the primary OCII design review staff for the project. 
Responsible for the detailed review of all submittals, compilation of comments from other
OCII staff/outside agencies/etc.  We would need an architect that could participate on the
project from Major Phase visioning through to review of the construction permits. 
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·         I would be the point of contact for this person for the project and manage their OCII role.
·         Our understanding is that John has identified David Winslow for this, though Maia also


would be appropriate.  Confirmed.
 
Planning Staff acting in their role as Planning for Prop M –  The project sponsor should file a prop M
application with the planning department and pay the associated fee.  The work for this will be
charged against this fee and accordingly is not reflected in the attached budget.   The application is
available on line:  http://www.sf-planning.org/Modules/ShowDocument.aspx?documentid=8582. 
The fee is reflected in the fee schedule and is currently $5,234. 


·         Provides design review for the Planning Department per the Design Review and Document
Approval Procedure – for any Prop M allocation as the project would require Planning
Commission approval. 


·         Will work as part of the overall OCII/Planning design review team, but would be under the
supervision of the Planning Department.


·         Our understanding is that John has identified Elizabeth Watty for this role.  Confirmed
·         You were going to confirm that this would be funded  through Prop M fees collected by


Planning, since my understanding is that for previous projects, this role was in that manner. 
Confirmed (see above).


 
Other Planning Staff Design Review Involvement  It is anticipated that this participation would
require approximately 200 hours of effort at a Planner III level and 100 hours of effort at a Planner
IV level (=$38,382).  This is our best estimate of the time given what we know about the project. 


·         This was the component you were going to talk with Gil about regarding additional Planning
staffing and time commitment and I needed to confirm internally about expectations. 
Outside the existing architect staffing OCII and the staff person for the Prop M Planning
review, there may be the participation of John Rahaim and potentially other senior
management at occasional meetings (vs. the day-to-day meetings).  If you could talk with Gil
to get an idea of what this staffing maybe and a budget, then I will talk with Jim and Tiffany
next week about their vision for reimbursement of this work (ie, through us or direct
payment to Planning from the Warriors) . Please let me know what your thoughts are on this
last part.  I did not include this estimated time in the attached budget.   


 
Planning Commission Informational Presentations (cost included in the attached draft budget under
Task 12). 


·         I understood there was a need for Planning Commission Informational Presentation(s).  It is
anticipated that these presentations would be made by Current Planning (Liz Watty) +
Citywide Planning (Josh?) staff.  It is anticipated that there would be up to two presentations
and these would result in approximately 40 hours total provided they were simply power
point presentations (no staff report).  Note:  this does not include the commission hearing
for prop M.


 
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/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Bereket, Immanuel (CII)
Subject: Retail tracking spreadsheet
Date: Friday, July 18, 2014 1:31:00 PM


Manny – where do you have the final spreadsheet with the permitted retail numbers saved?  I
wasn’t able to find it in the Warriors folder (let me know if I’m being blind).  If it isn’t there, could
you please save it in the main Warriors folder?  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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY JULY 25th
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Kaslofsky, Thor (OCII)
Subject: RE: Can we chat tmrw about MB talking points (Warriors, Giants lot 337) for the investor tour this Thurs?
Date: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 8:37:00 AM


Sure – Here is a 1 page summary.  As you drive down 3rd going south after the creek, you will pass
SWL337/Giants Lot A/Mission Rock on the left, which is the Port project I don’t have the details on
(mini-MB with a mix of residential/office/retail).  On the right will be Block 1 – vacant site - which
will be 350 market-rate units with a 250 hotel (both in design stage).  On the right after the vacant
site will be 315 newly completed market rate units in the brown brick, and you can say we just
finished about 500 residential units in the last few months in MB with another 1000 under
construction and another 200 affordable to start construction by the end of the year.
 
Continuing south on the left, after the vacant SWL337, will be the new police headquarters/police
and fire state – Public Safety Building.  After that on the left is the newest BOSA building with 329
condos that sold like hot cakes (Bosa has its last MB project under construction now since this
project sold so quickly).  Then once you pass the park after the condos you have UCSF on the right
and private biotech/office on the left.  The vacant land on the left after the green and orange office
building is the salesforce property (all vacant land on the left until you hit Mariposa).  The first two
blocks before you his South Street (tucked south of the existing office building and the blank
concrete block wall) are Blocks 26/27, which are for sale for 423K sf of office/biotech.  Then when
you pass South Street (the muni stop) where the vacant land goes over to the bay, that is the
Warriors site (1M sf of arena and office/retail).  You still have UCSF on the right.
 


Finally, you cross 16th street and you will have the remaining Salesforce land on the left (500K sf
being bought by UCSF for medical office/office/research), and there is the new UCSF 289-bed
hospital on the right, that will open in February 2015.  They won’t be able to see it, but the Block 40
that Kilroy just bought is on the other side of the hospital against the freeway – with that sale and
the salesforce land, all the remaining market-rate property in MB is now in play for development. 
Once you cross over Mariposa, you are done with MB.
 
Let me know if you need anything else, otherwise, that should keep them (and you) busy for your 2
minutes of 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: Kaslofsky, Thor (OCII) 
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Sent: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 12:34 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Can we chat tmrw about MB talking points (Warriors, Giants lot 337) for the investor tour this
Thurs?
 
 
 
 
Best regards,
Thor


=======================================
Thor Kaslofsky
Project Manager, Hunters Point Shipyard
Successor Agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency 
One South Van Ness, 5th Floor
San Francisco, California 94103
Thor.Kaslofsky@sfgov.org
(415) 749-2464 Office
(415) 749-2585 Fax
Website: http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
======================================
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: RE: Planning Staffing Needs
Date: Thursday, June 19, 2014 8:46:57 PM
Attachments: image001.png
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Viktoriya – I didn’t want you to think we’d forgotten you.  Lila is going to help with the overall
budgets, etc. and will let you know if we have questions while I’m out next week.  I think we may
switch to amending the original MOU with the scope of work and budget added as a call out within
the existing MOU.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC) 
Sent: Friday, June 06, 2014 4:00 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Oerth, Sally (OCII); jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Kelley, Gil
(CPC)
Subject: RE: Planning Staffing Needs
 
Hi Catherine-
Thanks for the information.  Please see below for some feedback on each of the bullet points.  I am
also proposing that we add another bullet for informational hearings at the Planning Commission. 
I am attaching a revised draft budget that reflects the information below.  The total project
estimated budget comes to $480.326 (including environmental and design services [planning as OCII
staff] as well as contingency of 20 percent).  
 


I will be out of the office next week (returning on Monday, June 16th).  In my absence, please work
with Chris on any questions you may have. 
 
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) 
Sent: Thursday, June 05, 2014 6:43 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Oerth, Sally (OCII); jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Subject: Planning Staffing Needs
 
Viktoriya – Thanks for meeting with me yesterday to go over the budget and staffing for the
Warriors project.  I need to check in with Jim Monday about what would go under the new Warriors
MOU and what would be under our existing MOU with Planning.  Sounds good – please let me know
what you decide as it affects how we set up the accounts in our system.  Additionally, a few weeks
ago we set up an account titled OCII GSW so that staff could charge their time there (e.g., the few
meetings we’ve attended thus far with OCII, the time associated with intersection selection and
coordination with MTA for a site visit, etc.).  The revised design staffing proposal you are going to
create will be helpful to have when I meet with him.  As promised, the following is a description of
the various roles we envision for Planning for the project.
 
Planning Staff as OCII staff  It is estimated that this work could take up to 500 hours over the life of
the project.  The cost estimate for this work is reflected in the attached draft budget in Task 13. 


·         Design review/process – acting at the primary OCII design review staff for the project. 
Responsible for the detailed review of all submittals, compilation of comments from other
OCII staff/outside agencies/etc.  We would need an architect that could participate on the
project from Major Phase visioning through to review of the construction permits. 


·         I would be the point of contact for this person for the project and manage their OCII role.
·         Our understanding is that John has identified David Winslow for this, though Maia also


would be appropriate.  Confirmed.
 
Planning Staff acting in their role as Planning for Prop M –  The project sponsor should file a prop M
application with the planning department and pay the associated fee.  The work for this will be
charged against this fee and accordingly is not reflected in the attached budget.   The application is
available on line:  http://www.sf-planning.org/Modules/ShowDocument.aspx?documentid=8582. 
The fee is reflected in the fee schedule and is currently $5,234. 


·         Provides design review for the Planning Department per the Design Review and Document
Approval Procedure – for any Prop M allocation as the project would require Planning
Commission approval. 


·         Will work as part of the overall OCII/Planning design review team, but would be under the
supervision of the Planning Department.


·         Our understanding is that John has identified Elizabeth Watty for this role.  Confirmed
·         You were going to confirm that this would be funded  through Prop M fees collected by


Planning, since my understanding is that for previous projects, this role was in that manner. 
Confirmed (see above).


 
Other Planning Staff Design Review Involvement  It is anticipated that this participation would
require approximately 200 hours of effort at a Planner III level and 100 hours of effort at a Planner
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IV level (=$38,382).  This is our best estimate of the time given what we know about the project. 
·         This was the component you were going to talk with Gil about regarding additional Planning


staffing and time commitment and I needed to confirm internally about expectations. 
Outside the existing architect staffing OCII and the staff person for the Prop M Planning
review, there may be the participation of John Rahaim and potentially other senior
management at occasional meetings (vs. the day-to-day meetings).  If you could talk with Gil
to get an idea of what this staffing maybe and a budget, then I will talk with Jim and Tiffany
next week about their vision for reimbursement of this work (ie, through us or direct
payment to Planning from the Warriors) . Please let me know what your thoughts are on this
last part.  I did not include this estimated time in the attached budget.   


 
Planning Commission Informational Presentations (cost included in the attached draft budget under
Task 12). 


·         I understood there was a need for Planning Commission Informational Presentation(s).  It is
anticipated that these presentations would be made by Current Planning (Liz Watty) +
Citywide Planning (Josh?) staff.  It is anticipated that there would be up to two presentations
and these would result in approximately 40 hours total provided they were simply power
point presentations (no staff report).  Note:  this does not include the commission hearing
for prop M.


 
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: Lorenz Tongol
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Seawall Lot 330 to Mission Bay
Date: Wednesday, June 04, 2014 10:53:40 AM


Hi,


I work for a construction publication called BuildCentral. I am following the Golden State


Warriors development and I wanted to confirm that the project (specifically the mixed-use and


and hotel) has moved from Seawall Lot 330 to Mission Bay. Could you also provide me with


the architect and/or the general contractor for the project? Any information you can provide


about the status of this is helpful.


Thank you for your time.


-- 
Lorenz Tongol
Primary Research Associate
Build Central Inc. 
200 W. Madison Ave., Ste. 1110
Chicago, IL 60606
PH: 312-223-1677
Fax: 312-223-8603
ltongol@buildcentral.com 
www.buildcentral.com
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com
Subject: RE: Check In
Date: Tuesday, July 08, 2014 7:05:37 PM


We actually weren’t able to connect. I can talk tomorrow between 9:30-10:30am if that’s
convenient for either of you.
Clarke
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 08, 2014 7:04 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com
Subject: RE: Check In
 
Sorry I wasn't able to join in on the call. See you all tomorrow.
 
Catherine
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Clarke Miller
Date:07/08/2014 3:50 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)"
Cc: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" ,kaufhauser@warriors.com
Subject: RE: Check In
 
Ok, calling back in now.
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) [mailto:jennifer.matz@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 08, 2014 3:49 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); kaufhauser@warriors.com
Subject: Re: Check In
 
I was on! Happy to call in now. 


On Jul 8, 2014, at 3:44 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:


We'll drop for now. Let us know if/when you have time to hop back on. We have
a 4-6pm meeting, but one of us can jump out of that to get back on the phone
with you. 


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On Jul 8, 2014, at 3:25 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:
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My 2.30 meeting is running late so please don't wait for me to talk.
Thanks and sorry.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone








From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: RE: Planning Staffing Needs
Date: Friday, June 20, 2014 8:23:27 AM
Attachments: image001.png
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Thank you letting us know and yes, I definitely assume you are billing you time.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)"
Date:06/19/2014 10:17 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Cc: "Hussain, Lila (OCII)"
Subject: RE: Planning Staffing Needs


Hi Catherine, 
Okay, just let me know when you are ready to proceed. Please note that while we
don't have a formal MOU, staff is billing to this project for the meetings and such.
Also, I will be out 7/7 through 7/27. It's funny because this vacation was planned
around the original Warriors schedule....


Viktoriya Wise


pls. excuse errors, sent from a mobile device.


On Jun 19, 2014 8:46 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:
Viktoriya – I didn’t want you to think we’d forgotten you.  Lila is going to help with the overall
budgets, etc. and will let you know if we have questions while I’m out next week.  I think we may
switch to amending the original MOU with the scope of work and budget added as a call out within
the existing MOU.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC) 
Sent: Friday, June 06, 2014 4:00 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Oerth, Sally (OCII); jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Kelley, Gil
(CPC)
Subject: RE: Planning Staffing Needs
 
Hi Catherine-
Thanks for the information.  Please see below for some feedback on each of the bullet points.  I am
also proposing that we add another bullet for informational hearings at the Planning Commission. 
I am attaching a revised draft budget that reflects the information below.  The total project
estimated budget comes to $480.326 (including environmental and design services [planning as OCII
staff] as well as contingency of 20 percent).  
 


I will be out of the office next week (returning on Monday, June 16th).  In my absence, please work
with Chris on any questions you may have. 
 
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: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, June 05, 2014 6:43 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Oerth, Sally (OCII); jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Subject: Planning Staffing Needs
 
Viktoriya – Thanks for meeting with me yesterday to go over the budget and staffing for the
Warriors project.  I need to check in with Jim Monday about what would go under the new Warriors
MOU and what would be under our existing MOU with Planning.  Sounds good – please let me know
what you decide as it affects how we set up the accounts in our system.  Additionally, a few weeks
ago we set up an account titled OCII GSW so that staff could charge their time there (e.g., the few
meetings we’ve attended thus far with OCII, the time associated with intersection selection and
coordination with MTA for a site visit, etc.).  The revised design staffing proposal you are going to
create will be helpful to have when I meet with him.  As promised, the following is a description of
the various roles we envision for Planning for the project.
 
Planning Staff as OCII staff  It is estimated that this work could take up to 500 hours over the life of
the project.  The cost estimate for this work is reflected in the attached draft budget in Task 13. 


·         Design review/process – acting at the primary OCII design review staff for the project. 
Responsible for the detailed review of all submittals, compilation of comments from other
OCII staff/outside agencies/etc.  We would need an architect that could participate on the
project from Major Phase visioning through to review of the construction permits. 
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·         I would be the point of contact for this person for the project and manage their OCII role.
·         Our understanding is that John has identified David Winslow for this, though Maia also


would be appropriate.  Confirmed.
 
Planning Staff acting in their role as Planning for Prop M –  The project sponsor should file a prop M
application with the planning department and pay the associated fee.  The work for this will be
charged against this fee and accordingly is not reflected in the attached budget.   The application is
available on line:  http://www.sf-planning.org/Modules/ShowDocument.aspx?documentid=8582. 
The fee is reflected in the fee schedule and is currently $5,234. 


·         Provides design review for the Planning Department per the Design Review and Document
Approval Procedure – for any Prop M allocation as the project would require Planning
Commission approval. 


·         Will work as part of the overall OCII/Planning design review team, but would be under the
supervision of the Planning Department.


·         Our understanding is that John has identified Elizabeth Watty for this role.  Confirmed
·         You were going to confirm that this would be funded  through Prop M fees collected by


Planning, since my understanding is that for previous projects, this role was in that manner. 
Confirmed (see above).


 
Other Planning Staff Design Review Involvement  It is anticipated that this participation would
require approximately 200 hours of effort at a Planner III level and 100 hours of effort at a Planner
IV level (=$38,382).  This is our best estimate of the time given what we know about the project. 


·         This was the component you were going to talk with Gil about regarding additional Planning
staffing and time commitment and I needed to confirm internally about expectations. 
Outside the existing architect staffing OCII and the staff person for the Prop M Planning
review, there may be the participation of John Rahaim and potentially other senior
management at occasional meetings (vs. the day-to-day meetings).  If you could talk with Gil
to get an idea of what this staffing maybe and a budget, then I will talk with Jim and Tiffany
next week about their vision for reimbursement of this work (ie, through us or direct
payment to Planning from the Warriors) . Please let me know what your thoughts are on this
last part.  I did not include this estimated time in the attached budget.   


 
Planning Commission Informational Presentations (cost included in the attached draft budget under
Task 12). 


·         I understood there was a need for Planning Commission Informational Presentation(s).  It is
anticipated that these presentations would be made by Current Planning (Liz Watty) +
Citywide Planning (Josh?) staff.  It is anticipated that there would be up to two presentations
and these would result in approximately 40 hours total provided they were simply power
point presentations (no staff report).  Note:  this does not include the commission hearing
for prop M.


 
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/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Miller-Blankinship, Erin (MTA); Albert, Peter (MTA); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Arce, Pedro (CII); Wong, Phillip (MYR); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: Small Group Design Meeting Time
Date: Friday, July 25, 2014 2:33:00 PM


Since the Warriors are moving so quickly, we want to set up a standing meeting time for the small
action group to meet with the Warriors (may be a call in conference call or in person).  We can
cancel if there is nothing to meet on.  Thursday morning work best for them, so please let me know
your available for Thursday mornings.
 
Thank you!
 
PS – Erin/Peter – we will get out draft comments for your review Monday (Planning is doing the
initial draft).  We’ve promised them to the Warriors on 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/
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Clarke Miller; Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com
Subject: RE: Check In
Date: Tuesday, July 08, 2014 7:04:18 PM


Sorry I wasn't able to join in on the call. See you all tomorrow.


Catherine


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: Clarke Miller
Date:07/08/2014 3:50 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)"
Cc: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" ,kaufhauser@warriors.com
Subject: RE: Check In


Ok, calling back in now.
 
From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) [mailto:jennifer.matz@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 08, 2014 3:49 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); kaufhauser@warriors.com
Subject: Re: Check In
 
I was on! Happy to call in now. 


On Jul 8, 2014, at 3:44 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:


We'll drop for now. Let us know if/when you have time to hop back on. We have
a 4-6pm meeting, but one of us can jump out of that to get back on the phone
with you. 


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On Jul 8, 2014, at 3:25 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


My 2.30 meeting is running late so please don't wait for me to talk.
Thanks and sorry.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=619AB48309934C6CBD9C6E781E4D71D9-CATHERINE REILLY

mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=b2161cda984e436b919fd2b738c5e13d-Jennifer Entine Matz

mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com

mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org






From: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Arce, Pedro (OCII); Kelley, Gil (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC); Small, Maia (CPC); Perry,


Nicholas (CPC)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Jones, Natasha (OCII)
Subject: RE: Pre-proposal preliminary Urban Design guidance/recommendation for Warriors area project in MB
Date: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 2:17:53 PM


So, is there a desire for me or someone else to take everyone’s comments and edit for discussion
this Friday?
So far I’ve only seen one comment from Catherine and I got one from Maia.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Monday, June 09, 2014 6:10 PM
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Arce, Pedro (OCII); Kelley, Gil (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC); Small, Maia
(CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Jones, Natasha (OCII)
Subject: RE: Pre-proposal preliminary Urban Design guidance/recommendation for Warriors area
project in MB
 
Tiffany talked with John and he’d like another internal meeting to review the comments prior to the
external Warriors meeting.  So, we are going to go ahead and keep this Friday’s meeting at 3PM and
will have a room here at OCII.  Natasha will send out a revised invite with location.
 


The external meeting with the Warriors will be on the following Thursday 19th at 10AM.  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: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Sunday, June 08, 2014 2:24 PM
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Arce, Pedro (OCII); Kelley, Gil (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC); Small, Maia
(CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: Pre-proposal preliminary Urban Design guidance/recommendation for Warriors area
project in MB
 
Hello all – It turns out that a bunch of the Warriors team cannot be at the meeting in person on


Friday the 13th.  We have a back-up time of Thursday June 19th at 10-11.30 that worked for John,
Tiffany, and Jennifer, and works better for the Warriors.  The plan is to meet as a large group on that
day, but Jennifer and I will jump on the phone with Strada on Friday to preview the comments that
Josh has put together and are being reviewed so that we get them into the mix earlier.
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Please let us know who from Planning in additional to John should be on the invite for the 19th and
we’ll get a meeting invite sent out. 
 
OCII will be reviewing Josh’s comments and get back with any comments on Tuesday when Pedro is
back in the office.  But, off hand, they look great and thank you for drafting them.  My only
comment so far is to change the second to last bullet that references the Planning Code’s
requirement for the bike event parking to something like  “The OCII Commission, Planning
Commission, and community have expressed a strong desire for substantial bicycle parking facilities
within Mission Bay.” And reference the Planning Code section in the following sentence as an
example of what they should be thinking about providing as precedence of what is being done in
the rest of the city.   It avoids confusion on what regulations apply, since the Planning Code does not
apply, but identifies that bike parking is something that all the regulators/community will be
expecting to be provided.
 
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.
 


From: Switzky, Joshua (CPC) 
Sent: Friday, June 06, 2014 4:55 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Arce, Pedro (OCII); Kelley, Gil (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC); Small, Maia
(CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: Pre-proposal preliminary Urban Design guidance/recommendation for Warriors area project in
MB
 
Hi all –
Below is a preliminary set of “guidance” comments based on our conversation on Wednesday as
well as Pedro’s write-up. It’s wordier than I think originally intended, so it’s certainly open to
whittling. Please comment/edit.
 
 
Joshua Switzky
Senior Planner
Citywide Planning
 
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-6815 Fax: 415-558-9005
Email:joshua.switzky@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
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1. Reflect the urban, sophisticated, fine-grain and organic character of San Francisco. While the
project covers four blocks and contains a major civic facility, it should not be viewed or designed as
a superblock or “world unto itself.” The activity, energy and orientation of the project should
contribute to and reflect an outward urban orientation toward the neighborhood and the City and
should not strive to internalize or “capture” activity. This carries both through the site plan and
arrangement of buildings and public spaces and the relationship of all the structures to the streets,
but also to elements like signage, retail tenanting, and other factors. Architecture, art and public
spaces should be exciting and contemporary, but should avoid any overt “theming” or prominent
branding of the site as a whole, its public spaces, signage, or its retail components.
 
 
2. Create an urban place that fits into its context and breaks down the scale of the 4-block
“megablock”


·         An arena that “floats” in the middle of the superblock in a field of public space surrounding
 it on all sides and that does not present urban edges to any of the adjacent streets would
not be appropriate for this location. Public spaces should be deliberate and well defined,
and the building should have a direct and urban relationship to most of the streets around
the site, even creating a “streetwall” along some (maybe not all) of its edges. Creative and
expressive design of the arena should not come at the expense of good urbanism. Three of
its sides are urban and one faces the open expanses of the bay – use these as cues for
appropriate responses. The arena building should pull away from a direct urban interface
with the public streets only to create deliberate public spaces that have directly adjacent
activating uses and civic functions.


·         The underlying MB Plan is for a fine-grain grid of blocks, consistent with the fabric of San
Francisco. The street pattern is critical for circulation, view corridors and reduces the scale
of development. While the footprint of the arena may not allow for implementation of the
exact alignment of ROWs (“varas”) per the MB Plan, the arena project site design must both
respect and respond to the these alignments as they relate to varas/streets that terminate at
the site. The project should create an alternative through-site circulation and porosity (not
necessarily vehicular) that achieves the spirit and intent of these planned grid extensions.
Where  streets or paths (eg Bridgeview St, Illinois Street, UCSF Campus Lane), intersect or
terminate at the project site, the site and building design (particularly the arena itself)
should present significant responses and not terminate these vistas and circulation spines
with unresponsive buildings sides or dead zones.


·         Illinois Street is a very important spine (pedestrian, bike, and vehicular) connecting south to
Pier 70 and Dogpatch.


·         The office buildings, retail components and other non-arena buildings should be sited and
designed (along with adjoining public spaces and circulation) so as feel like they are part of
the broader fabric of the neighborhood and the City, and not appendages on an arena


mega-project that covers a super block.  If the office buildings line 3rd Street, consider
carrying Illinois St in some form (in lieu of the original Bridgeview vara alignment) through
the site to break down the site, distinguish the office from the arena, and tie the overall site







into the neighborhood. However to the extent that parking, loading/servicing can be
consolidated for the larger site below grade in a unified area, that would be extremely
beneficial.


 
3. Reflect the uniqueness and significance of the waterfront site
This site is very much a major waterfront site and the siting and orientation of the arena should
present itself directly and dramatically to the waterfront. The orientation of the arena building, the
ground floor and activating accessory uses, and public spaces should celebrate this special location
and augment planned open spaces. Note that the design of the major park across Terry Francois
(P22) is tentative and open for redesign and refinement to respond to being in more direct dialogue
with the arena project. Consider creating a major public space along Terry Francois that acts as a
waterfront forecourt to the arena and has a direct dialogue with the park across the street –
consider it to be the highly active urban/hardscape mirror of the softscape/landscape park along the
water’s edge.
 
 
4. The design of the arena building should express a major civic gesture and provide public
interest, engagement and amenity that surpasses its basic function as an indoor
sports/entertainment venue.
The building design should not only be elegant and contemporary, but should engage the public and
demonstrate a civic spirit and amenity, especially for those who are not attending events within the
arena and also when no events are occurring.  Major civic structures should strive to become
gathering spots. Aspects and avenues to explore include features that exhibit or provide: recreation,
sustainability (eg water, energy, habitat, urban agriculture), ability for non-ticket holders to see
inside the main space of the arena, public art (esp dynamic or interactive art), and other ways to
inhabit or interact in a tactile or sensory way with the building and its exterior.  Local examples
include: the viewing tower and free interior and exterior circulation areas at the DeYoung Museum;
the 5-acre park on the roof of the Transbay Transit Center; the outfield free viewing arcade at the
Giants ballpark; and the upper level accessible ramp view areas in the prior Pier 30-32 arena
proposal.
 
 
5. Project design, circulation and transportation elements must reflect a transit- and pedestrian-
oriented focus.


·         Be conscious of and accommodate major pedestrian flows from the light rail stop at


3rd/South Street. Also consider other major pedestrian desire lines. 16th Street will be
beefed up in the future with BRT-like service.


·         On-site parking, esp dedicated to the arena should be kept to a minimum, in light of the
profusion of existing and planned parking facilities in Mission Bay, especially considering
most are mostly or totally empty during evenings and weekends when arena events occur.
As such, any on-site parking should be shared to serve both the commercial uses and the
arena.


·         Plan for significant bicycle transportation to the arena. Note that Planning Code has
recently-adopted minimum standards for on-site bike valet for visitors for arenas/large
venues. Plan for a large valet operation for events, as well as bike share and other bike







parking distributed throughout the site.


·         Consider the possibility and ramifications of water transportation service (16th Street
terminus?)


 
 
 








From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: "shamalian@mbaydevelopment.com"
Subject: Square Footage Heads Up
Date: Wednesday, July 09, 2014 12:18:00 PM


Seth – I encouraged the Warriors to outreach to you to make sure you were on board with any
transfer of any retail square footage from UCSF since I am going to guess UCSF will be willing to
transfer much/all of the 40K from 36-39.
 
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: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); kaufhauser@warriors.com
Subject: RE: Check In
Date: Tuesday, July 08, 2014 3:50:49 PM


Ok, calling back in now.
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) [mailto:jennifer.matz@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 08, 2014 3:49 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); kaufhauser@warriors.com
Subject: Re: Check In
 
I was on! Happy to call in now. 


On Jul 8, 2014, at 3:44 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:


We'll drop for now. Let us know if/when you have time to hop back on. We have
a 4-6pm meeting, but one of us can jump out of that to get back on the phone
with you. 


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On Jul 8, 2014, at 3:25 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


My 2.30 meeting is running late so please don't wait for me to talk.
Thanks and sorry.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone
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From: Rahaim, John (CPC)
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Arce, Pedro (OCII); Kelley, Gil (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC);


Perry, Nicholas (CPC)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Jones, Natasha (OCII)
Subject: RE: Pre-proposal preliminary Urban Design guidance/recommendation for Warriors area project in MB
Date: Thursday, June 12, 2014 5:17:00 PM


Meeting is at OCII at 3. 
Do we really think that Mission Bay has a “fine grain block pattern”?  Seems to me we should be
asking this project to break the large scale block pattern of MB rather than be consistent with it. 
Topic for discussion tomorrow.
 


From: Switzky, Joshua (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, June 12, 2014 5:07 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Arce, Pedro (OCII); Kelley, Gil (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC); Perry,
Nicholas (CPC)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Jones, Natasha (OCII); Rahaim, John (CPC)
Subject: RE: Pre-proposal preliminary Urban Design guidance/recommendation for Warriors area
project in MB
 
Has an updated invitation been sent out for tomorrow’s meeting? I don’t seem to have received
anything. I put a 3pm hold on my calendar.
 
In any event, attached is an updated and slightly reformatted version (thanks David!) for tomorrow’s
discussion, reflecting additional comments and suggestions.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Monday, June 09, 2014 6:10 PM
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Arce, Pedro (OCII); Kelley, Gil (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC); Small, Maia
(CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Jones, Natasha (OCII)
Subject: RE: Pre-proposal preliminary Urban Design guidance/recommendation for Warriors area
project in MB
 
Tiffany talked with John and he’d like another internal meeting to review the comments prior to the
external Warriors meeting.  So, we are going to go ahead and keep this Friday’s meeting at 3PM and
will have a room here at OCII.  Natasha will send out a revised invite with location.
 


The external meeting with the Warriors will be on the following Thursday 19th at 10AM.  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) 
Sent: Sunday, June 08, 2014 2:24 PM
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Arce, Pedro (OCII); Kelley, Gil (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC); Small, Maia
(CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: Pre-proposal preliminary Urban Design guidance/recommendation for Warriors area
project in MB
 
Hello all – It turns out that a bunch of the Warriors team cannot be at the meeting in person on


Friday the 13th.  We have a back-up time of Thursday June 19th at 10-11.30 that worked for John,
Tiffany, and Jennifer, and works better for the Warriors.  The plan is to meet as a large group on that
day, but Jennifer and I will jump on the phone with Strada on Friday to preview the comments that
Josh has put together and are being reviewed so that we get them into the mix earlier.
 


Please let us know who from Planning in additional to John should be on the invite for the 19th and
we’ll get a meeting invite sent out. 
 
OCII will be reviewing Josh’s comments and get back with any comments on Tuesday when Pedro is
back in the office.  But, off hand, they look great and thank you for drafting them.  My only
comment so far is to change the second to last bullet that references the Planning Code’s
requirement for the bike event parking to something like  “The OCII Commission, Planning
Commission, and community have expressed a strong desire for substantial bicycle parking facilities
within Mission Bay.” And reference the Planning Code section in the following sentence as an
example of what they should be thinking about providing as precedence of what is being done in
the rest of the city.   It avoids confusion on what regulations apply, since the Planning Code does not
apply, but identifies that bike parking is something that all the regulators/community will be
expecting to be provided.
 
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.
 


From: Switzky, Joshua (CPC) 
Sent: Friday, June 06, 2014 4:55 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Arce, Pedro (OCII); Kelley, Gil (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC); Small, Maia
(CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: Pre-proposal preliminary Urban Design guidance/recommendation for Warriors area project in
MB
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Hi all –
Below is a preliminary set of “guidance” comments based on our conversation on Wednesday as
well as Pedro’s write-up. It’s wordier than I think originally intended, so it’s certainly open to
whittling. Please comment/edit.
 
 
Joshua Switzky
Senior Planner
Citywide Planning
 
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-6815 Fax: 415-558-9005
Email:joshua.switzky@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 
 
 
1. Reflect the urban, sophisticated, fine-grain and organic character of San Francisco. While the
project covers four blocks and contains a major civic facility, it should not be viewed or designed as
a superblock or “world unto itself.” The activity, energy and orientation of the project should
contribute to and reflect an outward urban orientation toward the neighborhood and the City and
should not strive to internalize or “capture” activity. This carries both through the site plan and
arrangement of buildings and public spaces and the relationship of all the structures to the streets,
but also to elements like signage, retail tenanting, and other factors. Architecture, art and public
spaces should be exciting and contemporary, but should avoid any overt “theming” or prominent
branding of the site as a whole, its public spaces, signage, or its retail components.
 
 
2. Create an urban place that fits into its context and breaks down the scale of the 4-block
“megablock”


·         An arena that “floats” in the middle of the superblock in a field of public space surrounding
 it on all sides and that does not present urban edges to any of the adjacent streets would
not be appropriate for this location. Public spaces should be deliberate and well defined,
and the building should have a direct and urban relationship to most of the streets around
the site, even creating a “streetwall” along some (maybe not all) of its edges. Creative and
expressive design of the arena should not come at the expense of good urbanism. Three of
its sides are urban and one faces the open expanses of the bay – use these as cues for
appropriate responses. The arena building should pull away from a direct urban interface
with the public streets only to create deliberate public spaces that have directly adjacent
activating uses and civic functions.


·         The underlying MB Plan is for a fine-grain grid of blocks, consistent with the fabric of San
Francisco. The street pattern is critical for circulation, view corridors and reduces the scale
of development. While the footprint of the arena may not allow for implementation of the
exact alignment of ROWs (“varas”) per the MB Plan, the arena project site design must both
respect and respond to the these alignments as they relate to varas/streets that terminate at
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the site. The project should create an alternative through-site circulation and porosity (not
necessarily vehicular) that achieves the spirit and intent of these planned grid extensions.
Where  streets or paths (eg Bridgeview St, Illinois Street, UCSF Campus Lane), intersect or
terminate at the project site, the site and building design (particularly the arena itself)
should present significant responses and not terminate these vistas and circulation spines
with unresponsive buildings sides or dead zones.


·         Illinois Street is a very important spine (pedestrian, bike, and vehicular) connecting south to
Pier 70 and Dogpatch.


·         The office buildings, retail components and other non-arena buildings should be sited and
designed (along with adjoining public spaces and circulation) so as feel like they are part of
the broader fabric of the neighborhood and the City, and not appendages on an arena


mega-project that covers a super block.  If the office buildings line 3rd Street, consider
carrying Illinois St in some form (in lieu of the original Bridgeview vara alignment) through
the site to break down the site, distinguish the office from the arena, and tie the overall site
into the neighborhood. However to the extent that parking, loading/servicing can be
consolidated for the larger site below grade in a unified area, that would be extremely
beneficial.


 
3. Reflect the uniqueness and significance of the waterfront site
This site is very much a major waterfront site and the siting and orientation of the arena should
present itself directly and dramatically to the waterfront. The orientation of the arena building, the
ground floor and activating accessory uses, and public spaces should celebrate this special location
and augment planned open spaces. Note that the design of the major park across Terry Francois
(P22) is tentative and open for redesign and refinement to respond to being in more direct dialogue
with the arena project. Consider creating a major public space along Terry Francois that acts as a
waterfront forecourt to the arena and has a direct dialogue with the park across the street –
consider it to be the highly active urban/hardscape mirror of the softscape/landscape park along the
water’s edge.
 
 
4. The design of the arena building should express a major civic gesture and provide public
interest, engagement and amenity that surpasses its basic function as an indoor
sports/entertainment venue.
The building design should not only be elegant and contemporary, but should engage the public and
demonstrate a civic spirit and amenity, especially for those who are not attending events within the
arena and also when no events are occurring.  Major civic structures should strive to become
gathering spots. Aspects and avenues to explore include features that exhibit or provide: recreation,
sustainability (eg water, energy, habitat, urban agriculture), ability for non-ticket holders to see
inside the main space of the arena, public art (esp dynamic or interactive art), and other ways to
inhabit or interact in a tactile or sensory way with the building and its exterior.  Local examples
include: the viewing tower and free interior and exterior circulation areas at the DeYoung Museum;
the 5-acre park on the roof of the Transbay Transit Center; the outfield free viewing arcade at the
Giants ballpark; and the upper level accessible ramp view areas in the prior Pier 30-32 arena
proposal.
 







 
5. Project design, circulation and transportation elements must reflect a transit- and pedestrian-
oriented focus.


·         Be conscious of and accommodate major pedestrian flows from the light rail stop at


3rd/South Street. Also consider other major pedestrian desire lines. 16th Street will be
beefed up in the future with BRT-like service.


·         On-site parking, esp dedicated to the arena should be kept to a minimum, in light of the
profusion of existing and planned parking facilities in Mission Bay, especially considering
most are mostly or totally empty during evenings and weekends when arena events occur.
As such, any on-site parking should be shared to serve both the commercial uses and the
arena.


·         Plan for significant bicycle transportation to the arena. Note that Planning Code has
recently-adopted minimum standards for on-site bike valet for visitors for arenas/large
venues. Plan for a large valet operation for events, as well as bike share and other bike
parking distributed throughout the site.


·         Consider the possibility and ramifications of water transportation service (16th Street
terminus?)


 
 
 








From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Rahaim, John (CPC)
Subject: Staffing/design meeting with Warriors
Date: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 12:16:01 PM


Hi all,


I just saw the invite and the list of proposed attendees to the Warriors design meeting on 6/19. I was
hoping to discuss staffing on Friday before something like this went out; sorry I didn't make that
preference known! Since I am on a plane, I'm now going to email my thoughts:


John, my understand was that you had assigned David Winslow and Elizabeth Watty to be Planning's
design team on this project. I think that works; I think this project can support two people for this
function. I imagine what we do internally to vet ideas and come to consensus on design will likely be a
very different and broader team that who is outwardly facing to the Warriors but I cannot have 5-6 (or
more) people from Planning come to external meetings on design. It's too costly and quite frankly, it is
too many outward facing voices. I envision me from OEWD, one or two folks plus Tiffany as needed
from OCII and two folks plus John as needed from Planning. Again, if you desire John, a larger group of
planners can work behind the scenes with OEWD and OCII on design but it is going to be chaotic if a
posse comes to external meetings AND I can't have a large cohort of folks billing to the project. Can the
three of us discuss on Friday? Thanks so much!


Jennifer
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Clarke Miller; Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com
Subject: RE: Check In
Date: Tuesday, July 08, 2014 7:25:13 PM


I can talk before 10. 


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: Clarke Miller
Date:07/08/2014 7:05 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" ,"Matz, Jennifer (MYR)"
Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com
Subject: RE: Check In


We actually weren’t able to connect. I can talk tomorrow between 9:30-10:30am if that’s
convenient for either of you.
Clarke
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 08, 2014 7:04 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com
Subject: RE: Check In
 
Sorry I wasn't able to join in on the call. See you all tomorrow.
 
Catherine
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Clarke Miller
Date:07/08/2014 3:50 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)"
Cc: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" ,kaufhauser@warriors.com
Subject: RE: Check In
 
Ok, calling back in now.
 
From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) [mailto:jennifer.matz@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 08, 2014 3:49 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); kaufhauser@warriors.com
Subject: Re: Check In
 
I was on! Happy to call in now. 
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On Jul 8, 2014, at 3:44 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:


We'll drop for now. Let us know if/when you have time to hop back on. We have
a 4-6pm meeting, but one of us can jump out of that to get back on the phone
with you. 


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On Jul 8, 2014, at 3:25 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


My 2.30 meeting is running late so please don't wait for me to talk.
Thanks and sorry.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Arce, Pedro (OCII); Kelley, Gil (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC); Small, Maia (CPC); Perry,


Nicholas (CPC)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Jones, Natasha (OCII)
Subject: RE: Pre-proposal preliminary Urban Design guidance/recommendation for Warriors area project in MB
Date: Monday, June 09, 2014 6:09:00 PM


Tiffany talked with John and he’d like another internal meeting to review the comments prior to the
external Warriors meeting.  So, we are going to go ahead and keep this Friday’s meeting at 3PM and
will have a room here at OCII.  Natasha will send out a revised invite with location.
 


The external meeting with the Warriors will be on the following Thursday 19th at 10AM.  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: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Sunday, June 08, 2014 2:24 PM
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Arce, Pedro (OCII); Kelley, Gil (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC); Small, Maia
(CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: Pre-proposal preliminary Urban Design guidance/recommendation for Warriors area
project in MB
 
Hello all – It turns out that a bunch of the Warriors team cannot be at the meeting in person on


Friday the 13th.  We have a back-up time of Thursday June 19th at 10-11.30 that worked for John,
Tiffany, and Jennifer, and works better for the Warriors.  The plan is to meet as a large group on that
day, but Jennifer and I will jump on the phone with Strada on Friday to preview the comments that
Josh has put together and are being reviewed so that we get them into the mix earlier.
 


Please let us know who from Planning in additional to John should be on the invite for the 19th and
we’ll get a meeting invite sent out. 
 
OCII will be reviewing Josh’s comments and get back with any comments on Tuesday when Pedro is
back in the office.  But, off hand, they look great and thank you for drafting them.  My only
comment so far is to change the second to last bullet that references the Planning Code’s
requirement for the bike event parking to something like  “The OCII Commission, Planning
Commission, and community have expressed a strong desire for substantial bicycle parking facilities
within Mission Bay.” And reference the Planning Code section in the following sentence as an
example of what they should be thinking about providing as precedence of what is being done in
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the rest of the city.   It avoids confusion on what regulations apply, since the Planning Code does not
apply, but identifies that bike parking is something that all the regulators/community will be
expecting to be provided.
 
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.
 


From: Switzky, Joshua (CPC) 
Sent: Friday, June 06, 2014 4:55 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Arce, Pedro (OCII); Kelley, Gil (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC); Small, Maia
(CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: Pre-proposal preliminary Urban Design guidance/recommendation for Warriors area project in
MB
 
Hi all –
Below is a preliminary set of “guidance” comments based on our conversation on Wednesday as
well as Pedro’s write-up. It’s wordier than I think originally intended, so it’s certainly open to
whittling. Please comment/edit.
 
 
Joshua Switzky
Senior Planner
Citywide Planning
 
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-6815 Fax: 415-558-9005
Email:joshua.switzky@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 
 
 
1. Reflect the urban, sophisticated, fine-grain and organic character of San Francisco. While the
project covers four blocks and contains a major civic facility, it should not be viewed or designed as
a superblock or “world unto itself.” The activity, energy and orientation of the project should
contribute to and reflect an outward urban orientation toward the neighborhood and the City and
should not strive to internalize or “capture” activity. This carries both through the site plan and
arrangement of buildings and public spaces and the relationship of all the structures to the streets,
but also to elements like signage, retail tenanting, and other factors. Architecture, art and public
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spaces should be exciting and contemporary, but should avoid any overt “theming” or prominent
branding of the site as a whole, its public spaces, signage, or its retail components.
 
 
2. Create an urban place that fits into its context and breaks down the scale of the 4-block
“megablock”


·         An arena that “floats” in the middle of the superblock in a field of public space surrounding
 it on all sides and that does not present urban edges to any of the adjacent streets would
not be appropriate for this location. Public spaces should be deliberate and well defined,
and the building should have a direct and urban relationship to most of the streets around
the site, even creating a “streetwall” along some (maybe not all) of its edges. Creative and
expressive design of the arena should not come at the expense of good urbanism. Three of
its sides are urban and one faces the open expanses of the bay – use these as cues for
appropriate responses. The arena building should pull away from a direct urban interface
with the public streets only to create deliberate public spaces that have directly adjacent
activating uses and civic functions.


·         The underlying MB Plan is for a fine-grain grid of blocks, consistent with the fabric of San
Francisco. The street pattern is critical for circulation, view corridors and reduces the scale
of development. While the footprint of the arena may not allow for implementation of the
exact alignment of ROWs (“varas”) per the MB Plan, the arena project site design must both
respect and respond to the these alignments as they relate to varas/streets that terminate at
the site. The project should create an alternative through-site circulation and porosity (not
necessarily vehicular) that achieves the spirit and intent of these planned grid extensions.
Where  streets or paths (eg Bridgeview St, Illinois Street, UCSF Campus Lane), intersect or
terminate at the project site, the site and building design (particularly the arena itself)
should present significant responses and not terminate these vistas and circulation spines
with unresponsive buildings sides or dead zones.


·         Illinois Street is a very important spine (pedestrian, bike, and vehicular) connecting south to
Pier 70 and Dogpatch.


·         The office buildings, retail components and other non-arena buildings should be sited and
designed (along with adjoining public spaces and circulation) so as feel like they are part of
the broader fabric of the neighborhood and the City, and not appendages on an arena


mega-project that covers a super block.  If the office buildings line 3rd Street, consider
carrying Illinois St in some form (in lieu of the original Bridgeview vara alignment) through
the site to break down the site, distinguish the office from the arena, and tie the overall site
into the neighborhood. However to the extent that parking, loading/servicing can be
consolidated for the larger site below grade in a unified area, that would be extremely
beneficial.


 
3. Reflect the uniqueness and significance of the waterfront site
This site is very much a major waterfront site and the siting and orientation of the arena should
present itself directly and dramatically to the waterfront. The orientation of the arena building, the
ground floor and activating accessory uses, and public spaces should celebrate this special location
and augment planned open spaces. Note that the design of the major park across Terry Francois
(P22) is tentative and open for redesign and refinement to respond to being in more direct dialogue







with the arena project. Consider creating a major public space along Terry Francois that acts as a
waterfront forecourt to the arena and has a direct dialogue with the park across the street –
consider it to be the highly active urban/hardscape mirror of the softscape/landscape park along the
water’s edge.
 
 
4. The design of the arena building should express a major civic gesture and provide public
interest, engagement and amenity that surpasses its basic function as an indoor
sports/entertainment venue.
The building design should not only be elegant and contemporary, but should engage the public and
demonstrate a civic spirit and amenity, especially for those who are not attending events within the
arena and also when no events are occurring.  Major civic structures should strive to become
gathering spots. Aspects and avenues to explore include features that exhibit or provide: recreation,
sustainability (eg water, energy, habitat, urban agriculture), ability for non-ticket holders to see
inside the main space of the arena, public art (esp dynamic or interactive art), and other ways to
inhabit or interact in a tactile or sensory way with the building and its exterior.  Local examples
include: the viewing tower and free interior and exterior circulation areas at the DeYoung Museum;
the 5-acre park on the roof of the Transbay Transit Center; the outfield free viewing arcade at the
Giants ballpark; and the upper level accessible ramp view areas in the prior Pier 30-32 arena
proposal.
 
 
5. Project design, circulation and transportation elements must reflect a transit- and pedestrian-
oriented focus.


·         Be conscious of and accommodate major pedestrian flows from the light rail stop at


3rd/South Street. Also consider other major pedestrian desire lines. 16th Street will be
beefed up in the future with BRT-like service.


·         On-site parking, esp dedicated to the arena should be kept to a minimum, in light of the
profusion of existing and planned parking facilities in Mission Bay, especially considering
most are mostly or totally empty during evenings and weekends when arena events occur.
As such, any on-site parking should be shared to serve both the commercial uses and the
arena.


·         Plan for significant bicycle transportation to the arena. Note that Planning Code has
recently-adopted minimum standards for on-site bike valet for visitors for arenas/large
venues. Plan for a large valet operation for events, as well as bike share and other bike
parking distributed throughout the site.


·         Consider the possibility and ramifications of water transportation service (16th Street
terminus?)


 
 
 








From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Subject: Teeny edits
Date: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 10:25:22 AM


Hi Josh and Catherine,


This looks great and nearly ready to go.


I don't like the few times that we tell the Warriors to work with SFMTA. That should be assumed and it
feels pedantic and I'd like those 3-4 clauses removed. I'd also like to remove the clause that says keep
parking to a minimum. We know what the parking is and it's not going to change and that phase is
going to create ill will. So:


Please remove the clause, "Coordinate with the SFMTA," from section 2 bullet 2.


Please remove the clause, "Keep on-site parking to a minimum," from section 2 bullet 3.


Please remove the clause "Work closely with the SFMTA" later in the same paragraph.


Please remove the clause "Coordinate with SFMTA" in bullet 6. (But OK to keep SFMTA recommends
reaching out to bike coalition.)


Unless I missed other examples of directing the Warriors to work with SFMTA (which you should go
ahead as edit out) that's it!


This is a really strong and helpful memo. Thanks for all your work on it.
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: Check In?
Date: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 9:07:00 AM


Sounds good (Philip is already on it for our regular meetings).  Fridays are typically wide open for me
(except for 9-10 on the first Friday of the month).  This Friday I am supposed to be out of town, but
am waiting to hear if there will be a chance in plans (mom issues).  I could do a quick check in this
Friday – would be best to do earlier in the day or towards the end of the day in case I do go south
(the planned procedure is mid-day).  But, with the caveat that I won’t be able to be on more than ½
hour.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY JULY 25th
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 22, 2014 11:44 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: Re: Check In?
 
Hi Catherine,
 
Yes! Let's get a you/me regular weekly check in calendared. And if it's agreeable with you, let's also
get a weekly with Jesse Blout and Clarke that we can expand as needed. I think a check in with those
guys this Friday would make sense and I could do a regular Friday with Strada/GSW, if that works for
you. Looping in Phillip to assist. 
 
See you in a few! 


On Jul 21, 2014, at 4:51 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hi, Jennifer – hope the trip went well and you are back in town.  I am glad you will be
joining tomorrow.  Let me know if you want to try and set back up a regular check in
once you get a schedule established. 
 
PS - as a heads up, it looks like Peter Albert will also be there tomorrow – looks like he
was forwarded the invite and just accepted it.
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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/
 
PLEASE NOTE I WILL BE OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY JULY 25th
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From: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Arce, Pedro (OCII); Kelley, Gil (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Jones, Natasha (OCII); Rahaim, John (CPC)
Subject: RE: Pre-proposal preliminary Urban Design guidance/recommendation for Warriors area project in MB
Date: Thursday, June 12, 2014 5:07:24 PM
Attachments: Warriors Mission Bay prelim June 12 2014.docx


Has an updated invitation been sent out for tomorrow’s meeting? I don’t seem to have received
anything. I put a 3pm hold on my calendar.
 
In any event, attached is an updated and slightly reformatted version (thanks David!) for tomorrow’s
discussion, reflecting additional comments and suggestions.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Monday, June 09, 2014 6:10 PM
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Arce, Pedro (OCII); Kelley, Gil (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC); Small, Maia
(CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Jones, Natasha (OCII)
Subject: RE: Pre-proposal preliminary Urban Design guidance/recommendation for Warriors area
project in MB
 
Tiffany talked with John and he’d like another internal meeting to review the comments prior to the
external Warriors meeting.  So, we are going to go ahead and keep this Friday’s meeting at 3PM and
will have a room here at OCII.  Natasha will send out a revised invite with location.
 


The external meeting with the Warriors will be on the following Thursday 19th at 10AM.  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: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Sunday, June 08, 2014 2:24 PM
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Arce, Pedro (OCII); Kelley, Gil (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC); Small, Maia
(CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: Pre-proposal preliminary Urban Design guidance/recommendation for Warriors area
project in MB
 
Hello all – It turns out that a bunch of the Warriors team cannot be at the meeting in person on


Friday the 13th.  We have a back-up time of Thursday June 19th at 10-11.30 that worked for John,
Tiffany, and Jennifer, and works better for the Warriors.  The plan is to meet as a large group on that
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[bookmark: _GoBack]The following is general urban design guidance towards which we believe the Golden State Warriors Arena in Mission Bay ought to strive as its design is articulated and refined. These are drawn from the qualities and location of the site, the plans and intents of the Mission Bay Redevelopment Plan, and general urban design policy and framework in San Francisco, but with a limited understanding of the new project components. We welcome discussions with the project team to discuss the particularities of the project and its requirements and to begin to engage in discussions of how the project can best achieve its needs in the framework of good urban design and city building.





1. Reflect the uniqueness and significance of the waterfront site


· The entire composition on the Bay – including its built and unbuilt portions – should create a memorable dialogue with its dramatic setting at the edge of the city and on San Francisco Bay. 





· This site is a major waterfront site and the siting and orientation of the arena should present itself directly and dramatically to the waterfront and should embrace its setting.





· The orientation of the arena building, the ground floor and activating accessory uses, and public spaces should celebrate this special location and augment planned open spaces. 





2. Respect the urban character of San Francisco. Design buildings and open spaces that fit their context and respect the scale of the surroundings.


· The project should be viewed as a part of a greater whole - designed to fit is surroundings. 


· The activity and orientation of the project should contribute to and reflect an outward urban orientation toward the neighborhood and the City and should not strive to internalize or “capture” activity. This carries both through the site plan and arrangement of buildings and public spaces and the relationship of all the structures to the streets, but also to elements like signage, retail tenanting, and other factors. 


· Create compelling, cutting-edge, contemporary design for the arena and other elements of development. Architecture should avoid any overt “theming” or prominent branding of the site as a whole, its public spaces, signage, or its retail components.


1. The arena, open spaces and other buildings should be a part of the urban pattern, with similar relationships to the adjacent streets as other buildings. Public spaces should be deliberate and well defined, and the building should have a direct and urban relationship to most of the streets around the site, that respects the streetwall along its edges. 


1. Three sides are urban and one faces the open bay – use these as cues for appropriate responses. The arena building should pull away from a direct urban interface with the public streets only to create deliberate public spaces that have directly adjacent activating uses and civic functions. 





1. The Mission Bay grid consists of fine-grain blocks that are consistent with the fabric of San Francisco. The street pattern provides legibility and view corridors, while moderating the scale of development. While the footprint of the arena may not allow for implementation of the exact alignment of ROWs (“varas”) per the MB Plan, the arena project site design must both respect and respond to these alignments as they relate to varas/streets that terminate at the site. The project should create an alternative through-site circulation and porosity (not necessarily vehicular) that achieves the spirit and intent of these planned grid extensions. Where  streets or paths (eg Bridgeview St, Illinois Street, UCSF Campus Lane), intersect or terminate at the project site, the site and building design (particularly the arena itself) should continue or terminate these vistas and circulation spines with useful and significant architectural and public space responses.





1. Activate all sides of the site. Since the project will be accessible and visible from all sides and from many public vantage points, there should be no obvious back sides, or where unavoidable they should be kept to a minimum. 





1. Illinois Street is a very important spine (pedestrian, bike, and vehicular) connecting south to Pier 70 and Dogpatch.





1. Office buildings, retail components and other non-arena buildings should be sited and designed (along with adjoining public spaces and circulation) so as feel like they are part of the broader fabric of the neighborhood and the City, independent of the arena.  If the office buildings line 3rd Street, consider carrying Illinois St in some form (in lieu of the original Bridgeview vara alignment) through the site to break down the site, distinguish the office from the arena, and tie the overall site into the neighborhood. 











3. Design project to be transit- and pedestrian-oriented.





1. Maximize walking, bicycling, transit, taxi, and ferry access (16th Street terminus?) 


to minimize automobile reliance and the need for additional automobile parking in Mission Bay.





1. Accommodate major pedestrian flows from the light rail stop at 3rd/South Street. Also consider other major pedestrian desire lines. 16th Street will include future BRT-like service.





1. On-site parking should be kept to a minimum. On-site parking should be shared to serve both the commercial uses and the arena.





1. Explore use of existing and planned parking facilities in Mission Bay.  These have capacity during evenings and weekends when arena events will occur. Plan for significant bicycle transportation to the arena. The OCII Commission, Planning Commission, and community have expressed a strong desire for substantial bicycle parking facilities within Mission Bay. As a reference , note that the Planning Code was recently updated to include minimum standards for on-site bike valet for visitors for arenas/large venues throughout the City. Plan for a large valet operation for events, as well as bike share and other bike parking distributed throughout the site.








1. Screen automobile parking from view on all visible frontages, preferably by fronting it with active uses if parking is located above grade.








1. Minimize the number of service and automobile access points and minimize their widths and visual appearance. 





4. Design project as a major civic facility with public amenity.


The project design should engage the public and demonstrate a civic spirit. The building and public open spaces should strive to become gathering spots providing public amenity for people who are not attending events within the arena and also when no events are occurring.  The site and arena, which may have an inclination towards introversion, should open to the public and include programmatic features that provide public amenity that could include or highlight: recreation, sustainability (eg water, energy, habitat, urban agriculture), ability for non-ticket holders to see inside the main space of the arena, public art, and other ways to inhabit or interact in a tactile or sensory way with the building and its landscape. Local examples include: the viewing tower and free interior and exterior circulation areas at the DeYoung Museum; the 5-acre park on the roof of the Transbay Transit Center; the outfield free viewing arcade at the Giants ballpark; and the upper level accessible ramp view areas in the prior Pier 30-32 arena proposal.


	


· Program the site and its public open spaces such that it serves the needs of the immediate neighborhood, the city, and the region. For the open space, consider passive and active walking, sitting, biking, outdoor courts, observation, eating, and the like.





· Strive for 24-hour activity and interest. Achieve this through a dramatic balance of siting, building, and public accommodation that welcomes and draws people in whether the arena is in use or not, and that therefore does not depend wholly on commercial uses to achieve a comforting level of activity and publicness. 





· Strive for a mix of retail and other uses that relies upon and showcases local businesses or as well as satisfies local needs for residents, workers, and students not otherwise being met in Mission Bay and adjacent areas.











5. Design public space to respond and connect to the surrounding larger public landscape and environment.





· Provide an iconic public forecourt that has a strong relationship with the park (P22) across Terry Francois Blvd. – consider it to be the highly active urban/hardscape mirror of the softscape/landscape park along the water’s edge and that serves as a memorable point of orientation and meeting place. 


· Provide strong visual access and physical connections to the open water.





· Provide multiple levels of public space that offer a variety of vantage points.





· Design and orient pathways and placement of direct and indirect lighting through the public spaces to maximize and facilitate access to transit. 





· Provide the highest levels of ecologically sustainable design. Provide an honest, visible demonstration of sustainability and sustainable design principles, including strong connection to the water and environmental processes.









day, but Jennifer and I will jump on the phone with Strada on Friday to preview the comments that
Josh has put together and are being reviewed so that we get them into the mix earlier.
 


Please let us know who from Planning in additional to John should be on the invite for the 19th and
we’ll get a meeting invite sent out. 
 
OCII will be reviewing Josh’s comments and get back with any comments on Tuesday when Pedro is
back in the office.  But, off hand, they look great and thank you for drafting them.  My only
comment so far is to change the second to last bullet that references the Planning Code’s
requirement for the bike event parking to something like  “The OCII Commission, Planning
Commission, and community have expressed a strong desire for substantial bicycle parking facilities
within Mission Bay.” And reference the Planning Code section in the following sentence as an
example of what they should be thinking about providing as precedence of what is being done in
the rest of the city.   It avoids confusion on what regulations apply, since the Planning Code does not
apply, but identifies that bike parking is something that all the regulators/community will be
expecting to be provided.
 
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.
 


From: Switzky, Joshua (CPC) 
Sent: Friday, June 06, 2014 4:55 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Arce, Pedro (OCII); Kelley, Gil (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC); Small, Maia
(CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: Pre-proposal preliminary Urban Design guidance/recommendation for Warriors area project in
MB
 
Hi all –
Below is a preliminary set of “guidance” comments based on our conversation on Wednesday as
well as Pedro’s write-up. It’s wordier than I think originally intended, so it’s certainly open to
whittling. Please comment/edit.
 
 
Joshua Switzky
Senior Planner
Citywide Planning
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San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-6815 Fax: 415-558-9005
Email:joshua.switzky@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 
 
 
1. Reflect the urban, sophisticated, fine-grain and organic character of San Francisco. While the
project covers four blocks and contains a major civic facility, it should not be viewed or designed as
a superblock or “world unto itself.” The activity, energy and orientation of the project should
contribute to and reflect an outward urban orientation toward the neighborhood and the City and
should not strive to internalize or “capture” activity. This carries both through the site plan and
arrangement of buildings and public spaces and the relationship of all the structures to the streets,
but also to elements like signage, retail tenanting, and other factors. Architecture, art and public
spaces should be exciting and contemporary, but should avoid any overt “theming” or prominent
branding of the site as a whole, its public spaces, signage, or its retail components.
 
 
2. Create an urban place that fits into its context and breaks down the scale of the 4-block
“megablock”


·         An arena that “floats” in the middle of the superblock in a field of public space surrounding
 it on all sides and that does not present urban edges to any of the adjacent streets would
not be appropriate for this location. Public spaces should be deliberate and well defined,
and the building should have a direct and urban relationship to most of the streets around
the site, even creating a “streetwall” along some (maybe not all) of its edges. Creative and
expressive design of the arena should not come at the expense of good urbanism. Three of
its sides are urban and one faces the open expanses of the bay – use these as cues for
appropriate responses. The arena building should pull away from a direct urban interface
with the public streets only to create deliberate public spaces that have directly adjacent
activating uses and civic functions.


·         The underlying MB Plan is for a fine-grain grid of blocks, consistent with the fabric of San
Francisco. The street pattern is critical for circulation, view corridors and reduces the scale
of development. While the footprint of the arena may not allow for implementation of the
exact alignment of ROWs (“varas”) per the MB Plan, the arena project site design must both
respect and respond to the these alignments as they relate to varas/streets that terminate at
the site. The project should create an alternative through-site circulation and porosity (not
necessarily vehicular) that achieves the spirit and intent of these planned grid extensions.
Where  streets or paths (eg Bridgeview St, Illinois Street, UCSF Campus Lane), intersect or
terminate at the project site, the site and building design (particularly the arena itself)
should present significant responses and not terminate these vistas and circulation spines
with unresponsive buildings sides or dead zones.


·         Illinois Street is a very important spine (pedestrian, bike, and vehicular) connecting south to
Pier 70 and Dogpatch.


·         The office buildings, retail components and other non-arena buildings should be sited and
designed (along with adjoining public spaces and circulation) so as feel like they are part of
the broader fabric of the neighborhood and the City, and not appendages on an arena
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mega-project that covers a super block.  If the office buildings line 3rd Street, consider
carrying Illinois St in some form (in lieu of the original Bridgeview vara alignment) through
the site to break down the site, distinguish the office from the arena, and tie the overall site
into the neighborhood. However to the extent that parking, loading/servicing can be
consolidated for the larger site below grade in a unified area, that would be extremely
beneficial.


 
3. Reflect the uniqueness and significance of the waterfront site
This site is very much a major waterfront site and the siting and orientation of the arena should
present itself directly and dramatically to the waterfront. The orientation of the arena building, the
ground floor and activating accessory uses, and public spaces should celebrate this special location
and augment planned open spaces. Note that the design of the major park across Terry Francois
(P22) is tentative and open for redesign and refinement to respond to being in more direct dialogue
with the arena project. Consider creating a major public space along Terry Francois that acts as a
waterfront forecourt to the arena and has a direct dialogue with the park across the street –
consider it to be the highly active urban/hardscape mirror of the softscape/landscape park along the
water’s edge.
 
 
4. The design of the arena building should express a major civic gesture and provide public
interest, engagement and amenity that surpasses its basic function as an indoor
sports/entertainment venue.
The building design should not only be elegant and contemporary, but should engage the public and
demonstrate a civic spirit and amenity, especially for those who are not attending events within the
arena and also when no events are occurring.  Major civic structures should strive to become
gathering spots. Aspects and avenues to explore include features that exhibit or provide: recreation,
sustainability (eg water, energy, habitat, urban agriculture), ability for non-ticket holders to see
inside the main space of the arena, public art (esp dynamic or interactive art), and other ways to
inhabit or interact in a tactile or sensory way with the building and its exterior.  Local examples
include: the viewing tower and free interior and exterior circulation areas at the DeYoung Museum;
the 5-acre park on the roof of the Transbay Transit Center; the outfield free viewing arcade at the
Giants ballpark; and the upper level accessible ramp view areas in the prior Pier 30-32 arena
proposal.
 
 
5. Project design, circulation and transportation elements must reflect a transit- and pedestrian-
oriented focus.


·         Be conscious of and accommodate major pedestrian flows from the light rail stop at


3rd/South Street. Also consider other major pedestrian desire lines. 16th Street will be
beefed up in the future with BRT-like service.


·         On-site parking, esp dedicated to the arena should be kept to a minimum, in light of the
profusion of existing and planned parking facilities in Mission Bay, especially considering
most are mostly or totally empty during evenings and weekends when arena events occur.
As such, any on-site parking should be shared to serve both the commercial uses and the
arena.







·         Plan for significant bicycle transportation to the arena. Note that Planning Code has
recently-adopted minimum standards for on-site bike valet for visitors for arenas/large
venues. Plan for a large valet operation for events, as well as bike share and other bike
parking distributed throughout the site.


·         Consider the possibility and ramifications of water transportation service (16th Street
terminus?)


 
 
 








From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Thursday meetings
Date: Wednesday, June 18, 2014 8:11:45 AM


Hi Phillip and Catherine,


Can we move the Thursday 10am GSW design meeting to City Hall? Several attendees will also be in
the MEL/GSW owners 9am meeting and I except that meeting to run a full hour. It would be helpful to
have both meetings in City Hall.
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: Check In?
Date: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 9:04:00 AM


Typically a great time.  Tomorrow I have a 1-2.  Open after that.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY JULY 25th
 


From: Wong, Phillip (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 22, 2014 3:46 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Check In?
 
Hi Catherine,
 
How are Thursday’s at 1pm for you?
 
Thanks,
 
Phillip C. Wong
--
Project Assistant |OEWD
Office: 415-554-6512
Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 22, 2014 11:44 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: Re: Check In?
 
Hi Catherine,
 
Yes! Let's get a you/me regular weekly check in calendared. And if it's agreeable with you, let's also
get a weekly with Jesse Blout and Clarke that we can expand as needed. I think a check in with those
guys this Friday would make sense and I could do a regular Friday with Strada/GSW, if that works for
you. Looping in Phillip to assist. 
 



mailto:phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org





See you in a few! 


On Jul 21, 2014, at 4:51 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hi, Jennifer – hope the trip went well and you are back in town.  I am glad you will be
joining tomorrow.  Let me know if you want to try and set back up a regular check in
once you get a schedule established. 
 
PS - as a heads up, it looks like Peter Albert will also be there tomorrow – looks like he
was forwarded the invite and just accepted 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/
 
PLEASE NOTE I WILL BE OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY JULY 25th
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From: Paul Mitchell
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Preliminary Scope of Work for SEIR for GSW Project in Mission Bay
Date: Tuesday, July 15, 2014 1:50:20 PM
Attachments: Preliminary SOW for GSW_Mission Bay_07-15-14.docx


Chris (and Catherine):  Here is the ESA scope of work in WORD.  I don’t have Adavant’s
Transportation scope in WORD; would you like me to ask Jose for that?
 
-Paul
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) [mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 15, 2014 1:46 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Preliminary Scope of Work for SEIR for GSW Project in Mission Bay
 
Hi Paul,
Can you send me a Word version of this so I can provide comments in track changes?
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: Tuesday, July 15, 2014 11:39 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gary Oates; Karl Heisler; Joyce
Subject: Preliminary Scope of Work for SEIR for GSW Project in Mission Bay
 
Catherine and Chris:
 
Attached is ESA’s preliminary scope of work for CEQA services for the proposed Golden State
Warriors Event Center Development in Mission Bay; we have copied Clarke Miller at Strada on the
preliminary scope of work as well.  Please review; we are happy to answer any questions regarding
this preliminary scope of work from you or Clarke should they arise. 
 
We look forward to working with the City and the Warriors on this important project.
 
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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July 15, 2014








To:	Catherine Reilly	Chris Kern
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure	San Francisco Planning Department
One South Van Ness Avenue	Environmental Planning Division
5th Floor	1650 Mission Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, CA 94103	San Francisco, CA 94103





Cc:	Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 2080
San Francisco, CA 94105





Subject:	Preliminary Scope of Work for CEQA Services for the proposed Golden State Warriors Event Center Development in Mission Bay





Environmental Science Associates (ESA) submits herein a preliminary scope of work for environmental review services for the proposed Golden State Warriors (GSW) event center development within the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Area (proposed project or project). We understand that the City’s Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII), as the CEQA lead agency, in cooperation with the San Francisco Planning Department, Environmental Planning (EP) Division, has determined that a Supplemental Environmental Impact Report (Supplemental EIR) is required, and that the Supplemental EIR will be tiered from the Final Mission Bay Subsequent EIR (1998). Further, we understand the OCII and EP will be responsible for day-to-day project management of the environmental review process in accordance with a Memorandum of Agreement to be executed between those two City agencies. Thus, ESA is submitting this preliminary scope of work for review and approval by OCII and EP, with input from the Project Sponsor, represented by Strada Investment Group.


In general, we understand the project, proposed on Blocks 29 to 32 of the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Area, will consist of an event center with a seating capacity the same as that proposed previously on Piers 30-32, two small live-performance theaters, office development, retail development, and parking facilities on the 12-acre project site in Mission Bay. A number of project details are still under development.


We also understand that the EIR would provide the environmental information necessary to support several discretionary actions to be considered by the OCII Commission, including approval of a Major Phase application and an amendment to the Mission Bay South Design for Development and the Mission Bay South Owner Participation Agreement, as well as one discretionary action by the San Francisco Planning Commission, namely the approval of allocation of office space under the City’s Office Development Annual Limit.


ESA Team and Staffing


The ESA team will be led by Paul Mitchell and Karl Heisler, as Project Manager and Project Director, respectively; Gary Oates will serve as Principal-in-Charge. Joyce Hsiao, with Orion Environmental Associates will serve as senior technical coordinator and advisor. Brian Boxer, ESA’s Community Development Practice Leader and the Project Manager for the recently completed Sacramento Kings Arena EIR, will also be available to provide senior technical review as necessary. Karl and Gary will serve as spokespeople for ESA at public hearings related to the project. This management team will be supported by a host of technical specialists, who are largely in-house ESA staff, with experience in numerous San Francisco development projects, and all of whom worked on the previous event center development proposed at Piers 30-32. ESA proposes to include the services of several specialty subconsultants, all of whom ESA has worked with on the previous event center development proposed at Piers 30-32. These subconsultants include: Orion Environmental Associates (hydrology and water quality); Fehr and Peers Transportation Consultants, Adavant Consulting and LCW Consulting (transportation). In addition Hydroconsult Engineers, Inc. is included as an optional subconsultant, if requested (for assistance with developing combined sewer/stormwater calculations). All of these subconsultants will be used in a focused manner with their particular specialty and experience, appropriate to the level of detail needed for this Supplemental EIR. It should be noted that Orion Environmental Associates, Adavant Consulting, LCW Consulting and Hydroconsult Engineers, Inc. are all Local Business Enterprise (LBE)-certified by City.


Background


Regulation in Mission Bay South


The San Francisco Board of Supervisors established the Mission Bay North and South Redevelopment project areas in November 1998, covering 303 acres of land south of downtown between the San Francisco Bay and Interstate 280. The Mission Bay development program, of which some phases have been completed or are currently under construction, includes housing, office/life science/biotechnology commercial space, a UCSF research campus and hospital complex, city and neighborhood-serving retail space, a hotel, and a range of community facilities.


OCII, as the Successor Agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency since 2012, is authorized to implement the Mission Bay development program. OCII is governed by two bodies, the Oversight Board of the Successor Agency (which oversees certain fiscal management of former Redevelopment Agency assets) and the Commission on Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII Commission, which exercises land use, development and design approval authority for the Major Approved Development Projects). Although OCII, as the Successor Agency, is a separate legal entity from the City and County of San Francisco, pursuant to state law, the San Francisco Board of Supervisors is the legislative body of the Successor Agency. The Board of Supervisors has delegated to the OCII Commission, among other powers, the authority to act in place of the Redevelopment Agency to implement surviving redevelopment projects, including Mission Bay.


The proposed development would be primarily regulated by the Redevelopment Plan for the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Project (South Plan), the Mission Bay South Design for Development (South Design for Development), and the Mission Bay South Owner Participation Agreement (South OPA). The South Plan, adopted in 1998 and last amended in 2013, provides objectives and basic land use controls within the project area. The South Design for Development is a companion document to the South Plan, and provides specific land use controls standards and regulates height, bulk, setbacks, coverage, streetwalls, view corridors, open space, parking and other design issues. The standards of the South Design for Development supersede the San Francisco Planning Code in its entirety, except as otherwise provided in the South Plan. The South OPA establishes binding contractual rights and obligations for reviewing and approving private and public development for Mission Bay South, including specifying maximum development rights, timing of infrastructure and parks, provision of affordable housing, and programs to diversify the workforce. Other regulatory documents that apply to private developments in Mission Bay South include the Mission Bay South Streetscape Master Plan and the Mission Bay South Signage Master Plan.


Mission Bay Final Subsequent EIR (Mission Bay FSEIR)


In October 1998, the San Francisco Board of Supervisors affirmed certification of the Mission Bay Final Subsequent EIR (Mission Bay FSEIR) by the Redevelopment Agency and Planning Commission, and adopted environmental findings (and a statement of overriding considerations). The Mission Bay FSEIR is a program EIR under CEQA Guidelines 15168 and a redevelopment plan EIR under CEQA Guidelines 15180. The Mission Bay FSEIR includes a series of mitigation measures that apply to various development stages for projects in Mission Bay, and a comprehensive system for mitigation monitoring was established. Since 1998, there have been nine addenda to the Mission Bay FSEIR (completed between 2000 and 2013) for specific developments within Mission Bay that required additional environmental review of specific issues beyond those that were covered in the Mission Bay FSEIR; in all of these cases, none of the conditions triggering a Subsequent or Supplemental EIR were met. 


Prior Proposals at the Project Site


The GSW project site at Blocks 29 to 32 has been the subject of prior development proposals, including a development proposed by Alexandria Real Estate Equities, Inc., and most recently a development proposal by Salesforce.com (Salesforce). The Salesforce proposal envisioned a variety of uses on the project site (and certain adjacent and nearby parcels), including office development (as allocated by the Planning Commission under Proposition M), retail (including restaurant) space, childcare facilities and parking on Blocks 29 to 32.


Under both previous proposals, the OCII Commission determined that the projects were within the scope of the project analyzed in the Mission Bay FSEIR and addenda and that no additional environmental review was required; hence, OCII adopted findings and approved Major Phase applications for both projects. The Planning Commission also completed office development allocations subject to Proposition M for the Alexandria proposal, but not for Salesforce. However, neither of these development proposals ultimately occurred on the project site. 


Proposed GSW Project


Understanding of the Project


In April 2014, the GSW entered into a contract with Salesforce to purchase an approximately 12-acre site located within the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Project Area of San Francisco. This partially developed site consists of Blocks 29 to 32, and is bounded by Third Street on the west, 16th Street on the south, South Street on the north, and roughly by the future planned realigned Terry Francois Boulevard on the east. Paved surface metered parking facilities containing 675 parking spaces operate in the west and north portions of the site (Lots B and E, respectively). Just east of, and adjacent to, Parking Lot B is a depressed basin where stormwater runoff from the central–south portion of the project site is directed to and retained in.


The GSW propose to develop approximately 1.7 million square feet of development, including a 720,000 square-foot event center (including GSW practice facilities); two small theaters encompassing 27,000 square feet; approximately 550,000 square feet of office uses; 65,000 square feet of retail space; and 336,000 square feet of parking and loading. The GSW have preliminarily indicated that operation of the proposed event center would be similar in function to that previously proposed at the Piers 30-32 site, hosting the GSW basketball team during the NBA season, and providing a year-round venue for other events, including concerts, family shows, other sporting events, cultural events, conference and conventions. The proposed office development could include research and development, and biotechnical uses. The retail uses are anticipated to be restaurant uses (both sit-down and quick-serve) and in-line retail The Project Sponsor desires to have the development constructed and in operation no later than the National Basketball Association (NBA) 2017-18 season.


Proposed GSW Project Approvals


The GSW project would require approval by the OCII Commission of a new Major Phase for Blocks 29 to 32 to identify the specific uses, intensities of development, height, bulk and massing. Prior to approval, a Major Phase is referred to the Planning Department for review and comment. Following Major Phase approval, the GSW project would also require approval by the OCII Commission of individual Combined Basic Concept and Schematic Designs (Schematic Designs) for each building and private open spaces. Schematic Designs are also referred to the Planning Department for review and comment. Schematic Designs including office development will also require Planning Commission action to release office space from the citywide Proposition M office allocation pool.


OCII has indicated that the proposed event center can be permitted as an allowed secondary use (Assembly and Entertainment: Nighttime Entertainment and/or Recreation Building) in the South Plan, and consequently, would not require an amendment to the South Plan. OCII indicates modifications to other design- and infrastructure-related documents, such as the South Design for Development, Mission Bay South Signage Master Plan, and Mission Bay South Infrastructure Plan, would be required, as applicable.


Environmental Review for GSW Project


OCII has determined that the proposed GSW project in Mission Bay will require preparation of a focused Supplemental EIR to the Mission Bay FSEIR. Section 15163 of the CEQA Guidelines indicates that Supplemental EIRs may be used in cases if 1) any of the conditions described in the requirements that trigger a Subsequent EIR are met; and 2) only minor additions or changes would be necessary to make the previous EIR adequately apply to the project in the changed situation. Furthermore, Section 15163 indicates that Supplemental EIRs need contain only the information necessary to make the previous EIR adequate for the project as revised. 


Based on our preliminary understanding of the project, it is assumed that the Supplemental EIR for the GSW project in Mission Bay would focus on the following environmental topics for detailed environmental analysis: Transportation, Air Quality (including Health Risks), Greenhouse Gases, Noise and Vibration, Wind, Shadow, and certain issues associated with Hydrology (sea level rise and flooding), Utilities (water and wastewater), and potentially Public Services (police and fire). The work scopes for these environmental topics are addressed under Task 3, below. It is assumed all other environmental topics would be addressed in lesser detail in an Initial Study, as described in Task 2, below. As described below, the topic of Aesthetics is not proposed to be addressed in the SEIR, consistent with the proposed processing of the project under SB 743.


Tasks for Completion of the CEQA Environmental Review Process


The ESA team will conduct all activities and documentation required under the CEQA environmental review process in conjunction with, and under the direction of, OCII and EP, and consistent with procedures and format as directed by these agencies.


Task 1. Prepare Notice of Preparation, Distribute Notice of Preparation/Initial Study, and Public Scoping 


The City has requested preparation of a Notice of Preparation (NOP) to be prepared for the GSW project. ESA, in consultation with the project sponsor team, OCII and EP, will prepare the NOP for the project. The NOP will contain all information as required by the CEQA Guidelines Section 15082, and consistent with environmental review guidelines of the City. The City has also requested preparation of an Initial Study that would accompany the NOP; see Prepare Initial Study under Task 2, below.


ESA will develop a mailing distribution list for the project in consultation with, and using mailing list information provided by, OCII and EP. ESA will conduct mailing of the NOP/ as requested by the City EP and OCII. It is assumed ESA will print and distribute 250 copies of the NOP, and 30 copies of the NOP with Initial Study, plus 100 CDs. ESA shall provide an electronic file of the NOP/Initial Study for posting on the Planning Department and/or OCII website.


The City has requested that a public scoping meeting occur for the project. ESA will attend the public scoping meeting. ESA will also arrange for a court reporter at the scoping meeting who will prepare transcripts.


Following the close of the 30-day public review period for the NOP, ESA will review and catalog responses to the comments received on the NOP, and provide this summary to the City.


Task 2. Prepare Initial Study


The City has requested preparation of an Initial Study that will accompany the NOP. The Initial Study format, including, but not limited to, the environmental checklist items to be addressed and the comparative determinations, shall be approved by EP and OCII. The checklist will be adapted from the standard checklist to address the inquiry required under CEQA Guidelines Sections 15162 and 15163; that is, whether the project would result in new or substantially more severe significant effects than those identified in the Mission Bay FSEIR. This work scope assumes the following environmental topics (except where indicated otherwise, below) will be addressed in the Initial Study, in lesser detail than those items to be addressed in the SEIR:


			· Land Use


· Population and Housing


· Cultural Resources


· Recreation


· Utilities and Service Systems 
(excluding water and wastewater)


· Public Services (excluding police and fire)


			· Biological Resources


· Geology and Soils


· Hydrology and Water Quality 
(excluding sea level rise and flooding)


· Hazards and Hazardous Materials


· Mineral and Energy Resources


· Agricultural and Forest Resources











The proposed approach in the Initial Study for addressing each of the above topics is to first summarize how each of these topics were addressed for the Mission Bay project in the Mission Bay FSEIR, including identifying any applicable mitigation measures from the Mission Bay FSEIR, and conclusions reached regarding significance of effects. The Initial Study will then analyze the proposed project pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15163 to determine if the proposed changes, circumstances under which the project is undertaken, or new information would lead to new or more severe significant environmental effects.


The Initial Study will not contain any detailed information or analysis for those environmental topics to be addressed in detail in the SEIR (i.e., transportation and circulation, air quality (including health risk), greenhouse gases noise and vibration, wind and shadow), unless there is a specific issue(s) from those topics that can be clearly focused out in the Initial Study. However, the Initial Study will inform the reader that the respective environmental topics will be addressed in full detail in the SEIR.


While, as noted above, the topics to be addressed in the Initial Study are largely not anticipated to require a quantitative analysis, the City has preliminarily identified certain environmental issues, including sea level rise/flooding effects, utility demand/effects, and effects on police and fire protection services, that will merit a more quantitative and detailed analysis. For purposes of this work scope, it is assumed these issues will be addressed in the SEIR (unless, time permitting, these discrete issues can be included in the Initial Study). A scope for these issues is presented under Task 3, below.


ESA will prepare an administrative draft #1 Initial Study for review and comment by OCII, EP, and the project sponsor. We will then respond to and incorporate all comments into administrative draft #2 Initial Study, followed by preparation of a screencheck draft Initial Study, for a total of three rounds of review. Following receipt of comments on the screencheck draft Initial Study, ESA will prepare the final Initial Study for public distribution with the NOP. 


Task 3. Prepare Administrative Draft Supplemental EIR #1


ESA will prepare an Administrative Draft Supplemental EIR #1 (ADSEIR #1) that will include the topics and environmental issues listed below, with the exception of the administrative draft project description, which will be submitted in advance of the ADSEIR #1 for review. A brief discussion of the level of detail for each section is also shown below, in the order in which they will appear in the Draft Supplemental EIR. All resource topics will include an analysis of cumulative impacts based on an assessment of other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable projects in the vicinity that could contribute to effects on the same resources, including, where applicable, citywide and regional growth projections and specific major projects that could affect resources also affected by the project, as set forth in EP guidance for cumulative impact analysis. ESA will work with OCII and EP to develop the list of projects and assumptions to consider for the various cumulative analyses. For each area of cumulative analysis, ESA will describe the relevant geographic area of impact; will identify cumulative impacts to which both the project and other projects would contribute; will determine if the project’s incremental contribution to each such impact is cumulatively considerable; and, where applicable, will identify feasible mitigation measures to reduce the project’s contribution to the cumulative significant impact.


Based on discussions with Strada, and as further discussed below, it is our understanding that certain technical studies and analyses will be conducted by the sponsor’s consultant, including quantitative air quality emissions estimates and health risk assessment (to be conducted by Environ), and a wind study (assumed to be conducted by RWDI but could be done by ESA as an option) that will serve as a basis for information in developing the respective Supplemental EIR sections. Nevertheless, working together the sponsor’s consultants, ESA’s own in-house technical experts, will prepare the actual Air Quality (including Health Risks), Greenhouse Gas, Wind, and Shadow sections of the Supplemental EIR.


· Introduction — This section will include a description of the purpose and function of the Supplemental EIR, CEQA environmental review process, and summary of public comments received during the scoping period.


· Project Description — The project description will be based in part on the project description prepared for the NOP, and expanded as needed for the focused environmental analysis as additional project detail is made available by the sponsor team. It is expected that the level of detail for the Supplemental EIR project description would be commensurate with the overall level of detail that is typically used for Major Phase submittals in Mission Bay South, along with appropriate construction/operational-related information needed to conduct quantitative impact analyses, where relevant (e.g., transportation, air quality). The project description will include project objectives. Upon receipt of comments received on the first administrative draft project description, it is assumed that there would be no further substantive changes to the project description.


· Plans and Policies — Relevant OCII and City documents to be reviewed to identify apparent conflicts with the project would include, but not be limited to, the Redevelopment Plan for the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Project, South Design for Development, San Francisco General Plan, the City’s Sustainability Plan, Climate Action Plan, Better Streets Plan, and Bicycle Plan. Applicable federal, regional and/or state plans/policies to be discussed would include, but not limited to, those of the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Bay Area Air Quality Management District, and Association of Bay Area Governments; as well as applicable legislation, such as Senate Bill 743 (SB 743).


· Transportation and Circulation — See Attachment A, Transportation Scope of Work from Fehr and Peers, Adavant Consulting and LCW Consulting.


· Noise and Vibration — Although the project site is in a primarily commercial area, there are certain existing/proposed residential land uses in the project vicinity including UCSF student housing and multi-family dwellings north/west of the site. The UCSF hospital will also be considered a sensitive receptor. During construction, these and other nearby land uses would be exposed to elevated noise levels, particularly to noise generated by piledriving activities. ESA has recently conducted ambient noise measurements in support of the environmental review being prepared for the nearby UCSF LRDP project that would be used, as applicable, for the proposed GSW project. ESA would supplement this with other limited short- and/or long-term noise monitoring, as needed. If determined to be necessary, ESA will work with OCII and EP to determine the location and number of additional noise measurements; for the purpose of this scope of work, it is assumed that ESA will conduct no more than three long-term noise measurements and six short-term measurements. Construction noise impacts will be quantitatively analyzed relative to the City’s noise ordinance and applicable significance thresholds; construction vibration impacts from pile driving will also be analyzed. Operational noise impacts to be analyzed include stationary sources, crowd noise, entertainment noise, and project-generated traffic noise at up to 10 roadway segments. Tasks are anticipated to include measurement of existing ambient noise in the project site vicinity, including at the nearest sensitive receptors, and possibly additional measurements at appropriate locations to gather information on event facility noise conditions. Where required, feasible mitigation measures beyond those in the Mission Bay FSEIR will be identified.


· Air Quality (including Health Risk) — Both construction and operation of the project would result in air pollutant emissions. Construction activities would generate dust and diesel emissions (including diesel particulate matter, a toxic air contaminant). ESA will rely on an assessment of project construction and operational air emissions, and project-specific health risk assessment, to be prepared by the project sponsor’s consultant, Environ. (It is assumed that EP will review and approve a separate work scope for the air quality analysis, to be prepared by Environ; we further assume that if EP requires a stand-alone Air Quality Technical Report, this AQTR will be prepared by Environ.) ESA will collaborate with Environ as needed to ensure consistency in project understanding, and analysis methodology and approach, and will peer review Environ’s results for accuracy. ESA will use the assessment from Environ as a basis for writing the Air Quality (including Health Risks) section of the SEIR. The air quality analysis will also address construction dust, odor impacts, and consistency with the Clean Air Plan. Where required, feasible mitigation measures beyond those in the Mission Bay FSEIR will be identified.


· Greenhouse Gas Emissions — The City does not require quantification of estimated greenhouse gas emissions in CEQA analysis for construction or operation of a project. Rather, the approach to this analysis is to confirm that the project will be consistent with the City’s Strategies to Address Greenhouse Gas Emissions. This determination is made on the basis of a checklist developed by EP. Much of the information in the checklist—such as how the project will comply with various aspects of the City’s Green Building Ordinance, water conservation and stormwater requirements, and recycling and composting requirements—must be supplied by the project design team, to the extent that this information is available at the time that CEQA review is under way. ESA will complete the checklist in coordination with the project sponsor. However, it is noted that SB 743 processing requires documentation of no increase in greenhouse gas emissions, and therefore ESA will also coordinate the EIR’s greenhouse gas emissions analysis with the work being performed by Environ in support of the sponsor’s proposed processing of the project under SB743.


· Wind — Two potential options are provided for the Wind analyses, as follows: 


Option A. Peer Review of Wind-Tunnel Analysis and Preparation of SEIR Wind Section. Under this option, ESA will rely on an assessment of wind impacts – both direct project impacts and cumulative impacts  to be prepared by the project sponsor’s consultant, RWDI. ESA will consult with RWDI as needed to ensure consistency in project understanding, and analysis methodology and approach, and will peer review RWDI’s results for accuracy. It is assumed RWDI will conduct wind-tunnel testing of the project site, and prepare a wind technical report that will provide wind data results sufficient to evaluate project impacts in accordance with the requirements for wind analysis in the Design for Development. The wind technical memorandum prepared by RWDI will serve as the basis for the SEIR Wind section to be prepared by ESA. 


Option B. Wind-Tunnel Testing and Preparation of SEIR Wind Section. Under this option, ESA will conduct the wind assessment and also prepare the SEIR wind section using our in-house wind experts. Using ESA’s existing 1"=50' scale model of Mission Bay, ESA would build and add in a model of the Warriors project development proposed on Blocks 29 to 32 based on development plans from the Warriors. As needed, ESA would update and add any other future non-project cumulative development anticipated in the vicinity. ESA, in consultation with the City, will identify the number and location of wind test points to study. The model would be delivered to U.C. Davis’s wind tunnel facility, where the wind modeling would be conducted. Wind conditions will be analyzed for the existing setting, existing plus project conditions and cumulative conditions for primary wind directions. ESA will then prepare a technical memorandum that will document the approach, methods, assumptions, and results of the wind test. This memorandum will serve as the basis for the SEIR section on wind that ESA will also prepare.  If needed, feasible mitigation measures will be identified to address any significant wind impacts.


· Shadow — ESA will evaluate shadow effects consistent with the Design for Development’s guidelines for “Sunlight Access to Open Space,” and prepare the SEIR Shadow section. ESA will build a digital model of the proposed project and cast shadow on the potentially affected public and publicly accessible open spaces that could be affected, in particular, the planned Bayfront Park east of the project site and the realigned Terry Francois Boulevard, as well as UCSF-owned publicly accessible open space both north and south of Gene Friend Way. ESA will include in the analysis graphical illustrations of project shadow on locations and at times of the year and day to be determined in consultation with EP and OCII. At a minimum, it is assumed that net new shadow will be depicted on Bayfront Park. The Design for Development establishes a recommended limit for total shadow on Bayfront Park: no more than 20 percent of the overall park (extending from Mission Bay Commons south to Mariposa Street) should be continuously shaded for an hour or more during the period 10:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m., March to September. If needed, feasible mitigation measures will be identified to address any significant shadow impacts.


· Sea Level Rise/Flooding Effects — The project site is an area subject to the potential effects of sea level rise. ESA will review the latest available policy and research on sea level rise, including but not limited to, the 2012 National Research Council publication “Sea-Level Rise for the Coasts of California, Oregon, and Washington: Past, Present, and Future.” In consultation with City staff, ESA will identify the best sea level rise inundation maps available for the project area [if available, this may include the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC) sea level rise inundation maps for San Francisco’s Bay shoreline that are scheduled be published soon]. Based on this mapping, ESA will identify design year sea level rise for a range of potential sea level projections. ESA will consult with the sponsor to identify any design features proposed as part of the project to address sea level rise. As needed, ESA will identify feasible mitigation measures for addressing sea level rise, which may include preparation of a risk assessment by the sponsor and identification of additional potential design solutions and adaptation measures to avoid or minimize sea level rise effects.


· Utility Demands/Effects — The proposed project will generate a demand for water, generate wastewater and require wastewater and stormwater collection and treatment. In consultation with the OCII and SFPUC, ESA will update as needed the description of public utility system improvements serving the project site vicinity, and document if there are any known existing or future deficiencies in water supply/distribution, and wastewater/stormwater collection and treatment. Using existing information in the Mission Bay FSEIR, ESA will derive the estimated project site water demand/wastewater generation estimates originally assumed for the Block 29-32 project site in the Mission Bay FSEIR. The project sponsor’s engineers will provide ESA with a description of proposed utility system improvements to serve the project site, including proposed water utilities, water reduction measures/systems, wastewater collection utilities, stormwater collection, storage and/or treatment utilities; as well as projected utility demands for the project, including water demand, wastewater generation and stormflows. ESA will present preliminary utility information and results to, and consult with, City staff to determine what, if any, additional utilities information or analysis may be needed for the environmental document.


Optional Task: Hydrologic Modeling of Effects on the City’s Combined Sewer/Stormwater System. The above scope of work does not provide for any quantitative analysis using the Bayside Planning Model or other hydrologic model that may be recommended by OCII, EP and/or SFPUC to estimate potential changes in project/cumulative combined sewer flows and discharges. However, if based on the results of the preliminary tasks discussed above, OCII and EP determines that hydrologic modeling of the combined sewer/stormwater flows is required to quantify potential changes in effects on the combined system, ESA proposes to use Hydroconsult Engineers, Inc., to conduct this effort as an optional task. The scope of work for this task would be developed in consultation with OCII, EP and the project sponsor.


As discussed below, this scope of work assumes the project sponsor will process the project under SB 743. The eligibility of the proposed project under SB743 would provide that aesthetic impacts of the proposed project shall not be considered significant impacts on the environment. Accordingly, as was the approach for the Piers 30-32 site, the aesthetics impacts will not be analyzed in the Supplemental EIR. This work scope therefore does not include the preparation or inclusion of any visual simulations for the proposed project in the SEIR.


Based on preliminary discussions to date with EP and OCII, it is assumed that the SEIR will not require analysis of any new CEQA alternatives, but can instead can rely on the alternatives analysis in the Mission Bay FSEIR. At this time, it is also assumed that the SEIR will describe and analyze one version of the proposed project only, and that there will be no Variants to the project.


Task 4. Prepare Administrative Draft Supplemental EIR #2 and Screencheck Draft Supplemental EIR 


This task consists of reviewing and responding to comments on the ADSEIR #1 and preparing an Administrative Draft Supplemental EIR #2 (ADSEIR #2). Following receipt of comments on ADSEIR #2, a Screencheck Draft SEIR will be submitted to OCII and EP, including the Environmental Review Officer (ERO), for review and final comment prior to publication. Three rounds of review are included in this task (review of ADSEIR #1, ADSEIR #2, and Screencheck Draft SEIR) as well as work sessions to resolve issues that arise with each round of review. (In this way, the work session to review/revise the Screencheck Draft will, in effect, produce a Printcheck Draft in the process of developing the Public Draft SEIR for printing and distribution.) This proposal assumes review only by OCII, EP, City Attorney, other relevant City staff (e.g., MTA, SFPUC), and the project sponsor team. Additional review of any administrative draft EIR sections by any other entities – and ESA’s responding to those comments  is not provided for in the work scope, budget and schedule.


Task 5. Prepare and Distribute Draft SEIR and Conduct Public Hearings


ESA will prepare a Notice of Completion (NOC) and Notice of Availability (NOA) for distribution at the same time as issuance of the public Draft SEIR. In conjunction with OCII and EP, ESA will prepare a mailing list and distribute the NOAs and Draft SEIR to the mailing list, and send the NOC to the State Clearinghouse, along with either 15 copies of the Draft SEIR (likely in electronic form, along with printed copies of the summary). It is assumed ESA will print and distribute 125 copies of the Draft SEIR plus 200 CDs and 500 copies of the NOA. ESA will also be responsible for on-site posting of the NOA of the Draft SEIR for public review. At the time that the Draft SEIR is published, ESA will provide OCII and EP with a complete set of all references cited in the Draft SEIR in electronic format. ESA will assist OCII and EP in planning and preparing for a public hearing to receive oral comments on the Draft SEIR, including providing a court reporter at the hearing who will prepare transcripts to be used in responding to comments.


Task 6. Responses to Comments Document and MMRP


[bookmark: _GoBack]At this time, the number, nature, and extent of comments on the Draft SEIR cannot be predicted. ESA has assumed a reasonable budget sufficient to respond to a reasonable number of comments given the potentially controversial nature of the project, but for the purposes of this scope of work, we assume that responses will not require major new analysis in any resource area, any substantive changes to the Project Description, or any new quantitative analysis of a substantive nature. ESA will review, bracket/code, organize, and synthesize comments received on the Draft SEIR, including preparing a matrix of all comments received to facilitate preparation of responses. The matrix will identify the commenter, comment code, primary and secondary topic, person(s) responsible for preparing the response, additional information needs, and issues to be resolved, and the matrix can be sorted as needed for various purposes. Consistent with EP format, the Responses to Comments (RTC) document will be organized by resource topic, and ESA will work with the project sponsor, OCII, EP, and other City staff as applicable to strategize in the most efficient way to prepare responses and structure the RTC document. Similar to the process for the Draft SEIR, the RTC will require preparation of two rounds of the administrative draft RTC document for iterative review and comment before preparing and distributing the public RTC document. At the time that the RTC document is published, ESA will provide OCII and EP with an updated set of all references cited in the Draft SEIR and RTC document in electronic format. 


Following publication of the RTC document, ESA will prepare the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) as required by CEQA and consistent with OCII and EP requirements.  We assumed one round of review for the MMRP.


ESA will print 75 hard copies of the RTC document, 100 CD copies, and 10 copies of the MMRP. 


Task 7. SEIR Certification, Appeal, Final SEIR, and Notice of Determination 


ESA will assist OCII prior to and during the certification hearing on the Final SEIR before the OCII Commission, providing technical and administrative assistance as needed. It is assumed that the OCII will be responsible for preparing the CEQA Findings. Following certification of the SEIR, this scope of work assumes at least one appeal of the SEIR certification will be filed to the San Francisco Board of Supervisors (BOS), as the legislative body for the Successor Agency. ESA will provide technical and administrative support to OCII and EP during the appeal process, including preparation of draft and final appeal response materials and attendance and support at the appeal hearing; this scope of work assumed that certain issues would require discussion/clarification and response during the appeal process but no additional analysis will be required. It is assumed that the project sponsor will be responsible for all filing fees, including the California Department of Fish and Wildlife CEQA fees.


Following filing of the NOD, ESA, will prepare a consolidated Final SEIR that combines and integrates the contents of the Draft SEIR and the RTC document. 


Task 8. Project Management and Meetings


This task covers regular progress meetings and/or conference calls as well as day-to-day coordination and consultation with the project sponsor, design team, OCII, EP, and other CCSF staff; formal and informal meetings; and additional administrative duties, including subconsultant coordination. The ESA team will coordinate work efforts, maintain consistency in project understanding and approach, maintain action item lists and information requests, address and respond to issues as they arise, and distribute the project information needed for preparation of the CEQA documentation. For all CEQA meetings and work sessions, ESA will prepare an agenda prior to the meeting.  


This task also includes monitoring project status in terms of staffing, budget, schedule, and coordinating the work of all subconsultants. ESA will prepare updates to the project schedule as needed. 


Task 9. Administrative Record and SB 743 Compliance Support


The project sponsor is proposing to apply for certification of the project under SB 743. Among other requirements, SB 743 requires preparation of an electronic administrative record concurrently with the administrative process (including placement on the internet) and certification of the final administrative record within specific timeframes. ESA will manage the administrative record process for this project and provide SB 743 compliance support.


A detailed description of ESA’s proposed scope for preparation, management of the Administrative Record and SB 743 compliance support is presented in Attachment B. Within 10 days of the Governor certifying the environmental leadership development project, ESA will prepare and distribute the public notice that the applicant has elected to proceed under Chapter 6.5 of the Public Resources Code. For purposes of scoping/costing, it is assumed the Administrative Record for this project under SB 743 begins with submittal of the new Environmental Evaluation (EE) Application, and will be maintained until the City renders a final decision on the project. If desired by the City, ESA would establish and maintain a project-specific email address for the receipt of electronic documents submitted. If requested, ESA can also include ESA’s physical address and/or facsimile address in all forthcoming project notices for the receipt of printed materials which ESA would then convert to an electronic format. All documents received will be indexed and organized by ESA as outlined in Attachment B. The Administrative Record will include an Administrative Record Index that includes live links to all indexed documents as well as the documents themselves. OCII and EP shall approve the format of Administrative Record Index, and prepare and/or approve the process for which project materials shall be included in the Administrative Record. 


ESA will support the OCII and the City in making all documents and other Administrative Record materials available to the public in a readily accessible, downloadable electronic format. As directed by OCII and EP, the City would host a link to its website that would direct users to an off-site, cloud-based server, which we assume will need to be in operation from publication of the Draft SEIR through a final decision on the project. ESA will design and build the user interface page (format and content to be approved by the OCII and EP), providing background information about the project and the CEQA process as well as access to the Administrative Record. ESA’s Website Lead will design, build, maintain, and troubleshoot the site. Commencing with the date of the release of the Draft SEIR, ESA will upload a current Administrative Record Index and electronic copy of submitted documents within the prescribed timelines outlined in Attachment B. ESA will provide the final Index and Administrative Record materials for the City’s certification so that the City can meet the statutory obligation to certify the final Administrative Record within five days of project approval.
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ATTACHMENT B
SCOPE OF WORK: ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD AND SB 743 COMPLIANCE SUPPORT


Prepare and Distribute Notice that Applicant has Elected to Proceed under Chapter 6.5 of the Public Resources Code


ESA, in consultation with the project sponsor team, OCII and EP, will prepare the public notice required by Public Resources Code section 21187 that the applicant has elected to proceed under Chapter 6.5 of the Public Resources Code. Pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21187, within 10 days of the Governor certifying the environmental leadership development project, the City must issue a notice in no less than 12-point type stating the following:


“THE APPLICANT HAS ELECTED TO PROCEED UNDER CHAPTER 6.5 (COMMENCING WITH SECTION 21178) OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE, WHICH PROVIDES, AMONG OTHER THINGS, THAT ANY JUDICIAL ACTION CHALLENGING THE CERTIFICATION OF THE EIR OR THE APPROVAL OF THE PROJECT DESCRIBED IN THE EIR IS SUBJECT TO THE PROCEDURES SET FORTH IN SECTIONS 21185 TO 21186, INCLUSIVE OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE. A COPY OF CHAPTER 6.5 (COMMENCING WITH SECTION 21178) OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE IS INCLUDED BELOW.”


ESA will also develop a mailing list for the project in consultation with, and using mailing list information provided by, OCII and EP. ESA will conduct mailing of the notice as well. The public notice shall be distributed as required for public notices pursuant to Section 21092(b)(3) – the same as that required for a Notice of Preparation of an EIR. 


Administrative Record Preparation and Maintenance


ESA will prepare the Administrative Record for the project concurrently with the City’s CEQA administrative process based on information generated by ESA as well as input and materials received from the City and project sponsor.


It is assumed the Administrative Record for this project begins with submittal of the Environmental Evaluation (EE) Application in June 2014, and ESA will maintain the Administrative Record until the City renders a final decision on the project. For purposes of costing, it is assumed that ESA’s Administrative Record Lead’s duties would continue through September 2015 (the estimated amount of time to complete the environmental review and entitlements process for the project.)


The Administrative Record will include an Administrative Record Index, prepared in Excel, that would include live links to all indexed documents as well as to the documents themselves. A sample Administrative Record Index to be used for the project is included in Table 1, below. It is assumed the OCII, EP and project sponsor will review and confirm that the proposed index format is acceptable for this project prior to ESA’s formal setup and use of this index.


Based on input provided by the OCII and the City, ESA will establish and maintain the CEQA administrative record of all materials determined to be appropriate for inclusion. ESA will establish and maintain a project-specific email address for the receipt of documents prepared by or on behalf of the OCII and the City; submitted by the project sponsor; and provided by other agencies, interested organizations, and members of the public. Documents delivered to the project email box will generally be indexed and organized by ESA within two business days of receipt. The preferred format for all documents to be included in the Administrative Record is a downloadable electronic format in pdf format. However, if the OCII and the City requests, ESA can include ESA’s physical address in all forthcoming project notices for the delivery of printed materials; and can also include ESA’s facsimile address in all project notices as an additional delivery option. Documents received by either of these methods that do not duplicate previously received electronic copies would be scanned or otherwise converted to an electronic format, indexed, and organized, generally within four business days of receipt.


ESA will support the OCII and the City in making all documents and other Administrative Record materials available to the public in a readily accessible, downloadable electronic format via a website maintained by the City (Pub. Res. Code §21186(b)). ESA proposes to outsource file storage to a hosted cloud-based server farm that would provide up to 30 GB capacity, managed application infrastructure, public access 24/7, and back-up of all files. ESA will work closely with the OCII and the City to make sure the site has a look and feel that is similar to or seamless relative to other City website products.


· The City would host a link on the a City website (as directed by OCII and the City) that would direct users to an off-site server. It would appear to members of the public viewing materials on-line that they have remained on the City’s website.


· ESA will design and build the user interface page (format and content to be approved by the OCII and the City). The page will provide background information about the project and the CEQA process as well as access to the Administrative Record. ESA’s word processing staff would optimize the files for website viewing; ESA’s website lead will design, build, maintain, and troubleshoot the site over the anticipated length of time between issuance of the Draft SEIR and the City’s certification of the Administrative Record.


· Commencing with the date of the release of the Draft SEIR:


· Lead Agency and project sponsor documents: ESA will upload a current Administrative Record Index and electronic copy of documents prepared by the City or submitted by the project sponsor within five (5) business days of receiving such a document (Pub. Res. Code §21186(d)).


· Public comments received in an electronic format: ESA will upload a current Administrative Record Index and electronic copy of documents provided by other agencies and members of the public in an electronic format within five (5) business days of receiving such a document (Pub. Res. Code §21186(e)).


· Public comments not in an electronic format: ESA will upload a current Administrative Record Index and electronic copy of documents provided by other agencies and members of the public not in an electronic format within seven (7) business days of receiving such a document (Pub. Res. Code §21186(f)).


· Pursuant to Pub. Res. Code §21186(g), for those documents submitted to or relied on by the City that were not prepared specifically for the project and are copyright protected are not required to be made readily accessible in an electronic format, but will be included in the Administrative Record Index. ESA will upload a current Administrative Record Index of the copyright protected documents provided by other agencies and members of the public in an electronic format within five (5) business days of receiving such a document. The Administrative Record Index will specify the library or lead agency offices in which hardcopies of the copyrighted materials are available for public review.


· The site would be hosted by a third-party contractor and maintained by ESA for an assumed duration of 12 months (i.e., from release of the Draft SEIR through the completion of the entitlements process for the project). The site would be available to the public the same day that the Notice of Completion of the Draft SEIR is received by the State Clearinghouse and would be maintained through the end of the calendar month in which the City issues its final decision on the project.


Certification of the Administrative Record


ESA will provide the final Index and Administrative Record materials for the City’s certification within two (2) days of the City’s decision on the project so that the City may meet the statutory obligation to certify the final Administrative Record within five (5) days of project approval (Pub. Res. Code §21186(g)).
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Jesse Blout; David Carlock
Subject: Time with GSW design team on 7/24
Date: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 10:19:31 PM


Josh, David,
Our design team has been hard at work today responding to the feedback we heard from you
yesterday. We'd be grateful for the opportunity to share our design changes with you while our team is
still in town tomorrow (Thursday). Do you have time available around 3pm or later you could review the
latest SketchUp model with us? We could either host you at the GSW office at 2 Harrison St or spin you
through the model via a video conference.
Thanks,
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: Check In?
Date: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 1:47:00 PM


Phillip – I WILL be in town this Friday and am open all day.  I will be out one of the following two
Fridays (TBD).  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, July 23, 2014 10:35 AM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Check In?
 
Hi Jennifer,


Whom from Strada would you like on a weekly call?
 
Thanks,
 
Phillip C. Wong
--
Project Assistant |OEWD
Office: 415-554-6512
Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 9:08 AM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: Check In?
 
Sounds good (Philip is already on it for our regular meetings).  Fridays are typically wide open for me
(except for 9-10 on the first Friday of the month).  This Friday I am supposed to be out of town, but
am waiting to hear if there will be a chance in plans (mom issues).  I could do a quick check in this
Friday – would be best to do earlier in the day or towards the end of the day in case I do go south
(the planned procedure is mid-day).  But, with the caveat that I won’t be able to be on more than ½
hour.
 



mailto:phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
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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/
 
PLEASE NOTE I WILL BE OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY JULY 25th
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 22, 2014 11:44 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: Re: Check In?
 
Hi Catherine,
 
Yes! Let's get a you/me regular weekly check in calendared. And if it's agreeable with you, let's also
get a weekly with Jesse Blout and Clarke that we can expand as needed. I think a check in with those
guys this Friday would make sense and I could do a regular Friday with Strada/GSW, if that works for
you. Looping in Phillip to assist. 
 
See you in a few! 


On Jul 21, 2014, at 4:51 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hi, Jennifer – hope the trip went well and you are back in town.  I am glad you will be
joining tomorrow.  Let me know if you want to try and set back up a regular check in
once you get a schedule established. 
 
PS - as a heads up, it looks like Peter Albert will also be there tomorrow – looks like he
was forwarded the invite and just accepted 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/
 
PLEASE NOTE I WILL BE OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY JULY 25th
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From: Kern, Chris (CPC)
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Preliminary Scope of Work for SEIR for GSW Project in Mission Bay
Date: Tuesday, July 15, 2014 1:46:13 PM


Hi Paul,
Can you send me a Word version of this so I can provide comments in track changes?
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: Tuesday, July 15, 2014 11:39 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gary Oates; Karl Heisler; Joyce
Subject: Preliminary Scope of Work for SEIR for GSW Project in Mission Bay
 
Catherine and Chris:
 
Attached is ESA’s preliminary scope of work for CEQA services for the proposed Golden State
Warriors Event Center Development in Mission Bay; we have copied Clarke Miller at Strada on the
preliminary scope of work as well.  Please review; we are happy to answer any questions regarding
this preliminary scope of work from you or Clarke should they arise. 
 
We look forward to working with the City and the Warriors on this important project.
 
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 (CII)
Cc: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: Tomorrow with Dan Barrett
Date: Monday, July 28, 2014 7:51:45 AM


Hi folks,


Catherine, can we connect today about our meetings tomorrow with Dan? I am glad you're finally going
meet him.


John and Phillip, when does Dan land  in SF? And where is the 11am meeting? I am thinking of picking
up Dan at the airport and seeing if we can visit the arena site to start the day. If possible, I'd like to
meet up with you, Catherine, by 10am so you can give him some much needed background on Mission
Bay and the history of the site. Ideally, between 10-11, we can also discuss with Dan the broad outlines
of how the project will proceed through approvals.


John and/or Phillip, can you write out and send to this group the schedule for Dan's time in SF.
When/where/with whom are meetings? I am working on lunch with Warriors. 


Thanks all.


Jennifer
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: Clarification on Design Meeting
Date: Monday, June 02, 2014 5:33:00 PM


I am fine not meeting.  I could do a quick write up that let’s folks know where we are with setting up
CEQA and Design Review meetings so that they know that things are moving along, but that nothing
to report.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Monday, June 02, 2014 5:16 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Re: Clarification on Design Meeting
 
OK. Do you all think we need to meet tomorrow at 11? I don't really think we do. 


On Jun 2, 2014, at 5:13 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Jennifer – as an update, Tiffany has been playing phone tag with John today (he is off-
site at a meeting).  She’s hoping to talk with him late 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: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 11:27 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
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Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Re: Clarification on Design Meeting
 
Any update? I think we need to have John at this meeting. It's really his opportunity to
share high level design goals with GSW. 


On May 30, 2014, at 4:54 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


We are still working on schedules.  John R is not available for the entire
next week.  Tiffany is outreaching to him to find out who his
representative will be so we can make sure they are available to
participate.  I will give Clarke a call to let him know we will probably have
to finish the scheduling Monday morning, though I will continue to check
emails on the weekend.
 
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.
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Friday, May 30, 2014 12:40 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Re: Clarification on Design Meeting
 
Sounds good to me! 


On May 30, 2014, at 12:33 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


If Jennifer is available, we could do a pre-meet before then
at 10 with City staff.  May be easier than trying to schedule a
phone call.
 
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/
 
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 12:27 PM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Clarification on Design Meeting
 
Clarke has indicated that Monday 11:00-12:00 works best
for GSW’s design team. Should we schedule the meeting for
that time?
 
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: Friday, May 30, 2014 12:24 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Re: Clarification on Design Meeting
 
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)"
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<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/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from
Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1,
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2014.
 








From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) on behalf of Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: "Michael Kovaleski"
Cc: Pamela Van Stavern; Ford Fish; Peter Travers; Sider, Dan; Hamsher, David A.; Teague, Corey (CPC)
Subject: RE: Prop M Allocations
Date: Wednesday, July 09, 2014 4:03:00 PM


Michael – I just realized I never responded back to your email.  I am cc-ing Corey Teague at the
Planning Department, who can help while Dan 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: Michael Kovaleski [mailto:mkovaleski@salesforce.com] 
Sent: Monday, July 07, 2014 8:18 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Pamela Van Stavern; Ford Fish; Peter Travers; Sider, Dan; Hamsher, David A.
Subject: Re: Prop M Allocations
 
Thanks Catherine.  In answer to your specific question, there is not contemplated shift in
allocations at this time.
 
It would be great if someone else could take a look while Dan is out.  This should be pretty
straightforward and we are trying to wrap up loose ends.
 


On Sun, Jul 6, 2014 at 5:46 PM, Reilly, Catherine (OCII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Hi, Michael - Dan is out for another week.  What is your timeline?  I can ask around at
Planning to see if someone else can review/comment on this until Dan is back if you need a
response before then (since it is a Planning lead process, I am not the one that should make
the final decision).  


 


That said, I did take a look and the one comment I had was that it would be good to make a
statement of what amount of Prop M allocation you are planning on transferred with each
of the proposed sales (ie, if you are going to keep the same amount that was originally
allocated to a parcel, or if you are proposing to shift some around).


 


Thanks
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Catherine


From: Michael Kovaleski <mkovaleski@salesforce.com>
Sent: Friday, June 27, 2014 3:11 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Pamela Van Stavern; Ford Fish; Peter Travers; Sider, Dan; Hamsher, David A.
Subject: Re: Prop M Allocations
 


Catherine/Dan: 


1.       Reporting.  In regards to your original email below, please find attached a draft report.  Can you
please confirm the format of the report is acceptable.  If so, then I will arrange to have the attached
document signed and returned to you.


2.       Transfer.  The conditions of approval require notice be delivered to OCII on “first pending sale or
transfer” of property in the district.  Alexandria Real Estate Equities provided such notice of sale in
2010 after closing the sale to Salesforce.  We read the word "first" to mean that only the first sale by
Alexandria needed to be reported (in other words, Salesforce does not have an obligation to provide
notice of subsequent sales or transfer of the property).  Can you confirm our understanding?


Thanks,
Michael


 


On Thu, Jun 26, 2014 at 3:50 PM, Reilly, Catherine (OCII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:
Great. I will be back in the office next Tuesday. I have included Dan Sider  since he is the
lead on the Prop M allocation.
 
Thanks
 
 
Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Pamela Van Stavern
Date:06/26/2014 3:39 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Cc: Ford Fish ,Peter Travers ,Michael Kovaleski
Subject: Re: Prop M Allocations
 
Hi Catherine,
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My colleague, Michael Kovaleski, will be reaching out to you shortly regarding the
Prop M issue.  
 
Sorry for the delay!
 
Pam


Pamela Van Stavern | Senior Corporate Counsel | 415-371-7429 (o) | pvanstavern@salesforce.com


 


 


---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Ford Fish <ffish@salesforce.com>
Date: Thu, May 29, 2014 at 5:33 PM
Subject: Re: Prop M Allocations
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
Cc: "Sider, Dan" <dan.sider@sfgov.org>


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.
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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


 


 


On Thu, May 29, 2014 at 11:40 AM, Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:
Sorry, I forgot the attachment.
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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/
 
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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--
Michael Kovaleski | Corporate Counsel | 415-589-2692 (o) | mkovaleski@salesforce.com


 
--
Michael Kovaleski | Corporate Counsel | 415-589-2692 (o) | mkovaleski@salesforce.com
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From: Hussain, Lila (CII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Warriors Budget
Date: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 11:36:07 AM


Catherine,


Still working on the budget, but to see where I am at look at Summary Warriors Budget here
S:\PROJECT IMPLEMENT\Mission Bay\MB South Major Phases\29-32 Major Phase\Warriors\Budget
 
I still need to do the following:


Add DPW for both years
Add OCII FY 16-15 budget
Get City Atty Fees
Pretty it up!
 
Off to Mission Bay will be done with my Sally check in around 2:00pm so I can finish it out this
afternoon. 
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: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Clarification on Design Meeting
Date: Monday, June 02, 2014 5:13:00 PM


Jennifer – as an update, Tiffany has been playing phone tag with John today (he is off-site at a
meeting).  She’s hoping to talk with him late 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: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 11:27 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Re: Clarification on Design Meeting
 
Any update? I think we need to have John at this meeting. It's really his opportunity to share high
level design goals with GSW. 


On May 30, 2014, at 4:54 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


We are still working on schedules.  John R is not available for the entire next week. 
Tiffany is outreaching to him to find out who his representative will be so we can make
sure they are available to participate.  I will give Clarke a call to let him know we will
probably have to finish the scheduling Monday morning, though I will continue to
check emails on the weekend.
 
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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PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1,
2014.
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Friday, May 30, 2014 12:40 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Re: Clarification on Design Meeting
 
Sounds good to me! 


On May 30, 2014, at 12:33 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


If Jennifer is available, we could do a pre-meet before then at 10 with City
staff.  May be easier than trying to schedule a phone call.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 12:27 PM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Clarification on Design Meeting
 
Clarke has indicated that Monday 11:00-12:00 works best for GSW’s
design team. Should we schedule the meeting for that time?
 
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: Friday, May 30, 2014 12:24 PM
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To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Re: Clarification on Design Meeting
 
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
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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: Teague, Corey (CPC); Varat, Adam (CPC)
Subject: RE: Prop M Allocations
Date: Monday, July 07, 2014 5:58:00 PM
Attachments: image001.png
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They would like feedback as soon as possible so they can submit the letter.  Other than having them
state officially that they will not transfer between blocks, I do not have any additional comments. 
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: Teague, Corey (CPC) 
Sent: Monday, July 07, 2014 4:13 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Varat, Adam (CPC)
Subject: RE: Prop M Allocations
 
Catherine,
I will help with this review. I’m just back in town today. Do you have a target date for
comments/discussion? Thanks.
 
Corey A. Teague, AICP, LEED AP
Assistant Zoning Administrator
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9081 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: corey.teague@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: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Monday, July 07, 2014 9:17 AM
To: Teague, Corey (CPC); Varat, Adam (CPC)
Subject: FW: Prop M Allocations
 
Corey/Adam – would one of you be able to help review this while Dan is out?  Thanks
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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: Michael Kovaleski [mailto:mkovaleski@salesforce.com] 
Sent: Monday, July 07, 2014 8:18 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Pamela Van Stavern; Ford Fish; Peter Travers; Sider, Dan; Hamsher, David A.
Subject: Re: Prop M Allocations
 
Thanks Catherine.  In answer to your specific question, there is not contemplated shift in
allocations at this time.
 
It would be great if someone else could take a look while Dan is out.  This should be pretty
straightforward and we are trying to wrap up loose ends.
 


On Sun, Jul 6, 2014 at 5:46 PM, Reilly, Catherine (OCII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Hi, Michael - Dan is out for another week.  What is your timeline?  I can ask around at
Planning to see if someone else can review/comment on this until Dan is back if you need a
response before then (since it is a Planning lead process, I am not the one that should make
the final decision).  


 


That said, I did take a look and the one comment I had was that it would be good to make a
statement of what amount of Prop M allocation you are planning on transferred with each
of the proposed sales (ie, if you are going to keep the same amount that was originally
allocated to a parcel, or if you are proposing to shift some around).


 


Thanks


 


Catherine


From: Michael Kovaleski <mkovaleski@salesforce.com>
Sent: Friday, June 27, 2014 3:11 PM
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To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Pamela Van Stavern; Ford Fish; Peter Travers; Sider, Dan; Hamsher, David A.
Subject: Re: Prop M Allocations
 


Catherine/Dan: 


1.       Reporting.  In regards to your original email below, please find attached a draft report.  Can you
please confirm the format of the report is acceptable.  If so, then I will arrange to have the attached
document signed and returned to you.


2.       Transfer.  The conditions of approval require notice be delivered to OCII on “first pending sale or
transfer” of property in the district.  Alexandria Real Estate Equities provided such notice of sale in
2010 after closing the sale to Salesforce.  We read the word "first" to mean that only the first sale by
Alexandria needed to be reported (in other words, Salesforce does not have an obligation to provide
notice of subsequent sales or transfer of the property).  Can you confirm our understanding?


Thanks,
Michael


 


On Thu, Jun 26, 2014 at 3:50 PM, Reilly, Catherine (OCII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:
Great. I will be back in the office next Tuesday. I have included Dan Sider  since he is the
lead on the Prop M allocation.
 
Thanks
 
 
Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Pamela Van Stavern
Date:06/26/2014 3:39 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Cc: Ford Fish ,Peter Travers ,Michael Kovaleski
Subject: Re: Prop M Allocations
 
Hi Catherine,
 
My colleague, Michael Kovaleski, will be reaching out to you shortly regarding the
Prop M issue.  
 
Sorry for the delay!
 
Pam


Pamela Van Stavern | Senior Corporate Counsel | 415-371-7429 (o) | pvanstavern@salesforce.com
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---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Ford Fish <ffish@salesforce.com>
Date: Thu, May 29, 2014 at 5:33 PM
Subject: Re: Prop M Allocations
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
Cc: "Sider, Dan" <dan.sider@sfgov.org>


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
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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/
 
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
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July
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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.
 
 
 
 


 


 
--
Michael Kovaleski | Corporate Counsel | 415-589-2692 (o) | mkovaleski@salesforce.com


 
--
Michael Kovaleski | Corporate Counsel | 415-589-2692 (o) | mkovaleski@salesforce.com
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From: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Warriors Budget
Date: Sunday, June 22, 2014 4:19:47 PM
Attachments: MB OCII Warriors Budget (2).xlsx


Hi Catherine,


Attached is a draft OCII GSW Budget.  Let me know if you agree with my percentages.  Hope you are
having a good weekend.  Please send me any comments.  I was thinking about checking in with
Adam Van De Water on Mon/Tuesday about the remaining City Depts. 
 
 
 
 
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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Warriors Staffing


						Mission Bay South


						FY 2014-2015 GSW Project Budget 





						Core Staff


						Position			Staff Assigned						Direct Hourly			Gross Hourly Rate			% of Billable time 2080 hours			# of hours			Total Reimbursable Staff Costs			Scope of Work/Notes








						Project Manager			Catherine Reilly			118,560			57.00			$   153.90			50%			1040.0			$   160,056.00			Project Management, research, CAC, Commissions, CEQA and Design Review oversight


						Assistant Project Manager			Lila Hussain			110,240			53.00			$   143.10			25%			520.0			$   74,412.00			Project Manager Support, meetings, CAC information, transportation tracking 


						Planner			Manny Bereket			83,200			40.00			$   108.00			15%			312.0			$   33,696.00			Design Review, CEQA  and Mission Bay Background Research


																											- 0


						Core Staff Subtotal																		1872.00			$   268,164





						Technical/Management Support Staff


						Executive Director			Tiffany Bohee			$   193,565			93.06			$   251.26			5%			104.0			$   26,131.28			Overall Management


						Deputy Director			Sally Oerth			137,280			66.00			$   178.20			2%			41.6			$   7,413.12			Overall Management


						General Counsel			James Morales			170,560			82.00			$   221.40			3%			62.4			$   13,815.36			Trasactional document review, legal review and consultation, coordination with outside counsel, Commission memo and reso review


						Contract Compliance Specialist			George Bridges			122,174			58.74			$   158.59			1%			20.8			$   3,298.70			Contract Compliance and workforce oversight


						Senior Engineer			Kevin Masuda			147,517			70.92			$   191.49			2%			41.6			$   7,965.92			Design review and research


						Planner			Pedro Arce			110,240			53.00			$   143.10			5%			104.0			$   14,882.40			horizontal and vertical design review


																											- 0


						Support Staff Subtotal																		374.40			$   73,507





						OCII Staff Costs Total																		2246.40			$   341,671


																								35% salary			$   119,585


																								65% Admin			$   222,086


																								Check			$   341,671








						Additional Consultants


						CEQA Counsel																					$   30,000.00


						Real Estate/Economic Consultant																					$   50,000.00


						Consultant Staff Total																					$   80,000











						Total OCII Budget																					$   421,671
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Clarification on Design Meeting
Date: Monday, June 02, 2014 5:13:00 PM


Jennifer – as an update, Tiffany has been playing phone tag with John today (he is off-site at a
meeting).  She’s hoping to talk with him late 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: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 11:27 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Re: Clarification on Design Meeting
 
Any update? I think we need to have John at this meeting. It's really his opportunity to share high
level design goals with GSW. 


On May 30, 2014, at 4:54 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


We are still working on schedules.  John R is not available for the entire next week. 
Tiffany is outreaching to him to find out who his representative will be so we can make
sure they are available to participate.  I will give Clarke a call to let him know we will
probably have to finish the scheduling Monday morning, though I will continue to
check emails on the weekend.
 
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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PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1,
2014.
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Friday, May 30, 2014 12:40 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Re: Clarification on Design Meeting
 
Sounds good to me! 


On May 30, 2014, at 12:33 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


If Jennifer is available, we could do a pre-meet before then at 10 with City
staff.  May be easier than trying to schedule a phone call.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 12:27 PM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Clarification on Design Meeting
 
Clarke has indicated that Monday 11:00-12:00 works best for GSW’s
design team. Should we schedule the meeting for that time?
 
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: Friday, May 30, 2014 12:24 PM
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To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Re: Clarification on Design Meeting
 
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
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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: Teague, Corey (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Varat, Adam (CPC)
Subject: RE: Prop M Allocations
Date: Monday, July 07, 2014 4:13:14 PM
Attachments: image001.png


image002.png
image003.png
image004.png
image005.png


Catherine,
I will help with this review. I’m just back in town today. Do you have a target date for
comments/discussion? Thanks.
 
Corey A. Teague, AICP, LEED AP
Assistant Zoning Administrator
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9081 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: corey.teague@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: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Monday, July 07, 2014 9:17 AM
To: Teague, Corey (CPC); Varat, Adam (CPC)
Subject: FW: Prop M Allocations
 
Corey/Adam – would one of you be able to help review this while Dan is out?  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: Michael Kovaleski [mailto:mkovaleski@salesforce.com] 
Sent: Monday, July 07, 2014 8:18 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Pamela Van Stavern; Ford Fish; Peter Travers; Sider, Dan; Hamsher, David A.
Subject: Re: Prop M Allocations
 
Thanks Catherine.  In answer to your specific question, there is not contemplated shift in
allocations at this time.
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It would be great if someone else could take a look while Dan is out.  This should be pretty
straightforward and we are trying to wrap up loose ends.
 


On Sun, Jul 6, 2014 at 5:46 PM, Reilly, Catherine (OCII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Hi, Michael - Dan is out for another week.  What is your timeline?  I can ask around at
Planning to see if someone else can review/comment on this until Dan is back if you need a
response before then (since it is a Planning lead process, I am not the one that should make
the final decision).  


 


That said, I did take a look and the one comment I had was that it would be good to make a
statement of what amount of Prop M allocation you are planning on transferred with each
of the proposed sales (ie, if you are going to keep the same amount that was originally
allocated to a parcel, or if you are proposing to shift some around).


 


Thanks


 


Catherine


From: Michael Kovaleski <mkovaleski@salesforce.com>
Sent: Friday, June 27, 2014 3:11 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Pamela Van Stavern; Ford Fish; Peter Travers; Sider, Dan; Hamsher, David A.
Subject: Re: Prop M Allocations
 


Catherine/Dan: 


1.       Reporting.  In regards to your original email below, please find attached a draft report.  Can you
please confirm the format of the report is acceptable.  If so, then I will arrange to have the attached
document signed and returned to you.


2.       Transfer.  The conditions of approval require notice be delivered to OCII on “first pending sale or
transfer” of property in the district.  Alexandria Real Estate Equities provided such notice of sale in
2010 after closing the sale to Salesforce.  We read the word "first" to mean that only the first sale by
Alexandria needed to be reported (in other words, Salesforce does not have an obligation to provide
notice of subsequent sales or transfer of the property).  Can you confirm our understanding?


Thanks,
Michael
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On Thu, Jun 26, 2014 at 3:50 PM, Reilly, Catherine (OCII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:
Great. I will be back in the office next Tuesday. I have included Dan Sider  since he is the
lead on the Prop M allocation.
 
Thanks
 
 
Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Pamela Van Stavern
Date:06/26/2014 3:39 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Cc: Ford Fish ,Peter Travers ,Michael Kovaleski
Subject: Re: Prop M Allocations
 
Hi Catherine,
 
My colleague, Michael Kovaleski, will be reaching out to you shortly regarding the
Prop M issue.  
 
Sorry for the delay!
 
Pam


Pamela Van Stavern | Senior Corporate Counsel | 415-371-7429 (o) | pvanstavern@salesforce.com


 


 


---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Ford Fish <ffish@salesforce.com>
Date: Thu, May 29, 2014 at 5:33 PM
Subject: Re: Prop M Allocations
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
Cc: "Sider, Dan" <dan.sider@sfgov.org>


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


 


 
--
Michael Kovaleski | Corporate Counsel | 415-589-2692 (o) | mkovaleski@salesforce.com


 
--
Michael Kovaleski | Corporate Counsel | 415-589-2692 (o) | mkovaleski@salesforce.com
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Subject: Warriors Comments Structure
Date: Friday, July 25, 2014 4:21:00 PM


Josh – I just left you a VM, but wanted to email you in case you are checking emails.  I am starting to
work on the comments and want to make sure I don’t go too far before checking in with you.
 
I think we need to have the general visioning in the letter, but it seems to be that our specific
direction on what we want them to work on to achieve that vision gets a little lost.  I saw your
redlines trying to start highlighting what is general vision vs. specific comments on the July 22 design
and wanted to see if you were ok with me going further.


What do you think about moving the visioning to an attachment and having our comments on what
specifics we want them to change, as well as what we like (so they don’t change things we like) be
the body of the letter. 
 
Again, I am not tied to this approach and could come up with different ways to restructure, but want
to make sure we get up front our big issues, like the podium height and not have them buried where
they could argue they didn’t understand our priorities.
 
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:joshua.switzky@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/






From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Clarification on Design Meeting
Date: Monday, June 02, 2014 1:12:11 PM


John is offline this week in management training today and tomorrow and then he
heads out of town wed. Tiffany has outreached to him to see if he needs to be there
(which may mean we cannot meet this week) or if he can delegate.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)"
Date:06/02/2014 11:26 AM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Cc: "Kern, Chris (CPC)"
Subject: Re: Clarification on Design Meeting


Any update? I think we need to have John at this meeting. It's really his opportunity
to share high level design goals with GSW. 


On May 30, 2014, at 4:54 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


We are still working on schedules.  John R is not available for the entire next week. 
Tiffany is outreaching to him to find out who his representative will be so we can make
sure they are available to participate.  I will give Clarke a call to let him know we will
probably have to finish the scheduling Monday morning, though I will continue to
check emails on the weekend.
 
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.
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Friday, May 30, 2014 12:40 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
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Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Re: Clarification on Design Meeting
 
Sounds good to me! 


On May 30, 2014, at 12:33 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


If Jennifer is available, we could do a pre-meet before then at 10 with City
staff.  May be easier than trying to schedule a phone call.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 12:27 PM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Clarification on Design Meeting
 
Clarke has indicated that Monday 11:00-12:00 works best for GSW’s
design team. Should we schedule the meeting for that time?
 
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: Friday, May 30, 2014 12:24 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Re: Clarification on Design Meeting
 
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
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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: Michael Kovaleski
Cc: Pamela Van Stavern; Ford Fish; Peter Travers; Sider, Dan; Hamsher, David A.
Subject: RE: Prop M Allocations
Date: Sunday, July 06, 2014 5:46:52 PM


Hi, Michael - Dan is out for another week.  What is your timeline?  I can ask around at
Planning to see if someone else can review/comment on this until Dan is back if you need a
response before then (since it is a Planning lead process, I am not the one that should make
the final decision).  


That said, I did take a look and the one comment I had was that it would be good to make a
statement of what amount of Prop M allocation you are planning on transferred with each
of the proposed sales (ie, if you are going to keep the same amount that was originally
allocated to a parcel, or if you are proposing to shift some around).


Thanks


Catherine


From: Michael Kovaleski <mkovaleski@salesforce.com>
Sent: Friday, June 27, 2014 3:11 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Pamela Van Stavern; Ford Fish; Peter Travers; Sider, Dan; Hamsher, David A.
Subject: Re: Prop M Allocations
 
Catherine/Dan: 
1.       Reporting.  In regards to your original email below, please find attached a draft report.  Can you
please confirm the format of the report is acceptable.  If so, then I will arrange to have the attached
document signed and returned to you.
2.       Transfer.  The conditions of approval require notice be delivered to OCII on “first pending sale or
transfer” of property in the district.  Alexandria Real Estate Equities provided such notice of sale in
2010 after closing the sale to Salesforce.  We read the word "first" to mean that only the first sale by
Alexandria needed to be reported (in other words, Salesforce does not have an obligation to provide
notice of subsequent sales or transfer of the property).  Can you confirm our understanding?
Thanks,
Michael


On Thu, Jun 26, 2014 at 3:50 PM, Reilly, Catherine (OCII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:
Great. I will be back in the office next Tuesday. I have included Dan Sider  since he is the
lead on the Prop M allocation.


Thanks
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Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: Pamela Van Stavern
Date:06/26/2014 3:39 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Cc: Ford Fish ,Peter Travers ,Michael Kovaleski
Subject: Re: Prop M Allocations


Hi Catherine,


My colleague, Michael Kovaleski, will be reaching out to you shortly regarding the
Prop M issue.  


Sorry for the delay!


Pam


Pamela Van Stavern | Senior Corporate Counsel | 415-371-7429 (o) | pvanstavern@salesforce.com


---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Ford Fish <ffish@salesforce.com>
Date: Thu, May 29, 2014 at 5:33 PM
Subject: Re: Prop M Allocations
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
Cc: "Sider, Dan" <dan.sider@sfgov.org>


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


-- 
Michael Kovaleski | Corporate Counsel | 415-589-2692 (o) | mkovaleski@salesforce.com
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Bridges, George (OCII)
Subject: Warriors RFQ
Date: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 5:46:00 PM


Tiffany passed on three additional comments on the RFQ.  Let me know when you have a couple
minutes tomorrow and I can pass them on. 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)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Clarification on Design Meeting
Date: Monday, June 02, 2014 1:12:11 PM


John is offline this week in management training today and tomorrow and then he
heads out of town wed. Tiffany has outreached to him to see if he needs to be there
(which may mean we cannot meet this week) or if he can delegate.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)"
Date:06/02/2014 11:26 AM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Cc: "Kern, Chris (CPC)"
Subject: Re: Clarification on Design Meeting


Any update? I think we need to have John at this meeting. It's really his opportunity
to share high level design goals with GSW. 


On May 30, 2014, at 4:54 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


We are still working on schedules.  John R is not available for the entire next week. 
Tiffany is outreaching to him to find out who his representative will be so we can make
sure they are available to participate.  I will give Clarke a call to let him know we will
probably have to finish the scheduling Monday morning, though I will continue to
check emails on the weekend.
 
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.
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Friday, May 30, 2014 12:40 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
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Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Re: Clarification on Design Meeting
 
Sounds good to me! 


On May 30, 2014, at 12:33 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


If Jennifer is available, we could do a pre-meet before then at 10 with City
staff.  May be easier than trying to schedule a phone call.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 12:27 PM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Clarification on Design Meeting
 
Clarke has indicated that Monday 11:00-12:00 works best for GSW’s
design team. Should we schedule the meeting for that time?
 
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: Friday, May 30, 2014 12:24 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Re: Clarification on Design Meeting
 
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
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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/
 



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: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Pamela Van Stavern
Cc: Ford Fish; Peter Travers; Michael Kovaleski; Sider, Dan
Subject: RE: Prop M Allocations
Date: Thursday, June 26, 2014 3:50:09 PM


Great. I will be back in the office next Tuesday. I have included Dan Sider  since he
is the lead on the Prop M allocation.


Thanks


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: Pamela Van Stavern
Date:06/26/2014 3:39 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Cc: Ford Fish ,Peter Travers ,Michael Kovaleski
Subject: Re: Prop M Allocations


Hi Catherine,


My colleague, Michael Kovaleski, will be reaching out to you shortly regarding the
Prop M issue.  


Sorry for the delay!


Pam


Pamela Van Stavern | Senior Corporate Counsel | 415-371-7429 (o) | pvanstavern@salesforce.com


---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Ford Fish <ffish@salesforce.com>
Date: Thu, May 29, 2014 at 5:33 PM
Subject: Re: Prop M Allocations
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
Cc: "Sider, Dan" <dan.sider@sfgov.org>


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
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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
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
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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
Cc: Sider, Dan
Subject: Prop M Allocations
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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: Eric Young
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Warriors project in Mission Bay
Date: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 4:41:54 PM


Hello. I'm following the GS Warriors' proposed arena in Mission Bay
development. Can I talk to you about some questions I have about the
project?
___________
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: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: Clarification on Design Meeting
Date: Monday, June 02, 2014 5:33:00 PM


I am fine not meeting.  I could do a quick write up that let’s folks know where we are with setting up
CEQA and Design Review meetings so that they know that things are moving along, but that nothing
to report.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Monday, June 02, 2014 5:16 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Re: Clarification on Design Meeting
 
OK. Do you all think we need to meet tomorrow at 11? I don't really think we do. 


On Jun 2, 2014, at 5:13 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Jennifer – as an update, Tiffany has been playing phone tag with John today (he is off-
site at a meeting).  She’s hoping to talk with him late 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: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 11:27 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
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Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Re: Clarification on Design Meeting
 
Any update? I think we need to have John at this meeting. It's really his opportunity to
share high level design goals with GSW. 


On May 30, 2014, at 4:54 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


We are still working on schedules.  John R is not available for the entire
next week.  Tiffany is outreaching to him to find out who his
representative will be so we can make sure they are available to
participate.  I will give Clarke a call to let him know we will probably have
to finish the scheduling Monday morning, though I will continue to check
emails on the weekend.
 
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.
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Friday, May 30, 2014 12:40 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Re: Clarification on Design Meeting
 
Sounds good to me! 


On May 30, 2014, at 12:33 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


If Jennifer is available, we could do a pre-meet before then
at 10 with City staff.  May be easier than trying to schedule a
phone call.
 
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/
 
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 12:27 PM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Clarification on Design Meeting
 
Clarke has indicated that Monday 11:00-12:00 works best
for GSW’s design team. Should we schedule the meeting for
that time?
 
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: Friday, May 30, 2014 12:24 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Re: Clarification on Design Meeting
 
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)"
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<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/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from
Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1,
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2014.
 








From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Subject: RE: Prop M Allocations
Date: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 1:59:00 PM


Nothing new, will check in with Dan.  Also forwarding a chain of emails related to TIDF.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 1:58 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Prop M Allocations
 
What additional approvals, if any, are needed from Planning?  Any word from them on this?
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 1:51 PM
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Subject: FW: Prop M Allocations
 
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: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 5:53 PM
To: 'Ford Fish'
Cc: Sider, Dan
Subject: RE: Prop M Allocations
 
No problem.  If you are going to have a centralized question/answer period for interested parties, it
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would be great if I could participate (can be a bit overwhelming during due diligence times with the
calls/meetings).  Also, so that you know, I have confirmed that since the Commission took action on
the salesforce.com Major Phase that covered Blocks 26/27, the current Commission would need to
take a new action to re-approve the old ARE schematic designs since they were superseded by the
Major Phase (assuming anyone wants to use them).  I will let folks know this as I talk with them so
that they are aware that they cannot assume that they can walk directly into the old ARE SDs
without additional approvals from the Commission.  I will be confirming with Planning what
additional approvals would be needed on their part related to design, as well as Prop M.
 
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.
 
From: Ford Fish [mailto:ffish@salesforce.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 5:33 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Sider, Dan
Subject: Re: Prop M Allocations
 
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


 


 



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:ffish@salesforce.com

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 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
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
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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: Kwak, Grace
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Miller, Don (DPW); Moy, Barbara (DPW)
Subject: Warriors schedule
Date: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 1:00:52 PM


Catherine,
Just want confirm that completion of infrastructure should be by 1-1-18 to be ready for the 2018
season.
Thanks.
Grace


----- Reply message -----
From: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
Date: Mon, Jun 30, 2014 9:47 am
Subject: Cancelling tomorrow's meeting
To: "Moy, Barbara" <Barbara.Moy@sfdpw.org>
Cc: "Kwak, Grace" <Grace.Kwak@sfdpw.org>, "Miller, Don" <Don.Miller@sfdpw.org>, "Hussain, Lila"
<Lila.Hussain@sfgov.org>, "Yee, Ed" <Ed.Yee@sfdpw.org>


Barbara - since you will be out tomorrow and I have a conflict I am going to cancel tomorrow's meeting.
Folks can give me a call if they have any questions in the meantime.


Thanks


Catherine


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone
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From: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Comments on GSW Design
Date: Thursday, July 31, 2014 5:17:36 PM


So, seems like we have a director’s level internal-city-family meeting ASAP with John, Tiffany and Jen
to make some decisions about how we feel about key pieces, particularly the plaza/podium height.
To do that we will also need some visuals from them that we can sit around with everyone to talk
about, so they will need to provide us with something. I suppose we could do another session at
Strada’s office where they leave us alone in the room with the model, but that makes me a little
uncomfortable. Anyhow, do you think you could have (a) have an admin person in your office work
with Andrea Green to schedule a mtg and (b) ask Strada for some visuals that we could use for that
meeting?
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 2:18 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller-
Blankinship, Erin (MTA); Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Rahaim, John (CPC); Arce, Pedro (CII);
ed.reiskin@sfmta.com
Subject: Comments on GSW Design
 
Jesse/Clarke – attached are the City’s combined comments on the proposed Warriors Pavilion
project.  Please let us know if you have any questions, otherwise, we look forward to continuing to
work on this exciting 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/
 
PLEASE NOTE I WILL BE OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
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From: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Prop M Allocations
Date: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 1:58:33 PM


What additional approvals, if any, are needed from Planning?  Any word from them on this?
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 1:51 PM
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Subject: FW: Prop M Allocations
 
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: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 5:53 PM
To: 'Ford Fish'
Cc: Sider, Dan
Subject: RE: Prop M Allocations
 
No problem.  If you are going to have a centralized question/answer period for interested parties, it
would be great if I could participate (can be a bit overwhelming during due diligence times with the
calls/meetings).  Also, so that you know, I have confirmed that since the Commission took action on
the salesforce.com Major Phase that covered Blocks 26/27, the current Commission would need to
take a new action to re-approve the old ARE schematic designs since they were superseded by the
Major Phase (assuming anyone wants to use them).  I will let folks know this as I talk with them so
that they are aware that they cannot assume that they can walk directly into the old ARE SDs
without additional approvals from the Commission.  I will be confirming with Planning what
additional approvals would be needed on their part related to design, as well as Prop M.
 
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
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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 5:33 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Sider, Dan
Subject: Re: Prop M Allocations
 
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
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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.
 
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
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: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Pascual, Merrick (MYR)
Cc: Howard, Kate (MYR)
Subject: Warriors staffing budget for Mission Bay site
Date: Wednesday, July 09, 2014 11:50:02 AM


Hi Catherine,


Thanks for working with your staff and relevant city departments to put together the staff budget for
the Warriors project. When ready, please send Kate a draft of the budget. I'd like for her to get an early
review of projected staffing levels and rates. Thanks much!


Jennifer
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Subject: RE: Comments on GSW Design
Date: Thursday, July 31, 2014 11:17:43 PM


Thabks, Jennifer. I appreciate your help keeping things moving tomorrow. 


I also was impressed with some of the changes they had made. The podium height
and the termination of Illinois seemed to be the biggest areas remaining to get
agreement on direction.


I wont be too available tomorrow since a heavy medical day for my mom. So texting
will be the fastest way to get me to respond for anything you need from me. 510
282 9907.  I will also keep an eye out on the emails.


Hope you got all your medical stuff sorted today and can enjoy the weekend.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)"
Date:07/31/2014 9:02 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Cc: "Switzky, Joshua (CPC)"
Subject: Re: Comments on GSW Design


Sorry to drop off today. Had some medical stuff to deal with. Yes on Phillip
scheduling. Yes on an earlier big group meeting. Yes on Warriors giving us visuals in
our own space to look at. I'll work on all of this tomorrow. I feel like the big issue is
the podium. I was enthusiastic about what I saw today - especially along TFS and in
the plaza area and the improved northwest corner; we agreed to disagree about the
podium for now. 


On Jul 31, 2014, at 5:32 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Thanks, Josh.  Was going to hit send on a similar email.  I think the other big topic that


I’d like to get City agreement on is the 16th Street garage interface with Illinois Street.
 
Unfortunately, I am out tomorrow and I don’t have adm support to offer up.  I’ve cc-ed
Jennifer to see if Phillip may be able to help out with this. 
 
Also, Jennifer, would you be able to talk with Jesse on the ability to get something to
review with the larger group?  Talking with Clarke today, they would prefer to wait
closer to the CAC date (such as next Friday) to do a leave behind.
 
I’m going to be mainly off line until Monday, but I will try to keep an eye out for emails



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=619AB48309934C6CBD9C6E781E4D71D9-CATHERINE REILLY

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=b2161cda984e436b919fd2b738c5e13d-Jennifer Entine Matz

mailto:joshua.switzky@sfgov.org

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org





over the weekend.
 
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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Switzky, Joshua (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, July 31, 2014 5:18 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Comments on GSW Design
 
So, seems like we have a director’s level internal-city-family meeting ASAP with John,
Tiffany and Jen to make some decisions about how we feel about key pieces,
particularly the plaza/podium height. To do that we will also need some visuals from
them that we can sit around with everyone to talk about, so they will need to provide
us with something. I suppose we could do another session at Strada’s office where they
leave us alone in the room with the model, but that makes me a little uncomfortable.
Anyhow, do you think you could have (a) have an admin person in your office work
with Andrea Green to schedule a mtg and (b) ask Strada for some visuals that we could
use for that meeting?
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 2:18 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC); Albert, Peter
(MTA); Miller-Blankinship, Erin (MTA); Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Rahaim, John (CPC); Arce,
Pedro (CII); ed.reiskin@sfmta.com
Subject: Comments on GSW Design
 
Jesse/Clarke – attached are the City’s combined comments on the proposed Warriors
Pavilion project.  Please let us know if you have any questions, otherwise, we look
forward to continuing to work on this exciting project.
 
Thank you
 
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/
 
PLEASE NOTE I WILL BE OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
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From: Teague, Corey (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Michael Kovaleski
Cc: Pamela Van Stavern; Ford Fish; Peter Travers; Sider, Dan; Hamsher, David A.
Subject: RE: Prop M Allocations
Date: Friday, July 11, 2014 4:56:33 PM
Attachments: image001.png


image002.png
image003.png
image004.png
image005.png


Catherine and Michael,
I took a look at this draft and the format and content seem acceptable. Please let me know if you
have any other questions.  
 
Corey A. Teague, AICP, LEED AP
Assistant Zoning Administrator
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9081 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: corey.teague@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: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 09, 2014 4:04 PM
To: Michael Kovaleski
Cc: Pamela Van Stavern; Ford Fish; Peter Travers; Sider, Dan; Hamsher, David A.; Teague, Corey (CPC)
Subject: RE: Prop M Allocations
 
Michael – I just realized I never responded back to your email.  I am cc-ing Corey Teague at the
Planning Department, who can help while Dan 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: Michael Kovaleski [mailto:mkovaleski@salesforce.com] 
Sent: Monday, July 07, 2014 8:18 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Pamela Van Stavern; Ford Fish; Peter Travers; Sider, Dan; Hamsher, David A.
Subject: Re: Prop M Allocations
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Thanks Catherine.  In answer to your specific question, there is not contemplated shift in
allocations at this time.
 
It would be great if someone else could take a look while Dan is out.  This should be pretty
straightforward and we are trying to wrap up loose ends.
 


On Sun, Jul 6, 2014 at 5:46 PM, Reilly, Catherine (OCII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Hi, Michael - Dan is out for another week.  What is your timeline?  I can ask around at
Planning to see if someone else can review/comment on this until Dan is back if you need a
response before then (since it is a Planning lead process, I am not the one that should make
the final decision).  


 


That said, I did take a look and the one comment I had was that it would be good to make a
statement of what amount of Prop M allocation you are planning on transferred with each
of the proposed sales (ie, if you are going to keep the same amount that was originally
allocated to a parcel, or if you are proposing to shift some around).


 


Thanks


 


Catherine


From: Michael Kovaleski <mkovaleski@salesforce.com>
Sent: Friday, June 27, 2014 3:11 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Pamela Van Stavern; Ford Fish; Peter Travers; Sider, Dan; Hamsher, David A.
Subject: Re: Prop M Allocations
 


Catherine/Dan: 


1.       Reporting.  In regards to your original email below, please find attached a draft report.  Can you
please confirm the format of the report is acceptable.  If so, then I will arrange to have the attached
document signed and returned to you.


2.       Transfer.  The conditions of approval require notice be delivered to OCII on “first pending sale or
transfer” of property in the district.  Alexandria Real Estate Equities provided such notice of sale in
2010 after closing the sale to Salesforce.  We read the word "first" to mean that only the first sale by
Alexandria needed to be reported (in other words, Salesforce does not have an obligation to provide
notice of subsequent sales or transfer of the property).  Can you confirm our understanding?
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Thanks,
Michael


 


On Thu, Jun 26, 2014 at 3:50 PM, Reilly, Catherine (OCII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:
Great. I will be back in the office next Tuesday. I have included Dan Sider  since he is the
lead on the Prop M allocation.
 
Thanks
 
 
Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Pamela Van Stavern
Date:06/26/2014 3:39 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Cc: Ford Fish ,Peter Travers ,Michael Kovaleski
Subject: Re: Prop M Allocations
 
Hi Catherine,
 
My colleague, Michael Kovaleski, will be reaching out to you shortly regarding the
Prop M issue.  
 
Sorry for the delay!
 
Pam


Pamela Van Stavern | Senior Corporate Counsel | 415-371-7429 (o) | pvanstavern@salesforce.com


 


 


---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Ford Fish <ffish@salesforce.com>
Date: Thu, May 29, 2014 at 5:33 PM
Subject: Re: Prop M Allocations
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
Cc: "Sider, Dan" <dan.sider@sfgov.org>


Catherine,
 
I appreciate your meeting with potential buyers to clarify the design review process.  It is
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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
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
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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
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
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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.
 
 
 
 


 


 
--
Michael Kovaleski | Corporate Counsel | 415-589-2692 (o) | mkovaleski@salesforce.com


 
--
Michael Kovaleski | Corporate Counsel | 415-589-2692 (o) | mkovaleski@salesforce.com
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From: Liz Brisson
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Jeffrey Flynn; Miller, Erin (MTA); Julie Kirschbaum
Subject: Warriors/Waterfront Transportation
Date: Wednesday, June 25, 2014 12:18:44 PM
Attachments: Mission Bay Event Center draft transportation costs.pdf


Mission Bay Event Center Memo - 45% Mode Share.docx


Hi Viktoriya and Brett,


Last time I was at Viktoriya's office and talking about new Waterfront scope, I
mentioned an analysis that SFMTA staff did of Warriors transportation needs and
Viktoriya asked to see it. I was waiting to make sure it was ok with SFMTA to share,
and Jeff just confirmed it was ok. Please see attached. Note they prepared a version
assuming both 25% and 45% of Warriors trips were on Muni. As we discussed with
Jose by phone, there seems a need for additional conversation about what the most
defensible/realistic assumption of overall transit mode share and Muni transit mode
share is. I thought this conversation could probably wait until the Warriors submit
their project description.


Cheers, 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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Below is a draft summary of projected multi-modal SFMTA transportation infrastructure and service scope, and to extent possible, an 
estimate of operating and capital costs -- and revenue generated -- to provide the services and infrastructure. 
 
The services include: 



1. Muni Transit 
2. Parking 
3. Parking Control Officers/Traffic Management 
4. Bicycle Facilities and Services 
5. Transportation Demand Management 



 
Component Capital Costs 



2 LRVs 7,000,000 



Improved signals on Third Street 1,000,000 



Rail crossovers 9,000,000 



Expansion of the UCSF/Mission Bay platform 2,500,000 



Terry Francois Bike Lanes  100,000 



Lefty O’Doul Bridge Lane 150,000 



Bikeshare Station 63,000/station:  assume 3 stations 190,000 



Totals: Capital Cost  19,940,000 



 
 



Component – typical weeknight gameday Operating Costs Revenues 



Transbay/Ferry Shuttle 6,300  



T Third Supplemental 8,500  



Metro Shuttle via Embarcadero 3,900  



16th St shuttle 7,500  



Van Ness shuttle 4,200  



Enforcement Costs 17,750  



Muni Operations  - Farebox revenue  6,300 



Parking Revenue via SFMTA share of parking tax  28,000 



Totals: Operating Cost Weeknight  48,150 34,300 



Net cost  13,850 



 
Detailed summaries of each of the SFMTA components described above, prepared by the respective SFMTA divisions, followed by 
Transit Appendices.    



08 Fall 
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1. Transit 
 
The following analysis summarizes the proposed transit operations plan and related capital infrastructure needs to serve an event center 
on the parcel bounded by South Street, Terry Francois Boulevard, 16th Street, and 3rd Street. The analysis is based on the travel 
projections provided by Adavant, tempered by Muni expectations of mode share compared to other San Francisco sporting events.  
Adavant estimates that Muni would carry just over 7,000 people per weekday evening event.  In developing the draft service plan 
detailed in this memo, SFMTA estimates that Muni would transport approximately 3,700 people per weekday evening event or 
approximately a 25% mode share for the event.  About 70% of those customers would be transferring from a regional provider. This 
differs significantly from the Pier 30/32 site, where most regional trips would not require a second connection to Muni.  
 
Given the reduced volume of customers assumed for transit, it is critical that other measures be put in place to reduce the amount of 
autos traveling to the event and creating congestion, slowing transit and other related externalities. SFMTA recommends a park-and-
ride program targeting South Bay event goers. Possible parking site locations that might have availability given the end of peak event 
hours include Daly City BART, Cow Palace and the mall under development on Candlestick Point. Business parks south of the county 
line could also be potential partners. A strong transportation demand management (TDM) plan is also recommended to reach the 25% 
mode share and maximize walking and pedestrian trips. TDM recommendations are provided at the end of this document.  
 
The proposed event center in Mission Bay is located on Third Street adjacent to the T-line’s UCSF/Mission Bay Station and is also 
served by the future extension of the 22 Fillmore. The event service plan builds on this strong transit foundation, adding supplemental 
trains and buses to prevent pass ups for non-event customers. The overall service plan would require an estimated 192 hours of service 
(an estimated cost of $27,000-$30,000) per weekday event and would require purchasing two additional peak rail cars.  A high level 
summary of the service types and costs are summarized below. 
 



 T Third Supplemental Service: Extra two car T-Third service between Chinatown and the Mission Bay Loop (pre and post 
event) 



 Metro Shuttle via Embarcadero: Three car Metro Shuttle service from the event center to the subway via the Embarcadero 
(post event only) 



 Transbay/Ferry Shuttle: Motor coach shuttle connecting the Ferry and Transbay Terminal to event center (pre and post 
event) 



 16th Street Shuttle: Motor coach shuttle connecting 16th Street BART to the event center (pre and post event) 



 Van Ness Shuttle: Motor coach shuttle serving the Van Ness Avenue corridor and using 16th Street to access the event center 
(pre and post event) 
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Table 1: Cost Estimate Range for Weekday Evening Event 



  Event Vehicles Total Cost 



Transbay/Ferry Shuttle 6 standard coaches $5,400-$6,300 



T Third Supplemental 5 2-car trains $8,100-$8,500 



Metro Shuttle via Embarcadero 2 3-car trains $3,500-$3,900 



16th St Shuttle 7 articulated coaches $6,100-$7,500 



Van Ness Shuttle 4 standard coaches $3,900-$4,200 



Approximate Total   $27,000-$30,000 



 
Staff assumed that we would need eight hour shifts to cover this service for operations personnel1. Cost per vehicle was based on the 
hourly costs reported to the National Transit Database (NTD) for vehicle maintenance. Infrastructure maintenance and general 
administration (overhead) were excluded. Because they are based on annualized costs, NTD lumps straight and overtime pay together, 
although the majority of this work would be delivered using regular day off (RDO) overtime.  
 
The cost for an event could be partially offset by the potential fare revenue. Based on the ridership and the likely combination of fast 
pass and one time customers, we estimate the revenue to be approximately $6,300-$8,500 per weekday event based.2  
 



Transit Capital Costs 
There are two categories of transit related capital costs that are recommended to support this proposed site. The first is additional 
vehicles needed to minimize pass ups and other impacts to non-event customers. The second relates to staging service to board 
passengers safely and expeditiously.  
 



                                                        
1 Additional service would be required to serve an event.  SFMTA’s contracts with operations personnel guarantee a minimum of eight hours of pay 
per shift. 
2 Lower end fare revenue estimate assumes Muni’s current average fare per passenger and a roundtrip.  Upper end fare revenue assumes Muni’s current 



average fare per passenger for only San Francisco customers and a higher average fare for regional customers. 
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Total Vehicle Demand 
The proposed service plan will require seven trains (16 cars), seven articulated motor coaches and ten standard motor coaches. At the 
end of the event, there would be sufficient vehicle availability to provide the extra service.  However, headed to the event, the 
additional vehicle demand is going to strain Muni’s ability to deliver reliable peak service.  For the most part, staff assumed that the 
majority of the pre-event vehicles could come from keeping out peak buses transitioning off of the commute service and tapping into 
the maintenance float. A majority of the T line pre-event demand can be absorbed from excess capacity between 5:30 pm and 7:30 pm 
in the southbound direction. However, we estimate an additional two cars will be needed at a unit cost of $3.5 million and a total cost 
of $7 million. 
 
Infrastructure Needs: 
In order to board customers after the event in a safe and expeditious manner, the following capital investments are recommended: 



 Improved signals on Third Street to allow boarding on both sides of the platform post event. 



 Rail crossovers before and after the UCSF/Mission Bay Station and upgrades to the T Third subway tunnel to maximize processing 
speed. Without these investments, adding additional trains to an already congested rail line will lead to delays entering the subway 
portal and between stations. The crossovers also provide additional flexibility to manage service gaps. These investments would 
complement the Mission Bay Loop and MME, which provide staging opportunities for vehicles post-event. 



 Expansion of the UCSF/Mission Bay platform would be needed in order to accommodate a three car train.  Currently the platform 
can only accommodate a two car train. 



 Staging/layover space for the buses in close proximity to the event entrance. In order to maximize transit usage, the drop off/pick 
up area for the buses should be near the event entrance. Additionally, adequate layover space should be incorporated into the site 
plan and the roads leading into/out of the site should include prioritized right-of-way to minimize delays. A dedicated operator 
restroom would also be beneficial at the layover location. 



The estimated cost of additional crossovers and platform expansion is approximately $12.5 million. 



The total one time capital expenditure (vehicles and infrastructure) is estimated to be $19.5 million. 



Comparison to Other San Francisco Event 
The cost to serve this event is comparable on a per passenger basis to other sporting event service Muni operates. It is more expensive 
than the SF Giants, given that site’s close proximity to regional transit and is less than the 49ers, which was situated at the edge of the 
Muni network. 
  
Table 2: Comparison to Other Sporting Events 



  Total Vehicles Total Cost Total Passengers Cost per Passenger 
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Mission Bay Event 
17 buses + 5 2-car trains + 2 



3-car trains 
$30,000  3,700  $8.05  



49ers 62 buses + 4 1-car trains $72,000  6,000  $12.00  



SF Giants 6 2-car trains $10,000  4,500  $2.22  
NOTE: Based on an evening weekday event 



 
 
Recommended Service Plan Details 
In order to meet the service demand under the stated assumptions, Muni’s proposed service plan would build on the T Third and 22 
Fillmore service already planned for the site and include a mix of bus shuttles and trains to supplement this service. 
 
T Third 
In addition to the scheduled T line service, additional event service would be required between Chinatown and the Mission Bay loop to 
accommodate the projected demand.  The T Third is projected to carry approximately two-thirds of the pre-event center demand and 
almost 80% of post-event demand. The T line would serve San Francisco based customers coming from the urban core, as well as 
Sunset customers making connections via Muni Metro and Richmond customers making connections via routes such as the 38 Geary. 
We also expect about half of the South Bay customers coming from Caltrain to hop on the T line, while the other half would likely 
walk. A portion of trips generated in the Southeast quadrant of the City would be served by southbound T service post-event and no 
additional cost was assumed for these trips.  
 
Pre-event: The service plan includes one 2-car train designed to prevent daily T line customers from being passed up as a result of 
event customers. We assumed that a majority of the pre-event traffic could be accommodated by existing T line service since much of 
the travel will happen on the shoulder of the peak and the SFCTA model is predicting some T line capacity in the southbound 
direction in the PM peak. 
 
Post-event: The service plan would include up to five 2-car T Third trains to supplement planned evening T line service. 
 
Pre-event, the additional train would continually cycle between Chinatown and the Mission Bay loop and PM peak service between 
Mission Bay and Chinatown would be extended if needed to accommodate customer demand.  Post-event, trains would be deployed to 
the event center and operate to and from Chinatown and the Mission Bay loop. 
 
Combined T Third frequency pre-event would be approximately every 3-4 minutes to meet projected demand.  
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Metro Shuttle via Embarcadero 
To accommodate the projected demand, Metro Shuttle service will provide post event service from MME to West Portal Station with 
two 3-car trains.  This would provide customers a direct train connection to the Embarcadero.  This service would supplement bus 
shuttle service between the Transbay Terminal and the Ferry Terminal because extra trains would be available after the PM peak.  This 
plan requires expanding the UCSF/Mission Bay platform in order to accommodate a three car train. 
 
There would be no pre-event Metro Shuttle service, in order to direct customers to the T line and the Transbay/Ferry Shuttle. 
 
Transbay Terminal Shuttle 
The proposed shuttle would operate from the Transbay Terminal/Ferry Terminal to the event center and would require six standard 
motor coaches to operate.  This route would serve a portion of the trips generated from the Urban Core including the Financial 
District and Transbay District. It would also serve East Bay customers making ferry and Transbay bus connections. The service could 
also extend to the Ferry Building (and/or Embarcadero BART) to further attract customers off of the T line.  Pre event frequency 
would be approximately every 10 minutes.  
 
The plan assumes that SFMTA will have sufficient standard motor coaches available to provide the proposed service. 
 
16th Street BART Shuttle  
The proposed shuttle would operate non-stop from 16th Street BART to the event center via the planned dedicated lane on 16th Street.  
This route would provide a convenient connection for South Bay customers transferring from BART and would also provide access to 
San Francisco customers coming from the Mission, Castro, Bernal Heights and the Excelsior. The service would require seven standard 
coaches to meet demand.  Pre event frequency would be approximately every 5-10 minutes. Post event, vehicles would be staged and 
loaded to clear the event. Any excess demand on the shuttle would be accommodated by the 22 Fillmore service. 
 
The plan assumes that SFMTA will have sufficient standard motor coaches available to provide the proposed service. 
 
Van Ness Avenue Shuttle and 22 Fillmore 
The proposed shuttle would operate from Van Ness and North Point to 16th Street and operate along the dedicated lane to the event 
center.  This route would leverage planned dedicated lanes on 16th Street and Van Ness and would provide connectivity to the western 
portion of the City as well as the western edge of the Urban Core (e.g. Tenderloin, Russian Hill and the Wharf). The service would 
require four standard coaches to meet demand and would operate approximately every 15 minutes pre-event. Post event, vehicles 
would be staged and loaded to clear the event. Post event we assumed the buses would only make one trip. 
 
We also anticipate a portion of the Northwest Muni customers to come and leave via the 22 Fillmore. However, we believe the existing 
service can absorb these riders. We also considered increasing service on the 22 Fillmore instead of adding the Van Ness Shuttle, but 
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ultimately did not recommend it because the Van Ness Shuttle will be quicker as a result of the dedicated transit lane on Van Ness and 
also has the potential to serve a portion of the Urban Core as well as the Northwestern quadrant of the City. 
 
22 Fillmore 
We anticipate a portion of the Northwest Muni customers to come and leave via the 22 Fillmore. However, we believe the existing 
service can absorb these customers. 
 
Next Steps 
The above exercise is based on a rough sketch of a service plan and more refinement would be needed if this work goes forward. In 
addition to weekday evening events, a service plan should also be developed for weekend events. Additionally, the costs should be 
refined based on improved running time estimates. The current estimates are based on miles per hour assumptions, rather than 
observed running times due to the tight turnaround time for this work.  
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TRANSIT:  REFERENCE MAP  
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2. ESTIMATED SFMTA PARKING REVENUES FROM DEVELOPMENT  
 
 
 



Assumptions: 
Assuming an off-street parking rate of $35 per event, each car parked off-street would generate $7 in parking tax that would be 
dedicated to the SFMTA.  Assuming approximately 4,000 parked cars per event, each event would generate about $28,000 in parking 
tax revenue to the SFMTA.  Calculations are provided below.   



 4,027 daily parked vehicles for weekday events (Adavant estimate) 



 4,358 daily parked vehicles for weekend events (Adavant estimate) 



 Charge for off-street parking is $35 (equal to AT&T Park charge.  Oakland Coliseum charges $25) 



 25% parking tax, of which SFMTA receives 80%, or 20% of total parking charge 



 Special event parking meter rate is $7 per hour 



 30 weekday events and 11 weekend events per year 



 
 
Scenario 1: Assume all vehicles park in off-street lots:   



 4,027 x $35 x 0.2 = $28,189 SFMTA revenue per weekday event 



 4,358 x $35 x 0.2 = $30,506 SFMTA revenue per weekend event 



 
($28,189 x 30 =$845,670) + (11 x $30,506 = $335,566) = $1,181,236 revenue per year 
 
Scenario 2: Assume 90 percent of vehicles park off-street, 5% park in on-street meters, 5% on- street unmetered (free) 



 $28,189 x 0.9 = $25,370 off-street revenue per weekday event 



 201 vehicles x  3.5 hours x $7 = $4,925 + $28,189 = $33,114 SFMTA revenue per weekday event 



 218 vehicles x 3.5 hours x $7 = $5,341 + $30,506 = $35,847 SFMTA revenue per weekend event 



 
($33,114 x 30 = $993,405) + (11 x $35,847 = $394,317) = $1,387,457 revenue per year 
 
Average of above two figures is $1.28 million.  Say annual revenue to SFMTA for 41 events is $1.3 million. 
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3. Enforcement: 
STAFF ASSIGNMENTS/POSTS & ESTIMATED COSTS 



 



 



POST



PRE POST PRE POST PRE POST



Event Commander



Field Supervisors



2 3rd St. King 1 1 Control Signal



3 4th St. Berry 1 1 Control Signal



4 3rd St. Terry Francois 2 2 No traffic south on Terry François. Assist vehicle onto 3rd St from Terry Francois



5 4th St. Channel 1  1 Prevent vehicles from entering MUNI tracks. Prevent Gridlock



6 3rd St. Channel 1 2  Assist vehicle in and out of Lot A. Prevent Gridlock



7 3rd St. Mission Rock 1 1 2 2 Assist pedestrians crossing. Prevent Gridlock



8 3rd St. Terry Francois 2 2 Local access for emergency  vehicles only.



9 3rd St. South St 2 2 2 2 2 2 Assist pedestrians crossing to MUNI. Prevent Gridlock



10 3rd St. 16th St. 2 2 2 2 2 2 Assist pedestrians crossing. No traffic east on 16th St. Prevent Gridlock



11 3rd St. Mariposa 1 1 Control Signal



12 South St. Terry Francois 2 2 2 2 2 2 Assist pedestrians crossing. No traffic west on South St. Prevent Gridlock



13 16th St Terry Francois 2 2 2 2 2 2 Assist pedestrians crossing. No traffic west on 16 St. Prevent Gridlock



14 16th St Illinois 2 2 No traffic north on Illinois. Assist pedestrians crossing. Prevent Gridlock



15 Mariposa Illinois 1 1 1 Assist pedestrians crossing. Prevent Gridlock



16 Mission Bay N. Terry Francois 1 1 Street closed except Local access 



17 China Basin Terry Francois 1 1 Street closed except Local access  



18 China Basin 3rd St 1 1 Street closed except Local access .  Keep intersection clear for emergency vehicles



19 Mission Bay S. 3rd St 1 1 Street closed except Local access . Keep intersection clear for emergency vehicles



20 Bridgeway South St   Barricade  to prevent vehicles on South entering Bridgeway



 Total 25 25 11 11 8 8 10 6



 



 25% 75%



Enforcement Rates (FY2012) Overtime Straight Time 0.75 0.25



Assistant Director (8219) 107.39$                   94.98 98$         71.24$ 26.85$ 98.08$      



Supervisor (8216) 85.06$                     78.11 160$       58.58$ 21.27$ 159.70$    Supervisor 93.55$     1 94$         



Parking Control Officers 71.19$                     66.86 1,699$     50.15$ 17.80$ 1,698.56$ TFIs 71.02$     10 710$       35.00$    6 210$      



Hours Worked (Estimated) 7$           Hours Worked (Estimated) 4 4



Assistant Director (8219) Per Game Cost 687$       Supervisor - Per Game Cost 374$       



Supervisor (8216) Per Game Cost 1,118$     TFIs/MTAP - Per Game Cost 2,841$     840$      



Parking Control Officers Per Game Cost 11,890$   



Per Game - Total Costs 13,694$   Per Game - Total Costs 3,215$     840$      



Total Number of Games 41$         Total Number of Games 41$         41$       



Game Day Enforcement Costs Season Costs 561,470$ Game Day TFIs/MTAP Costs 131,815$ 34,440$ 



Total Security, Investigation & Enforcement 727,725$ 



Rates



2 Supervisors 1 Supervisor 1 Supervisor



Transit Fare Inspectors 



(TFIs)



Description of Assignment / Post



MTAPLOCATION Parking Control Officer (PCOs)



GAME DAY LARGE EVENT SMALL EVENT



1 AD
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See Below for PCO Position Reference Map
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4. LIVABLE STREETS 



 Terry Francois Bike Lanes 



 The Lefty O’Doul Bridge 



 Embarcadero Facility 



 Per-unit Bikeshare Station cost for an expanded bikesharing network 



 Cost estimate factors for Event-driven Bike Valet parking:  capital and operations   
 
Terry Francois Bike Lanes 
The Port and Planning who would like to restripe Terry Francois from bike lanes on each side of the street to a two-way path on the 
east/water-side of the street from Lefty O’Doul Bridge to Illinois St. They were given a cost estimate of $80,000 a while ago  --the 
actual costs may be higher. 
 
Lefty O’Doul Bridge 
At the same time it would make sense to convert the easternmost fifth lane on Lefty Bridge to a two-way bikeway, something Port staff 
really want to pursue and something the Giants seem to be good with (assuming it would be converted to general pedestrian use on 
ballgame days). On the northside, it would connect with the Promenade behind the ballpark. 
To do these two projects, a rough guess-timate is that it would be $125,000-150,000. Port said they may be able to match with 
~$25,000. The timing seems to be good given changes happening along Terry Francois in the coming year. 
 
Embarcadero 
Re the Embarcadero costs: SFMTA now working on study that will provide range of capital costs.  The EIR of this project remains 
unfunded. 
 
Bikeshare Stations 
For AC34, SFMTA estimated $63,000 per fifteen-bike station 
 
Bike Valet Parking 
For AC34,, SFBC provided $15,317 cost estimate for providing 6 days bike valet service: August 21 - 26.  Included 38' x 144' corral on 
weekdays and two 22' x 330' corrals on weekends. 
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5. Proposed TDM Strategy 
 
Modal commitment 



 City and developer agree to a non-SOV modal target to be met by project 



 Project’s TDM program designed to meet target 



 Developer agrees to annual surveying and monitoring by transportation consultant, reporting out findings to City 



 If any annual survey does not meet target, project has the opportunity to re-survey within 60 days. If resurvey still doesn’t meet 
commitment, must a) pay SFMTA $100k, and b) develop and implement a plan for more aggressive TDM efforts to meet 
commitment 



 
Transit 



 Transit fare subsidy included in event tickets 
o A $6/ticket holder/event would provide 



 a 54%3-36%4 subsidy  for East Bay BART plus Muni rider 



 26% subsidy for NB ferry plus Muni5  



 150% subsidy for r/t for Muni only rider 



 77% subsidy for SF BART and Muni6 
o All or a portion of transit subsidy could be included in the price of a ticket 
o Est. $10.71m/year assuming 50 small events (6000 attendees), 45 concerts (9000 attendees), 60 peak events (18,000 



attendees)7 



 Transit pass for each employee $66/employee (current Muni FastPass cost) 



 Real time transit departure information at key locations in arena (prominently located and large enough to be very visible)  
 
Bicycles 



 Bicycle valet parking facility and free bike valet services to ticket holders—creation and staffing of bike valet facility for events.  



 Secure bike (Class I) parking for employees, visitors 



                                                        
3 BART from MacArthur to Embarcadero, Muni to arena 
4 BART from Pittsburg to Embarcadero, Muni to arena 
5 Ferry from Larkspur to SF, Muni to arena 
6 BART from Glen Park to 16th St, Muni to arena 
7 Based on data provided in Fehr and Peers draft TMP 
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 Bike share pod--$63,000 for large bike share pod (15 bicycles) 
o Additional bike share capacity could be provided through a staffed bike share corral (event venues in other cities 



provide a staffed bike corral for events to accommodate peak use in bike share that exceeds bike station capacity) 



 Staffed corral could be integrated into bike valet design/operation or stand alone 
Auto Parking 



 Promote satellite parking for those who drive, provide free shuttles between satellite parking and arena 



 Event parking pricing for area parking facilities: included in terms of any negotiation with area lots 



 Parking surcharge associated with reserved parking using Warriors parking app  
 
Charter bus 



 Actively facilitate, market, and promote charter bus program between park and ride lots/BART/Caltrain, etc. across region to 
arena. 



o Charter bus service should be priced significantly lower than parking (potential for package deals: round trip on charter 
bus, tickets, coupon for concessions) 



 Identify loading zones for charter buses 
o Marina parking lot (double length parking bays) for layover  



 
Shuttle buses 



 Free shuttle from BART and Caltrain for ticket holders: 
o Build on Mission Bay TMA shuttle program: currently open to employees, residents, and visitors of Mission Bay. Last 



currently scheduled weekday run at 7:29pm from Powell St. BART to Owens and Campus Way; current “west route” 
evening schedule operates every 15-20 mins and serves BART and Caltrain.  



 Pay to expand and customize service (larger vehicles, expanded service during peak arrival time, expand to serve 
post-event needs)  



 Estimate: ~$72/revenue hour of service8  
o UCSF Shuttle program: Currently open only to members of UCSF community. Red line connects Mission Bay (stop is 



on 4th St. at Campus Way) with 16th St. BART. Last current run serving Mission Bay departs 16th BART at 7:10  



 Would require negotiated agreement for use of UCSF shuttle by ticketholders and expanded service 
o Dedicate and enforce white zones for loading/unloading 



 
Other shared modes 



 Stands: 



                                                        
8 Based on estimates for 30’ shuttle service to SOMA buildings—might be higher for larger vehicles 
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o Pedicab stands 
o Taxi stands  
o Taxi share stands  



 
Communications and Marketing 



 Promotion of sustainable transportation options on arena websites 



 Discourage driving, ads promote ease of access by transit  



 Game and event specific promotions/contests/give-aways for ticket holders distributed as depart from transit/shuttles/charter 
buses  



 Pre-2017 transportation choices campaign to shift Oracle Arena attendee modes (before move) to begin uptake of transit 
before relocation 



 
 












April 17, 2014

The following analysis summarizes the proposed transit operations plan and related capital infrastructure needs to serve an event center on the parcel bounded by South Street, Terry Francois Boulevard, 16th Street, and 3rd Street. The analysis is based on the travel projections provided by Adavant, which estimate that Muni would carry just over 7,000 people per weekday evening event. About 70% of those customers would be transferring from a regional provider. This differs significantly from the Pier 30/32 site, where most regional trips would not require a second connection to Muni. 

The proposed event center in Mission Bay is located on Third Street adjacent to the T-line’s UCSF/Mission Bay Station and is also served by the future extension of the 22 Fillmore. The event service plan builds on this strong transit foundation, adding supplemental trains and buses to prevent pass ups for non-event customers. The overall service plan would require 280 hours of service (an estimated cost of $40,000-$45,000) per weekday event and would require purchasing eight additional peak rail cars and four articulated buses. 

Table 1: Cost Estimate Range for Weekday Evening Event based on Adavant Demand Projections
 	Post Event Vehicles	Total Cost
Transbay/Ferry Shuttle	7	$6,100-$7,300
T Third Supplemental	20	$15,500-$17,000
Metro Shuttle via Embarcadero	9	$5,000-$5,400
16th St shuttle	9	$7,500-$9,500
Van Ness shuttle	6	$5,500-$6,200
Total	 	$40,000-$45,000


Staff assumed that we would need eight hour shifts to cover this service for operations personnel[footnoteRef:1]. Cost per vehicle was based on the hourly costs reported to the National Transit Database (NTD) for vehicle maintenance. Infrastructure maintenance and general administration (overhead) were excluded. Because they are based on annualized costs, NTD lumps straight and overtime pay together, although the majority of this work would be delivered using regular day off (RDO) overtime. 

The cost for an event could be partially offset by the potential fare revenue. Based on the ridership and the likely combination of fast pass and one time customers, we estimate the revenue to be approximately $12,000-$16,000 per weekday event based.[footnoteRef:2] 

Infrastructure Needs:
In order to board customers after the event in a safe and expeditious manner, the following capital investments are recommended:
Improved signals on Third Street to allow boarding on both sides of the platform post event.
Rail crossovers before and after the UCSF/Mission Bay Station and upgrades to the T Third subway tunnel to maximize processing speed. Without these investments, adding additional trains to an already congested rail line will lead to delays entering the subway portal and between stations. The crossovers also provide additional flexibility to manage service gaps. These investments would complement the Mission Bay Loop and MME, which provide staging opportunities for vehicles post-event.
Expansion of the UCSF/Mission Bay platform would be needed in order to accommodate a three car train.  Currently the platform can only accommodate a two car train.
Staging/layover space for the buses in close proximity to the event entrance. In order to maximize transit usage, the drop off/pick up area for the buses should be near the event entrance. Additionally, adequate layover space should be incorporated into the site plan and the roads leading into/out of the site should include prioritized right-of-way to minimize delays. A dedicated operator restroom would also be beneficial at the layover location.

Comparison to Other San Francisco Event
The cost to serve this event is comparable on a per passenger basis to other sporting event service Muni operates. It is more expensive than the SF Giants, given that site’s close proximity to regional transit and is less than the 49ers, which was situated at the edge of the Muni network.
 
Table 2: Comparison to Other Sporting Events
 	Total Vehicles	Total Cost	Total Passengers	Cost per Passenger
Mission Bay Event	22 buses + 14 2-car trains	$45,000 	7,000 	$6.43 
49ers	62 buses + 4 1-car trains	$72,000 	6,000 	$12.00 
SF Giants	6 2-car trains	$10,000 	4,500 	$2.22 

NOTE: Based on an evening weekday event

In addition to the projected Adavant demand, staff prepared a second service plan that assumed a lower Muni mode share of 20% and would require fewer resources to operate. While we are supportive of carrying as many people as possible on Muni, we think the current mode share projections may be optimistic given our experience with other sporting venues and the positioning of the site relative to the regional transit network. While the costs are reduced under this scenario, revenue would also be reduced proportionally ($5,000-$7,000). Additionally, the auto mode share and related impacts to the overall City road network would be increased.



Table 3: Cost Estimate for Weekday Evening Event based on Reduced Demand Projections
	Post Event Vehicles	Cost per Vehicle	Total Cost
Transbay/Ferry Shuttle	TBD	TBD	TBD
T Third Supplemental			
Metro Shuttle via Embarcadero	TBD	TBD	TBD
16th St Shuttle	TBD	TBD	TBD
Van Ness Shuttle	TBD	TBD	TBD
Total			TBD


Recommended Service Plan Details
In order to meet the service demand under the stated assumptions, Muni’s proposed service plan would build on the T Third and 22 Fillmore service already planned for the site and include a mix of bus shuttles and trains to supplement this service.

T Third
In addition to the scheduled T line service, additional event service would be required between Chinatown and the Mission Bay loop to accommodate the projected demand.  The T Third is projected to carry approximately two-thirds of the total event center demand or 4,500 trips. The T line would service San Francisco based customers coming from the urban core, as well as Sunset customers making connections via Muni Metro and Richmond customers making connections via routes such as the 38 Geary. We also expect about half of the South Bay customers coming from Caltrain to hop on the T line, while the other half would likely walk. A portion of trips generated in the Southeast quadrant of the City would be served by southbound T service post-event and no additional cost was assumed for these trips. 

Pre-event: The service plan includes 4 2-car trains designed to prevent daily T line customers from being passed up as a result of event customers. We assumed that a portion of the pre-event traffic could be accommodated by existing T line service since much of the travel will happen on the shoulder of the peak and the SFCTA model is predicting some T line capacity in the southbound direction in the PM peak.

Post-event: The service plan would include up to 10 2-car T Third trains to supplement planned evening T line service.[footnoteRef:3]

Vehicles would continually cycle before the event and bank at Muni’s Metro East facility during the event.  Post-event, trains would be deployed to the event center and operate to and from Chinatown and the Mission Bay loop.

Combined T Third frequency pre-event would be approximately every three minutes to meet projected demand. 

Metro Shuttle via Embarcadero
Because the post event demand is very high and concentrated, 10 2-car T Third trains and regularly scheduled T line service could not accommodate the loads in a timely manner.  To accommodate the projected demand, Metro Shuttle service will provide post event service from MME to West Portal Station with three 3-car trains.  This would provide customers a direct train connection to the Embarcadero and would reduce the post-event demand on the Transbay Shuttle and T Third.  This plan requires expanding the UCSF/Mission Bay platform in order to accommodate a three car train.

There would be no pre-event Metro Shuttle service, in order to direct customers to the T line, where we have some existing PM peak capacity.

Transbay Terminal Shuttle
The proposed shuttle would operate from the Transbay Terminal to the event center and would require seven articulated motor coaches to operate.  This route would serve a portion of the trips generated from the Urban Core including the Financial District and Transbay District. It would also serve East Bay customers making ferry and Transbay bus connections. The service could also extend to the Ferry Building (and/or Embarcadero BART) pre and post event to further attract customers off of the T line.  Pre event frequency would be approximately every 8-10 minutes. Post event, vehicles would be staged and loaded to clear the event. Post event we assumed that vehicles would make only one trip based on the cycle time.

The plan assumes the need to purchase four additional peak articulated buses. Although seven total vehicles are needed, some of the service could come from keeping out peak buses transitioning off of the commute service. However, given that the motor coach articulated bus fleet is our most constrained fleet, some additional investment is strongly recommended.

16th Street BART Shuttle 
The proposed shuttle would operate non-stop from 16th Street BART to the event center via the planned dedicated lane on 16th Street.  This route would provide a convenient connection for South Bay customers transferring from BART and would also provide access to San Francisco customers coming from the Mission, Castro, Bernal Heights and the Excelsior. The service would require nine standard coaches to meet demand.  Pre event frequency would be approximately every 3-5 minutes. Post event, vehicles would be staged and loaded to clear the event. Post event we assumed all the buses would make it back for a second trip.

Van Ness Avenue Shuttle and 22 Fillmore
The proposed shuttle would operate from Van Ness and North Point to 16th Street and operate along the dedicated lane to the event center.  This route would leverage planned dedicated lanes on 16th Street and Van Ness and would provide connectivity to the western portion of the City as well as the western edge of the Urban Core (e.g. Tenderloin, Russian Hill and the Wharf). The service would require six standard coaches to meet demand and would operate approximately every 10 minutes pre-event. Post event, vehicles would be staged and loaded to clear the event. Post event we assumed the buses would only make one trip.

We also anticipate a portion of the Northwest Muni customers to come and leave via the 22 Fillmore. However, we believe the existing service can absorb these riders. We also considered increasing service on the 22 Fillmore instead of adding the Van Ness Shuttle, but ultimately did not recommend it because the Van Ness Shuttle will be quicker as a result of the dedicated transit lane on Van Ness and also has the potential to serve a portion of the Urban Core as well as the Northwestern quadrant of the City.

Transit Capital Costs
There are two categories of transit related capital costs that are recommended to support this proposed site. The first is additional vehicles needed to minimize pass ups and other impacts to non-event customers. The second relates to staging service to board passengers safely and expeditiously. 

Total Vehicle Demand
The proposed service plan will require 13 trains (29 cars), seven articulated motor coaches and 15 standard motor coaches. At the end of the event, there would be sufficient vehicle availability to provide the extra service.  However, headed to the event, the additional vehicle demand is going to strain Muni’s ability to deliver reliable peak service.  For the most part, staff assumed that the majority of the pre-event vehicles could come from keeping out peak buses transitioning off of the commute service and tapping into the maintenance. However, given that the motor coach articulated bus fleet is our most constrained fleet, we recommend purchasing an additional four coaches. Likewise, some of the T line pre-event demand can be absorbed from excess capacity between 5:30 pm and 7:30 pm in the southbound direction. However, we estimate an additional eight cars will be needed at a unit cost of $3.5 million and a total cost of $28 million.

Table 4: Supplemental Vehicle Cost Estimate
	Supplemental Vehicles	Unit Cost	Total Cost
LRVs	8	$3.5 M	$28 M
60 foot buses	4	$1 M	$4 M
		Total	$32 M


Next Steps:
The above exercise is based on a rough sketch of a service plan and more refinement would be needed if this work goes forward. In addition to weekday evening events, a service plan should also be developed for weekend events. Additionally, the costs should be refined based on improved running time estimates. The current estimates are based on miles per hour assumptions, rather than observed running times due to the tight turnaround time for this work. 

There are also a couple of questions that we’d recommend raising for future analysis:
Does a round trip assumption make sense for the weekday since people would be coming from jobs and returning home?
Would a park and ride at the southern border of San Francisco help reduce the auto trips estimated for South Bay travelers?
Is there additional traffic protection, particularly in the SoMa area, that existing transit service would need due to increased auto traffic associated with the events?


Appendix A: Key Assumptions
For this exercise, staff used the Muni travel patterns provided by Adavant Consulting. In addition, the following assumptions were made. 
Related capital projects including Central Subway/Mission Bay Loop, Van Ness Bus Rapid Transit and the 16th Street Transit and Streetscape Enhancement Projects are completed.
7,071 projected trips on Muni
Of the 210 Caltrain customers from the South Bay, 50% will walk and 50% will transfer to Muni’s T-Third line at 4th and King
East Bay
Post-event, 70% of BART customers will transfer to Muni’s T Third at Powell Station/Union Square Station and the remaining 30% will take the Metro Shuttle via Embarcadero.
All AC Transit and Ferry customers will transfer to a planned Muni shuttle service from the Transbay Terminal to the event center
North Bay
Customers will use planned Muni shuttle service from Transbay Terminal
South Bay
South Bay BART customers will all transfer at 16th Street BART to a shuttle connecting BART and the event center
As stated above, half of Caltrain customers will walk and half will transfer to Muni’s T Third line at 4th and King
Samtrans customers will transfer to a planned Muni shuttle service from the Transbay Terminal to the event center
Superdistrict 1
70% will take Muni’s T Third line from downtown
10% will take a planned Muni shuttle service from the Transbay Terminal to the event center
20% will take a planned Muni shuttle service serving the Van Ness corridor and connecting on 16th Street to the event center
Superdistrict 2
60% will take a planned Muni shuttle service serving the Van Ness corridor and connecting on 16th Street to the event center
20% will take Muni’s T Third line from downtown to the event center
20% will take Muni’s 22 Fillmore line to the event center
Superdistrict 3
60% will take a Muni planned shuttle from 16th Street BART to the event center along 16th Street
40% will take Muni’s T Third northbound from Visitation Valley/Bayview to the event center
Superdistrict 4
90% will take Muni’s T Third line from downtown to the event center
10% will take Muni’s T Third northbound from Visitation Valley/Bayview to the event center
Vehicle capacity
Vehicles would operate at capacity post-event
LRV capacity = 242 customers for a two car train
Articulated coach capacity = 94 customers
Standard coach capacity = 63 customers
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Appendix B: Service Plan Details by Line


			Service


			Extra Service Demand


			Vehicle Type


			Capacity


			Cycles


			Trips


			PAX carried


			Miles


			MPH


			Running Time


			Staging/ Layover


			Roundtrip Travel Time





			Transbay/Ferry Shuttle


			637


			Articulated Bus


			94


			1


			7


			658


			6


			7


			51


			5


			57





			T Third Northbound Regular Scheduled Service


			4515


			2 Car Train


			242


			1


			4


			823


			NA


			NA


			NA


			NA


			NA





			T Third Special Event Service


			


			2 Car Train


			242


			1.2


			12


			2904


			NA


			NA


			30


			6


			36





			Metro Shuttle via Embarcadero


			


			3 Car Train


			363


			1


			3


			1089


			NA


			NA


			NA


			NA


			NA





			T Third Southbound Regular Scheduled Service


			187


			No Additional Service Needed


			187


			NA


			NA


			NA


			NA


			NA





			16th St shuttle


			1181


			Standard Bus


			63


			2


			18


			1134


			4.5


			10


			27


			3


			30





			Van Ness shuttle


			386


			Standard Bus


			63


			1


			6


			378


			9.2


			10


			55


			6


			61





			22 Fillmore


			58


			No Additional Service Needed


			58


			NA


			NA


			NA


			NA


			NA





			Total


			6965


			 


			 


			 


			 


			7231


			 


			 


			 


			 


			 















Appendix C: Post Event Demand Split Assumption by Service Line


			Post Event Demand Split by Mode


			Total Demand by Location


			Percentage of Demand Assigned


			Total Customer Demand





			T Third (to Downtown)


			 


			 


			3,511





			South Bay Caltrain


			210


			50%


			105





			East Bay BART


			3348


			70%


			2,344





			Superdistrict 1


			1053


			70%


			737





			Superdistrict 2


			292


			20%


			58





			Superdistrict 4


			296


			90%


			266





			T Third (to Sunnydale)


			 


			 


			187





			Superdistrict 3


			394


			40%


			158





			Superdistrict 4


			296


			10%


			30





			Metro Shuttle via Embarcadero


			 


			 


			1,004





			East Bay BART


			3348


			30%


			1,004





			Transbay/Ferry Shuttle


			 


			 


			638





			AC Transit


			383


			100%


			383





			SamTrans


			12


			100%


			12





			Ferry


			137


			100%


			137





			Golden Gate Transit


			1


			100%


			1





			Superdistrict 1


			1053


			10%


			105





			16th Street BART Shuttle


			 


			 


			1,181





			South Bay BART


			945


			100%


			945





			Superdistrict 3


			394


			60%


			236





			Van Ness Avenue Shuttle


			 


			 


			386





			Superdistrict 1


			1053


			20%


			211





			Superdistrict 2


			292


			60%


			175





			22 Fillmore (Existing)


			 


			 


			58





			Superdistrict 2


			292


			20%


			58





			Walk from Caltrain


			210


			50%


			105





			TOTAL


			 


			 


			7,071
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Subject: RE: Comments on GSW Design
Date: Thursday, July 31, 2014 11:17:43 PM


Thabks, Jennifer. I appreciate your help keeping things moving tomorrow. 


I also was impressed with some of the changes they had made. The podium height
and the termination of Illinois seemed to be the biggest areas remaining to get
agreement on direction.


I wont be too available tomorrow since a heavy medical day for my mom. So texting
will be the fastest way to get me to respond for anything you need from me. 510
282 9907.  I will also keep an eye out on the emails.


Hope you got all your medical stuff sorted today and can enjoy the weekend.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)"
Date:07/31/2014 9:02 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Cc: "Switzky, Joshua (CPC)"
Subject: Re: Comments on GSW Design


Sorry to drop off today. Had some medical stuff to deal with. Yes on Phillip
scheduling. Yes on an earlier big group meeting. Yes on Warriors giving us visuals in
our own space to look at. I'll work on all of this tomorrow. I feel like the big issue is
the podium. I was enthusiastic about what I saw today - especially along TFS and in
the plaza area and the improved northwest corner; we agreed to disagree about the
podium for now. 


On Jul 31, 2014, at 5:32 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Thanks, Josh.  Was going to hit send on a similar email.  I think the other big topic that


I’d like to get City agreement on is the 16th Street garage interface with Illinois Street.
 
Unfortunately, I am out tomorrow and I don’t have adm support to offer up.  I’ve cc-ed
Jennifer to see if Phillip may be able to help out with this. 
 
Also, Jennifer, would you be able to talk with Jesse on the ability to get something to
review with the larger group?  Talking with Clarke today, they would prefer to wait
closer to the CAC date (such as next Friday) to do a leave behind.
 
I’m going to be mainly off line until Monday, but I will try to keep an eye out for emails
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over the weekend.
 
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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Switzky, Joshua (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, July 31, 2014 5:18 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Comments on GSW Design
 
So, seems like we have a director’s level internal-city-family meeting ASAP with John,
Tiffany and Jen to make some decisions about how we feel about key pieces,
particularly the plaza/podium height. To do that we will also need some visuals from
them that we can sit around with everyone to talk about, so they will need to provide
us with something. I suppose we could do another session at Strada’s office where they
leave us alone in the room with the model, but that makes me a little uncomfortable.
Anyhow, do you think you could have (a) have an admin person in your office work
with Andrea Green to schedule a mtg and (b) ask Strada for some visuals that we could
use for that meeting?
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 2:18 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC); Albert, Peter
(MTA); Miller-Blankinship, Erin (MTA); Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Rahaim, John (CPC); Arce,
Pedro (CII); ed.reiskin@sfmta.com
Subject: Comments on GSW Design
 
Jesse/Clarke – attached are the City’s combined comments on the proposed Warriors
Pavilion project.  Please let us know if you have any questions, otherwise, we look
forward to continuing to work on this exciting project.
 
Thank you
 
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/
 
PLEASE NOTE I WILL BE OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
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From: Arce, Pedro (CII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: Proposed Street Changes
Date: Wednesday, July 16, 2014 3:30:20 PM


Thanks for sharing.


The changes affect 16th and South Street and the analysis seems reasonable; I have some additional
observations that may be worth considering.
Sixteenth Street: proposed two parking lanes (one on each side) to accommodate among other


things shuttles between 16th St. Bart Station and the Arena.
The two sidewalks are rather narrow (10’); there is the opportunity of widening the southern


sidewalk to accommodate the volumes of persons boarding buses to get to the 16th Street Bart
station. For the northern side there is the opportunity to widen it due to the required 20’ setback (it
is a matter of the treatment to the landscaping) Consider narrowing the buffer zones and the bike
lanes so as to widen the southern sidewalk.
South Street: a concern is how the narrowing of the roadway would affect the access/egress to the
loading dock in Block 28 (The Old Navy).
Another concern is the designation of the parking lane as on-street valet. Would there be any
revenue for the City for the use of that lane?


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 16, 2014 11:36 AM
To: Rahaim, John (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Arce, Pedro (CII); Winslow,
David (CPC); Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Miller, Erin (MTA); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Van de Water, Adam
(MYR); Gavin, John (MYR); Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Hussain, Lila (ADM); Bereket,
Immanuel (CII); Albert, Peter (MTA)
Subject: Proposed Street Changes
 
As part of tomorrow’s design workshop, the Warriors will present their proposed changes to the
surrounding roadway to address loading/buses/etc. per their discussions with MTA.  As a preview,
attached is the summary of changes.
 
I have also included several people on this email that are not attending the design meeting since
these changes will be of interest.  Please let me know if you have any comments.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 (CII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Waterfront Development Write up
Date: Monday, July 28, 2014 9:13:38 AM


Catherine,
 
Have you done a write up recently giving Tiffany a broad overview of what is in the pipeline for
Mission Bay (over the next 5 or so years)?  If not, I will pull from Housing Summary etc.  This is for
her development along the waterfront panel discussion she is doing tomorrow, I was focusing on
HPSY but I also need to include all the activity happening in Mission Bay, I have the housing part
down, I was going to reference the warriors as well plus some of park development.  Not sure if I will
discuss block 40 since its further away from the water.   
 
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 (CII)
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: Comments on GSW Design
Date: Thursday, July 31, 2014 5:32:00 PM


Thanks, Josh.  Was going to hit send on a similar email.  I think the other big topic that I’d like to get


City agreement on is the 16th Street garage interface with Illinois Street.
 
Unfortunately, I am out tomorrow and I don’t have adm support to offer up.  I’ve cc-ed Jennifer to
see if Phillip may be able to help out with this. 
 
Also, Jennifer, would you be able to talk with Jesse on the ability to get something to review with
the larger group?  Talking with Clarke today, they would prefer to wait closer to the CAC date (such
as next Friday) to do a leave behind.
 
I’m going to be mainly off line until Monday, but I will try to keep an eye out for emails over the
weekend.
 
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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Switzky, Joshua (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, July 31, 2014 5:18 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Comments on GSW Design
 
So, seems like we have a director’s level internal-city-family meeting ASAP with John, Tiffany and Jen
to make some decisions about how we feel about key pieces, particularly the plaza/podium height.
To do that we will also need some visuals from them that we can sit around with everyone to talk
about, so they will need to provide us with something. I suppose we could do another session at
Strada’s office where they leave us alone in the room with the model, but that makes me a little
uncomfortable. Anyhow, do you think you could have (a) have an admin person in your office work
with Andrea Green to schedule a mtg and (b) ask Strada for some visuals that we could use for that
meeting?
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 2:18 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller-
Blankinship, Erin (MTA); Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Rahaim, John (CPC); Arce, Pedro (CII);
ed.reiskin@sfmta.com
Subject: Comments on GSW Design
 
Jesse/Clarke – attached are the City’s combined comments on the proposed Warriors Pavilion
project.  Please let us know if you have any questions, otherwise, we look forward to continuing to
work on this exciting 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/
 
PLEASE NOTE I WILL BE OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
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From: Miller, Erin
To: Albert, Peter (MTA)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: Proposed Street Changes
Date: Wednesday, July 16, 2014 11:45:36 AM


Yes Peter.  I have been attending all of these meetings.  Thanks.
 
Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Development & Transportation Integration
Urban Planning Initiatives
 
SFMTA|Municipal Transportation Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
 
415.701.5490 (o)
415.971.7429 (m)
 


From: Albert, Peter 
Sent: Wednesday, July 16, 2014 11:44 AM
To: Miller, Erin
Cc: Reilly, Catherine; Van de Water, Adam
Subject: FW: Proposed Street Changes
 
Erin, as you know, I'm not available tomorrow. 
Are you able to attend this meeting?
 
Thanks,
Peter


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [catherine.reilly@sfgov.org]
Sent: Wednesday, July 16, 2014 11:36 AM
To: Rahaim, John; Switzky, Joshua; Watty, Elizabeth; Arce, Pedro; Winslow, David; Bohee, Tiffany;
Miller, Erin; Matz, Jennifer Entine; Van de Water, Adam; Gavin, John; Kern, Chris; Bollinger, Brett;
Hussain, Lila; Bereket, Immanuel; Albert, Peter
Subject: Proposed Street Changes


As part of tomorrow’s design workshop, the Warriors will present their proposed changes to the
surrounding roadway to address loading/buses/etc. per their discussions with MTA.  As a preview,
attached is the summary of changes.
 
I have also included several people on this email that are not attending the design meeting since
these changes will be of interest.  Please let me know if you have any comments.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment 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/
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Erica Wray (EWray@mbaydevelopment.com); Moy, Barbara (DPW); Joe Antonio


(jantonio@mbaydevelopment.com)
Subject: Wednesday Meetings
Date: Monday, June 02, 2014 5:31:00 PM


Hey all – The city family is trying to find a meeting time for a standing Warriors CEQA meeting and
the only time they have identified so far is Wednesdays 1-3.  I have a feeling they will not be every
week, but can’t be sure.  I wanted to see if #1 you would be ok with me missing a bunch of the
Wednesday meetings, or if #2 you would all be willing to shift the meetings one way or another so I
could leave ½ hour at the beginning/end of the Warriors meeting to jump on the call.
 
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 (CII)
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: Comments on GSW Design
Date: Thursday, July 31, 2014 5:32:00 PM


Thanks, Josh.  Was going to hit send on a similar email.  I think the other big topic that I’d like to get


City agreement on is the 16th Street garage interface with Illinois Street.
 
Unfortunately, I am out tomorrow and I don’t have adm support to offer up.  I’ve cc-ed Jennifer to
see if Phillip may be able to help out with this. 
 
Also, Jennifer, would you be able to talk with Jesse on the ability to get something to review with
the larger group?  Talking with Clarke today, they would prefer to wait closer to the CAC date (such
as next Friday) to do a leave behind.
 
I’m going to be mainly off line until Monday, but I will try to keep an eye out for emails over the
weekend.
 
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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Switzky, Joshua (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, July 31, 2014 5:18 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Comments on GSW Design
 
So, seems like we have a director’s level internal-city-family meeting ASAP with John, Tiffany and Jen
to make some decisions about how we feel about key pieces, particularly the plaza/podium height.
To do that we will also need some visuals from them that we can sit around with everyone to talk
about, so they will need to provide us with something. I suppose we could do another session at
Strada’s office where they leave us alone in the room with the model, but that makes me a little
uncomfortable. Anyhow, do you think you could have (a) have an admin person in your office work
with Andrea Green to schedule a mtg and (b) ask Strada for some visuals that we could use for that
meeting?
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 2:18 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller-
Blankinship, Erin (MTA); Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Rahaim, John (CPC); Arce, Pedro (CII);
ed.reiskin@sfmta.com
Subject: Comments on GSW Design
 
Jesse/Clarke – attached are the City’s combined comments on the proposed Warriors Pavilion
project.  Please let us know if you have any questions, otherwise, we look forward to continuing to
work on this exciting 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/
 
PLEASE NOTE I WILL BE OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 



mailto:ed.reiskin@sfmta.com
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: "corinnewoods@cs.com"
Subject: RE: REVISED draft agenda
Date: Sunday, June 08, 2014 2:29:00 PM


Looks good.  I received confirmation that the Wix folks will be there.  I am waiting for Luke to
confirm one additional thing about the potential other item that I may add and will let you know
tomorrow morning (also Lila can make the link live for the Warriors website – I am hitting my
technological levels with imbedded links).  I did switch over to an electronic calendar this weekend –
would feel younger if it wasn’t because I can’t remember all the meetings I have that I had to switch
over to get the handy pop up reminders for my life). J
 
Did you get my VM on the park phasing?  I talked with Luke yesterday and they are working on an
updated schedule since everything has changed so much recently.  Will be ready for July/August.  I
may be able to combine with next year’s park budget.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: corinnewoods@cs.com [mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com] 
Sent: Sunday, June 08, 2014 2:18 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: REVISED draft agenda
 
I like having the descriptions, particularly for people who aren't familiar with Mission Bay.  Under
OCII/MBDG update, please include the preliminary Mission Bay Arena web link at
http://sfgov.org/piers3032/ even though it's only a placeholder for the final website and still refers to
Piers 30/32.  How about:


- Golden State Warriors Project on Blocks 29-32 - monthly OCII staff update on project - will not
include the project sponsor nor any design presentation (background information may be found on draft
website at:  http://sfgov.org/piers3032/.  Final website under construction.)


Corinne
 
 
-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) (OCII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
To: Corinne Woods (Corinnewoods@cs.com) <Corinnewoods@cs.com>
Sent: Sat, Jun 7, 2014 12:13 pm
Subject: REVISED draft agenda



mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

http://sfgov.org/piers3032/
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See what you think.  Suggestions on how to tweak the Warriors description to avoid folks coming out
that will be disappointed.  Also, I am holding off on the website.  I just checked the OEWD website and
it still has “Pier3032” in the website name.  That will need to change, so would rather hold off a month
until that is updated vs. directing folks to a website that will change.  I can let folks know that the
websites are being updated and we’ll send out a link once done.  Thoughts?
 
Left you a VM regarding the park phasing – with the Warriors, 26/26, 33/34, and 40, we need to
update it first otherwise, will be different.  I can let folks know during the park presentation we are
updating it to reflect changes in the market and that’s we’ll come back in a couple months (we’ll
probably need that long so that MBDG can process the changes and figure out how they will be able to
speed up the various parks that will now be triggered with the faster development).
 
Back tomorrow, so will look for any additional comments and can talk through them.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: When you get in, could you please give me an update on the Warriors Budget? Thanks! (end)
Date: Wednesday, July 09, 2014 9:09:00 AM


 
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 (CII)
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: GSW Questions
Date: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 5:59:00 PM


Jennifer – I had a couple favors to ask you.
 
#1 – Lila is working on the budget and we are also thinking about the structure to get folks paid.  The
less that has to come through us is best (lack of MOUs and with dissolution running money through
us has extra layers of complexity).  We are going to talk with Merrick at OEWD, but wanted to see if
you know if we could bill the Warriors for OEWD’s work, but have them cut you a check directly. 
The City Attorney is able to do that, but some departments have a harder time accepting money, so
wasn’t sure about OEWD.  Also, if you have any comments on the draft budget that Lila sent over
last week, let us know.
 
#2 – I need to put together a more detailed schedule and am running short staffed.  Would anyone
from your staff that is good with excel or Project be available to help mock something up with my
help.  This is the draft internal/not for distribute schedule that we discussed.
 
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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 



mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=b2161cda984e436b919fd2b738c5e13d-Jennifer Entine Matz
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: "corinnewoods@cs.com"
Subject: RE: REVISED draft agenda
Date: Sunday, June 08, 2014 3:11:00 PM


Sounds good – will see what we can do, but don’t think the phasing schedule should stop us from
talking about P2/P22 sea level rise.
 
As for TFB, could you please do me a favor and create a new email directed to both David B, Luke,
and me asking us the status of the bike path on TFB and stating that you want to know what the
status and current plans are?
 
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: corinnewoods@cs.com [mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com] 
Sent: Sunday, June 08, 2014 3:05 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: REVISED draft agenda
 
Yes, I got the vm.  Hope we can get the park schedule update in July, so we can talk about updating
P3 and P22 to address climate change.  Also want to look at bike paths on TFB before the final
schematic plans are done for the rerouting of the street.  Don't know when we can do that, or if that's a
discussion outside the CAC with MB Task Force.


Corinne
 
 
 
-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) (OCII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
To: corinnewoods <corinnewoods@cs.com>
Sent: Sun, Jun 8, 2014 2:29 pm
Subject: RE: REVISED draft agenda


Looks good.  I received confirmation that the Wix folks will be there.  I am waiting for Luke to confirm
one additional thing about the potential other item that I may add and will let you know tomorrow
morning (also Lila can make the link live for the Warriors website – I am hitting my technological levels
with imbedded links).  I did switch over to an electronic calendar this weekend – would feel younger if it
wasn’t because I can’t remember all the meetings I have that I had to switch over to get the handy pop
up reminders for my life). J
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Did you get my VM on the park phasing?  I talked with Luke yesterday and they are working on an
updated schedule since everything has changed so much recently.  Will be ready for July/August.  I
may be able to combine with next year’s park budget.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: corinnewoods@cs.com [mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com] 
Sent: Sunday, June 08, 2014 2:18 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: REVISED draft agenda
 
I like having the descriptions, particularly for people who aren't familiar with Mission Bay.  Under
OCII/MBDG update, please include the preliminary Mission Bay Arena web link at
http://sfgov.org/piers3032/ even though it's only a placeholder for the final website and still refers to
Piers 30/32.  How about:


- Golden State Warriors Project on Blocks 29-32 - monthly OCII staff update on project - will not
include the project sponsor nor any design presentation (background information may be found on draft
website at:  http://sfgov.org/piers3032/.  Final website under construction.)


Corinne
 
 
-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) (OCII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
To: Corinne Woods (Corinnewoods@cs.com) <Corinnewoods@cs.com>
Sent: Sat, Jun 7, 2014 12:13 pm
Subject: REVISED draft agenda


See what you think.  Suggestions on how to tweak the Warriors description to avoid folks coming out
that will be disappointed.  Also, I am holding off on the website.  I just checked the OEWD website and
it still has “Pier3032” in the website name.  That will need to change, so would rather hold off a month
until that is updated vs. directing folks to a website that will change.  I can let folks know that the
websites are being updated and we’ll send out a link once done.  Thoughts?
 
Left you a VM regarding the park phasing – with the Warriors, 26/26, 33/34, and 40, we need to
update it first otherwise, will be different.  I can let folks know during the park presentation we are
updating it to reflect changes in the market and that’s we’ll come back in a couple months (we’ll
probably need that long so that MBDG can process the changes and figure out how they will be able to
speed up the various parks that will now be triggered with the faster development).
 
Back tomorrow, so will look for any additional comments and can talk through them.
 
Catherine 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.
 



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/






From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Kern, Chris (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya


(CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); "Gary Oates"; "Paul Mitchell"; "Chris Mitchell";
"jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com"; "lubaw@lcwconsulting.com"; Miller, Erin (MTA)


Cc: "Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com)"; "Jesse Blout"; "David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)";
David Kelly; "Murphy, Mary G."; "Sekhri, Neil"


Subject: [REVISED] GSW Development - Preliminary Project Description
Date: Monday, July 07, 2014 11:59:45 PM
Attachments: image001.png


GSW_MissionBay_ArenaDevelopment_Preliminary_PD_REVISED_2014.07.07.pdf


Hello all,
 
Please refer to the revised project description, attached, for an updated Table 1.
 
Looking forward to Wednesday’s discussion.
 
Thank you,
Kate
 
 
Kate Aufhauser Project Analyst
Golden State Warriors
Direct 510.986.5419
Cell 202.230.2642
1011 Broadway | Oakland, CA | 94607


 


From: Kate Aufhauser 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 5:08 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); 'jennifer.matz@sfgov.org'; 'Van de Water, Adam (MYR)'; Chris Kern
(chris.kern@sfgov.org); Viktoriya Wise (viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Gary Oates;
Paul Mitchell; 'Chris Mitchell'; jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Miller, Erin
Cc: Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com); Jesse Blout; David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com); David Kelly; Murphy, Mary G.; 'Sekhri, Neil'
Subject: GSW Development - Preliminary Project Description 
Importance: High
 
Team,
 
Please see the attached project description for the new event center and ancillary development on
Blocks 29-32. Based on the information provided, we look forward to discussing the implications for
the SEIR analysis next Wednesday.
 
Enjoy the holiday weekend.
 
Best,
Kate
 
 
Kate Aufhauser Project Analyst
Golden State Warriors
Direct 510.986.5419
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Project Name: GSW Mission Bay Multi-Purpose Event Center & Ancillary Development 



Project Applicant: David Kelly 



         GSW Arena LLC 



       1011 Broadway 



         Oakland, CA 94607 



     



Project Location: Blocks 29-32, Mission Bay South Project Area, San Francisco, CA 



Project Description: 



The Golden State Warriors organization (“Owner”) proposes to develop an approximately 12-



acre project located in San Francisco (the “Project”) on land referred to as Blocks 29, 30, 31, and 



32 in the Mission Bay South Project Area (the “Site”). The Project consists of a new 



approximately 18,000-seat multi-purpose event center and ancillary development including 



multiple office buildings, retail, restaurants, structured parking, plaza areas, and other 



amenities. The event center would host the Golden State Warriors basketball team during the 



National Basketball Association (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. 



The rectangular site is bound by Third Street to the west, South Street to the north, Terry 



Francois Boulevard to the east, and 16th Street to the south, as shown in an aerial map of the 



project site in Exhibit A – Location Map. It should be noted that Terry Francois Boulevard will 



be relocated by FOCIL to align with the eastern edge of Blocks 30 and 32. 



Exhibit A – Location Map 
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The site plan would be configured as follows: 



 The proposed event center would be located in the central-east portion of the site. 



 Two office buildings would be located on the west side of the site at the corner of Third 



Street and South Street (northwest corner of site) and at the corner of Third Street and 



16th Street (southwest corner of site) 



 Retail would occupy multiple areas of the site, including the lower floor(s) of the office 



buildings, within or adjacent to certain plaza-facing areas of the event center, and along 



Terry Francois Boulevard and South Street 



 Multiple levels of enclosed parking would be located below the office buildings and 



plaza areas 



 Two small theaters would be located close to the southeast corner of the site 



 Large open plaza areas would be located on the west side of the multi-purpose event 



center and in the southeastern portion of the site, connected by a ramp wrapping around 



the exterior along the north and eastern-sides of the multi-purpose event center.  



Bicyclists will be encouraged to arrive to the site via the planned two-way bicycle facility on 



Terry Francois Boulevard. Once at the site, the Project will have ample on-site bicycle parking 



including a 300+ bicycle valet facility on the east side of the arena across from the P22 park. 



Private vehicles have access to the area via Interstate 280, Highway 101, and surface streets. 



There will be approximately 750 stalls located in an on-site parking structure with below-grade 



parking and at-grade/below-podium levels, all concealed from the public’s view.  Access to the 



on-site parking structure will be off of 16th Street across from Illinois and off of South Street 



across from Bridgeview Way. The 16th Street entry will also provide truck access to the seven 



truck stalls at the below-grade loading docks. 



The site is also accessible by a number of public transit options. The closest MUNI passenger 



platforms to Blocks 29-32 are at the intersection of Third and South Streets. Caltrain and 



multiple bus and shuttle lines provide stops at or near the site.   



The plan shown as Exhibit B – Conceptual Design Site Plan – illustrates the overall design 



concept for the Project. 



 



Exhibit B – Conceptual Design Site Plan 
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The key characteristics of the Project components are shown in Table 1 below. 



Table 1 – Summary of Proposed Project Components 



Project Component Characteristic 



Blocks 29-32 



Event Center Basketball Seating Capacity 18,064 seats 



Size (GSF)a 



Event Centerb 



Small Theaters 
Office Buildings 
Retail Spacec 



Parking and Loading 
Total Building Area 



 
720,000 



27,000 
550,000 



65,000 
__336,000 
1,698,000 GSF 



Heightd/Levels  
Event Center  
Office Buildings  
Retail 



 
135 feet 



90 foot podium and 160 foot tower/ 6 and 9 levels 
 26 feet (Northeast corner) + within ground floor of Office Bldgs 



Parking Spaces 250 stalls at-grade (under podium) 
500 stalls below-grade 



7 truck docks below-grade  



Vehicular Access  Access point for trucks and cars on 16th Street at Illinois Street 
Access point for cars on South Street at Bridgeview Way 



 



NOTES: 



 GSF = gross square feet. GSF includes amenity spaces, support spaces and circulation associated with each use, and excludes balconies, terraces, 



landscaped podiums and roofs. 
 



a   GSF includes actual gsf of project without exclusions used to determine “gross floor area” under the Mission Bay South Design for Development 



b  Includes Practice Facility, GSW Offices 
c  Proposed retail uses are approximately 67% restaurant (one-half sit-down restaurant and one-half quick-service restaurant) and 33% soft goods retail 
d  Excludes unoccupied top floor level with mechanical equipment. 



 



SOURCE: Manica Architecture, 2014 



 



Blocks 29-32 Operations 



Under the project, the event center at Blocks 29-32 would serve as the new venue for the Golden 



State Warriors home games, 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. All existing Golden State Warriors operations, including management offices and 



practice facility, would relocate from their existing facilities in Oakland to the event center.  The 



proposed retail on Blocks 29-32 would operate year-round, independent of the event center 



operations. The following provides additional information for each of the proposed new 



operational components at Blocks 29-32. 



Event Center Programming 



Table 2 presents summary characteristics of proposed events at the event center, including 



anticipated event type, annual quantity, average event attendance, estimated event center day-



of-event employment, and temporal description of events. 
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Golden State Warriors Games  



As shown in Table 2, under the project the Golden State Warriors would host two to three 



preseason basketball games (in mid- to late October) and 41 regular season basketball games 



(from late October to mid-April) at the event center.  If the Golden State Warriors reach the 



postseason, they would host anywhere from two to 16 playoff games (from mid-April to mid-



June). The large majority of Golden State Warriors home basketball games would start at 



7:30 p.m. and conclude between 10:00 pm and 10:30 pm.1 Home games would be evenly split 



between weekdays and weekends.  The home game schedule at the proposed event center 



would be similar to the Warriors schedule at Oracle Arena, the team’s existing home venue in 



Oakland.  



As described above, the maximum basketball seating capacity at the event center would be 



18,064, less than the maximum basketball seating capacity of approximately 19,600 at Oracle 



Arena. The average basketball attendance levels at the proposed event center are estimated to 



be approximately 17,000 during the regular season, with regular season and post-season 



attendance reaching the maximum capacity of 18,064. 



Non-Golden State Warriors Events at Event Center 



The event center would serve as venue for a variety of non-Golden State Warriors events 



throughout the year, including concerts, family shows, other sporting events, and 



conventions/corporate events. As shown in Table 2, approximately 161 non-Golden State 



Warriors game events would occur annually at the event center. 



 Family Shows: It is estimated that the event center will host 55 family shows per year.  



Examples of family shows include Disney on Ice, Disney Live, Harlem Globetrotters, 



and Sesame Street Live. As described in Table 2, family show series would typically occur 



over a five-day block of time (Wednesday through Sunday) during which time as many as 



10 performances total would occur in the daytime and evening periods. Estimated average 



attendance is approximately 5,000 patrons, and estimated maximum attendance is 



approximately 8,200 patrons.   



 Concerts: It is estimated that the event center will host 45 annual concerts per year.  



Concerts typically occur on Friday and Saturday evenings within a 7:30 p.m. to 10:30 p.m. 



window.  Attendance will vary depending on the artist and stage configuration.  



Estimated average attendance level is 12,500 patrons. The event center design allows for 



an end-stage concert configuration that accommodates up to 14,000 patrons. It is 



estimated that nearly 90 percent of concerts would use the end stage configuration.  



Occasionally, concerts would occur in a 360-degree center-stage configuration which 



                                                           
1 For example, as shown below, over the course of the most recent three NBA regular seasons (2010-11 through 2012-13), 88 



percent of Golden State Warriors home games started at 7:30 p.m., 8 percent of homes 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. Preseason and postseason home game start times are variable. 



 
Season 



Regular Season Game Time Start 
1:00 p.m. 5:00 p.m. 6:00 p.m. 7:00 p.m. 7:30 p.m. 



2010-11 1 1 3 1 35 
2011-12 0 0 2 1 30 
2012-13 0 0 4 0 37 



a 2011-12 NBA season was shortened due to delays in signing of collective bargaining agreement between NBA owners and players. 
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would accommodate a maximum attendance of approximately 18,500 patrons. 



However, no more than four center-stage concerts are expected per year. 



 Other Sporting Events: It is estimated that the event center will host 30 non-Warriors 



sporting events per year.  Examples of non- Warriors sporting events include college 



basketball, hockey, boxing, figure skating, arena football, gymnastics, lacrosse, tennis, 



and mixed martial arts. These events could be professional, collegiate or amateur 



competitions. Estimated average attendance for other sporting events 7,000 patrons per 



event, and estimated maximum attendance is 18,064 (consistent with maximum seating 



capacity for Warriors games).  



 Conventions and Conferences: It is estimated that the event center will host 31 events 



annually related to conventions, conferences, cultural events, corporate events, and other 



gatherings, with an estimated average attendance level of 9,000 patrons and maximum 



attendance of 18,500 patrons. 



For smaller events the event center can be configured, and event patron access managed, to 



reduce the perceived bowl volume to create a more intimate experience for the performances.   



Lastly, there would be two small theaters near the southeast portion of the site. One theater 



would contain approximately 350 seats and the other theater would contain 99 seats. Both 



theaters could operate independently of each other and independently of the event center itself.  



The theaters are expected to share a common lobby entrance off the open plaza area in the 



southeast corner of the site. The number of events, average attendance, and typical hours of 



operation are under review and will be shared shortly. 



Construction of the project is anticipated to occur over a 25-27 month period.











 



 



TABLE 2 



EVENT CHARACTERISTICS AT PROPOSED EVENT CENTER 



Event Type 



Annual Number of  
Games/Events at  



Event Center 



Attendance 



Season Game/Event Temporal Characteristics Average Maximum 



Golden State Warriors 
Basketball Home Games 



2 to 3 preseason home 
games 



11,000 18,064 2 weeks mid-October Regular Season game time: 7:30 p.m. to ~9:40 p.m.a 
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 late October to mid-April 



 0 to16 post season home 
games 



18,000 18,064 mid-April to mid-June 



Concerts Approximately 45 12,500 14,000 to 
18,500b 



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 Showsc Approximately 55  5,000 8,200 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 Eventsd  Approximately 30 7,000 18,064 distributed throughout the year; times variable 



Conventions/Corporate 
Eventse 



Approximately 31 9,000 18,500f distributed throughout the year; times variable 



NOTES: 
a  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 three NBA regular seasons (2010-11 through 2012-13), 88 



percent of Golden State Warriors home games started at 7:30 p.m., 8 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.  



 











 



 



TABLE 2 (Continued) 



EVENT CHARACTERISTICS AT PROPOSED EVENT CENTER 
 



NOTES (cont.) 
b It is anticipated that 90 percent of annual concerts at the event center would be in the end-stage concert configuration (14,000 maximum capacity) with the remaining 10 percent in a 360-degree configuration 



(18,500 maximum attendance). 
c Examples of family shows include Disney on Ice, Disney Live, Harlem Globetrotters, and Sesame Street Live.  
d Examples of non-Warriors 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, or high school/youth competitions. 
e Examples of Conventions/Corporate Events include conventions, conferences, cultural events, and corporate events.  It is anticipated that the event center would only act as a satellite venue for 



conventions/conferences held primarily at the Moscone Center when an event or speaker cannot be accommodated at that location. 
f The maximum number of conference attendees that could be accommodated at the event center is 18,500.  This requires a configuration similar to a center stage concert (see footnote d). It is anticipated, however, that 



average attendance for Convention/Corporate Events will be 9,000 people. 



 
SOURCE: Golden State Warriors, based on data from Oracle Arena (Oakland), SAP Center (San Jose), and Barclays Center (Brooklyn, New York City), 2013 
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Bridges, George (CII); Lee, Raymond C. (CII); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); Julia Nunes


(jnunes@warriors.com); Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com); Jesse Blout; Gail Hunter (ghunter@warriors.com);
Theo Ellington (tellington@warriors.com); David Kelly (dkelly@warriors.com)


Subject: GSW RFQ Response Summary
Date: Thursday, July 10, 2014 3:52:59 PM
Attachments: RFQ Shortlist v3.xlsx


Ray, George, Catherine,
 
Attached is a summary of our screening of the RFQ responses for your review. We also have a
detailed scoring sheet that we’ve used to evaluate each firm and determine its merits to proceed to
the RFP stage which we are putting the final touches on and will share once ready.
 
In the meantime, some highlights of the RFQ process to date:


·         The RFQ was distributed to over 525 unique firms
·         GSW solicited for 49 A&E disciplines
·         Over 375 complete responses were received from 177 unique firms (keep in mind that many


firms applied to multiple disciplines)
·         Of the 375 total responses, 146 responses were from SF SBEs
·         We are recommending 177 responses (from 100 unique firms) for the RFP stage
·         85 of those responses recommended for the RFP stage are from 54 unique SF SBEs


 
We’re very excited to see our outreach efforts rewarded with such high interest from the A&E
community. We look forward to discussing this further tomorrow at 2pm.
 
Best,
Clarke
 
 


From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, July 07, 2014 4:27 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com);
Julia Nunes (jnunes@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: review initial pass of RFQ responses on 7/11 @ 1pm?
 
Clarke
 
Please find the attached list of SBE/LBEs that have been verified and the ethnic background of the
owner identified if known.  SBEs/LBEs that have exceeded OCII’s $2 million threshold in revenue are
identified.
 
Please note that if DBEs are shortlisted, we will need to request additional documentation to verify
that each of the firms meet the SBE economic disadvantage threshold. 
 
If there is any information that you would like us to review, please feel free to send in advance of
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Sheet1


			Discipline #			Discipline			# Responses			# Responses SBE			# Recommended Firms for RFP			# SBE Recommended Firms for RFP 			Shortlisted Firms 


			1			Archaeology			0			0			0			0


			2			AOR (Arena)			4			2			3			2			KHA			LDA (SBE)			Stevens + Associates (SBE)


			3			AOR (Office/Retail)			11			4			4			3			AE3 (SBE)			KHA			MEI (SBE)			SAAT (SBE)


			4			Arena Design Architect			6			4			4			2			Hamilton + Aitken (SBE)			LDA (SBE)			Manica			Richyworks


			5			Arena Interiors Architect 			6			3			4			2			Hamilton + Aitken (SBE)			Manica			Stevens + Associates (SBE)			Richyworks


			6			Geotechnical Engineering			4			3			4			3			Langan			Albion (SBE)			Divis Consulting (SBE)			GEC Consulting (SBE) 


			7			Survey			3			3			3			3			KCA (SBE)			Telamon Engineering (SBE)			Martin Ron (SBE)


			8			Accessibility 			4			3			3			2			Sally Swanson (SBE)			MSA (Ask)			Cervantes Design Associates (SBE)


			9			Acoustical Arena 			9			2			5			1			SMW			Arup 			WJHW			Smith, Fause, McDonald (SBE)			Auerbach Pollock Friedlander


			9			AV									4			1			WJHW			Obscura			Auerbach Pollock Friedlander			Smith, Fause, McDonald (SBE)


			9			Broadcast/Access Control/Video Surveillance/ Teledata/Structural Cabling									4			1			WJHW			Smith, Fause, McDonald (SBE)			SMW			Auerbach Pollock Friedlander


			10			Acoustical/Audio-Visual/ Theatrical Design (Small Theater)			8			2			5			1			Arup 			SMW 			Auerbach Pollock Friedlander			Shalleck Collaborative (SBE)			WJHW


			11			Architectural Model Making			1			1			1			1			Steel Blue (SBE)


			12			Arhitectural Rendering Production			4			2			2			1			MSA (Ask)			Steel Blue (SBE)


			13			BMCS (Building Controls)			2			1			2			1			SSR			MK Engineers (SBE)


			14			Building Enclosure (Curtain Wall and Waterproofing)			10			4			5			2			Walter P. Moore			McClintock (SBE)			MEI (SBE)			Morrison Hershfield			McGinnis Chen (Ask)


			15			Civil Engineering			5			2			4			2			BKF Engineers			Sherwood Design Engineers (Ask)			Sustainable Watershed Designs (SBE)			Telamon Engineering Consultants (SBE)


			16			Code Consultant			6			1			4			1			esh Consultants (SBE)			Holmes Fire			Howe			Buro Happold 


			17			Code and Wayfinding Signage/Environmental Graphics Design 			9			1			3			1			MSA (Ask)			Obscura			Debra Nichols (SBE)


			18			Design Architect (Office/Retail)			27			17			8			6			AE3 (SBE)			Fougeron (SBE)			Hamilton + Aitken (SBE)			Manica			MEI (SBE)			Pfau Long (SBE)			Yama Mar (SBE)			Richyworks


			19			Design Consultant			11			5			1			0			Snohetta


			20			Fire, Life Safety, and CFD Analysis			7			1			4			1			Howe			Hughes Associates 			esh Consultants (SBE)			Holmes Fire 


			21			Food Service/Kitchen Equipment Design 			2			1			2			1			SDI			D-Scheme (SBE)


			22			Graphics and Signage			20			6			5			3			Lowercase (SBE)			MSA (Ask)			Kate Keating (SBE)			Debra Nichols (SBE)			Obscura


			23			Graphic Reproduction			4			2			2			2			Smartplotting Reprographics (SBE)			Omni Digital Imaging (SBE)


			24			Ice Floor Consulting			1			0			1			0			SSR


			25			Interiors Architect (Office/Retail)			20			12			3			3			Fougeron (SBE)			Hamilton + Aitken (SBE)			MEI (SBE)


			26			Landscape Architect 			17			12			7			5			Andrea Cochran Landscape Architecture (SBE)			Cliff Lowe (SBE)			CMG			GLS (SBE)			Merrill Morris (SBE)			SWA			Terrain (SBE)


			27			LEED Commissioning 			4			1			3			1			Ambient Energy (SBE) 			Guttmann and Bavaeot 			WSP USA 


			28			Lighting Design			12			2			4			2			Weller (SBE)			Atelier Ten 			Focus Lighting			Pritchard Peck (SBE)


			29			MEP Engineering (Arena)			9			5			4			3			Ajmani & Pamidi (SBE)			Sato + Joson (SBE)			SSR			HRA (SBE)


			30			MEP Engineering (Office/Retail/Parking)			13			7			5			3			WSP			Arup			HRA (SBE)			Sato + Joson (SBE)			Ajmani & Pamidi (SBE)


			31			Parking Design			6			0			3			0			Walter P. Moore 			Walker Parking Consultants			International Parking Design, Inc. 


			32			Pedestrian/Vehicular Legion Modeling			2			0			2			0			Momentum Transport Planning			Buro Happold


			33			Security System Design			11			2			3			2			WJHW			Stevens + Associates (SBE)			Smith, Fause, McDonald (SBE)


			34			Seismic Analysis			9			3			4			3			AMC Consulting Engineers (SBE)			Bello & Associates (SBE)			Rutherford + Chekene 			Tennanbaum Manheim Engineers (SBE)


			35			Specialty Lighting (Arena)			7			0			3			0			SSR			Obscura			Auerbach Pollock Friedlander (LBE)


			36			Structural Engineeering (Arena)			13			6			4			3			Ansari Structural Engineers (SBE)			Bello & Associates (SBE)			MKA			OLMM Consulting Engineers (SBE)


			37			Structural Engineering (Office/Retail/Parking)			18			7			7			3			Ansari Structural Engineers (SBE)			Bello & Associates (SBE)			Holmes Culley			Louie International (Ask)			OLMM Consulting Engineers (SBE)			Rutherford + Chekene			MKA


			38			Sustainability 			15			4			4			2			SSR			Atelier 10			Environmental Building Strategies (SBE)			Ambient Energy (SBE)


			39			Vertical Transportation			1			0			1			0			Lerch Bates


			40			Waste Management and Recycling			1			0			1			0			Buro Happold 


			41			Wind Engineering			3			0			2			0			RWDI 			CPT Inc. 


			42			Art Consultant			6			2			2			2			Cervantes Design Associates (SBE)			ArtSource (SBE)


			43			MEP Peer Review			5			2			4			1			Hughes 			HRA (SBE)			Arup			Buro Happold 


			44			Structural Peer Review 			13			2			6			1			Forell/Elsesser Engineers, Inc. 			Martin/Martin, Inc. (SBE)			Rutherford + Chekene 			Simpson, Gumpertz & Heger			Thornton Tomasetti			Walter P. Moore & Associates


			45			Testing & Inspection			8			3			5			2			Apex Testing Laboratory (SBE)			Consolidated Engineering			Construction Testing Services 			Inspection Services, Inc. 			RES Engineers (SBE)


			46			Acoustical Office/Retail 			10			4			5			3			Arup 			SMW 			Smith, Fause, McDonald (SBE) 			Papadimos Group (SBE)			Vibro Acoustic Consultants (SBE)


			47			Building Maintenance 			1			0			1			0			C.S. Caulkins


			48			Data Telecom			8			1			3			1			Smith, Fause, McDonald (SBE)			WJHW


			48			Data Telecom (Office)			8			1			4			2			Smith, Fause, McDonald (SBE)			WJHW			Teecom (SBE)			Charles M. Salter (Ask)


			49			Risk Assessment			0			0			0			0


						TOTALS			384			146			177			85


						UNIQUE FIRM TOTALS			177			tbd			100			54
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the meeting on Friday.
 
George
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 5:51 PM
To: Bridges, George (OCII); Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com);
Julia Nunes (jnunes@warriors.com)
Subject: review initial pass of RFQ responses on 7/11 @ 1pm?
 
OCII team,
We received over 400 responses to our RFQ (approximately 230 of which designated themselves as
SBE/LBE), and we are vetting them now. Do you have availability next Friday (July 11) to discuss our
initial pass? Early afternoon (1pm) would work well on our end.
We forwarded the initial matrix of respondents to George since he wanted to begin vetting them for
verification of SBE/LBE status. It’s attached again here for reference.
Thanks,
Clarke
 
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
101 Mission 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: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: RE: Traffic Study
Date: Wednesday, July 09, 2014 10:31:53 AM
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


No study has been performed yet. We have a draft SOW from the transportation consultant, which
is attached. I did approve the intersections proposed for analysis in the SOW a couple months ago
so that the consultant could go out and take counts before schools were out for summer vacation to
ensure we have accurate existing condition counts. I am going to provide my comments to the
transportation consultant by end of day Thursday since I will be out of the office 7/11/14 through
8/01/14. I will copy both you and Catherine on the email with my comments. In my absence feel free
to review and comment and provide to the consultant in my absence.
 


From: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 08, 2014 4:41 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Traffic Study
 
Bret,
 
You mentioned earlier that Advant Consulting submitted a traffic study based on the preliminary
project description. Could you please provide us a copy of the document?
 
Thanks
 
 


Immanuel Bereket
Office of Community Investment & Infrastructure
Successor to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 5th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
(415) 749-2495
Immanuel.Bereket@sfgov.org
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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.


[bookmark: _GoBack]





Event Center at Mission Bay South Area Blocks 29-32	May 14, 2014


2012.0718E – Draft Transportation Scope of Work	Page 1


	





1














Event Center at Mission Bay South Area Blocks 29-32 	May 14, 2014


2012.0718E – Draft Transportation Scope of Work	Page 13





image2.jpeg





image3.jpeg





image1.jpeg










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
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To: SouthBeachRinconMissionBayNeighAssn@yahoogroups.com SouthBeachRinconMissionBayNeighAssn
Subject: [SBRMBNA] Warriors add 500,000 sq ft of office space to project [2 Attachments]
Date: Thursday, July 31, 2014 4:06:23 PM


The Warriors abandoned plans to build an arena on
Piers 30-32 in San Francisco, choosing instead to put the
project in the Mission Bay neighborhood. Now they want
to add 500,000 square feet of offices to it.


15 photos
Home of the Day
Sponsor Listing
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014, 2:54pm PDT UPDATED: Jul 31, 2014, 3:03pm PDT


Warriors add 500,000 square feet of
office space to Mission Bay arena
project


Ron Leuty and Eric Young
San Francisco Business Times


Two office towers totaling a half-million
square feet are now part of the Golden State
Warriors' Mission Bay arena project.


The arena, on the biggest chunk of the 12-
acre site at Third and 16th streets, remains
the top priority. Warriors owners Joe
Lacoband Peter Gruber want the roughly
18,000-seat structure to be ready for the
start of the 2018 NBA season, said Warriors
spokesman PJ Johnston.


But the Warriors' development team also
doesn't want construction of the two towers
of 120 feet each to seep into arena's
opening, so getting the buildings pre-leased
also is a top issue, said Jennifer Matz, the
project manager for the Mayor's Office of
Economic and Workforce Development.


See Also


Warriors arena plan a slam dunk for everyone
but biotech


Office space was planned as part of the
Warriors' Piers 30-32 arena proposal,
which ran into opposition from waterfront residents before the team opted to buy the Mission
Bay property from Salesforce.com.
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The new plan is likely to prove unpopular with other developers in San Francisco, because the
city says it will get preferential treatment under the Prop. M development cap.


The city has about 2 million square feet of new office space available under Prop M, which
voters approved in 1986 to limit office development, and another 875,000 square feet will be
added to the pool in October. But about 10 million square feet of projects are lined up at
various points in the city approval process.


Matz said Mission Bay projects go to the front of the line, reducing the amount of space
under the cap available to others.


Biotech companies have the most to gain and the most to lose with the planned towers.
Leaders of biotechs in Mission Bay — long heralded as the city's life sciences haven — raised
concerns with Warriors and city officials that the arena project would eat one of the last big
chunks of space for biotech companies. So the Warriors' plans could to include office
buildings unattached to the arena could be a boon for those that moved to Mission Bay with
the vision of a biotech hub.


"If a biotech wanted to take that, they could do it," Matz said.


But office space, planned to front Third Street as the arena draws in fans and other event-
goers from the Terry Francois side, also could be taken by any sort of company, including
tech and social media firms.


Either way, the Warriors stand to score big by leasing space in a hot office market.


"There definitely will be office as part of the complex," Johnston said. "From a logical
business perspective, the office market in San Francisco is pretty lively now."


On the east side of Third Street, in particular, tech companies have nabbed space alongTerry
Francois Boulevard. Drug developers and related life sciences companies, such asNektar
Therapeutics Inc., Bayer HealthCare, FibroGen Inc. and Illumina Inc., also have large chunks
of Mission Bay space to take advantage of being across Third Street from University of
California, San Francisco.


Early last month, Kilroy Realty Corp. plunked down $95 million for an entitled 3.1-acre site
for 680,000 square feet of office at 1800 Owens St., a quick two-block walk from the
Warriors project.


The Warriors don't plan to build housing or hotel space in Mission Bay, which had been
envisioned for Piers 30-32, Johnston said.
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: "Miller, Erin"; Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC); Arce, Pedro (OCII)
Subject: GSW Site Visit
Date: Thursday, July 17, 2014 2:02:00 PM


Hello all – Could you please let me know when you are available on next Tuesday so that we can tie
down a time to go to Strada’s offices (or confirm the times I wrote down below). 
 


-          Pedro – all day
-          Erin – before 2 and after 3
-          Josh – all day???
-          David – unknown


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: Kwak, Grace
To: Hussain, Lila (CII)
Cc: Moy, Barbara (DPW); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Reminder on Warriors Budget
Date: Tuesday, July 15, 2014 4:56:38 PM


Lila,
We are working on it; it will be tomorrow.
Sorry we are late.
Grace
 


From: Moy, Barbara 
Sent: Monday, July 14, 2014 6:25 PM
To: Hussain, Lila; Kwak, Grace
Subject: Re: Reminder on Warriors Budget
 


I will check with Grace and get back to you ASAP.   Thx


On Jul 14, 2014 5:54 PM, "Hussain, Lila (CII)" <lila.hussain@sfgov.org> wrote:
Barbara,
 
Just a quick reminder on GSW budget.  Is it possible to get it by COB tomorrow?  
 
Thanks!
 
Lila


Sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
Date: July 9, 2014 at 12:16:47 PM PDT
To: "Moy, Barbara (DPW)" <barbara.moy@sfdpw.org>
Cc: "Hussain, Lila (OCII)" <lila.hussain@sfgov.org>
Subject: Reminder on Warriors Budget


Hi, Barbara – sorry to bug, but wanted to see if you had had a chance to talk with Bruce
about the lead for the Warrior’s mapping, and also to put together a draft budget for
the work the Task Force/Bruce’s office would do for the mapping.  We’re getting
pressure to get something to the Warriors asap, so if you could get it to use later this
week, we’d really appreciate it.  Let us know what we can do to help.
 
Thanks!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
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From: Brian Jencek
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: hi & new contact info
Date: Monday, June 09, 2014 12:58:56 AM


Hi Catherine,


Hope you are doing well!  I remember us trying to connect for lunch at the start of
the year and my how time flies.  Please let me know if you have any availability later
in the month and I would love to meet up with you to catch up and trade stories.


I also wanted to make sure you had my new contact information with HOK here in
SF (below).  I joined the studio at the start of the year and am leading the western
US practice for Planning and Landscape Architecture while also serving as the global
design director.  Also just wrapped up the semester at UCB teaching a couple
interesting studios on sea level rise, using the eastern waterfront as the site (ATT
Park to Candlestick).  Included our old friend Bayfront Park, which maybe with the
Warriors nearby may soon regain steam.


Looking forward to seeing you soon!  All the best, Brian


BRIAN JENCEK | Vice President
Director of Design, Planning & Landscape Architecture


HOK
brian.jencek@hok.com
d +1 415 356 8611  c +1 415 806 9628


www.hok.com
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Winslow, David (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: GSW design check-in tomorrow morning
Date: Monday, July 07, 2014 12:20:05 PM
Importance: High


David, Catherine,
We have members of our design team in town today and tomorrow morning working hard on
incorporating the comments we received from your group. Do you have time tomorrow morning for
an informal look at the changes we’re considering? Our team is available between 8:30-10am – does
that work for you? We can do it at the Warriors SF office (2 Harrison St, Suite 140) or come to your
office if you prefer. Apologies for the short notice, but we think it’d be really valuable to get your
real-time feedback before we push too far.
Thanks,
Clarke
 
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
101 Mission Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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From: Kwak, Grace
To: Hussain, Lila (CII)
Cc: Moy, Barbara (DPW); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Reminder on Warriors Budget
Date: Tuesday, July 15, 2014 4:56:38 PM


Lila,
We are working on it; it will be tomorrow.
Sorry we are late.
Grace
 


From: Moy, Barbara 
Sent: Monday, July 14, 2014 6:25 PM
To: Hussain, Lila; Kwak, Grace
Subject: Re: Reminder on Warriors Budget
 


I will check with Grace and get back to you ASAP.   Thx


On Jul 14, 2014 5:54 PM, "Hussain, Lila (CII)" <lila.hussain@sfgov.org> wrote:
Barbara,
 
Just a quick reminder on GSW budget.  Is it possible to get it by COB tomorrow?  
 
Thanks!
 
Lila


Sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
Date: July 9, 2014 at 12:16:47 PM PDT
To: "Moy, Barbara (DPW)" <barbara.moy@sfdpw.org>
Cc: "Hussain, Lila (OCII)" <lila.hussain@sfgov.org>
Subject: Reminder on Warriors Budget


Hi, Barbara – sorry to bug, but wanted to see if you had had a chance to talk with Bruce
about the lead for the Warrior’s mapping, and also to put together a draft budget for
the work the Task Force/Bruce’s office would do for the mapping.  We’re getting
pressure to get something to the Warriors asap, so if you could get it to use later this
week, we’d really appreciate it.  Let us know what we can do to help.
 
Thanks!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
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From: Miller, Erin
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Pangilinan, Chris (MTA); Moy, Barbara (DPW); Miller, Don (DPW)
Subject: Re: Mission Bay DPW task force
Date: Friday, June 06, 2014 8:53:44 AM
Attachments: image001.png


Great thinks.  I didn't catch that they were a task force, but that makes total sense!
 


Catherine, maybe I should get a basic MB contact list from you-key contacts for
CAC, shuttles, UCSF, TMA, task force(s).  If you think that it would be a useful
record for my files!


Happy Friday. 


Erin 


Sent from my iPhone


On Jun 5, 2014, at 5:08 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


This is Don Miller and Barbara Moy who were at the last Warriors coordination
meeting to review the Mission Bay infrastructure and roadways.  I have cc-ed them (I
think they are in the middle of a few firedrills, so may need to look a week or two out
to meet).
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Thursday, June 05, 2014 3:58 PM
To: Pangilinan, Chris (MTA)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Mission Bay DPW task force
 
Chris,
 
I’m not sure about this task force, but you say it is related to the Longbridge Street and
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the Mission Bay Loop? 
 
I’m forwarding to Catherine to see if she might point us in the right direction.
 
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: Pangilinan, Chris 
Sent: Thursday, June 05, 2014 1:44 PM
To: Miller, Erin
Subject: Mission Bay DPW task force
 
Hi Erin, do you know who the Mission Bay DPW task force is? I need to set up a
meeting with them and Julie about the Mission Bay loop.
 
Thanks,
Chris
 
Christopher A. Pangilinan, P.E.
Associate Engineer, Sustainable Streets Division 
<image001.png> SFMTA | Municipal Transportation Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
T:  415.701.4578
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From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: GSW meeting Thursday
Date: Monday, June 16, 2014 8:58:55 AM


Hi Phillip,


I am told there is a meeting with MEL and GSW owners at 9am on Thursday. Tiffany and I need to be
there and need 60 minutes the day before to update MEL and Steve. During that 60 minute pre-
meeting we need 20 minutes with Dan Barrett on the phone. Can you confirm and schedule and get
Dan on board? Tiffany and Catherine, I'll update you later today. Phillip, tell Dan that Tiffany and I will
call him tomorrow to update him. THANKS!
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From: Bereket, Immanuel (CII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Request for Help with Warriors Project
Date: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 9:42:54 AM


Will do. I didn’t realize that. I thought he worked at the records division…
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 9:37 AM
To: Bereket, Immanuel (CII)
Subject: RE: Request for Help with Warriors Project
 
Thanks for sending.  In the future, I would do more of a “Hi, Ed – sorry to bug you, but wanted to follow up on the request
below to see if there was anything I could do to help.  We appreciate your team helping to expedite this request. ” Ed is
pretty high up and so we want to be as user-friendly as possible.


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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Bereket, Immanuel (CII) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 9:07 AM
To: Sweeney, Edward (DBI); Tom, Ronald (DBI)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Request for Help with Warriors Project
 
Dear Mr. Sweeney,
 
We submitted construction records request last week to DBI Records Division. They informed us that it will take nearly a
month to get the records printed (or provided electronically). Is there any way you can expedite this request? We need
the information as soon as possible for our internal analysis regarding Mission Bay development to date.
 
Attached, you’ll find the permits requests we submitted. The table below summarizes the attachments.  In total, we’re
requesting copies of 9 permits. I was wondering if it is possible to request expedites copies of these plans.
 
 


Address
Block


Number
Lot


Reference
Number


Date
Submitted


Expected Date
of Completion


185 Channel 8711 23 RR20140788802 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1515 Third Street 3871 1 RR20140722207 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1155 Fourth Street 8711 25 RR20140722206 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1401 Third Street 8721 32 RR20140722208 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
420 Mission Bay Blvd
North


8720 117-448 RR20140722204 7/22/2014 8/19/2014


555 Mission Rock Street 8711 28 RR20140722203 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1500 Owens Street 8709 18 RR20140723214 7/23/2014 8/20/2014
1650 Owens Street 8709 8 RR20140724293 7/24/2014 8/21/2014
1700 Owens Street 8709 7 RR20140723213 7/23/2014 8/20/2014
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Regards,
 
 


Immanuel Bereket
Office of Community Investment & Infrastructure
Successor to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 5th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
(415) 749-2495
Immanuel.Bereket@sfgov.org
 
 
 
 


From: Sweeney, Edward (DBI) 
Sent: Monday, July 28, 2014 1:26 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Hui, Tom (DBI)
Cc: Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Tom, Ronald (DBI)
Subject: RE: Request for Help with Warriors Project
 
Catherine ,
 
Do we need to meet soon ? As you can imagine everyone is exited to work on this particular project .
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 1:34 PM
To: Hui, Tom (DBI)
Cc: Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Sweeney, Edward (DBI); Tom, Ronald (DBI)
Subject: RE: Request for Help with Warriors Project
 
Thank you so much, Tom and Ed!  We really appreciate it. 
 
Immanuel in my office has been taking the lead on this and is available to help/answer questions.
 
Have a great weekend everyone.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Hui, Tom (DBI) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 1:30 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Sweeney, Edward (DBI); Tom, Ronald (DBI)
Subject: Re: Request for Help with Warriors Project
 
Hi Catherine,
We are willing to help for this project.
Ed Sweeney will work with you to make sure your request on time.
Please, let me know if you have any additional questions.
Thanks
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Tom C. Hui, S.E., C.B.O.
Director
City & County of San Francisco
Department of Building Inspection
1660 Mission Street, Sixth Floor
San Francisco CA 94103
415-558-6131 Phone
415-558-6225 Fax
Email: Tom.Hui@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfdbi.org
 


Sent from my iPhone


On Jul 25, 2014, at 1:18 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hi, Tom – We are working on the Warriors project in Mission Bay and need to tie down some development
numbers for the permitted Mission Bay to finalize the project description.  We have identified which permits
we need and have submitted the request for to your staff (attached).  However, it sounds like the typical
turn-around is one month and we were wondering if there was any way to expedite these permits to get
them quicker (it would be great if next week was a possibility).  We can send staff over to help pull the
records if that is helpful to you.  Electronic copies of the plans (vs. paper) would also work for us, if that is
easier.
 
Thank you for your assistance and please let us know what we can do to assist your staff.  They have been
great to work with for the first data request we submitted a month or two ago.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Bereket, Immanuel (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 10:08 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: FW: RE: Misison Bay South Retail Data
 
Here is an updated data.
 


From: Bereket, Immanuel (CII) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 10:00 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Misison Bay South Retail Data
 
Catherine,
 
As discussed, I submitted construction records request yesterday to DBI Records Division. They informed me
that it will take nearly a month to get the records printed (or provided electronically).
 
Attached, you’ll find the permits request I submitted. The table below summarizes the attachments.  In total,
we’re requesting copies of 9 permits. I was wondering if it is possible to request expedites copies of these
plans.
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Address
Block


Number
Lot


Reference
Number


Date
Submitted


Expected Date
of Completion


185 Channel 8711 23 RR20140788802 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1515 Third Street 3871 1 RR20140722207 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1155 Fourth Street 8711 25 RR20140722206 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1401 Third Street 8721 32 RR20140722208 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
420 Mission Bay Blvd
North


8720 117-448 RR20140722204 7/22/2014 8/19/2014


555 Mission Rock Street 8711 28 RR20140722203 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1500 Owens Street 8709 18 RR20140723214 7/23/2014 8/20/2014
1650 Owens Street 8709 8 RR20140724293 7/24/2014 8/21/2014
1700 Owens Street 8709 7 RR20140723213 7/23/2014 8/20/2014


 
 
Thanks
 


Immanuel Bereket
Office of Community Investment & Infrastructure
Successor to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 5th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
(415) 749-2495
Immanuel.Bereket@sfgov.org
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From: Joe LaClair
To: Laura Tam; Shannon Fiala
Cc: Hamalian, Seth; Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Re: Mission Creek tour for ULI
Date: Monday, July 28, 2014 7:11:20 AM


Laura, Shannon


I can make the 3rd between 1 and 4.


Thanks,
Joe


Joe LaClair
Chief Planner
San Francisco Bay Conservation and Development Commission
455 Golden Gate Avenue, Suite 10600
San Francisco, California 94102
Ph. 415 352-3656
joel@bcdc.ca.gov


From: Laura Tam [mailto:ltam@spur.org]
To: Shannon Fiala [mailto:sfiala@spur.org]
Cc: Hamalian, Seth [mailto:SHamalian@mbaydevelopment.com], Reilly, Catherine
[mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org], LaClair Joe [mailto:joel@bcdc.ca.gov]
Sent: Sat, 26 Jul 2014 13:49:53 -0800
Subject: Mission Creek tour for ULI


Hi Seth, Catherine and Joe -


I wanted to follow up on Shannon's request for your participation in a tour of Mission Bay & Mission
Creek for ULI guests at the Building the Resilient City conference. The tour would be on the afternoon
of September 3 from 1-4 pm and would likely have 50+ guests from all over the country - you can
see a list of the the conference's attendees on its site.


The draft itinerary (below) will be revised - it is too much for 3 hours - but we still would like to know
if you could speak to the group sometime that afternoon. Let me know and Shannon or I will get back
to you with details once we have finalized the plan.


Many thanks
Laura


On Mon, Jul 14, 2014 at 2:33 PM, Shannon Fiala <sfiala@spur.org> wrote:
Hi Seth, Catherine and Joe,


As a part of ULI's Resilient City Conference in San Francisco on September 4-5, Laura Tam and I
have been assisting Elliot Stein in arranging mobile workshops to two areas that showcase local
resiliency efforts: Mission Creek and Ocean Beach. 


If you are available on Wednesday, September 3rd between 1-4pm, we would love to
have you speak with these conference tour participants.  
 
Suggested itinerary:
1-1:30: Drive from the Hyatt along the Embarcadero to Mission Bay. Talk about the Port and how
the waterfront has been developed and redeveloped and its resiliency challenges which include
seismic, sea level rise, and lack of funding
1:30: Stop at TBD location in Mission Bay. Informational presentation about Mission Bay and the
challenge of planning and paying for it. Possible speakers: Seth Hamalian and/or Catherine Reilly
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2:15: Bus tour of Mission Bay. See UCSF, Warriors site, waterfront, maybe Pier 70.
2:45: Stop at Pier 48 for a talk about the Piers and Mission Rock. Possible speakers: Fran Weld from
the Giants or someone else from the Mission Rock team, such as Phil Williamson or Brad Benson
from the Port.
3:00: Walk across Mission Rock to 3rd St, visit the Mission Bay park, stop and talk about
vulnerability of Mission Creek and potential solutions. Possible speakers: Laura Tam or Joe LaClair.
Then walk up along the north side of the creek to complete this walking part of the tour.
4:00: Pick up at AT&T Park for bus transport back to hotel.


Please let me know if you have any questions about the tour or conference and whether you could
attend.


Thanks,
Shannon


-- 
Shannon Fiala
Ocean Beach Master Plan - Assistant Project Manager


SPUR • Ideas + Action for a Better City 
415.385.6925
sfiala@spur.org


SPUR | Blog | Facebook | Twitter | Join


Read SPUR's Agenda for Change
spur.org/agendaforchange >>


-- 
Laura Tam
Sustainable Development Policy Director
SPUR • Ideas + Action for a Better City
(415) 644-4289
ltam@spur.org
@lauraetam


SPUR | Blog | Facebook | Twitter | Join


Read SPUR's Agenda for Change
spur.org/agendaforchange >>
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From: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Oerth, Sally (OCII)
Cc: Jones, Natasha (OCII)
Subject: GSW mtg with Planning staff
Date: Monday, June 09, 2014 4:13:55 PM


John Rahaim and I discussed having an internal meeting with Planning and OEWD staff to discuss the
design approach for the site.  Since the GSW mtg with the project sponsor is now next week, John


and I thought we should use the Friday, June 13th at 3 pm time for this meeting. 
 
Unless there are objections, Natasha please change the title of the meeting and send out call
information in the event we have anyone who needs to participate by phone rather than in person
in the Exec Conference room.  Thanks.
 
 
 
Tiffany Bohee
Executive Director
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
  Successor to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Tel:  415-749-2588
Email:  tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Bereket, Immanuel (CII)
Subject: RE: Request for Help with Warriors Project
Date: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 9:36:00 AM


Thanks for sending.  In the future, I would do more of a “Hi, Ed – sorry to bug you, but wanted to follow up on the request
below to see if there was anything I could do to help.  We appreciate your team helping to expedite this request. ” Ed is
pretty high up and so we want to be as user-friendly as possible.


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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Bereket, Immanuel (CII) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 9:07 AM
To: Sweeney, Edward (DBI); Tom, Ronald (DBI)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Request for Help with Warriors Project
 
Dear Mr. Sweeney,
 
We submitted construction records request last week to DBI Records Division. They informed us that it will take nearly a
month to get the records printed (or provided electronically). Is there any way you can expedite this request? We need
the information as soon as possible for our internal analysis regarding Mission Bay development to date.
 
Attached, you’ll find the permits requests we submitted. The table below summarizes the attachments.  In total, we’re
requesting copies of 9 permits. I was wondering if it is possible to request expedites copies of these plans.
 
 


Address
Block


Number
Lot


Reference
Number


Date
Submitted


Expected Date
of Completion


185 Channel 8711 23 RR20140788802 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1515 Third Street 3871 1 RR20140722207 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1155 Fourth Street 8711 25 RR20140722206 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1401 Third Street 8721 32 RR20140722208 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
420 Mission Bay Blvd
North


8720 117-448 RR20140722204 7/22/2014 8/19/2014


555 Mission Rock Street 8711 28 RR20140722203 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1500 Owens Street 8709 18 RR20140723214 7/23/2014 8/20/2014
1650 Owens Street 8709 8 RR20140724293 7/24/2014 8/21/2014
1700 Owens Street 8709 7 RR20140723213 7/23/2014 8/20/2014


 
 
Regards,
 
 


Immanuel Bereket



mailto:immanuel.bereket@sfgov.org
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Office of Community Investment & Infrastructure
Successor to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 5th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
(415) 749-2495
Immanuel.Bereket@sfgov.org
 
 
 
 


From: Sweeney, Edward (DBI) 
Sent: Monday, July 28, 2014 1:26 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Hui, Tom (DBI)
Cc: Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Tom, Ronald (DBI)
Subject: RE: Request for Help with Warriors Project
 
Catherine ,
 
Do we need to meet soon ? As you can imagine everyone is exited to work on this particular project .
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 1:34 PM
To: Hui, Tom (DBI)
Cc: Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Sweeney, Edward (DBI); Tom, Ronald (DBI)
Subject: RE: Request for Help with Warriors Project
 
Thank you so much, Tom and Ed!  We really appreciate it. 
 
Immanuel in my office has been taking the lead on this and is available to help/answer questions.
 
Have a great weekend everyone.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Hui, Tom (DBI) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 1:30 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Sweeney, Edward (DBI); Tom, Ronald (DBI)
Subject: Re: Request for Help with Warriors Project
 
Hi Catherine,
We are willing to help for this project.
Ed Sweeney will work with you to make sure your request on time.
Please, let me know if you have any additional questions.
Thanks


Tom C. Hui, S.E., C.B.O.
Director
City & County of San Francisco
Department of Building Inspection
1660 Mission Street, Sixth Floor
San Francisco CA 94103
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415-558-6131 Phone
415-558-6225 Fax
Email: Tom.Hui@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfdbi.org
 


Sent from my iPhone


On Jul 25, 2014, at 1:18 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hi, Tom – We are working on the Warriors project in Mission Bay and need to tie down some development
numbers for the permitted Mission Bay to finalize the project description.  We have identified which permits
we need and have submitted the request for to your staff (attached).  However, it sounds like the typical
turn-around is one month and we were wondering if there was any way to expedite these permits to get
them quicker (it would be great if next week was a possibility).  We can send staff over to help pull the
records if that is helpful to you.  Electronic copies of the plans (vs. paper) would also work for us, if that is
easier.
 
Thank you for your assistance and please let us know what we can do to assist your staff.  They have been
great to work with for the first data request we submitted a month or two ago.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Bereket, Immanuel (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 10:08 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: FW: RE: Misison Bay South Retail Data
 
Here is an updated data.
 


From: Bereket, Immanuel (CII) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 10:00 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Misison Bay South Retail Data
 
Catherine,
 
As discussed, I submitted construction records request yesterday to DBI Records Division. They informed me
that it will take nearly a month to get the records printed (or provided electronically).
 
Attached, you’ll find the permits request I submitted. The table below summarizes the attachments.  In total,
we’re requesting copies of 9 permits. I was wondering if it is possible to request expedites copies of these
plans.
 
 


Address
Block


Number
Lot


Reference
Number


Date
Submitted


Expected Date
of Completion


185 Channel 8711 23 RR20140788802 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1515 Third Street 3871 1 RR20140722207 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1155 Fourth Street 8711 25 RR20140722206 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1401 Third Street 8721 32 RR20140722208 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
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420 Mission Bay Blvd
North


8720 117-448 RR20140722204 7/22/2014 8/19/2014


555 Mission Rock Street 8711 28 RR20140722203 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1500 Owens Street 8709 18 RR20140723214 7/23/2014 8/20/2014
1650 Owens Street 8709 8 RR20140724293 7/24/2014 8/21/2014
1700 Owens Street 8709 7 RR20140723213 7/23/2014 8/20/2014


 
 
Thanks
 


Immanuel Bereket
Office of Community Investment & Infrastructure
Successor to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 5th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
(415) 749-2495
Immanuel.Bereket@sfgov.org
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From: Shannon Fiala
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Laura Tam; Hamalian, Seth; LaClair Joe
Subject: Re: Mission Creek tour for ULI
Date: Thursday, July 31, 2014 1:04:55 PM


Catherine, Joe, Seth,


Thanks so much for confirming your participation for the tour. Could you send me a
brief bio and headshot at your earliest convenience for the conference program? 


Best,
Shannon


On Tue, Jul 29, 2014 at 6:00 PM, Reilly, Catherine (CII)
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hi, Laura – Seth and I can both help out, though we will have to skip out early (maybe when you
turn it over to the Giants to talk about Mission Rock).  Also, we can talk about seismic and
financing, but won’t be the best to speak to sea level rise.


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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014


 


From: Laura Tam [mailto:ltam@spur.org] 
Sent: Saturday, July 26, 2014 1:50 PM
To: Shannon Fiala
Cc: Hamalian, Seth; Reilly, Catherine (CII); LaClair Joe


Subject: Mission Creek tour for ULI
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Hi Seth, Catherine and Joe -


 


I wanted to follow up on Shannon's request for your participation in a tour of
Mission Bay & Mission Creek for ULI guests at the Building the Resilient City
conference. The tour would be on the afternoon of September 3 from 1-4 pm and
would likely have 50+ guests from all over the country - you can see a list of the
the conference's attendees on its site.


 


The draft itinerary (below) will be revised - it is too much for 3 hours - but we still
would like to know if you could speak to the group sometime that afternoon. Let
me know and Shannon or I will get back to you with details once we have finalized
the plan.


 


Many thanks


Laura


 


On Mon, Jul 14, 2014 at 2:33 PM, Shannon Fiala <sfiala@spur.org> wrote:


Hi Seth, Catherine and Joe,


 


As a part of ULI's Resilient City Conference in San Francisco on September 4-5,
Laura Tam and I have been assisting Elliot Stein in arranging mobile workshops to
two areas that showcase local resiliency efforts: Mission Creek and Ocean Beach. 


 


If you are available on Wednesday, September 3rd between 1-4pm, we
would love to have you speak with these conference tour participants.  


 


Suggested itinerary:


1-1:30: Drive from the Hyatt along the Embarcadero to Mission Bay. Talk about
the Port and how the waterfront has been developed and redeveloped and its
resiliency challenges which include seismic, sea level rise, and lack of funding


1:30: Stop at TBD location in Mission Bay. Informational presentation about
Mission Bay and the challenge of planning and paying for it. Possible speakers:
Seth Hamalian and/or Catherine Reilly


2:15: Bus tour of Mission Bay. See UCSF, Warriors site, waterfront, maybe Pier 70.
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2:45: Stop at Pier 48 for a talk about the Piers and Mission Rock. Possible
speakers: Fran Weld from the Giants or someone else from the Mission Rock team,
such as Phil Williamson or Brad Benson from the Port.


3:00: Walk across Mission Rock to 3rd St, visit the Mission Bay park, stop and talk
about vulnerability of Mission Creek and potential solutions. Possible speakers:
Laura Tam or Joe LaClair. Then walk up along the north side of the creek to
complete this walking part of the tour.


4:00: Pick up at AT&T Park for bus transport back to hotel.


 


Please let me know if you have any questions about the tour or conference and
whether you could attend.


 


Thanks,
Shannon


 


--


Shannon Fiala
Ocean Beach Master Plan - Assistant Project Manager


SPUR • Ideas + Action for a Better City 
415.385.6925
sfiala@spur.org


SPUR | Blog | Facebook | Twitter | Join


Read SPUR's Agenda for Change


spur.org/agendaforchange >>


 


--


Laura Tam
Sustainable Development Policy Director


SPUR • Ideas + Action for a Better City
(415) 644-4289
ltam@spur.org
@lauraetam


SPUR | Blog | Facebook | Twitter | Join
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Read SPUR's Agenda for Change
spur.org/agendaforchange >>


-- 
Shannon Fiala
Ocean Beach Master Plan - Assistant Project Manager


SPUR • Ideas + Action for a Better City 
415.385.6925
sfiala@spur.org


SPUR | Blog | Facebook | Twitter | Join


Read SPUR's Agenda for Change
spur.org/agendaforchange >>
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From: Arce, Pedro (CII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: GSW notes
Date: Tuesday, July 22, 2014 3:39:37 PM


Catherine: this is a summary of my notes, I have tried to organize them by topic, starting with design
issues and concluding with issues where we think there is the need for further studies.
 


1.        Study ways to better accommodate surge of transit users after events


Study the capacity of the South and 16th Streets corner
Study the width of the South Street south sidewalk for queuing of passengers.
Study widening the mid-block connection of the Plaza to South Street.
Consider eliminating as much as possible, the amount of ramps at the corner.


2.        Reduce elevation of podium plaza, particularly around the edges, so as to achieve porosity
and a more gradual and fluid connection to the street. Consider reducing the elevation by 
approximately 4 feet.
This may need studying the vertical clearances of the parking and loading areas in relation
to the podium/arena.


3.        Improve the pedestrian environment by avoiding blank and high walls and activating, as
much as possible the ground floor.
This concern is associated with the reduction of the elevation of the podium specially along
the South Street side. Along Terry Francois Boulevard consider ways to open up the ground
floor as much as possible; consider internal circulation of the theater and the introduction of
other active uses such as bike storage facilities.


4.        Reduce the width of the combined garage and loading services along 16th Street


5.        Provide a more fluid connection for pedestrians along 16th Street to the Podium Plaza level.
6.        Further study the massing of the Club/Restaurant
7.        Further study the proportions of the openings; along Third Street the dimensions of the


pavilion so as to provide a better visual integration between the Plaza and Campus Way,
along South Street in order to provide a visual terminus to Bridgeway and to achieve a more
fluid connection between the Plaza and to accommodate surges after games and to create a


visual terminus to Bridgeway, and along 16th Street to better integrate the access and
egress of pedestrians.


8.        Study the circulation of other transportation systems, consider the movement of taxis,
bicycles, valet parking etc. and translate them into the overall site plan and building design.


9.        Study the queuing of vehicles to access the parking garage. Consider the existing facilities in
Block 27 (access to the parking garage), Block 28 (Old Navy loading dock) and Block X4 (409-


499 Illinois, parking access along 16th and parking and loading access along Illinois)



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=CC7ECEFC185F4C7A9D6989E36A9EDDB7-PEDRO ARCE

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org






From: Bereket, Immanuel (CII)
To: Sweeney, Edward (DBI); Tom, Ronald (DBI)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Request for Help with Warriors Project
Date: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 9:06:43 AM
Attachments: DOC072314.pdf


Dear Mr. Sweeney,
 
We submitted construction records request last week to DBI Records Division. They informed us that it will take nearly a
month to get the records printed (or provided electronically). Is there any way you can expedite this request? We need
the information as soon as possible for our internal analysis regarding Mission Bay development to date.
 
Attached, you’ll find the permits requests we submitted. The table below summarizes the attachments.  In total, we’re
requesting copies of 9 permits. I was wondering if it is possible to request expedites copies of these plans.
 
 


Address
Block


Number
Lot


Reference
Number


Date
Submitted


Expected Date
of Completion


185 Channel 8711 23 RR20140788802 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1515 Third Street 3871 1 RR20140722207 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1155 Fourth Street 8711 25 RR20140722206 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1401 Third Street 8721 32 RR20140722208 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
420 Mission Bay Blvd
North


8720 117-448 RR20140722204 7/22/2014 8/19/2014


555 Mission Rock Street 8711 28 RR20140722203 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1500 Owens Street 8709 18 RR20140723214 7/23/2014 8/20/2014
1650 Owens Street 8709 8 RR20140724293 7/24/2014 8/21/2014
1700 Owens Street 8709 7 RR20140723213 7/23/2014 8/20/2014


 
 
Regards,
 
 


Immanuel Bereket
Office of Community Investment & Infrastructure
Successor to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 5th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
(415) 749-2495
Immanuel.Bereket@sfgov.org
 
 
 
 


From: Sweeney, Edward (DBI) 
Sent: Monday, July 28, 2014 1:26 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Hui, Tom (DBI)
Cc: Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Tom, Ronald (DBI)
Subject: RE: Request for Help with Warriors Project
 
Catherine ,
 
Do we need to meet soon ? As you can imagine everyone is exited to work on this particular project .
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=EFF510484FE6497BA66DD6575AE24078-IMMANUEL BE

mailto:edward.sweeney@sfgov.org

mailto:ronald.tom@sfgov.org

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:Immanuel.Bereket@sfgov.org























































Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 1:34 PM
To: Hui, Tom (DBI)
Cc: Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Sweeney, Edward (DBI); Tom, Ronald (DBI)
Subject: RE: Request for Help with Warriors Project
 
Thank you so much, Tom and Ed!  We really appreciate it. 
 
Immanuel in my office has been taking the lead on this and is available to help/answer questions.
 
Have a great weekend everyone.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Hui, Tom (DBI) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 1:30 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Sweeney, Edward (DBI); Tom, Ronald (DBI)
Subject: Re: Request for Help with Warriors Project
 
Hi Catherine,
We are willing to help for this project.
Ed Sweeney will work with you to make sure your request on time.
Please, let me know if you have any additional questions.
Thanks


Tom C. Hui, S.E., C.B.O.
Director
City & County of San Francisco
Department of Building Inspection
1660 Mission Street, Sixth Floor
San Francisco CA 94103
415-558-6131 Phone
415-558-6225 Fax
Email: Tom.Hui@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfdbi.org
 


Sent from my iPhone


On Jul 25, 2014, at 1:18 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hi, Tom – We are working on the Warriors project in Mission Bay and need to tie down some development
numbers for the permitted Mission Bay to finalize the project description.  We have identified which permits
we need and have submitted the request for to your staff (attached).  However, it sounds like the typical
turn-around is one month and we were wondering if there was any way to expedite these permits to get
them quicker (it would be great if next week was a possibility).  We can send staff over to help pull the
records if that is helpful to you.  Electronic copies of the plans (vs. paper) would also work for us, if that is
easier.
 
Thank you for your assistance and please let us know what we can do to assist your staff.  They have been
great to work with for the first data request we submitted a month or two ago.
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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: Bereket, Immanuel (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 10:08 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: FW: RE: Misison Bay South Retail Data
 
Here is an updated data.
 


From: Bereket, Immanuel (CII) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 10:00 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Misison Bay South Retail Data
 
Catherine,
 
As discussed, I submitted construction records request yesterday to DBI Records Division. They informed me
that it will take nearly a month to get the records printed (or provided electronically).
 
Attached, you’ll find the permits request I submitted. The table below summarizes the attachments.  In total,
we’re requesting copies of 9 permits. I was wondering if it is possible to request expedites copies of these
plans.
 
 


Address
Block


Number
Lot


Reference
Number


Date
Submitted


Expected Date
of Completion


185 Channel 8711 23 RR20140788802 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1515 Third Street 3871 1 RR20140722207 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1155 Fourth Street 8711 25 RR20140722206 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1401 Third Street 8721 32 RR20140722208 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
420 Mission Bay Blvd
North


8720 117-448 RR20140722204 7/22/2014 8/19/2014


555 Mission Rock Street 8711 28 RR20140722203 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1500 Owens Street 8709 18 RR20140723214 7/23/2014 8/20/2014
1650 Owens Street 8709 8 RR20140724293 7/24/2014 8/21/2014
1700 Owens Street 8709 7 RR20140723213 7/23/2014 8/20/2014


 
 
Thanks
 


Immanuel Bereket
Office of Community Investment & Infrastructure
Successor to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 5th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
(415) 749-2495
Immanuel.Bereket@sfgov.org
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From: Bruce Agid
To: Toby Levine
Cc: Berry 255; Judy Langley; Don Langley; Cohen Bettina Cohen; Springer, Matt (UCSF); Gary Pegueros; Corinne


Woods; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: Re: Notes from June 12, 2014 MBCAC
Date: Saturday, July 05, 2014 6:11:34 PM


Toby,


These notes are great for two reasons:


1. If we can't make a meeting, this is a great summary.


2. Good documentation and makes information easy to share with our neighbors.


Thanks again for all you do....Bruce


On Sat, Jul 5, 2014 at 1:02 PM, Toby Levine <tobylevine@earthlink.net> wrote:


Mission Bay Citizen Advisory Committee


Meeting Notes


June 12, 2014


Dear Berrians,


Do you find these notes useful for the purpose of keeping track of what Is
happening in Mission Bay and at the CAC or do they just clog up your email
account.  Please let me know if you have any suggestions. 


Toby Levine, 609


Outreach Committee


 1.         Party Events.  The tenants of 500 Terry Francois, Cengage, Meraki, Cisco,
etc are interested in having musical/social events twice a month as the 
centerpiece for getting together of these organizations.  In order to do this, they
need permission from the Entertainment Commission and therefore, need the
support of the Mission Bay CAC.  The events will be enclosed, and will terminate
by 10PM.  Support was given by the CAC.


 2.       Parks Update  Luke Stewart from Mission Bay Development Group
presented park progress.  There are 4 parks, p24, p23, p22 and p21 to be built
along the waterfront.  P 24, near the Ramp restaurant, and P 23 will primarily be
for passive recreation including picnic tables, benches and one small basket court. 
Hidden among all of this will be bioswales and pump stations.  P 24 and P 23 will
be finished by summer 2015.P 21 and 22 will be built along with the Warriors
project.  Roads around the parks will be rebuilt and new lighting installed.  A
“creative” restaurant will be developed at 499 Terry Francois.


Mariposa Park  consists of 2.5 acres on Owens stretching  to 4th Street.  This  park
wilhave a small tot lot,  picnic tables, and a large open area.  It is close to the
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hospital, so it should be used by the employees and their patients.  Will be
finished by the summer of 2015.  All of the parks will be managed by Mission Bay
Parks, the current parks management Group.


3.         Changes to Streetscape plan  Certain trees will be added, and others
dropped. Trees that will be dropped are due to their failure and others due to
availability.   Certain pavers will need to be changed to concrete again due to
failure.   Mission Bay standard bike rack will have to be switched out in future to
the City standard bike rack due to the fact that Mission Bay designed bike racks
are too expensive.  Same is true of our garbage cans.  One attendee raised
concern for the Palms on 3rd Street.  They appear to be failing. Who is
responsible.?


Another question of responsibility came up…which is Who is responsible for the
cleanup After the Giants games?  Alfonso Felder, from the Giants and a member of
the Committee, said that  DPW is responsible, and they need to be more
Proactive.  The Giants cleans up the area they are responsible for.   Pam Lewis
from Mission Bay Maintenance has figures on their costs for Giants cleanup. So, it
needs to be figured out how to get the City to do its share.


4.         Warriors  Short presentation.  Snohetta, the original architects for the
Warriorare still involved.   They built the famous Oslo Opera House on the
waterfront, which you can check out.  Will have a timeline and site plans in a few
months.  John Gavin from the Mayor’s Office will be the City’s liaison to the
Warriors.  This CAC will be the official organization for vetting the project.  When
there is a big Warrior’s presentation, will move to the 2nd floor room which is much
larger. 


 5.         Joe Antonio from Mission Bay Development Group reported that the
Children’s Park will be open at the end of the year.  Mission Bay South and North
(streets) should reach the circle by the end of the year making getting around a
lot easier.  Mission Rock Street should be finished in a month or so.  The 280 Off
Ramp to Mariposa will be Finished by February, 2015.


 Other Matters  The very important MTA Waterfront Traffic, etc. assessment should
be finished by the end of the summer.


 Next meeting will be July 10, at 5PM next to the library


 Submitted by Toby Levine, MBCAC member


 


 








From: Clarke Miller
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: GSW proposed lane reconfigurations
Date: Wednesday, July 16, 2014 11:06:43 AM
Attachments: 2014.07.11_GSW_Mission Bay_Cross-Sections_CM.pdf


Catherine,


While we’re intending to address in tomorrow’s 10am meeting the lane reconfigurations on 16th


and South St. that Fehr & Peers is proposing, I thought it’d be useful to see it in advance to have
time to digest it. Feel free to forward to others as you see fit.
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
101 Mission Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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16th Street 
Cross-Section 



 Planned five travel lanes and on-street bike lanes, no parking 
 



Basis for Suggested Change 
 5 lane section not needed to serve forecasted demand on 16th St. 



 
 Routes 55/22 on 16th Street turn north on Third St. (i.e., don’t use 16th St. 



between Third St. and Terry Francois Blvd.) 
 



 MUNI staff have indicated they may operate special event buses from 16th 
St. BART station to/from arena during NBA games, concerts 
 



 Potential need for bus stops on both sides of 16th St. for MUNI event buses 











5 



16th Street 
Cross-Section 



Proposed Section Characteristics 
 Same curb-to-curb width 



 
 3 travel lanes (instead of 5) 



 
 Buffered on-street bike lanes 



 
 Provides on-street parking/bus stops on both sides of 16th St. 











MB Plan 
Section 



6 



South Street 
Cross-Section 



 Existing 4 travel lanes, with no on-street parking 
 



 South Street 2 blocks long, from Third St. to Terry Francois Blvd. 
 



 1,400 stall existing garage exists on north side of street 
 



Basis for Suggested Change 
 Arena retail planned on south side of street 



 
 Need for valet, shuttle bus stops 



 
 4 lane section not needed to serve forecasted demand on South St. 
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South Street 
Cross-Section 



Proposed Section Characteristics 
 Same curb-to-curb width 



 
 3 travel lanes (instead of 4) 



 
 Provides center left turn lane to facilitate access to existing garage 



 
 On-street valet/bus stops on south side of street adjacent to 



planned Arena retail uses 








			GOLDEN STATE WARRIORS�MISSION BAY ARENA��


			Arena Location


			Slide Number 3


			Slide Number 4


			Slide Number 5


			Slide Number 6


			Slide Number 7










From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Hui, Tom (DBI)
Cc: Sweeney, Edward (DBI); Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Tom, Ronald (DBI); Ho, Gary (DBI); Chun, Robert (DBI); Pada, Rodolfo (DBI); Jones, Micki (FIR)
Subject: RE: Request for Help with Warriors Project
Date: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 9:25:00 AM


Thank you so much, Tom.  Manny from our office will outreach to Gary to coordinate.
 
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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Hui, Tom (DBI) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 9:11 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Sweeney, Edward (DBI); Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Tom, Ronald (DBI); Ho, Gary (DBI); Chun, Robert (DBI); Pada, Rodolfo (DBI);
Jones, Micki (FIR)
Subject: Re: Request for Help with Warriors Project
 


Hi Catherine
We will assign Gary Ho as the main plan checker.you can coordinate with Ed and Gary. Mr. Gary Ho's phone number is 558-6083.
Please, let us know if you have any questions.
Thanks
Tom
Sent from my iPhone


On Jul 29, 2014, at 8:41 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Thanks! I believe the project proponent will be outreaching to your office to set up a pre-meet.  Who would be the
best person for them to outreach to?
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Sweeney, Edward (DBI) 
Sent: Monday, July 28, 2014 1:26 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Hui, Tom (DBI)
Cc: Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Tom, Ronald (DBI)
Subject: RE: Request for Help with Warriors Project
 
Catherine ,
 
Do we need to meet soon ? As you can imagine everyone is exited to work on this particular project .
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 1:34 PM
To: Hui, Tom (DBI)
Cc: Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Sweeney, Edward (DBI); Tom, Ronald (DBI)
Subject: RE: Request for Help with Warriors Project
 
Thank you so much, Tom and Ed!  We really appreciate it. 
 
Immanuel in my office has been taking the lead on this and is available to help/answer questions.
 
Have a great weekend everyone.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Hui, Tom (DBI) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 1:30 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Sweeney, Edward (DBI); Tom, Ronald (DBI)
Subject: Re: Request for Help with Warriors Project
 
Hi Catherine,
We are willing to help for this project.
Ed Sweeney will work with you to make sure your request on time.
Please, let me know if you have any additional questions.
Thanks


Tom C. Hui, S.E., C.B.O.
Director
City & County of San Francisco
Department of Building Inspection
1660 Mission Street, Sixth Floor
San Francisco CA 94103
415-558-6131 Phone
415-558-6225 Fax
Email: Tom.Hui@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfdbi.org
 


Sent from my iPhone


On Jul 25, 2014, at 1:18 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hi, Tom – We are working on the Warriors project in Mission Bay and need to tie down some
development numbers for the permitted Mission Bay to finalize the project description.  We have
identified which permits we need and have submitted the request for to your staff (attached). 
However, it sounds like the typical turn-around is one month and we were wondering if there was any
way to expedite these permits to get them quicker (it would be great if next week was a possibility). 
We can send staff over to help pull the records if that is helpful to you.  Electronic copies of the plans
(vs. paper) would also work for us, if that is easier.
 
Thank you for your assistance and please let us know what we can do to assist your staff.  They have
been great to work with for the first data request we submitted a month or two ago.
 
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/
 


From: Bereket, Immanuel (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 10:08 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: FW: RE: Misison Bay South Retail Data
 
Here is an updated data.
 


From: Bereket, Immanuel (CII) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 10:00 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Misison Bay South Retail Data
 
Catherine,
 
As discussed, I submitted construction records request yesterday to DBI Records Division. They
informed me that it will take nearly a month to get the records printed (or provided electronically).
 
Attached, you’ll find the permits request I submitted. The table below summarizes the attachments.  In
total, we’re requesting copies of 9 permits. I was wondering if it is possible to request expedites copies
of these plans.
 
 


Address
Block


Number
Lot


Reference
Number


Date
Submitted


Expected Date
of Completion


185 Channel 8711 23 RR20140788802 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1515 Third Street 3871 1 RR20140722207 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1155 Fourth Street 8711 25 RR20140722206 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1401 Third Street 8721 32 RR20140722208 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
420 Mission Bay Blvd
North


8720 117-448 RR20140722204 7/22/2014 8/19/2014


555 Mission Rock Street 8711 28 RR20140722203 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1500 Owens Street 8709 18 RR20140723214 7/23/2014 8/20/2014
1650 Owens Street 8709 8 RR20140724293 7/24/2014 8/21/2014
1700 Owens Street 8709 7 RR20140723213 7/23/2014 8/20/2014


 
 
Thanks
 


Immanuel Bereket
Office of Community Investment & Infrastructure
Successor to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 5th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
(415) 749-2495
Immanuel.Bereket@sfgov.org
 


<DOC072314.pdf>
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From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Number of Attendees for the Design Meeting
Date: Sunday, June 08, 2014 1:42:46 PM


I like that last option. Let's have the meeting on the 19th and you and I can preview
bullet points with Jesse and Clarke (and hopefully get a preview from them) next
Friday via phone. Let's push for in person architect representation since we are
pushing back the meeting date and have more time. Thanks for working on this over
the weekend! 


On Jun 8, 2014, at 1:23 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Jennifer – It looks like it may make sense to move the Warriors meeting until the time


we have held on the 19th.  I do want to get in front of them as soon as possible, but if
most of the team will not be able to be in the room, then I am leaning towards waiting
until the following week.  Clarke is going to double check with the architects to see if
someone can be here in person on the 19th since it is a visual discussion.  Also, Phillip
thought you may not be back by Friday, and I’d definitely like you here for this meeting
if possible.
 
Alternatively, we can hold a “preview” meeting next week with a smaller group to get


the direction out there, but then keep the Thursday the 19th as primary meeting.  You
and I could also just get Jessie/Clarke on the phone once we finalize the bullet points


and talk him through it next week for him to pass on, with the big meeting on the 19th.
 
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: Friday, June 06, 2014 1:31 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Number of Attendees for the Design Meeting
 
We’ll likely be four. It looks like next Friday works for Craig Dykers (Snohetta) by phone,
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but not David Manica. Jesse and David Carlock will need to dial-in too. If that’s
undesirable, the following Thursday will work for everyone on our team.
Clarke
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, June 06, 2014 11:34 AM
To: Clarke Miller
Subject: Number of Attendees for the Design Meeting
 
Clarke – We are identifying a room for next week’s meeting.  How many folks to you
anticipate attending?  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: Hussain, Lila (ADM)
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: GSW
Date: Wednesday, July 16, 2014 8:59:15 AM


I have time this afternoon to do website pages but I was looking for your update is it in the GSW folder
or website folder?  Also will send you the updated budget.


I don't think Manny has finished the planning MOU analysis, but for now I think we should assume we
are amending the contract with Planning's current proposed amount, right?
Lila


Sent from my iPhone
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Sweeney, Edward (DBI); Hui, Tom (DBI)
Cc: Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Tom, Ronald (DBI)
Subject: RE: Request for Help with Warriors Project
Date: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 8:41:00 AM


Thanks! I believe the project proponent will be outreaching to your office to set up a pre-meet.  Who would be the best
person for them to outreach to?
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Sweeney, Edward (DBI) 
Sent: Monday, July 28, 2014 1:26 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Hui, Tom (DBI)
Cc: Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Tom, Ronald (DBI)
Subject: RE: Request for Help with Warriors Project
 
Catherine ,
 
Do we need to meet soon ? As you can imagine everyone is exited to work on this particular project .
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 1:34 PM
To: Hui, Tom (DBI)
Cc: Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Sweeney, Edward (DBI); Tom, Ronald (DBI)
Subject: RE: Request for Help with Warriors Project
 
Thank you so much, Tom and Ed!  We really appreciate it. 
 
Immanuel in my office has been taking the lead on this and is available to help/answer questions.
 
Have a great weekend everyone.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Hui, Tom (DBI) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 1:30 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Sweeney, Edward (DBI); Tom, Ronald (DBI)
Subject: Re: Request for Help with Warriors Project
 
Hi Catherine,
We are willing to help for this project.
Ed Sweeney will work with you to make sure your request on time.



mailto:edward.sweeney@sfgov.org

mailto:tom.hui@sfgov.org

mailto:immanuel.bereket@sfgov.org

mailto:ronald.tom@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/





Please, let me know if you have any additional questions.
Thanks


Tom C. Hui, S.E., C.B.O.
Director
City & County of San Francisco
Department of Building Inspection
1660 Mission Street, Sixth Floor
San Francisco CA 94103
415-558-6131 Phone
415-558-6225 Fax
Email: Tom.Hui@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfdbi.org
 


Sent from my iPhone


On Jul 25, 2014, at 1:18 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hi, Tom – We are working on the Warriors project in Mission Bay and need to tie down some development
numbers for the permitted Mission Bay to finalize the project description.  We have identified which permits
we need and have submitted the request for to your staff (attached).  However, it sounds like the typical
turn-around is one month and we were wondering if there was any way to expedite these permits to get
them quicker (it would be great if next week was a possibility).  We can send staff over to help pull the
records if that is helpful to you.  Electronic copies of the plans (vs. paper) would also work for us, if that is
easier.
 
Thank you for your assistance and please let us know what we can do to assist your staff.  They have been
great to work with for the first data request we submitted a month or two ago.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Bereket, Immanuel (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 10:08 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: FW: RE: Misison Bay South Retail Data
 
Here is an updated data.
 


From: Bereket, Immanuel (CII) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 10:00 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Misison Bay South Retail Data
 
Catherine,
 
As discussed, I submitted construction records request yesterday to DBI Records Division. They informed me
that it will take nearly a month to get the records printed (or provided electronically).
 
Attached, you’ll find the permits request I submitted. The table below summarizes the attachments.  In total,
we’re requesting copies of 9 permits. I was wondering if it is possible to request expedites copies of these
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plans.
 
 


Address
Block


Number
Lot


Reference
Number


Date
Submitted


Expected Date
of Completion


185 Channel 8711 23 RR20140788802 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1515 Third Street 3871 1 RR20140722207 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1155 Fourth Street 8711 25 RR20140722206 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1401 Third Street 8721 32 RR20140722208 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
420 Mission Bay Blvd
North


8720 117-448 RR20140722204 7/22/2014 8/19/2014


555 Mission Rock Street 8711 28 RR20140722203 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1500 Owens Street 8709 18 RR20140723214 7/23/2014 8/20/2014
1650 Owens Street 8709 8 RR20140724293 7/24/2014 8/21/2014
1700 Owens Street 8709 7 RR20140723213 7/23/2014 8/20/2014


 
 
Thanks
 


Immanuel Bereket
Office of Community Investment & Infrastructure
Successor to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 5th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
(415) 749-2495
Immanuel.Bereket@sfgov.org
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From: Watty, Elizabeth (CPC)
To: Kelley, Gil (CPC)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Cheng-Tam, Irene; Perry, Nicholas


(CPC); Jones, Natasha (OCII); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: Re: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden State Warriors - Design Review
Date: Monday, June 02, 2014 9:23:44 PM


I can't do 9:30, but if it works for everyone else please go ahead without me. I can
join anytime after 10.
-Liz


Sent from my iPhone


On Jun 2, 2014, at 8:39 PM, "Kelley, Gil (CPC)" <gil.kelley@sfgov.org> wrote:


I could do 9:30 but not 10:30. Others?


Sent from my iPhone


On Jun 2, 2014, at 8:29 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


If we can do a time that works for JennifEitherould like her on
the call. Either of the times she mentioned works for me


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Kelley, Gil (CPC)"
Date:06/02/2014 8:26 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Cc: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)" ,"Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)" ,"Cheng-
Tam, Irene" ,"Watty, Elizabeth (CPC)" ,"Perry, Nicholas (CPC)"
,"Jones, Natasha (OCII)" ,"Wong, Phillip (MYR)"
Subject: Re: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden
State Warriors - Design Review


Let's do 10 then - with whomever we can get - to get things
rolling. 


Sent from my iPhone


On Jun 2, 2014, at 8:24 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


That works for me
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Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)"
Date:06/02/2014 8:04 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)"
Cc: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" ,"Cheng-Tam, Irene"
,"Kelley, Gil (CPC)" ,"Watty, Elizabeth (CPC)"
,"Perry, Nicholas (CPC)" ,"Jones, Natasha (OCII)"
,"Wong, Phillip (MYR)"
Subject: Re: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10
a.m. - Golden State Warriors - Design Review


Sorry all, I can't do 10! I have an appointment
from 10-11.  Can we start at 9:30 or 10:30 so I
can catch the first or latter half of the call? 


On Jun 2, 2014, at 6:26 PM, "Bohee, Tiffany
(OCII)" <tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org> wrote:


Thanks, Catherine. 


Look forward to speaking with Planning
and OEWD staff at 10 am on Tuesday.


Tiffany Bohee


On Jun 2, 2014, at 6:09 PM, "Reilly,
Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


That works for me.  We can use
our conference call number at: 
877-214-6371 Participate Code
831118.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and
Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the
Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Cheng-Tam, Irene 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 6:06
PM
To: Kelley, Gil (CPC); Bohee,
Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine
(OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR);
Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Perry,
Nicholas (CPC)
Subject: Phone conference on
June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden State
Warriors - Design Review
Importance: High
 
Hi all:
Will tomorrow (June 3) from 10
– 10:30 a.m. to have a
conference call?  Should we
call in Tiffany’s office at
749-2588?  Please advise. 
Thank you.
 
Irene
558-6282
 


From: Kelley, Gil (CPC) 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 1:32
PM
To: Cheng-Tam, Irene
Subject: Fwd: Golden State
Warriors - Design Review
 


Sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Rahaim, John
(CPC)"
<john.rahaim@sfgov.org
>
Date: June 2, 2014
at 12:55:38 PM PDT
To: "Kelley, Gil
(CPC)"
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<gil.kelley@sfgov.org
>, "Joslin, Jeff (CPC)"
<jeff.joslin@sfgov.org
>, "Winslow, David
(CPC)"
<david.winslow@sfgov.org
>, "Watty, Elizabeth
(CPC)"
<elizabeth.watty@sfgov.org
>
Subject: Fwd:
Golden State
Warriors - Design
Review


Do you all think this
is possible?  Can you
talk in my absence
and figure it out.
Thanks. 


Please excuse any
typos. This was sent
from my iPhone


Begin forwarded
message:


From:
"Bohee,
Tiffany
(OCII)"
<tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org
>
Date:
June 2,
2014 at
12:01:29
PM PDT
To:
"Rahaim,
John
(CPC)"
<john.rahaim@sfgov.org
>
Subject:
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Golden
State
Warriors
-
Design
Review


John –
Got
your
voicemail. 
I can
talk
today
after
3:30
pm (or
later). 
Prior to
next
week’s
meeting
with
the
Warriors,
I do
think it
would
be
helpful
for OCII
and
Planning
staff to
discuss
the site
constraints,
considerations
and any
other
issues
the
design
team
should







be
paying
attention
to. 
 
If at all
possible,
it
would
be
good to
convey
this
collective
information
to the
GSW
prior to
next
week’s
meeting. 
I (along
with
Catherine
Reilly
and Jen
Matz)
could
be
available
for this
call/discussion
with
you
(and/or
your
department
staff)
with
the
GSW
tomorrow,
June 3,
between
10 am







and 11
am or
between
2:30
pm and
4 pm. 
Thanks
in
advance
for
doing
what
you
can.
 
Best,
Tiffany
 
Tiffany
Bohee
Executive
Director
Office of
Community
Investment
and
Infrastructure


 
Successor
to the
San
Francisco
Redevelopment
Agency
One
South
Van
Ness
Avenue,
Fifth
Floor
San
Francisco,
CA
94103
Tel:
 415-







749-
2588
Email:
 
tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org
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From: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
To: Rahaim, John (CPC)
Subject: Golden State Warriors - Design Review
Date: Monday, June 02, 2014 12:01:00 PM


John – Got your voicemail.  I can talk today after 3:30 pm (or later).  Prior to next week’s meeting
with the Warriors, I do think it would be helpful for OCII and Planning staff to discuss the site
constraints, considerations and any other issues the design team should be paying attention to. 
 
If at all possible, it would be good to convey this collective information to the GSW prior to next
week’s meeting.  I (along with Catherine Reilly and Jen Matz) could be available for this
call/discussion with you (and/or your department staff) with the GSW tomorrow, June 3, between
10 am and 11 am or between 2:30 pm and 4 pm.  Thanks in advance for doing what you can.
 
Best,
Tiffany
 
Tiffany Bohee
Executive Director
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
  Successor to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Tel:  415-749-2588
Email:  tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org
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From: Sweeney, Edward (DBI)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Hui, Tom (DBI)
Cc: Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Tom, Ronald (DBI)
Subject: RE: Request for Help with Warriors Project
Date: Monday, July 28, 2014 1:25:49 PM


Catherine ,
 
Do we need to meet soon ? As you can imagine everyone is exited to work on this particular project .
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 1:34 PM
To: Hui, Tom (DBI)
Cc: Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Sweeney, Edward (DBI); Tom, Ronald (DBI)
Subject: RE: Request for Help with Warriors Project
 
Thank you so much, Tom and Ed!  We really appreciate it. 
 
Immanuel in my office has been taking the lead on this and is available to help/answer questions.
 
Have a great weekend everyone.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Hui, Tom (DBI) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 1:30 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Sweeney, Edward (DBI); Tom, Ronald (DBI)
Subject: Re: Request for Help with Warriors Project
 
Hi Catherine,
We are willing to help for this project.
Ed Sweeney will work with you to make sure your request on time.
Please, let me know if you have any additional questions.
Thanks


Tom C. Hui, S.E., C.B.O.
Director
City & County of San Francisco
Department of Building Inspection
1660 Mission Street, Sixth Floor
San Francisco CA 94103
415-558-6131 Phone
415-558-6225 Fax
Email: Tom.Hui@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfdbi.org
 


Sent from my iPhone


On Jul 25, 2014, at 1:18 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hi, Tom – We are working on the Warriors project in Mission Bay and need to tie down some development
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numbers for the permitted Mission Bay to finalize the project description.  We have identified which permits
we need and have submitted the request for to your staff (attached).  However, it sounds like the typical
turn-around is one month and we were wondering if there was any way to expedite these permits to get
them quicker (it would be great if next week was a possibility).  We can send staff over to help pull the
records if that is helpful to you.  Electronic copies of the plans (vs. paper) would also work for us, if that is
easier.
 
Thank you for your assistance and please let us know what we can do to assist your staff.  They have been
great to work with for the first data request we submitted a month or two ago.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Bereket, Immanuel (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 10:08 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: FW: RE: Misison Bay South Retail Data
 
Here is an updated data.
 


From: Bereket, Immanuel (CII) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 10:00 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Misison Bay South Retail Data
 
Catherine,
 
As discussed, I submitted construction records request yesterday to DBI Records Division. They informed me
that it will take nearly a month to get the records printed (or provided electronically).
 
Attached, you’ll find the permits request I submitted. The table below summarizes the attachments.  In total,
we’re requesting copies of 9 permits. I was wondering if it is possible to request expedites copies of these
plans.
 
 


Address
Block


Number
Lot


Reference
Number


Date
Submitted


Expected Date
of Completion


185 Channel 8711 23 RR20140788802 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1515 Third Street 3871 1 RR20140722207 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1155 Fourth Street 8711 25 RR20140722206 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1401 Third Street 8721 32 RR20140722208 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
420 Mission Bay Blvd
North


8720 117-448 RR20140722204 7/22/2014 8/19/2014


555 Mission Rock Street 8711 28 RR20140722203 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1500 Owens Street 8709 18 RR20140723214 7/23/2014 8/20/2014
1650 Owens Street 8709 8 RR20140724293 7/24/2014 8/21/2014
1700 Owens Street 8709 7 RR20140723213 7/23/2014 8/20/2014


 
 
Thanks
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Immanuel Bereket
Office of Community Investment & Infrastructure
Successor to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 5th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
(415) 749-2495
Immanuel.Bereket@sfgov.org
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From: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Cheng-Tam, Irene; Kelley, Gil (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC);


Jones, Natasha (OCII); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: Re: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden State Warriors - Design Review
Date: Monday, June 02, 2014 6:26:31 PM


Thanks, Catherine. 


Look forward to speaking with Planning and OEWD staff at 10 am on Tuesday.


Tiffany Bohee


On Jun 2, 2014, at 6:09 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


That works for me.  We can use our conference call number at:  877-214-6371
Participate Code 831118.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Cheng-Tam, Irene 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 6:06 PM
To: Kelley, Gil (CPC); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer
(MYR); Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC)
Subject: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden State Warriors - Design Review
Importance: High
 
Hi all:
Will tomorrow (June 3) from 10 – 10:30 a.m. to have a conference call?  Should
we call in Tiffany’s office at
749-2588?  Please advise.  Thank you.
 
Irene
558-6282
 
From: Kelley, Gil (CPC) 
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Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 1:32 PM
To: Cheng-Tam, Irene
Subject: Fwd: Golden State Warriors - Design Review
 


Sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Rahaim, John (CPC)" <john.rahaim@sfgov.org>
Date: June 2, 2014 at 12:55:38 PM PDT
To: "Kelley, Gil (CPC)" <gil.kelley@sfgov.org>, "Joslin, Jeff (CPC)"
<jeff.joslin@sfgov.org>, "Winslow, David (CPC)"
<david.winslow@sfgov.org>, "Watty, Elizabeth (CPC)"
<elizabeth.watty@sfgov.org>
Subject: Fwd: Golden State Warriors - Design Review


Do you all think this is possible?  Can you talk in my absence and figure it
out. Thanks. 


Please excuse any typos. This was sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)" <tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org>
Date: June 2, 2014 at 12:01:29 PM PDT
To: "Rahaim, John (CPC)" <john.rahaim@sfgov.org>
Subject: Golden State Warriors - Design Review


John – Got your voicemail.  I can talk today after 3:30 pm (or
later).  Prior to next week’s meeting with the Warriors, I do
think it would be helpful for OCII and Planning staff to
discuss the site constraints, considerations and any other
issues the design team should be paying attention to. 
 
If at all possible, it would be good to convey this collective
information to the GSW prior to next week’s meeting.  I
(along with Catherine Reilly and Jen Matz) could be available
for this call/discussion with you (and/or your department
staff) with the GSW tomorrow, June 3, between 10 am and
11 am or between 2:30 pm and 4 pm.  Thanks in advance for
doing what you can.
 
Best,
Tiffany
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Tiffany Bohee
Executive Director
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
  Successor to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Tel:  415-749-2588
Email:  tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Bohee, Tiffany (CII)
Cc: Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: Gsw budget
Date: Friday, July 25, 2014 5:15:27 PM


Tiffany - Jenn requested that we send over what we have for the budget, knowing
there are gaps, so she can see how it is coming along. Lila will cc you on the email
since Jenn may outreach to you to discuss the best approach to presenting this to
the Warriors team (when finalized) and we want you to have the same version that
Jenn has.


Thank you and have a great weekend.


Catherine


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Hui, Tom (DBI)
Cc: Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Sweeney, Edward (DBI); Tom, Ronald (DBI)
Subject: RE: Request for Help with Warriors Project
Date: Friday, July 25, 2014 1:33:00 PM


Thank you so much, Tom and Ed!  We really appreciate it. 
 
Immanuel in my office has been taking the lead on this and is available to help/answer questions.
 
Have a great weekend everyone.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Hui, Tom (DBI) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 1:30 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Sweeney, Edward (DBI); Tom, Ronald (DBI)
Subject: Re: Request for Help with Warriors Project
 
Hi Catherine,
We are willing to help for this project.
Ed Sweeney will work with you to make sure your request on time.
Please, let me know if you have any additional questions.
Thanks


Tom C. Hui, S.E., C.B.O.
Director
City & County of San Francisco
Department of Building Inspection
1660 Mission Street, Sixth Floor
San Francisco CA 94103
415-558-6131 Phone
415-558-6225 Fax
Email: Tom.Hui@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfdbi.org
 


Sent from my iPhone


On Jul 25, 2014, at 1:18 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hi, Tom – We are working on the Warriors project in Mission Bay and need to tie down some development
numbers for the permitted Mission Bay to finalize the project description.  We have identified which permits
we need and have submitted the request for to your staff (attached).  However, it sounds like the typical
turn-around is one month and we were wondering if there was any way to expedite these permits to get
them quicker (it would be great if next week was a possibility).  We can send staff over to help pull the
records if that is helpful to you.  Electronic copies of the plans (vs. paper) would also work for us, if that is
easier.
 
Thank you for your assistance and please let us know what we can do to assist your staff.  They have been
great to work with for the first data request we submitted a month or two ago.
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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: Bereket, Immanuel (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 10:08 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: FW: RE: Misison Bay South Retail Data
 
Here is an updated data.
 


From: Bereket, Immanuel (CII) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 10:00 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Misison Bay South Retail Data
 
Catherine,
 
As discussed, I submitted construction records request yesterday to DBI Records Division. They informed me
that it will take nearly a month to get the records printed (or provided electronically).
 
Attached, you’ll find the permits request I submitted. The table below summarizes the attachments.  In total,
we’re requesting copies of 9 permits. I was wondering if it is possible to request expedites copies of these
plans.
 
 


Address
Block


Number
Lot


Reference
Number


Date
Submitted


Expected Date
of Completion


185 Channel 8711 23 RR20140788802 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1515 Third Street 3871 1 RR20140722207 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1155 Fourth Street 8711 25 RR20140722206 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1401 Third Street 8721 32 RR20140722208 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
420 Mission Bay Blvd
North


8720 117-448 RR20140722204 7/22/2014 8/19/2014


555 Mission Rock Street 8711 28 RR20140722203 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1500 Owens Street 8709 18 RR20140723214 7/23/2014 8/20/2014
1650 Owens Street 8709 8 RR20140724293 7/24/2014 8/21/2014
1700 Owens Street 8709 7 RR20140723213 7/23/2014 8/20/2014


 
 
Thanks
 


Immanuel Bereket
Office of Community Investment & Infrastructure
Successor to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 5th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
(415) 749-2495
Immanuel.Bereket@sfgov.org
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From: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Cheng-Tam, Irene; Kelley, Gil (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC);


Jones, Natasha (OCII); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: Re: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden State Warriors - Design Review
Date: Monday, June 02, 2014 6:26:31 PM


Thanks, Catherine. 


Look forward to speaking with Planning and OEWD staff at 10 am on Tuesday.


Tiffany Bohee


On Jun 2, 2014, at 6:09 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


That works for me.  We can use our conference call number at:  877-214-6371
Participate Code 831118.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Cheng-Tam, Irene 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 6:06 PM
To: Kelley, Gil (CPC); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer
(MYR); Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC)
Subject: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden State Warriors - Design Review
Importance: High
 
Hi all:
Will tomorrow (June 3) from 10 – 10:30 a.m. to have a conference call?  Should
we call in Tiffany’s office at
749-2588?  Please advise.  Thank you.
 
Irene
558-6282
 
From: Kelley, Gil (CPC) 
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Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 1:32 PM
To: Cheng-Tam, Irene
Subject: Fwd: Golden State Warriors - Design Review
 


Sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Rahaim, John (CPC)" <john.rahaim@sfgov.org>
Date: June 2, 2014 at 12:55:38 PM PDT
To: "Kelley, Gil (CPC)" <gil.kelley@sfgov.org>, "Joslin, Jeff (CPC)"
<jeff.joslin@sfgov.org>, "Winslow, David (CPC)"
<david.winslow@sfgov.org>, "Watty, Elizabeth (CPC)"
<elizabeth.watty@sfgov.org>
Subject: Fwd: Golden State Warriors - Design Review


Do you all think this is possible?  Can you talk in my absence and figure it
out. Thanks. 


Please excuse any typos. This was sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)" <tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org>
Date: June 2, 2014 at 12:01:29 PM PDT
To: "Rahaim, John (CPC)" <john.rahaim@sfgov.org>
Subject: Golden State Warriors - Design Review


John – Got your voicemail.  I can talk today after 3:30 pm (or
later).  Prior to next week’s meeting with the Warriors, I do
think it would be helpful for OCII and Planning staff to
discuss the site constraints, considerations and any other
issues the design team should be paying attention to. 
 
If at all possible, it would be good to convey this collective
information to the GSW prior to next week’s meeting.  I
(along with Catherine Reilly and Jen Matz) could be available
for this call/discussion with you (and/or your department
staff) with the GSW tomorrow, June 3, between 10 am and
11 am or between 2:30 pm and 4 pm.  Thanks in advance for
doing what you can.
 
Best,
Tiffany
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Tiffany Bohee
Executive Director
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
  Successor to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Tel:  415-749-2588
Email:  tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org


 



mailto:tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org






From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Bohee, Tiffany (CII)
Cc: Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: Gsw budget
Date: Friday, July 25, 2014 5:15:27 PM


Tiffany - Jenn requested that we send over what we have for the budget, knowing
there are gaps, so she can see how it is coming along. Lila will cc you on the email
since Jenn may outreach to you to discuss the best approach to presenting this to
the Warriors team (when finalized) and we want you to have the same version that
Jenn has.


Thank you and have a great weekend.


Catherine


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Bereket, Immanuel (CII)
Subject: RE: Request for Help with Warriors Project
Date: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 10:04:00 AM


Not sure of his actual role, but he is pretty high up.  Even if not, we always want to be as user friendly as possible since we
are asking for a favor.  Don’t want to be known as “that agency”. 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Bereket, Immanuel (CII) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 9:43 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Request for Help with Warriors Project
 
Will do. I didn’t realize that. I thought he worked at the records division…
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 9:37 AM
To: Bereket, Immanuel (CII)
Subject: RE: Request for Help with Warriors Project
 
Thanks for sending.  In the future, I would do more of a “Hi, Ed – sorry to bug you, but wanted to follow up on the request
below to see if there was anything I could do to help.  We appreciate your team helping to expedite this request. ” Ed is
pretty high up and so we want to be as user-friendly as possible.


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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Bereket, Immanuel (CII) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 9:07 AM
To: Sweeney, Edward (DBI); Tom, Ronald (DBI)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Request for Help with Warriors Project
 
Dear Mr. Sweeney,
 
We submitted construction records request last week to DBI Records Division. They informed us that it will take nearly a
month to get the records printed (or provided electronically). Is there any way you can expedite this request? We need
the information as soon as possible for our internal analysis regarding Mission Bay development to date.



mailto:immanuel.bereket@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/





 
Attached, you’ll find the permits requests we submitted. The table below summarizes the attachments.  In total, we’re
requesting copies of 9 permits. I was wondering if it is possible to request expedites copies of these plans.
 
 


Address
Block


Number
Lot


Reference
Number


Date
Submitted


Expected Date
of Completion


185 Channel 8711 23 RR20140788802 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1515 Third Street 3871 1 RR20140722207 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1155 Fourth Street 8711 25 RR20140722206 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1401 Third Street 8721 32 RR20140722208 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
420 Mission Bay Blvd
North


8720 117-448 RR20140722204 7/22/2014 8/19/2014


555 Mission Rock Street 8711 28 RR20140722203 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1500 Owens Street 8709 18 RR20140723214 7/23/2014 8/20/2014
1650 Owens Street 8709 8 RR20140724293 7/24/2014 8/21/2014
1700 Owens Street 8709 7 RR20140723213 7/23/2014 8/20/2014


 
 
Regards,
 
 


Immanuel Bereket
Office of Community Investment & Infrastructure
Successor to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 5th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
(415) 749-2495
Immanuel.Bereket@sfgov.org
 
 
 
 


From: Sweeney, Edward (DBI) 
Sent: Monday, July 28, 2014 1:26 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Hui, Tom (DBI)
Cc: Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Tom, Ronald (DBI)
Subject: RE: Request for Help with Warriors Project
 
Catherine ,
 
Do we need to meet soon ? As you can imagine everyone is exited to work on this particular project .
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 1:34 PM
To: Hui, Tom (DBI)
Cc: Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Sweeney, Edward (DBI); Tom, Ronald (DBI)
Subject: RE: Request for Help with Warriors Project
 
Thank you so much, Tom and Ed!  We really appreciate it. 
 
Immanuel in my office has been taking the lead on this and is available to help/answer questions.
 
Have a great weekend everyone.
 
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: Hui, Tom (DBI) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 1:30 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Sweeney, Edward (DBI); Tom, Ronald (DBI)
Subject: Re: Request for Help with Warriors Project
 
Hi Catherine,
We are willing to help for this project.
Ed Sweeney will work with you to make sure your request on time.
Please, let me know if you have any additional questions.
Thanks


Tom C. Hui, S.E., C.B.O.
Director
City & County of San Francisco
Department of Building Inspection
1660 Mission Street, Sixth Floor
San Francisco CA 94103
415-558-6131 Phone
415-558-6225 Fax
Email: Tom.Hui@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfdbi.org
 


Sent from my iPhone


On Jul 25, 2014, at 1:18 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hi, Tom – We are working on the Warriors project in Mission Bay and need to tie down some development
numbers for the permitted Mission Bay to finalize the project description.  We have identified which permits
we need and have submitted the request for to your staff (attached).  However, it sounds like the typical
turn-around is one month and we were wondering if there was any way to expedite these permits to get
them quicker (it would be great if next week was a possibility).  We can send staff over to help pull the
records if that is helpful to you.  Electronic copies of the plans (vs. paper) would also work for us, if that is
easier.
 
Thank you for your assistance and please let us know what we can do to assist your staff.  They have been
great to work with for the first data request we submitted a month or two ago.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Bereket, Immanuel (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 10:08 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
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Subject: FW: RE: Misison Bay South Retail Data
 
Here is an updated data.
 


From: Bereket, Immanuel (CII) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 10:00 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Misison Bay South Retail Data
 
Catherine,
 
As discussed, I submitted construction records request yesterday to DBI Records Division. They informed me
that it will take nearly a month to get the records printed (or provided electronically).
 
Attached, you’ll find the permits request I submitted. The table below summarizes the attachments.  In total,
we’re requesting copies of 9 permits. I was wondering if it is possible to request expedites copies of these
plans.
 
 


Address
Block


Number
Lot


Reference
Number


Date
Submitted


Expected Date
of Completion


185 Channel 8711 23 RR20140788802 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1515 Third Street 3871 1 RR20140722207 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1155 Fourth Street 8711 25 RR20140722206 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1401 Third Street 8721 32 RR20140722208 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
420 Mission Bay Blvd
North


8720 117-448 RR20140722204 7/22/2014 8/19/2014


555 Mission Rock Street 8711 28 RR20140722203 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1500 Owens Street 8709 18 RR20140723214 7/23/2014 8/20/2014
1650 Owens Street 8709 8 RR20140724293 7/24/2014 8/21/2014
1700 Owens Street 8709 7 RR20140723213 7/23/2014 8/20/2014


 
 
Thanks
 


Immanuel Bereket
Office of Community Investment & Infrastructure
Successor to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 5th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
(415) 749-2495
Immanuel.Bereket@sfgov.org
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From: Kelley, Gil (CPC)
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Cheng-Tam, Irene; Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Perry, Nicholas


(CPC); Jones, Natasha (OCII); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: Re: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden State Warriors - Design Review
Date: Monday, June 02, 2014 9:10:47 PM


So 9:30, then. Ok everyone?


Sent from my iPhone


On Jun 2, 2014, at 9:08 PM, "Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)" <tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org>
wrote:


I can make 9:30 work.


Tiffany Bohee


On Jun 2, 2014, at 8:39 PM, "Kelley, Gil (CPC)" <gil.kelley@sfgov.org>
wrote:


I could do 9:30 but not 10:30. Others?


Sent from my iPhone


On Jun 2, 2014, at 8:29 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


If we can do a time that works for JennifEitherould
like her on the call. Either of the times she
mentioned works for me


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Kelley, Gil (CPC)"
Date:06/02/2014 8:26 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Cc: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)" ,"Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)"
,"Cheng-Tam, Irene" ,"Watty, Elizabeth (CPC)"
,"Perry, Nicholas (CPC)" ,"Jones, Natasha (OCII)"
,"Wong, Phillip (MYR)"
Subject: Re: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10
a.m. - Golden State Warriors - Design Review


Let's do 10 then - with whomever we can get - to
get things rolling. 
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Sent from my iPhone


On Jun 2, 2014, at 8:24 PM, "Reilly, Catherine
(OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


That works for me


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)"
Date:06/02/2014 8:04 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)"
Cc: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" ,"Cheng-
Tam, Irene" ,"Kelley, Gil (CPC)" ,"Watty,
Elizabeth (CPC)" ,"Perry, Nicholas
(CPC)" ,"Jones, Natasha (OCII)"
,"Wong, Phillip (MYR)"
Subject: Re: Phone conference on June
3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden State Warriors -
Design Review


Sorry all, I can't do 10! I have an
appointment from 10-11.  Can we start
at 9:30 or 10:30 so I can catch the first
or latter half of the call? 


On Jun 2, 2014, at 6:26 PM, "Bohee,
Tiffany (OCII)"
<tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org> wrote:


Thanks, Catherine. 


Look forward to speaking
with Planning and OEWD
staff at 10 am on Tuesday.


Tiffany Bohee


On Jun 2, 2014, at 6:09 PM,
"Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


That works for me. 
We can use our
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conference call
number at:  877-
214-6371 Participate
Code 831118.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community
Investment and
Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to
the Redevelopment
Agency of the City 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: Cheng-Tam,
Irene 
Sent: Monday, June
02, 2014 6:06 PM
To: Kelley, Gil (CPC);
Bohee, Tiffany
(OCII); Reilly,
Catherine (OCII);
Matz, Jennifer (MYR);
Watty, Elizabeth
(CPC); Perry, Nicholas
(CPC)
Subject: Phone
conference on June 3
@ 10 a.m. - Golden
State Warriors -
Design Review
Importance: High
 
Hi all:
Will tomorrow
(June 3) from 10 –
10:30 a.m. to have
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a conference call? 
Should we call in
Tiffany’s office at
749-2588?  Please
advise.  Thank you.
 
Irene
558-6282
 


From: Kelley, Gil
(CPC) 
Sent: Monday, June
02, 2014 1:32 PM
To: Cheng-Tam,
Irene
Subject: Fwd:
Golden State Warriors
- Design Review
 


Sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded
message:


From:
"Rahaim,
John
(CPC)"
<john.rahaim@sfgov.org
>
Date:
June 2,
2014 at
12:55:38
PM PDT
To:
"Kelley,
Gil
(CPC)"
<gil.kelley@sfgov.org
>,
"Joslin,
Jeff
(CPC)"
<jeff.joslin@sfgov.org
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>,
"Winslow,
David
(CPC)"
<david.winslow@sfgov.org
>,
"Watty,
Elizabeth
(CPC)"
<elizabeth.watty@sfgov.org
>
Subject:
Fwd:
Golden
State
Warriors
-
Design
Review


Do you
all think
this is
possible?
 Can
you talk
in my
absence
and
figure it
out.
Thanks. 


Please
excuse
any
typos.
This
was
sent
from
my
iPhone
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Begin
forwarded
message:


From:
"Bohee,
Tiffany
(OCII)"
<tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org
>


Date:
June
2,
2014
at
12:01:29
PM
PDT


To:
"Rahaim,
John
(CPC)"
<john.rahaim@sfgov.org
>


Subject:
Golden
State
Warriors
-
Design
Review


John
–
Got
your
voicemail. 
I
can
talk
today
after
3:30
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pm
(or
later). 
Prior
to
next
week’s
meeting
with
the
Warriors,
I
do
think
it
would
be
helpful
for
OCII
and
Planning
staff
to
discuss
the
site
constraints,
considerations
and
any
other
issues
the
design
team
should
be
paying
attention
to. 
 
If
at
all







possible,
it
would
be
good
to
convey
this
collective
information
to
the
GSW
prior
to
next
week’s
meeting. 
I
(along
with
Catherine
Reilly
and
Jen
Matz)
could
be
available
for
this
call/discussion
with
you
(and/or
your
department
staff)
with
the
GSW
tomorrow,
June
3,
between







10
am
and
11
am
or
between
2:30
pm
and
4
pm. 
Thanks
in
advance
for
doing
what
you
can.
 
Best,
Tiffany
 
Tiffany
Bohee


Executive
Director


Office
of
Community
Investment
and
Infrastructure


 
Successor
to
the
San
Francisco
Redevelopment
Agency


One
South







Van
Ness
Avenue,
Fifth
Floor


San
Francisco,
CA
94103


Tel:
 415-
749-
2588


Email:
 
tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Kelley, Gil (CPC); Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: Info Memo on Mission Bay
Date: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 8:33:00 AM
Attachments: Warriors" Info Memo - Item 8(a) - April 29 Spec Comm mtg.pdf


For those that have not received this, attached is an Info Memo that OCII prepared outlining the
design review process in Mission Bay, which will apply to the Warriors site.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 (CII)
To: Andrew Bryant; Reilly, Catherine (CII); Mary McCue; Pamela Lewis; nagbayani@MissionBayParks.org
Cc: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: Rescheduling of Warriors Meeting
Date: Friday, July 18, 2014 1:55:45 PM


29th and 30th works well. 
 


From: Andrew Bryant [mailto:ABryant@mjmmg.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 15, 2014 5:18 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Mary McCue; Pamela Lewis; nagbayani@MissionBayParks.org
Cc: Gavin, John (MYR); Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: RE: Rescheduling of Warriors Meeting
 
Hi, Catherine,
 


Mary is available on the 22nd between 10:00 and Noon, or the following week on the 29th or 30th


between 10:00 and Noon.
 
Let me know if any of those times work, and I will calendar it.
 
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.
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 15, 2014 4:00 PM
To: Mary McCue; Pamela Lewis; Andrew Bryant; nagbayani@MissionBayParks.org
Cc: Gavin, John (MYR); Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: Rescheduling of Warriors Meeting
 
Hello all – John Gavin is going to take the lead rescheduling the meeting to meet so that you can share
your insights to existing issues related to game day impacts.
 
Andrew – since Mary’s schedule is so tight, maybe you could start by providing some times in the next
two weeks that she is available for a 1.5 hour meeting.
 
Thank you everyone and look forward to 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/
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From: Kelley, Gil (CPC)
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Cheng-Tam, Irene; Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Perry, Nicholas


(CPC); Jones, Natasha (OCII); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: Re: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden State Warriors - Design Review
Date: Monday, June 02, 2014 9:10:47 PM


So 9:30, then. Ok everyone?


Sent from my iPhone


On Jun 2, 2014, at 9:08 PM, "Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)" <tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org>
wrote:


I can make 9:30 work.


Tiffany Bohee


On Jun 2, 2014, at 8:39 PM, "Kelley, Gil (CPC)" <gil.kelley@sfgov.org>
wrote:


I could do 9:30 but not 10:30. Others?


Sent from my iPhone


On Jun 2, 2014, at 8:29 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


If we can do a time that works for JennifEitherould
like her on the call. Either of the times she
mentioned works for me


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Kelley, Gil (CPC)"
Date:06/02/2014 8:26 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Cc: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)" ,"Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)"
,"Cheng-Tam, Irene" ,"Watty, Elizabeth (CPC)"
,"Perry, Nicholas (CPC)" ,"Jones, Natasha (OCII)"
,"Wong, Phillip (MYR)"
Subject: Re: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10
a.m. - Golden State Warriors - Design Review


Let's do 10 then - with whomever we can get - to
get things rolling. 
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Sent from my iPhone


On Jun 2, 2014, at 8:24 PM, "Reilly, Catherine
(OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


That works for me


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)"
Date:06/02/2014 8:04 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)"
Cc: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" ,"Cheng-
Tam, Irene" ,"Kelley, Gil (CPC)" ,"Watty,
Elizabeth (CPC)" ,"Perry, Nicholas
(CPC)" ,"Jones, Natasha (OCII)"
,"Wong, Phillip (MYR)"
Subject: Re: Phone conference on June
3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden State Warriors -
Design Review


Sorry all, I can't do 10! I have an
appointment from 10-11.  Can we start
at 9:30 or 10:30 so I can catch the first
or latter half of the call? 


On Jun 2, 2014, at 6:26 PM, "Bohee,
Tiffany (OCII)"
<tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org> wrote:


Thanks, Catherine. 


Look forward to speaking
with Planning and OEWD
staff at 10 am on Tuesday.


Tiffany Bohee


On Jun 2, 2014, at 6:09 PM,
"Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


That works for me. 
We can use our
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conference call
number at:  877-
214-6371 Participate
Code 831118.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community
Investment and
Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to
the Redevelopment
Agency of the City 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: Cheng-Tam,
Irene 
Sent: Monday, June
02, 2014 6:06 PM
To: Kelley, Gil (CPC);
Bohee, Tiffany
(OCII); Reilly,
Catherine (OCII);
Matz, Jennifer (MYR);
Watty, Elizabeth
(CPC); Perry, Nicholas
(CPC)
Subject: Phone
conference on June 3
@ 10 a.m. - Golden
State Warriors -
Design Review
Importance: High
 
Hi all:
Will tomorrow
(June 3) from 10 –
10:30 a.m. to have
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a conference call? 
Should we call in
Tiffany’s office at
749-2588?  Please
advise.  Thank you.
 
Irene
558-6282
 


From: Kelley, Gil
(CPC) 
Sent: Monday, June
02, 2014 1:32 PM
To: Cheng-Tam,
Irene
Subject: Fwd:
Golden State Warriors
- Design Review
 


Sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded
message:


From:
"Rahaim,
John
(CPC)"
<john.rahaim@sfgov.org
>
Date:
June 2,
2014 at
12:55:38
PM PDT
To:
"Kelley,
Gil
(CPC)"
<gil.kelley@sfgov.org
>,
"Joslin,
Jeff
(CPC)"
<jeff.joslin@sfgov.org
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>,
"Winslow,
David
(CPC)"
<david.winslow@sfgov.org
>,
"Watty,
Elizabeth
(CPC)"
<elizabeth.watty@sfgov.org
>
Subject:
Fwd:
Golden
State
Warriors
-
Design
Review


Do you
all think
this is
possible?
 Can
you talk
in my
absence
and
figure it
out.
Thanks. 


Please
excuse
any
typos.
This
was
sent
from
my
iPhone
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Begin
forwarded
message:


From:
"Bohee,
Tiffany
(OCII)"
<tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org
>


Date:
June
2,
2014
at
12:01:29
PM
PDT


To:
"Rahaim,
John
(CPC)"
<john.rahaim@sfgov.org
>


Subject:
Golden
State
Warriors
-
Design
Review


John
–
Got
your
voicemail. 
I
can
talk
today
after
3:30
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pm
(or
later). 
Prior
to
next
week’s
meeting
with
the
Warriors,
I
do
think
it
would
be
helpful
for
OCII
and
Planning
staff
to
discuss
the
site
constraints,
considerations
and
any
other
issues
the
design
team
should
be
paying
attention
to. 
 
If
at
all







possible,
it
would
be
good
to
convey
this
collective
information
to
the
GSW
prior
to
next
week’s
meeting. 
I
(along
with
Catherine
Reilly
and
Jen
Matz)
could
be
available
for
this
call/discussion
with
you
(and/or
your
department
staff)
with
the
GSW
tomorrow,
June
3,
between







10
am
and
11
am
or
between
2:30
pm
and
4
pm. 
Thanks
in
advance
for
doing
what
you
can.
 
Best,
Tiffany
 
Tiffany
Bohee


Executive
Director


Office
of
Community
Investment
and
Infrastructure


 
Successor
to
the
San
Francisco
Redevelopment
Agency


One
South







Van
Ness
Avenue,
Fifth
Floor


San
Francisco,
CA
94103


Tel:
 415-
749-
2588


Email:
 
tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org
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From: Beauchamp, Kevin
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: White, Melissa; Bagot-Lopez, Barbara; Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: Informational Presentation on UCSF Draft 2014 LRDP to OCII Commission and Mission Bay CAC
Date: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 7:42:22 AM


Catherine—
 
Now that we have published the Draft 2014 LRDP, we have scheduled another informational briefing


for the San Francisco Planning Commission to occur on September 18th.  Were you able to find out if
Tiffany and Sally want us to come back for another briefing for the OCII Commission as well?
 
Also, did you want us to do a presentation for the Mission Bay CAC?  If so, would next week’s CAC
meeting, work, or sometime later?  One consideration is to do the presentation before the LRDP EIR
is published in mid-August, so there is no confusion as to whether comments from the public are
comments on the Plan or on the EIR, but we can work around that if we need to.
 
Thanks--
 
Kevin
 
 
 


From: Beauchamp, Kevin 
Sent: Tuesday, May 13, 2014 7:50 AM
To: 'Reilly, Catherine (OCII)'
Cc: White, Melissa; Bagot-Lopez, Barbara; Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: RE: Publication of UCSF Draft LRDP
 
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
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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
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.
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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
UCSF Campus Planning
654 Minnesota Street, Second Floor
San Francisco, CA 94143-0286
(415) 476-4238
kbeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu
www.ucsf.edu/LRDP
 



http://www.ucsf.edu/about/cgr/current-projects/lrdp-past-meetings

mailto:kbeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu

http://www.ucsf.edu/LRDP






From: Pamela Lewis
To: "Andrew Bryant"; Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Mary McCue; nagbayani@MissionBayParks.org
Cc: Gavin, John (MYR); Hussain, Lila (ADM)
Subject: RE: Rescheduling of Warriors Meeting
Date: Wednesday, July 16, 2014 5:29:08 PM


Hi all,
 


I can attend July 29th.
 
Pam Lewis
General Manager
Mission Bay Maintenance Corporation
410 China Basin|San Francisco|CA, 94158
FirstService Residential Management, Inc.
Pamela.lewis@fsresidential.com
415-355-6689
 


From: Andrew Bryant [mailto:ABryant@mjmmg.com] 
Sent: July-15-14 5:18 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Mary McCue; Pamela Lewis; nagbayani@MissionBayParks.org
Cc: Gavin, John (MYR); Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: RE: Rescheduling of Warriors Meeting
 
Hi, Catherine,
 


Mary is available on the 22nd between 10:00 and Noon, or the following week on the 29th or 30th


between 10:00 and Noon.
 
Let me know if any of those times work, and I will calendar it.
 
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   
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 15, 2014 4:00 PM
To: Mary McCue; Pamela Lewis; Andrew Bryant; nagbayani@MissionBayParks.org
Cc: Gavin, John (MYR); Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: Rescheduling of Warriors Meeting
 
Hello all – John Gavin is going to take the lead rescheduling the meeting to meet so that you can share
your insights to existing issues related to game day impacts.
 
Andrew – since Mary’s schedule is so tight, maybe you could start by providing some times in the next
two weeks that she is available for a 1.5 hour meeting.
 
Thank you everyone and look forward to 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/
 



mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:nagbayani@MissionBayParks.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/






From: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
To: Kelley, Gil (CPC)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Cheng-Tam, Irene; Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Perry, Nicholas


(CPC); Jones, Natasha (OCII); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: Re: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden State Warriors - Design Review
Date: Monday, June 02, 2014 9:08:34 PM


I can make 9:30 work.


Tiffany Bohee


On Jun 2, 2014, at 8:39 PM, "Kelley, Gil (CPC)" <gil.kelley@sfgov.org> wrote:


I could do 9:30 but not 10:30. Others?


Sent from my iPhone


On Jun 2, 2014, at 8:29 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


If we can do a time that works for JennifEitherould like her on
the call. Either of the times she mentioned works for me


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Kelley, Gil (CPC)"
Date:06/02/2014 8:26 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Cc: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)" ,"Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)" ,"Cheng-
Tam, Irene" ,"Watty, Elizabeth (CPC)" ,"Perry, Nicholas (CPC)"
,"Jones, Natasha (OCII)" ,"Wong, Phillip (MYR)"
Subject: Re: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden
State Warriors - Design Review


Let's do 10 then - with whomever we can get - to get things
rolling. 


Sent from my iPhone


On Jun 2, 2014, at 8:24 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


That works for me


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone
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-------- Original message --------
From: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)"
Date:06/02/2014 8:04 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)"
Cc: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" ,"Cheng-Tam, Irene"
,"Kelley, Gil (CPC)" ,"Watty, Elizabeth (CPC)"
,"Perry, Nicholas (CPC)" ,"Jones, Natasha (OCII)"
,"Wong, Phillip (MYR)"
Subject: Re: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10
a.m. - Golden State Warriors - Design Review


Sorry all, I can't do 10! I have an appointment
from 10-11.  Can we start at 9:30 or 10:30 so I
can catch the first or latter half of the call? 


On Jun 2, 2014, at 6:26 PM, "Bohee, Tiffany
(OCII)" <tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org> wrote:


Thanks, Catherine. 


Look forward to speaking with Planning
and OEWD staff at 10 am on Tuesday.


Tiffany Bohee


On Jun 2, 2014, at 6:09 PM, "Reilly,
Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


That works for me.  We can use
our conference call number at: 
877-214-6371 Participate Code
831118.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and
Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the
Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Cheng-Tam, Irene 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 6:06
PM
To: Kelley, Gil (CPC); Bohee,
Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine
(OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR);
Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Perry,
Nicholas (CPC)
Subject: Phone conference on
June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden State
Warriors - Design Review
Importance: High
 
Hi all:
Will tomorrow (June 3) from 10
– 10:30 a.m. to have a
conference call?  Should we
call in Tiffany’s office at
749-2588?  Please advise. 
Thank you.
 
Irene
558-6282
 


From: Kelley, Gil (CPC) 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 1:32
PM
To: Cheng-Tam, Irene
Subject: Fwd: Golden State
Warriors - Design Review
 


Sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Rahaim, John
(CPC)"
<john.rahaim@sfgov.org
>
Date: June 2, 2014
at 12:55:38 PM PDT
To: "Kelley, Gil
(CPC)"



mailto:john.rahaim@sfgov.org





<gil.kelley@sfgov.org
>, "Joslin, Jeff (CPC)"
<jeff.joslin@sfgov.org
>, "Winslow, David
(CPC)"
<david.winslow@sfgov.org
>, "Watty, Elizabeth
(CPC)"
<elizabeth.watty@sfgov.org
>
Subject: Fwd:
Golden State
Warriors - Design
Review


Do you all think this
is possible?  Can you
talk in my absence
and figure it out.
Thanks. 


Please excuse any
typos. This was sent
from my iPhone


Begin forwarded
message:


From:
"Bohee,
Tiffany
(OCII)"
<tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org
>
Date:
June 2,
2014 at
12:01:29
PM PDT
To:
"Rahaim,
John
(CPC)"
<john.rahaim@sfgov.org
>
Subject:
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Golden
State
Warriors
-
Design
Review


John –
Got
your
voicemail. 
I can
talk
today
after
3:30
pm (or
later). 
Prior to
next
week’s
meeting
with
the
Warriors,
I do
think it
would
be
helpful
for OCII
and
Planning
staff to
discuss
the site
constraints,
considerations
and any
other
issues
the
design
team
should







be
paying
attention
to. 
 
If at all
possible,
it
would
be
good to
convey
this
collective
information
to the
GSW
prior to
next
week’s
meeting. 
I (along
with
Catherine
Reilly
and Jen
Matz)
could
be
available
for this
call/discussion
with
you
(and/or
your
department
staff)
with
the
GSW
tomorrow,
June 3,
between
10 am







and 11
am or
between
2:30
pm and
4 pm. 
Thanks
in
advance
for
doing
what
you
can.
 
Best,
Tiffany
 
Tiffany
Bohee
Executive
Director
Office of
Community
Investment
and
Infrastructure


 
Successor
to the
San
Francisco
Redevelopment
Agency
One
South
Van
Ness
Avenue,
Fifth
Floor
San
Francisco,
CA
94103
Tel:
 415-







749-
2588
Email:
 
tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Last Minute Meeting
Date: Thursday, June 19, 2014 7:52:10 PM


Brett/Viktoriya – I apologize for not realizing earlier that it would be good to have someone from the
CEQA team at a meeting we are holding with the Warriors tomorrow at 11AM here at OCII.  We are
going to start talking about AB900 with regards to this project.  I know Chris is out tomorrow, so
wanted to see if either of you were available to sit in.  If no one is available, since I dropped the ball,
I will pass on the information that comes out of the meeting.
 
Thanks and sorry again for not inviting you all earlier.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 (CII)
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Cc: Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: RE: Rescheduling of Warriors Meeting
Date: Wednesday, July 16, 2014 10:58:00 AM


Both of those times work for me.  I've cc-ed Lila so she can say which work for  her.  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: Gavin, John (MYR)
Sent: Wednesday, July 16, 2014 9:51 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: Rescheduling of Warriors Meeting


Sounds good.  I will coordinate with Andrew.  What day(s) work for your office? 
The 22nd between 10:00 and Noon, or the following week on the 29th or 30th between 10:00 and
Noon?


The 22nd or the 30th work for me. 


-jg
________________________________________
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Sent: Tuesday, July 15, 2014 4:02 PM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: FW: Rescheduling of Warriors Meeting


John – Mary is the president of MJM, who manages the MB parks, Union Square and YBG and is very
difficult to schedule (Andrew is her scheduler and will help out).  Nicole is the on-site park manager for
MJM that does the day-to-day management.  Pam Lewis manages the TMA and private Maintenance
Association.  She may need to bring in someone else eventually on the shuttle, but for this first meeting
she can talk about the structure enough.


Lila and I would like to attend, and Jennifer definitely was interested in this (though I am really hoping
you are going to be there as well!).


Thanks SO much for helping to get this moving.


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 (CII)
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Sent: Tuesday, July 15, 2014 4:00 PM
To: 'Mary McCue'; 'Pamela Lewis'; Andrew Bryant; 'nagbayani@MissionBayParks.org'
Cc: Gavin, John (MYR); Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: Rescheduling of Warriors Meeting


Hello all – John Gavin is going to take the lead rescheduling the meeting to meet so that you can share
your insights to existing issues related to game day impacts.


Andrew – since Mary’s schedule is so tight, maybe you could start by providing some times in the next
two weeks that she is available for a 1.5 hour meeting.


Thank you everyone and look forward to 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/
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From: Kelley, Gil (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Cheng-Tam, Irene; Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC);


Jones, Natasha (OCII); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: Re: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden State Warriors - Design Review
Date: Monday, June 02, 2014 8:39:21 PM


I could do 9:30 but not 10:30. Others?


Sent from my iPhone


On Jun 2, 2014, at 8:29 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


If we can do a time that works for JennifEitherould like her on the call.
Either of the times she mentioned works for me


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Kelley, Gil (CPC)"
Date:06/02/2014 8:26 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Cc: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)" ,"Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)" ,"Cheng-Tam, Irene"
,"Watty, Elizabeth (CPC)" ,"Perry, Nicholas (CPC)" ,"Jones, Natasha
(OCII)" ,"Wong, Phillip (MYR)"
Subject: Re: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden State
Warriors - Design Review


Let's do 10 then - with whomever we can get - to get things rolling. 


Sent from my iPhone


On Jun 2, 2014, at 8:24 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


That works for me


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)"
Date:06/02/2014 8:04 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)"
Cc: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" ,"Cheng-Tam, Irene" ,"Kelley, Gil
(CPC)" ,"Watty, Elizabeth (CPC)" ,"Perry, Nicholas (CPC)"
,"Jones, Natasha (OCII)" ,"Wong, Phillip (MYR)"
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Subject: Re: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden
State Warriors - Design Review


Sorry all, I can't do 10! I have an appointment from 10-11.
 Can we start at 9:30 or 10:30 so I can catch the first or latter
half of the call? 


On Jun 2, 2014, at 6:26 PM, "Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)"
<tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org> wrote:


Thanks, Catherine. 


Look forward to speaking with Planning and OEWD
staff at 10 am on Tuesday.


Tiffany Bohee


On Jun 2, 2014, at 6:09 PM, "Reilly, Catherine
(OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


That works for me.  We can use our conference
call number at:  877-214-6371 Participate Code
831118.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
(OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of
the City 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: Cheng-Tam, Irene 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 6:06 PM
To: Kelley, Gil (CPC); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII);
Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR);
Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC)
Subject: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10
a.m. - Golden State Warriors - Design Review
Importance: High
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Hi all:
Will tomorrow (June 3) from 10 – 10:30
a.m. to have a conference call?  Should we
call in Tiffany’s office at
749-2588?  Please advise.  Thank you.
 
Irene
558-6282
 


From: Kelley, Gil (CPC) 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 1:32 PM
To: Cheng-Tam, Irene
Subject: Fwd: Golden State Warriors - Design
Review
 


Sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Rahaim, John (CPC)"
<john.rahaim@sfgov.org>
Date: June 2, 2014 at 12:55:38
PM PDT
To: "Kelley, Gil (CPC)"
<gil.kelley@sfgov.org>, "Joslin,
Jeff (CPC)"
<jeff.joslin@sfgov.org>,
"Winslow, David (CPC)"
<david.winslow@sfgov.org>,
"Watty, Elizabeth (CPC)"
<elizabeth.watty@sfgov.org>
Subject: Fwd: Golden State
Warriors - Design Review


Do you all think this is possible?
 Can you talk in my absence and
figure it out. Thanks. 


Please excuse any typos. This was
sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Bohee,
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Tiffany (OCII)"
<tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org
>
Date: June 2, 2014
at 12:01:29 PM PDT
To: "Rahaim, John
(CPC)"
<john.rahaim@sfgov.org
>
Subject: Golden
State Warriors -
Design Review


John – Got your
voicemail.  I can talk
today after 3:30 pm
(or later).  Prior to
next week’s meeting
with the Warriors, I
do think it would be
helpful for OCII and
Planning staff to
discuss the site
constraints,
considerations and
any other issues the
design team should
be paying attention
to. 
 
If at all possible, it
would be good to
convey this collective
information to the
GSW prior to next
week’s meeting.  I
(along with
Catherine Reilly and
Jen Matz) could be
available for this
call/discussion with
you (and/or your
department staff)
with the GSW
tomorrow, June 3,
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between 10 am and
11 am or between
2:30 pm and 4 pm. 
Thanks in advance
for doing what you
can.
 
Best,
Tiffany
 
Tiffany Bohee
Executive Director
Office of Community
Investment and
Infrastructure
  Successor to the San
Francisco
Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness
Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA
94103
Tel:  415-749-2588
Email:
 
tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Last Minute Meeting
Date: Thursday, June 19, 2014 7:51:00 PM


Brett/Viktoriya – I apologize for not realizing earlier that it would be good to have someone from the
CEQA team at a meeting we are holding with the Warriors tomorrow at 11AM here at OCII.  We are
going to start talking about AB900 with regards to this project.  I know Chris is out tomorrow, so
wanted to see if either of you were available to sit in.  If no one is available, since I dropped the ball,
I will pass on the information that comes out of the meeting.
 
Thanks and sorry again for not inviting you all earlier.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Gavin, John (MYR)
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: RE: Rescheduling of Warriors Meeting
Date: Wednesday, July 16, 2014 9:51:00 AM


Sounds good.  I will coordinate with Andrew.  What day(s) work for your office? 
The 22nd between 10:00 and Noon, or the following week on the 29th or 30th between 10:00 and
Noon?


The 22nd or the 30th work for me. 


-jg
________________________________________
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Sent: Tuesday, July 15, 2014 4:02 PM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: FW: Rescheduling of Warriors Meeting


John – Mary is the president of MJM, who manages the MB parks, Union Square and YBG and is very
difficult to schedule (Andrew is her scheduler and will help out).  Nicole is the on-site park manager for
MJM that does the day-to-day management.  Pam Lewis manages the TMA and private Maintenance
Association.  She may need to bring in someone else eventually on the shuttle, but for this first meeting
she can talk about the structure enough.


Lila and I would like to attend, and Jennifer definitely was interested in this (though I am really hoping
you are going to be there as well!).


Thanks SO much for helping to get this moving.


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 (CII)
Sent: Tuesday, July 15, 2014 4:00 PM
To: 'Mary McCue'; 'Pamela Lewis'; Andrew Bryant; 'nagbayani@MissionBayParks.org'
Cc: Gavin, John (MYR); Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: Rescheduling of Warriors Meeting


Hello all – John Gavin is going to take the lead rescheduling the meeting to meet so that you can share
your insights to existing issues related to game day impacts.


Andrew – since Mary’s schedule is so tight, maybe you could start by providing some times in the next
two weeks that she is available for a 1.5 hour meeting.


Thank you everyone and look forward to 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
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From: Kelley, Gil (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Cheng-Tam, Irene; Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC);


Jones, Natasha (OCII); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: Re: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden State Warriors - Design Review
Date: Monday, June 02, 2014 8:26:13 PM


Let's do 10 then - with whomever we can get - to get things rolling. 


Sent from my iPhone


On Jun 2, 2014, at 8:24 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


That works for me


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)"
Date:06/02/2014 8:04 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)"
Cc: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" ,"Cheng-Tam, Irene" ,"Kelley, Gil (CPC)"
,"Watty, Elizabeth (CPC)" ,"Perry, Nicholas (CPC)" ,"Jones, Natasha
(OCII)" ,"Wong, Phillip (MYR)"
Subject: Re: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden State
Warriors - Design Review


Sorry all, I can't do 10! I have an appointment from 10-11.  Can we start
at 9:30 or 10:30 so I can catch the first or latter half of the call? 


On Jun 2, 2014, at 6:26 PM, "Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)"
<tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org> wrote:


Thanks, Catherine. 


Look forward to speaking with Planning and OEWD staff at 10
am on Tuesday.


Tiffany Bohee


On Jun 2, 2014, at 6:09 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


That works for me.  We can use our conference call number
at:  877-214-6371 Participate Code 831118.
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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/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23,
2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Cheng-Tam, Irene 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 6:06 PM
To: Kelley, Gil (CPC); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine
(OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Perry,
Nicholas (CPC)
Subject: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden
State Warriors - Design Review
Importance: High
 
Hi all:
Will tomorrow (June 3) from 10 – 10:30 a.m. to have a
conference call?  Should we call in Tiffany’s office at
749-2588?  Please advise.  Thank you.
 
Irene
558-6282
 


From: Kelley, Gil (CPC) 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 1:32 PM
To: Cheng-Tam, Irene
Subject: Fwd: Golden State Warriors - Design Review
 


Sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Rahaim, John (CPC)"
<john.rahaim@sfgov.org>
Date: June 2, 2014 at 12:55:38 PM PDT
To: "Kelley, Gil (CPC)" <gil.kelley@sfgov.org>,
"Joslin, Jeff (CPC)" <jeff.joslin@sfgov.org>,
"Winslow, David (CPC)"
<david.winslow@sfgov.org>, "Watty, Elizabeth
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(CPC)" <elizabeth.watty@sfgov.org>
Subject: Fwd: Golden State Warriors - Design
Review


Do you all think this is possible?  Can you talk in
my absence and figure it out. Thanks. 


Please excuse any typos. This was sent from my
iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)"
<tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org>
Date: June 2, 2014 at 12:01:29
PM PDT
To: "Rahaim, John (CPC)"
<john.rahaim@sfgov.org>
Subject: Golden State Warriors -
Design Review


John – Got your voicemail.  I can
talk today after 3:30 pm (or
later).  Prior to next week’s
meeting with the Warriors, I do
think it would be helpful for OCII
and Planning staff to discuss the
site constraints, considerations
and any other issues the design
team should be paying attention
to. 
 
If at all possible, it would be good
to convey this collective
information to the GSW prior to
next week’s meeting.  I (along
with Catherine Reilly and Jen
Matz) could be available for this
call/discussion with you (and/or
your department staff) with the
GSW tomorrow, June 3, between
10 am and 11 am or between 2:30
pm and 4 pm.  Thanks in advance
for doing what you can.
 
Best,
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Tiffany
 
Tiffany Bohee
Executive Director
Office of Community Investment and
Infrastructure
  Successor to the San Francisco
Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth
Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Tel:  415-749-2588
Email:  tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Late Notice on a Meeting
Date: Thursday, June 19, 2014 5:19:00 PM


Chris – Sorry for the late notice (my bad for not being familiar with AB900 to realize earlier you
should be at the meeting).  But, the Warriors are coming in tomorrow at 11AM to meet with Jim
Morales and myself to talk about the AB900 process.  Would you be available to join us?  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: Andrew Bryant
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Mary McCue; Pamela Lewis; nagbayani@MissionBayParks.org
Cc: Gavin, John (MYR); Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: RE: Rescheduling of Warriors Meeting
Date: Tuesday, July 15, 2014 5:18:21 PM


Hi, Catherine,
 


Mary is available on the 22nd between 10:00 and Noon, or the following week on the 29th or 30th


between 10:00 and Noon.
 
Let me know if any of those times work, and I will calendar it.
 
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.


 


 


  


 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 15, 2014 4:00 PM
To: Mary McCue; Pamela Lewis; Andrew Bryant; nagbayani@MissionBayParks.org
Cc: Gavin, John (MYR); Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: Rescheduling of Warriors Meeting
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Hello all – John Gavin is going to take the lead rescheduling the meeting to meet so that you can share
your insights to existing issues related to game day impacts.
 
Andrew – since Mary’s schedule is so tight, maybe you could start by providing some times in the next
two weeks that she is available for a 1.5 hour meeting.
 
Thank you everyone and look forward to 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/
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From: Kelley, Gil (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Cheng-Tam, Irene; Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC);


Jones, Natasha (OCII); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: Re: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden State Warriors - Design Review
Date: Monday, June 02, 2014 8:26:13 PM


Let's do 10 then - with whomever we can get - to get things rolling. 


Sent from my iPhone


On Jun 2, 2014, at 8:24 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


That works for me


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)"
Date:06/02/2014 8:04 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)"
Cc: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" ,"Cheng-Tam, Irene" ,"Kelley, Gil (CPC)"
,"Watty, Elizabeth (CPC)" ,"Perry, Nicholas (CPC)" ,"Jones, Natasha
(OCII)" ,"Wong, Phillip (MYR)"
Subject: Re: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden State
Warriors - Design Review


Sorry all, I can't do 10! I have an appointment from 10-11.  Can we start
at 9:30 or 10:30 so I can catch the first or latter half of the call? 


On Jun 2, 2014, at 6:26 PM, "Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)"
<tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org> wrote:


Thanks, Catherine. 


Look forward to speaking with Planning and OEWD staff at 10
am on Tuesday.


Tiffany Bohee


On Jun 2, 2014, at 6:09 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


That works for me.  We can use our conference call number
at:  877-214-6371 Participate Code 831118.
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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/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23,
2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Cheng-Tam, Irene 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 6:06 PM
To: Kelley, Gil (CPC); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine
(OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Perry,
Nicholas (CPC)
Subject: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden
State Warriors - Design Review
Importance: High
 
Hi all:
Will tomorrow (June 3) from 10 – 10:30 a.m. to have a
conference call?  Should we call in Tiffany’s office at
749-2588?  Please advise.  Thank you.
 
Irene
558-6282
 


From: Kelley, Gil (CPC) 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 1:32 PM
To: Cheng-Tam, Irene
Subject: Fwd: Golden State Warriors - Design Review
 


Sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Rahaim, John (CPC)"
<john.rahaim@sfgov.org>
Date: June 2, 2014 at 12:55:38 PM PDT
To: "Kelley, Gil (CPC)" <gil.kelley@sfgov.org>,
"Joslin, Jeff (CPC)" <jeff.joslin@sfgov.org>,
"Winslow, David (CPC)"
<david.winslow@sfgov.org>, "Watty, Elizabeth
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(CPC)" <elizabeth.watty@sfgov.org>
Subject: Fwd: Golden State Warriors - Design
Review


Do you all think this is possible?  Can you talk in
my absence and figure it out. Thanks. 


Please excuse any typos. This was sent from my
iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)"
<tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org>
Date: June 2, 2014 at 12:01:29
PM PDT
To: "Rahaim, John (CPC)"
<john.rahaim@sfgov.org>
Subject: Golden State Warriors -
Design Review


John – Got your voicemail.  I can
talk today after 3:30 pm (or
later).  Prior to next week’s
meeting with the Warriors, I do
think it would be helpful for OCII
and Planning staff to discuss the
site constraints, considerations
and any other issues the design
team should be paying attention
to. 
 
If at all possible, it would be good
to convey this collective
information to the GSW prior to
next week’s meeting.  I (along
with Catherine Reilly and Jen
Matz) could be available for this
call/discussion with you (and/or
your department staff) with the
GSW tomorrow, June 3, between
10 am and 11 am or between 2:30
pm and 4 pm.  Thanks in advance
for doing what you can.
 
Best,
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Tiffany
 
Tiffany Bohee
Executive Director
Office of Community Investment and
Infrastructure
  Successor to the San Francisco
Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth
Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Tel:  415-749-2588
Email:  tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: Link to Warriors RFQ
Date: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 4:30:00 PM


The Warriors RFQ for their team is on the street with the pre-bid meeting this coming Monday at
3.30.  Here is the link for your reading pleasure.  Anyone else you think should be notified from the
City family?
 
http://mission.sfgov.org/OCABidPublication/BidDetail.aspx?K=8153
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Nicole Agbayani
To: Hussain, Lila (CII); "Andrew Bryant"; Reilly, Catherine (CII); "Mary McCue"; "Pamela Lewis"
Cc: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: Rescheduling of Warriors Meeting
Date: Friday, July 18, 2014 2:54:06 PM


Hi all,
 


I’m available on the 29th and 30th as well.  Thanks and have a great weekend!
 


From: Hussain, Lila (CII) [mailto:lila.hussain@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, July 18, 2014 1:56 PM
To: Andrew Bryant; Reilly, Catherine (CII); Mary McCue; Pamela Lewis; nagbayani@MissionBayParks.org
Cc: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: Rescheduling of Warriors Meeting
 


29th and 30th works well. 
 


From: Andrew Bryant [mailto:ABryant@mjmmg.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 15, 2014 5:18 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Mary McCue; Pamela Lewis; nagbayani@MissionBayParks.org
Cc: Gavin, John (MYR); Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: RE: Rescheduling of Warriors Meeting
 
Hi, Catherine,
 


Mary is available on the 22nd between 10:00 and Noon, or the following week on the 29th or 30th


between 10:00 and Noon.
 
Let me know if any of those times work, and I will calendar it.
 
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   
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  Turning Public Space into Community Value


 
 


MJM is devoted to the conservation of resources.  Please think before you print.


 


  


 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 15, 2014 4:00 PM
To: Mary McCue; Pamela Lewis; Andrew Bryant; nagbayani@MissionBayParks.org
Cc: Gavin, John (MYR); Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: Rescheduling of Warriors Meeting
 
Hello all – John Gavin is going to take the lead rescheduling the meeting to meet so that you can share
your insights to existing issues related to game day impacts.
 
Andrew – since Mary’s schedule is so tight, maybe you could start by providing some times in the next
two weeks that she is available for a 1.5 hour meeting.
 
Thank you everyone and look forward to 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/
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From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Cheng-Tam, Irene; Kelley, Gil (CPC); Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC);


Jones, Natasha (OCII); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: Re: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden State Warriors - Design Review
Date: Monday, June 02, 2014 8:04:06 PM


Sorry all, I can't do 10! I have an appointment from 10-11.  Can we start at 9:30 or
10:30 so I can catch the first or latter half of the call? 


On Jun 2, 2014, at 6:26 PM, "Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)" <tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Thanks, Catherine. 


Look forward to speaking with Planning and OEWD staff at 10 am on
Tuesday.


Tiffany Bohee


On Jun 2, 2014, at 6:09 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


That works for me.  We can use our conference call number at:  877-214-
6371 Participate Code 831118.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Cheng-Tam, Irene 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 6:06 PM
To: Kelley, Gil (CPC); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz,
Jennifer (MYR); Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC)
Subject: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden State Warriors -
Design Review
Importance: High
 
Hi all:
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Will tomorrow (June 3) from 10 – 10:30 a.m. to have a conference
call?  Should we call in Tiffany’s office at
749-2588?  Please advise.  Thank you.
 
Irene
558-6282
 
From: Kelley, Gil (CPC) 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 1:32 PM
To: Cheng-Tam, Irene
Subject: Fwd: Golden State Warriors - Design Review
 


Sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Rahaim, John (CPC)" <john.rahaim@sfgov.org>
Date: June 2, 2014 at 12:55:38 PM PDT
To: "Kelley, Gil (CPC)" <gil.kelley@sfgov.org>, "Joslin, Jeff
(CPC)" <jeff.joslin@sfgov.org>, "Winslow, David (CPC)"
<david.winslow@sfgov.org>, "Watty, Elizabeth (CPC)"
<elizabeth.watty@sfgov.org>
Subject: Fwd: Golden State Warriors - Design Review


Do you all think this is possible?  Can you talk in my absence
and figure it out. Thanks. 


Please excuse any typos. This was sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)"
<tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org>
Date: June 2, 2014 at 12:01:29 PM PDT
To: "Rahaim, John (CPC)"
<john.rahaim@sfgov.org>
Subject: Golden State Warriors - Design
Review


John – Got your voicemail.  I can talk today
after 3:30 pm (or later).  Prior to next week’s
meeting with the Warriors, I do think it would
be helpful for OCII and Planning staff to discuss
the site constraints, considerations and any
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other issues the design team should be paying
attention to. 
 
If at all possible, it would be good to convey
this collective information to the GSW prior to
next week’s meeting.  I (along with Catherine
Reilly and Jen Matz) could be available for this
call/discussion with you (and/or your
department staff) with the GSW tomorrow,
June 3, between 10 am and 11 am or between
2:30 pm and 4 pm.  Thanks in advance for
doing what you can.
 
Best,
Tiffany
 
Tiffany Bohee
Executive Director
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
  Successor to the San Francisco Redevelopment
Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Tel:  415-749-2588
Email:  tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org
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From: Gavin, John (MYR)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: MB CAC recap
Date: Friday, July 11, 2014 1:05:10 PM
Attachments: image002.png


Hi Catherine,


I hope your day is going well.


Just wanted to check with you on how last night went, and if there were any pressing
issues/questions regarding the Warriors’ project etc.
 
I have a meeting at 2pm, but should be free to recap any time after 3pm. 
 
Also, yesterday, Adam and I had our weekly check-in with Jennifer, and she mentioned you are
looking to calendar a meeting regarding quality of life issues/property management and want to
bring together interested parties to begin these discussions(w/o the Warriors).  Let me know if you
need help coordinating this meeting.


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
 



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=D3FDD7FCDB634739ADBCE4142157EE0A-JOHN GAVIN

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

http://www.oewd.org/Development-Projects-Waterfront-Development-Projects.aspx

mailto:John.Gavin@sfgov.org








From: Bereket, Immanuel (CII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Retail tracking spreadsheet
Date: Friday, July 18, 2014 1:37:24 PM


S:\PROJECT IMPLEMENT\Mission Bay\MB South Major Phases\29-32 Major Phase\Warriors
 
I just added as Final
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 18, 2014 1:31 PM
To: Bereket, Immanuel (CII)
Subject: Retail tracking spreadsheet
 
Manny – where do you have the final spreadsheet with the permitted retail numbers saved?  I
wasn’t able to find it in the Warriors folder (let me know if I’m being blind).  If it isn’t there, could
you please save it in the main Warriors folder?  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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY JULY 25th
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From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Cheng-Tam, Irene; Kelley, Gil (CPC); Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC);


Jones, Natasha (OCII); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: Re: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden State Warriors - Design Review
Date: Monday, June 02, 2014 8:04:06 PM


Sorry all, I can't do 10! I have an appointment from 10-11.  Can we start at 9:30 or
10:30 so I can catch the first or latter half of the call? 


On Jun 2, 2014, at 6:26 PM, "Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)" <tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Thanks, Catherine. 


Look forward to speaking with Planning and OEWD staff at 10 am on
Tuesday.


Tiffany Bohee


On Jun 2, 2014, at 6:09 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


That works for me.  We can use our conference call number at:  877-214-
6371 Participate Code 831118.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Cheng-Tam, Irene 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 6:06 PM
To: Kelley, Gil (CPC); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz,
Jennifer (MYR); Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC)
Subject: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden State Warriors -
Design Review
Importance: High
 
Hi all:
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Will tomorrow (June 3) from 10 – 10:30 a.m. to have a conference
call?  Should we call in Tiffany’s office at
749-2588?  Please advise.  Thank you.
 
Irene
558-6282
 
From: Kelley, Gil (CPC) 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 1:32 PM
To: Cheng-Tam, Irene
Subject: Fwd: Golden State Warriors - Design Review
 


Sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Rahaim, John (CPC)" <john.rahaim@sfgov.org>
Date: June 2, 2014 at 12:55:38 PM PDT
To: "Kelley, Gil (CPC)" <gil.kelley@sfgov.org>, "Joslin, Jeff
(CPC)" <jeff.joslin@sfgov.org>, "Winslow, David (CPC)"
<david.winslow@sfgov.org>, "Watty, Elizabeth (CPC)"
<elizabeth.watty@sfgov.org>
Subject: Fwd: Golden State Warriors - Design Review


Do you all think this is possible?  Can you talk in my absence
and figure it out. Thanks. 


Please excuse any typos. This was sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)"
<tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org>
Date: June 2, 2014 at 12:01:29 PM PDT
To: "Rahaim, John (CPC)"
<john.rahaim@sfgov.org>
Subject: Golden State Warriors - Design
Review


John – Got your voicemail.  I can talk today
after 3:30 pm (or later).  Prior to next week’s
meeting with the Warriors, I do think it would
be helpful for OCII and Planning staff to discuss
the site constraints, considerations and any
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other issues the design team should be paying
attention to. 
 
If at all possible, it would be good to convey
this collective information to the GSW prior to
next week’s meeting.  I (along with Catherine
Reilly and Jen Matz) could be available for this
call/discussion with you (and/or your
department staff) with the GSW tomorrow,
June 3, between 10 am and 11 am or between
2:30 pm and 4 pm.  Thanks in advance for
doing what you can.
 
Best,
Tiffany
 
Tiffany Bohee
Executive Director
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
  Successor to the San Francisco Redevelopment
Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Tel:  415-749-2588
Email:  tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org
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From: Terezia Nemeth
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: MB traffic studies
Date: Wednesday, June 25, 2014 1:49:34 PM


Hi Catherine
I know there have been multiple traffic studies done for portions of MB. Are these anywhere easily
accessible or do they need to be requested - if so from whom?


I'm pretty sure there was a study done when the Hospital was conceived. Was. One done for the Hotel
changes?  How about the new UCSF LRDP?


Also - I assume one will be done for the Warriors project?  What is timeframe for that?
Thanks
Terezia


Terezia Nemeth
Consultant
415-559-1732
Tnemeth@are.com


PLEASE READ MESSAGE VERY CAREFULLY.  As of August 29, I am no longer an ARE Asset Services
employee.


For all Property related matters please contact Jeanevy Abata at 415-554-8844 or at jabata@are.com. 
For specific MB Building issues please contact Larry Gleason at (415) 407-5880, Goden Lontoc at (510)
755-0325, or Javier Sanchez at (650) 444-0658.  For 7000 Shoreline Building Issues please contact
Patrick Harrison at (650) 288-9954.  For AFTER-HOURS EMERGENCIES, please call 650 399-6500.
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Bereket, Immanuel (CII)
Subject: RE: Retail tracking spreadsheet
Date: Friday, July 18, 2014 1:37:00 PM


Sweet - 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY JULY 25th
 


From: Bereket, Immanuel (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 18, 2014 1:37 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Retail tracking spreadsheet
 
S:\PROJECT IMPLEMENT\Mission Bay\MB South Major Phases\29-32 Major Phase\Warriors
 
I just added as Final
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 18, 2014 1:31 PM
To: Bereket, Immanuel (CII)
Subject: Retail tracking spreadsheet
 
Manny – where do you have the final spreadsheet with the permitted retail numbers saved?  I
wasn’t able to find it in the Warriors folder (let me know if I’m being blind).  If it isn’t there, could
you please save it in the main Warriors folder?  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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY JULY 25th
 



mailto:immanuel.bereket@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
To: Kelley, Gil (CPC)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Cheng-Tam, Irene; Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Perry, Nicholas


(CPC); Jones, Natasha (OCII); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: Re: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden State Warriors - Design Review
Date: Monday, June 02, 2014 9:48:07 PM


Yes. Thank you all. 


On Jun 2, 2014, at 9:10 PM, "Kelley, Gil (CPC)" <gil.kelley@sfgov.org> wrote:


So 9:30, then. Ok everyone?


Sent from my iPhone


On Jun 2, 2014, at 9:08 PM, "Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)"
<tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org> wrote:


I can make 9:30 work.


Tiffany Bohee


On Jun 2, 2014, at 8:39 PM, "Kelley, Gil (CPC)"
<gil.kelley@sfgov.org> wrote:


I could do 9:30 but not 10:30. Others?


Sent from my iPhone


On Jun 2, 2014, at 8:29 PM, "Reilly, Catherine
(OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


If we can do a time that works for
JennifEitherould like her on the call.
Either of the times she mentioned
works for me


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Kelley, Gil (CPC)"
Date:06/02/2014 8:26 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Cc: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)" ,"Bohee,
Tiffany (OCII)" ,"Cheng-Tam, Irene"
,"Watty, Elizabeth (CPC)" ,"Perry,



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=B2161CDA984E436B919FD2B738C5E13D-JENNIFER ENTINE MATZ
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Nicholas (CPC)" ,"Jones, Natasha
(OCII)" ,"Wong, Phillip (MYR)"
Subject: Re: Phone conference on June
3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden State Warriors -
Design Review


Let's do 10 then - with whomever we
can get - to get things rolling. 


Sent from my iPhone


On Jun 2, 2014, at 8:24 PM, "Reilly,
Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


That works for me


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message ----
----
From: "Matz, Jennifer
(MYR)"
Date:06/02/2014 8:04 PM
(GMT-08:00)
To: "Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)"
Cc: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
,"Cheng-Tam, Irene"
,"Kelley, Gil (CPC)" ,"Watty,
Elizabeth (CPC)" ,"Perry,
Nicholas (CPC)" ,"Jones,
Natasha (OCII)" ,"Wong,
Phillip (MYR)"
Subject: Re: Phone
conference on June 3 @ 10
a.m. - Golden State Warriors
- Design Review


Sorry all, I can't do 10! I
have an appointment from
10-11.  Can we start at 9:30
or 10:30 so I can catch the
first or latter half of the call?
 


On Jun 2, 2014, at 6:26 PM,
"Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)"
<tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org>
wrote:



mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org





Thanks,
Catherine. 


Look forward to
speaking with
Planning and
OEWD staff at 10
am on Tuesday.


Tiffany Bohee


On Jun 2, 2014,
at 6:09 PM,
"Reilly, Catherine
(OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org
> wrote:


That
works
for me. 
We can
use our
conference
call
number
at: 
877-
214-
6371
Participate
Code
831118.
 
Catherine
Reilly
Project
Manager


Office of
Community
Investment
and
Infrastructure
(OCII) 
   Successor
Agency



mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org





to the
Redevelopment
Agency
of the
City 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:
Cheng-
Tam,
Irene 
Sent:
Monday,
June
02,
2014
6:06 PM
To:



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/





Kelley,
Gil
(CPC);
Bohee,
Tiffany
(OCII);
Reilly,
Catherine
(OCII);
Matz,
Jennifer
(MYR);
Watty,
Elizabeth
(CPC);
Perry,
Nicholas
(CPC)
Subject:
Phone
conference
on June
3 @ 10
a.m. -
Golden
State
Warriors
- Design
Review
Importance:
High
 
Hi all:
Will
tomorrow
(June
3)
from
10 –
10:30
a.m. to
have a
conference
call? 
Should
we call
in
Tiffany’s
office
at
749-







2588? 
Please
advise. 
Thank
you.
 
Irene
558-
6282
 


From:
Kelley,
Gil
(CPC) 
Sent:
Monday,
June
02,
2014
1:32 PM
To:
Cheng-
Tam,
Irene
Subject:
Fwd:
Golden
State
Warriors
- Design
Review
 


Sent
from
my
iPhone


Begin
forwarded
message:


From:
"Rahaim,
John
(CPC)"
<john.rahaim@sfgov.org
>



mailto:john.rahaim@sfgov.org





Date:
June
2,
2014
at
12:55:38
PM
PDT


To:
"Kelley,
Gil
(CPC)"
<gil.kelley@sfgov.org
>,
"Joslin,
Jeff
(CPC)"
<jeff.joslin@sfgov.org
>,
"Winslow,
David
(CPC)"
<david.winslow@sfgov.org
>,
"Watty,
Elizabeth
(CPC)"
<elizabeth.watty@sfgov.org
>


Subject:
Fwd:
Golden
State
Warriors
-
Design
Review


Do
you
all
think
this



mailto:gil.kelley@sfgov.org
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is
possible?
 Can
you
talk
in
my
absence
and
figure
it
out.
Thanks. 


Please
excuse
any
typos.
This
was
sent
from
my
iPhone


Begin
forwarded
message:


From:
"Bohee,
Tiffany
(OCII)"
<tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org
>


Date:
June
2,
2014
at
12:01:29
PM
PDT



mailto:tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org





To:
"Rahaim,
John
(CPC)"
<john.rahaim@sfgov.org
>


Subject:
Golden
State
Warriors
-
Design
Review


John
–
Got
your
voicemail. 
I
can
talk
today
after
3:30
pm
(or
later). 
Prior
to
next
week’s
meeting
with
the
Warriors,
I
do
think
it
would
be
helpful



mailto:john.rahaim@sfgov.org





for
OCII
and
Planning
staff
to
discuss
the
site
constraints,
considerations
and
any
other
issues
the
design
team
should
be
paying
attention
to. 
 
If
at
all
possible,
it
would
be
good
to
convey
this
collective
information
to
the
GSW
prior
to
next
week’s
meeting. 







I
(along
with
Catherine
Reilly
and
Jen
Matz)
could
be
available
for
this
call/discussion
with
you
(and/or
your
department
staff)
with
the
GSW
tomorrow,
June
3,
between
10
am
and
11
am
or
between
2:30
pm
and
4
pm. 
Thanks
in
advance
for
doing
what







you
can.
 
Best,
Tiffany
 
Tiffany
Bohee


Executive
Director


Office
of
Community
Investment
and
Infrastructure


 
Successor
to
the
San
Francisco
Redevelopment
Agency


One
South
Van
Ness
Avenue,
Fifth
Floor


San
Francisco,
CA
94103


Tel:
 415-
749-
2588


Email:
 
tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org



mailto:tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org





 








From: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
To: DeMartini, Keith (CPC)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: MOU with OCII
Date: Sunday, June 01, 2014 7:32:23 AM
Attachments: Draft MOA OCII and Planning for GSW-OCII-5 21 14-compare doc vwise.docx


Hi Keith,
As you may have heard or read in the papers, the Warriors project is now being proposed in the
Mission Bay area and OCII is the lead agency.  However, OCII would like to have our environmental
and design review services to process the project.  To facilitate this, we have drafted a MOU
between our two agencies that is specific to the Warriors project. 
 
Would you mind taking a look at Section II, Budget Amount and Reimbursement, of the MOU
(starting @ the bottom of page 5)?  Please let me know if you have any edits or concerns about the
content.  If possible, could I have your input by mid-week? 
 
The budget is available for review on the I drive:  I:\Cases\2012\2012.0718 - Warriors Arena\Scope
and Budget\Budget for Planning Support.xlsx. 
 
Thank you. 
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Draft 05/0121/2014





MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT





BETWEEN


SAN FRANCISCO PLANNING DEPARTMENT


AND


OFFICE OF COMMUNITY INVESTMENT AND IFRASTRUCTURE








THIS MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT (“Agreement”) is made and shall be effective as of _______, 2014, by and between the San Francisco Planning Department, Environmental Planning Section (“Planning Department”), and Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (“OCII”) for the purposes of setting forth mutual understandings between the Parties regarding each agency’s roles and responsibilities during the environmental review of the Golden State Warriors (“GSW”) Project.  Environmental review, including preparation of an appropriate environmental review analysis and related documents, will result in fulfillment of the requirements pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”).  An Environmental Impact Report (“EIR”) will be prepared for the GSW Project pursuant to CEQA.  


  


OCII has assumed, under state and local law, the remaining rights and obligations of the former Redevelopment Agency, and has “succeed[ed] to the organizational status of the former redevelopment agency” with the authority “to complete any work related to an approved enforceable obligation,” Cal. Health & Safety Code § 34173 (g).





OCII has the continuing authority and obligation to exercise land use controls required under enforceable obligations, including the Mission Bay South Owner Participation


This Agreement also specifies(“OPA”), available at http://www.sfredevelopment.org/index.aspx?page=244.





OCII and the Planning Department have previously entered into a Memorandum of Agreement dated _________ (“2013 MOA”) for the purpose of retaining the Planning Department to provide design review and environmental services to OCII to assist it in fulfilling its enforceable obligations.





OCII and the Planning Department now desire to rely on the approach of the existing 2013 MOA, including its procedures for the reimbursement of the Planning Department for the feesstaffing and other costs associated with , to provide the services necessary for environmental and design review for the GSW Project. 











  


I.  AgencyParties’  Roles and Responsibilities





The Parties have the following mutual understandings and agree to the agency roles and responsibilities specified below.





A. San Francisco Planning Department (Planning Department)





1. The Parties agree that OCII is the lead agency responsible for conducting an adequate environmental review of the GSW Project and that this review will be performed bythe Planning Department staff will assist OCII in preparing this review.  As such, final decisions with respect to environmental impact determinations presented in environmental documents published for the GSW Project reside with OCII.  As lead agency, OCII shall serve as the primary contact for the Project Sponsor for purposes of the EIR.  Unless otherwise directed, the GSW Project Manager shall receive copies of all written communication related to the EIR.





2. The Planning Department shall provide an Environmental Review Coordinator to oversee the CEQA process through completion.  The Environmental Review Coordinator will report to OCII’s GSW Project Manager, as discussed below, who will be the primary contact at OCII.  





3. Planning Department, under the oversight of OCII, shall direct the work of the environmental consultant and any sub-consultants, including development of an appropriate scope of work for the environmental review process as well as for any required background technical studies. The Environment Review Coordinator and OCII’s GSW Project Manager will meet regularly to provide direction to Planning Department staff and to the environmental consultants and all sub-consultants.  The environmental scope of work shall be based upon the complete and stable project description provided by Project Sponsor. 





4. The Planning Department shall notify OCII and obtain concurrence prior to directing any consultant work that is outside of the agreed upon scope of work that would result in costs greater than $5,000 or that would require the use of contingency funds.





5. StandardThe Planning Department review times for environmental document submittals will apply to this project.  All standard review times for environmental documentswork with OCII, the environmental consultant and background technical studies shall be specified inthe Project Sponsor to develop a Master Project Schedule to be developed once an environmental consultant has been engaged.  that prioritizes the GSW Project.  





6. Consultant submittals shall be provided to the Planning Department at the same time as any review copies are provided to OCII and/or the Project Sponsor. 





7. The Planning Department and OCII shall determine what comments or feedback to provide to the consultants regarding their work or submittals.  The exception to this is for comments regarding the project description for which the Project Sponsor and/or OCII should provide confirmation of accuracy to the consultants.  Any comments on the environmental analysis by the Project Sponsor and/or OCII shall be provided to the Planning Department for consideration as to whether or not incorporation of such comments is appropriate.The Planning Department shall coordinate the submittal of comments to the consultant team.  However, no comments shall be provided to the consultants by the Planning Department without prior OCII approval. 





8. The EIR Coordinator and, transportation planner, and the GSW Project Manager shall participate in regular environmental review status meetings for this project with the consultants and core staff from the other agencies to ensure the environmental review Master Project Schedule is met.  





9. Pursuant to CEQA, public notification and public participation are required as part of the environmental review process for the GSW Project.   The Planning Department shall assist OCII with compliance regarding all notice requirements set forth in CEQA, and the CEQA Guidelines, the San Francisco Administrative Code (Chapter 31), and the Planning Department’s standard practice..  The Planning Department, in consultation with the City Attorney’s OfficeOCII and its legal counsel, shall assist in determining adequateOCII, which will make final determinations about appropriate public notification procedures and communicate such information.  OCII intends to OCII and theretain, under its 2013 Agreement with the City Attorney’s Office, the City Attorney’s Office for certain Project Sponsor in a timely manner-related matters.  








B. OCII


1. All time-sensitive submittals shall clearly indicate expected deadlines for the completion of environmental review and should be preceded by advance consultations with OCII staff to facilitate timely processing and avoid last-minute submittals.  





C. OCII





1. OCII shall serve as the primary contact for the Project Sponsor for purposes of the EIR.





2. OCII shall provide a dedicated GSW Project Manager for the environmental review process.  The GSW Project Manager will be responsible for coordination of the responsibilities of OCII as specified below throughout the environmental review process.  It is unlikely that environmental review schedule could be met without provision of a dedicated GSW Project Manager.  The GSP Project Manager’s availability to review documents and provide information in a timely manner is a key component of meeting the environmental review schedule.and the Planning Department as specified in this Agreement.  





3. The core staff from the OCII project teamThe GSW Project Manager or designee shall participate in regular environmental review status meetings with the consultants and the Planning Department to ensure the Master Project Schedule is maintained.  





4. To assist the Planning Department in the environmental evaluation process, OCII or the Project Sponsor may be required to provide supplemental data or studies, as determined by Planning Department staff in consultation with OCII, to address potential impacts with respect to historical resources, soils, transportation, biological resources, wind, shadows, noise, air quality, or other environmental topic areas.  Lack of response to required data requests in the time line specified by the Planning Department shall result in delays to the Master Project Schedule.  OCII shall assist in ensuring that the Project Sponsor responds in an appropriate time to information requests from the Planning Department to meet the Master Project Schedule.





5. .  





6. Consultant submittals shall be provided to the Planning Department at the same time as any review copies are provided to OCII and/or the Project Sponsor.  OCIITo allow for coordination between OCII and City agency responses, OCII and Project Sponsor comments on such submittals shall be provided to the Planning Department and not to the consultants directly, pursuant to time lines specified in the Master Project Schedule.  OCII’s comments shall be provided to the Planning Department in advance of the deadline for providing feedback to the consultants as specific in the Master Project Schedule.   





7. Pursuant to CEQA, public notification and participation are required as part of the environmental review process for the GSW Project.  OCII shall comply with all notice requirements set forth in CEQA, The CEQA Guidelines, the San Francisco Administrative Code (Chapter 31), the Planning Department Standard practice.  The Planning Department in consultation with the City Attorney’s Office shall assist in determining adequate public notification procedures. and the CEQA Guidelines.      





8. All time-sensitive submittals shall clearly indicate expected deadlines for the completion of environmental review and should be preceded by advance consultations with the Planning Department staff to facilitate timely processing and avoid last-minute submittals.  








II. Fee Payment and Reimbursement





II.	BUDGET AMOUNT AND REIMBURSEMENT.





With respect to payment to the San Francisco Planning Department for this environmental review, the Parties hereby agree that: Planning staff time and materials will be invoiced to OCII consistent with the procedures established in the 2103 MOA and restated below and that payment is subject to reimbursement by GSW..





A. Initial Fee





Upon execution of the MOA, OCII will provide payment of an initial fee in the amount of $100,000 to the Planning Department.  Once the Environmental Planning staff	Comment by Viktoriya Wise: VWise:  I need to run this by finance.  


A.	Budget.





1.  A draft budget for the Planning Department’s anticipated staff  time and materials expended on the other costs associated with environmental review for the GSW Project exceed this initial fee amount, Environmental Planning staff time and materials will be invoiced to is attached to this Agreement.  [NOTE:  OCII would like to work with the Planning Department on the estimated budget.]





2.  Changes in Budget.  Unless OCII as specified in section B belowand the Planning Department agree by written amendment to this Agreement, the budget for services to be provided under this Agreement shall not exceed the amounts stated in this Section II.A.





B. Work Order Reimbursement for Planning Department (Environmental Planning Section) Environmental Review of the GSW Project





1. OCII has established a work order account for fiscal year 2013/2014 with the Planning Department funded to account for the anticipated level of environmental review for the GSW Project.  In conjunction with the preparation of budgets for fiscal years 2014/2015, OCII shall continue this work order account with the Planning Department funded to account for the anticipated level of environmental review for the next fiscal year.  To facilitate this process, a draft budget for the Planning Department’s anticipated staff time for the TEP environmental review time is included as Attachment A.  





2. As specified in Section II. A. above, OCII shall provide the Planning Department with an Initial Fee of $100,000 for this environmental review.  The Planning Department staff time and materials will be charged against this initial fee until it has been expended.  Subsequently, the Planning Department staff time and materials will be invoiced pursuant to the work order specified in Section B.1. above, and according to the procedures described below.   





3.  Unbudgeted Expenditures.  The Planning Department must obtain written approval from OCII for any unbudgeted expenditures and services.  OCII will not reimburse the Planning Department for unbudgeted expenditures and services incurred without prior written approval.





4.  Budget Shortfalls.  The Planning Department will notify OCII as soon as possible if the amounts budgeted in this MOU are insufficient to provide the agreed-upon services.





B.  	Assigned Staff To OCII.  





The Planning Department will assign staff equivalent  to ______to provide environmental review services for the GSW Project described in Section I.   The Planning Department staff assigned to Environmental Review and Design services will work at the following location: San Francisco Planning Department Offices at 1650 Mission Street.





C.  Documentation Verifying Actual Costs Of Direct Services.





1.  The Planning Department will document its personnel costs for services provided under this Agreement in the following way:





i. Hourly rate = salary + mandatory fringe benefits.  Actual labor charges submitted as part of the Performing Department’s billing must be supported by a City LDR or similar payroll report to verify the actual cost of employee salary and fringe benefits.  Labor charges submitted must not be based on estimated FTE, a budgeted amount, or a percentage allocation that is not reviewed and approved in advance by the OCII as part of a Citywide cost allocation plan.





ii. Hours worked on GSW Project.





iii. Classification number of position and title.





iv. Identify tasks.





v. Location of staff.





D.	Billing Procedures.





1.   The Planning Department shall submit an invoice to OCII on a quarterly basis within 30 days of the end of the quarter (April 30, 2014 for Q3 and July 30, 2014 for Q4) not to exceed the budgeted amount for the fiscal year. The invoice shall describe the services provided and include sufficient information to determine the methodology used to determine the costs.





2.  For any given six-month period, OCII can only pay amounts approved by its Oversight Board and DOF on a ROPS for that fiscal period. OCII shall endeavor to budget and obtain DOF approval for amounts sufficient to pay the Planning Department in full within a timely fashion after the services are rendered and billed. To the extent OCII has insufficient authorization to pay a bill in full, OCII will endeavor to place any amount still owed on a future ROPS and to pay that amount when staff time spent on this project is $90,000 (i.e. within $10,000 of the initial fee), or in the event that the time billed for this projectbudget authority is approaching the amount budgeted in Attachment A.available. 





In the event that actual billings for3.  The OCII will pay invoices or notify the Planning Department of any questions regarding the invoice within 30 days of receipt.





III.	General Provisions.





	A.  AMENDMENTS OR TERMINATION.  





Thisstaff time and materials exceed the amount in the work order account for a fiscal year, OCII shall promptly modify the work order funding in order to ensure that  Agreement may be amended by mutual agreement of both parties.  This Agreement may be terminated by either party with 30 days notice, subject to OCII payment of applicable costs incurred through the termination date.





B.   DISPUTE RESOLUTION PROCEDURES.  





If the Planning Department can continue to conduct the environmental review for GSW Project expeditiouslyhas a billing dispute with the OCII, it must attempt to resolve it with assurance of timely reimbursement. the responsible OCII Manager.  If the parties are unable to reach agreement, the dispute will be resolved with the OCII’s Finance and Administration Deputy Director.  If an agreement still cannot be reached, the Planning Department and the OCII Finance and Administration Deputy Director will meet with the Deputy Controller to finally resolve the matter.





3. The Planning Department work performed consistent with this Agreement shall be invoiced to OCII on a time and materials basis each quarter.  The time will be annotated to indicate the specific tasks performed as required by current Planning Department time accounting rules.  





OCII shall ensure reimbursement from a dedicated work order account within thirty days of receipt of documented billings.  In the event that OCII fails to ensure reimbursement from an adequately funded work order account within thirty days of billing submittals by the Planning Department, at the discretion of the ERO work on the environmental review could be stopped until invoiced are current.  This will likely impact the Master Schedule.  





			








			


			


			





			Viktoriya Wise, Deputy ERO


			Date


			John Rahaim, Director


			Date





			Planning Department


			


			Planning Department


			





			








			


			


			





			


			


			


			





			Jim Morales, Interim general Counsel and Deputy Director


			Date


			Tiffany Bohee, Executive Director


			Date





			OCII


			


			OCII
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Bereket, Immanuel (CII)
Subject: RE: Retail tracking spreadsheet
Date: Friday, July 18, 2014 1:38:00 PM


PS – thanks for cleaning up those last bits and bobs.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY JULY 25th
 


From: Bereket, Immanuel (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 18, 2014 1:37 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Retail tracking spreadsheet
 
S:\PROJECT IMPLEMENT\Mission Bay\MB South Major Phases\29-32 Major Phase\Warriors
 
I just added as Final
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 18, 2014 1:31 PM
To: Bereket, Immanuel (CII)
Subject: Retail tracking spreadsheet
 
Manny – where do you have the final spreadsheet with the permitted retail numbers saved?  I
wasn’t able to find it in the Warriors folder (let me know if I’m being blind).  If it isn’t there, could
you please save it in the main Warriors folder?  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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY JULY 25th
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From: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Planning Staffing Needs
Date: Thursday, June 19, 2014 11:05:34 PM
Attachments: image001.png


image002.png
image003.png
image004.png
image005.png


Thanks!


Sent from my iPhone


On Jun 19, 2014, at 8:47 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


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: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC) 
Sent: Friday, June 06, 2014 4:00 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Oerth, Sally (OCII); jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Kern, Chris (CPC);
Kelley, Gil (CPC)
Subject: RE: Planning Staffing Needs
 
Hi Catherine-
Thanks for the information.  Please see below for some feedback on each of the bullet
points.  I am also proposing that we add another bullet for informational hearings at
the Planning Commission. 
I am attaching a revised draft budget that reflects the information below.  The total
project estimated budget comes to $480.326 (including environmental and design
services [planning as OCII staff] as well as contingency of 20 percent).  
 


I will be out of the office next week (returning on Monday, June 16th).  In my absence,
please work with Chris on any questions you may have. 
 
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
<image001.png>  
<image002.png>   <image003.png>   <image004.png>   <image005.png>
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, June 05, 2014 6:43 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Oerth, Sally (OCII); jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Subject: Planning Staffing Needs
 
Viktoriya – Thanks for meeting with me yesterday to go over the budget and staffing
for the Warriors project.  I need to check in with Jim Monday about what would go
under the new Warriors MOU and what would be under our existing MOU with
Planning.  Sounds good – please let me know what you decide as it affects how we set
up the accounts in our system.  Additionally, a few weeks ago we set up an account
titled OCII GSW so that staff could charge their time there (e.g., the few meetings
we’ve attended thus far with OCII, the time associated with intersection selection and
coordination with MTA for a site visit, etc.).  The revised design staffing proposal you
are going to create will be helpful to have when I meet with him.  As promised, the
following is a description of the various roles we envision for Planning for the project.
 
Planning Staff as OCII staff  It is estimated that this work could take up to 500 hours
over the life of the project.  The cost estimate for this work is reflected in the attached
draft budget in Task 13. 


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Design review/process – acting at the
primary OCII design review staff for the project.  Responsible for the detailed
review of all submittals, compilation of comments from other OCII
staff/outside agencies/etc.  We would need an architect that could participate
on the project from Major Phase visioning through to review of the
construction permits. 


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->I would be the point of contact for this
person for the project and manage their OCII role.


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Our understanding is that John has
identified David Winslow for this, though Maia also would be appropriate. 
Confirmed.


 
Planning Staff acting in their role as Planning for Prop M –  The project sponsor should
file a prop M application with the planning department and pay the associated fee. 
The work for this will be charged against this fee and accordingly is not reflected in the
attached budget.   The application is available on line:  http://www.sf-
planning.org/Modules/ShowDocument.aspx?documentid=8582.  The fee is reflected in
the fee schedule and is currently $5,234. 
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<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Provides design review for the Planning
Department per the Design Review and Document Approval Procedure – for
any Prop M allocation as the project would require Planning Commission
approval. 


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Will work as part of the overall
OCII/Planning design review team, but would be under the supervision of the
Planning Department.


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Our understanding is that John has
identified Elizabeth Watty for this role.  Confirmed


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->You were going to confirm that this would
be funded  through Prop M fees collected by Planning, since my understanding
is that for previous projects, this role was in that manner.  Confirmed (see
above).


 
Other Planning Staff Design Review Involvement  It is anticipated that this participation
would require approximately 200 hours of effort at a Planner III level and 100 hours of
effort at a Planner IV level (=$38,382).  This is our best estimate of the time given what
we know about the project. 


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->This was the component you were going
to talk with Gil about regarding additional Planning staffing and time
commitment and I needed to confirm internally about expectations.  Outside
the existing architect staffing OCII and the staff person for the Prop M Planning
review, there may be the participation of John Rahaim and potentially other
senior management at occasional meetings (vs. the day-to-day meetings).  If
you could talk with Gil to get an idea of what this staffing maybe and a budget,
then I will talk with Jim and Tiffany next week about their vision for
reimbursement of this work (ie, through us or direct payment to Planning from
the Warriors) . Please let me know what your thoughts are on this last part.  I
did not include this estimated time in the attached budget.   


 
Planning Commission Informational Presentations (cost included in the attached draft
budget under Task 12). 


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->I understood there was a need for
Planning Commission Informational Presentation(s).  It is anticipated that these
presentations would be made by Current Planning (Liz Watty) + Citywide
Planning (Josh?) staff.  It is anticipated that there would be up to two
presentations and these would result in approximately 40 hours total provided
they were simply power point presentations (no staff report).  Note:  this does
not include the commission hearing for prop M.


 
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.
 


<Attachment A - Budget for Planning Support amended 6_6_14.xlsx>
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From: Kern, Chris (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: MOU
Date: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 11:15:25 AM


Hi Catherine,
Viktoriya asked me to check in with you re the status of the MOU for the Warriors project. Is it
ready to finalize?
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 (CII)
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Building Management, City Hall (ADM)
Cc: Hervey, Myisha (MYR)
Subject: RE: Room 421 Reservation Request, Friday, 08/08/14, 11:00am – 12:30pm
Date: Thursday, July 31, 2014 8:28:01 PM


Thanks and I can grab the key. Will get there a little early since the design team will
need to set up. Pleade let me know if there is anything we need to know to use the
ppt presentor.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Wong, Phillip (MYR)"
Date:07/31/2014 1:24 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Building Management, City Hall (ADM)"
Cc: "Hervey, Myisha (MYR)" ,"Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Subject: RE: Room 421 Reservation Request, Friday, 08/08/14, 11:00am – 12:30pm


Hi Howard,
 
Thank you very much for confirming and noting my absence!
 
I’m cc’ing Myisha and Catherine to see if they’re able to grab the key for this from room 008. (FYI,
Catherine: I’ll be leaving a note for Myisha as she is out of the office until Tuesday).
 
Best regards,
 
Phillip C. Wong
 
**Please note: I will be out of the office August 5, 2014 through August 22, 2014.**
 
--
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
 


From: Building Management, City Hall (ADM) 
Sent: Thursday, July 31, 2014 12:38 PM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: Room 421 Reservation Request, Friday, 08/08/14, 11:00am – 12:30pm
 
Thursday, July 31, 2014
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Hi Phillip,
 
You are CONFIRMED  for the following:
 
Date:     Friday, August 8, 2014
Time:     11:00 am – 12:30 pm (1.5 hour)


Rm.:       Room 421 – 4th Floor
 
Since you are out during that time, please remember to have one of your colleagues
come to our office with his/her City Hall ID or Valid ID (i.e. Driver's License) for the
exchange of a key to open up and to lock up your meeting room.
 
Thanks,
Howard
 
Office of Building Management
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
SF City Hall, Room 008
San Francisco, CA  94102
(415) 554-4933 (main line)
(415) 554-4936 (fax)


From: Wong, Phillip (MYR) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 2:39 PM
To: Building Management, City Hall (ADM)
Subject: Room 421 Reservation Request, Friday, 08/08/14, 11:00am – 12:30pm
 
Hello all,
 
This is a reservation request for room 421 as follows:
 
Date: Friday, 08/08/14
Time: 11:00am – 12:30pm
Meeting: Golden State Warriors Design Review
Attendees: 25+
Contact: Phillip C. Wong; email – phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org; phone – 415-554-6512
 
Thank you,
 
**Please note: I will be out of the office August 5, 2014 through August 22, 2014.**
 
Phillip C. Wong
--
Project Assistant
Office of Economic and Workforce Development
City Hall, Room 448
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1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102-4653
Office: 415-554-6512
Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org



mailto:phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org






From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Rahaim, John (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Arce, Pedro (OCII); Kelley, Gil (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC);


Perry, Nicholas (CPC); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Joslin, Jeff (CPC); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Re: Pre-proposal preliminary Urban Design guidance/recommendation for Warriors area project in MB
Date: Thursday, June 19, 2014 8:01:02 AM


Hi all,


I've just reviewed quickly but some of the new bullets are more process and/or
program focused and not about design. I do not want a discussion or mention of
such matters today. (The need to work closely with SFMTA is sort of self evident and
isn't really a substantive directive and today isn't the day to talk about sponsoring
bike share.) Transportation matters are absolutely central to the success of this
project but I don't want to muddle the focus of today's meeting; today is all about
design! Thanks much and see you all at 10:15am. 


Jennifer


On Jun 19, 2014, at 7:46 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Erin Miller from MTA reviewed the draft notes and added a few bullets.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Rahaim, John (CPC) 
Sent: Monday, June 16, 2014 12:18 PM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Arce, Pedro (OCII); Kelley, Gil (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC);
Perry, Nicholas (CPC); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Joslin, Jeff (CPC); Jones, Natasha (OCII)
Subject: RE: Pre-proposal preliminary Urban Design guidance/recommendation for
Warriors area project in MB
 
This is internal. We can amend the specific language if and when we choose to give to
the GSW
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Monday, June 16, 2014 10:46 AM
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Cc: Rahaim, John (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Arce, Pedro (OCII); Kelley, Gil (CPC);
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Winslow, David (CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Joslin, Jeff (CPC);
Jones, Natasha (OCII)
Subject: Re: Pre-proposal preliminary Urban Design guidance/recommendation for
Warriors area project in MB
 
This is a great document! Most of the time, design comments are written as "should"
but I caught at least one "must;" can we change that "must" to "should?"
 
It's been requested that we not hand out any written guidelines at this first meeting -
you may all have discussed this on Friday. Are planners prepared to talk off of this at
our meeting? We can then offer to write up our thoughts and send to them as a follow
up. Is that OK with all? 


On Jun 16, 2014, at 10:31 AM, "Switzky, Joshua (CPC)" <joshua.switzky@sfgov.org>
wrote:


All –
Attached is an updated version based on the conversation on Friday for
use in this week’s meeting with the warriors team. I tried to increase
usability of the notes by calling out key phrases with bold italics.
-j
 
 
 


From: Rahaim, John (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, June 12, 2014 5:17 PM
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Arce, Pedro (OCII);
Kelley, Gil (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Jones, Natasha (OCII)
Subject: RE: Pre-proposal preliminary Urban Design
guidance/recommendation for Warriors area project in MB
 
Meeting is at OCII at 3. 
Do we really think that Mission Bay has a “fine grain block pattern”? 
Seems to me we should be asking this project to break the large scale
block pattern of MB rather than be consistent with it.  Topic for discussion
tomorrow.
 


From: Switzky, Joshua (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, June 12, 2014 5:07 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Arce, Pedro (OCII); Kelley, Gil (CPC); Winslow,
David (CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Jones, Natasha (OCII); Rahaim, John (CPC)
Subject: RE: Pre-proposal preliminary Urban Design
guidance/recommendation for Warriors area project in MB
 
Has an updated invitation been sent out for tomorrow’s meeting? I don’t
seem to have received anything. I put a 3pm hold on my calendar.
 



mailto:joshua.switzky@sfgov.org





In any event, attached is an updated and slightly reformatted version
(thanks David!) for tomorrow’s discussion, reflecting additional comments
and suggestions.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Monday, June 09, 2014 6:10 PM
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Arce, Pedro (OCII); Kelley, Gil (CPC); Winslow,
David (CPC); Small, Maia (CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Jones, Natasha (OCII)
Subject: RE: Pre-proposal preliminary Urban Design
guidance/recommendation for Warriors area project in MB
 
Tiffany talked with John and he’d like another internal meeting to review
the comments prior to the external Warriors meeting.  So, we are going to
go ahead and keep this Friday’s meeting at 3PM and will have a room
here at OCII.  Natasha will send out a revised invite with location.
 
The external meeting with the Warriors will be on the following Thursday


19th at 10AM.  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: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Sunday, June 08, 2014 2:24 PM
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Arce, Pedro (OCII); Kelley, Gil (CPC); Winslow,
David (CPC); Small, Maia (CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: Pre-proposal preliminary Urban Design
guidance/recommendation for Warriors area project in MB
 
Hello all – It turns out that a bunch of the Warriors team cannot be at the


meeting in person on Friday the 13th.  We have a back-up time of


Thursday June 19th at 10-11.30 that worked for John, Tiffany, and
Jennifer, and works better for the Warriors.  The plan is to meet as a large
group on that day, but Jennifer and I will jump on the phone with Strada
on Friday to preview the comments that Josh has put together and are
being reviewed so that we get them into the mix earlier.
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Please let us know who from Planning in additional to John should be on


the invite for the 19th and we’ll get a meeting invite sent out. 
 
OCII will be reviewing Josh’s comments and get back with any comments
on Tuesday when Pedro is back in the office.  But, off hand, they look
great and thank you for drafting them.  My only comment so far is to
change the second to last bullet that references the Planning Code’s
requirement for the bike event parking to something like  “The OCII
Commission, Planning Commission, and community have expressed a
strong desire for substantial bicycle parking facilities within Mission Bay.”
And reference the Planning Code section in the following sentence as an
example of what they should be thinking about providing as precedence
of what is being done in the rest of the city.   It avoids confusion on what
regulations apply, since the Planning Code does not apply, but identifies
that bike parking is something that all the regulators/community will be
expecting to be provided.
 
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.
 


From: Switzky, Joshua (CPC) 
Sent: Friday, June 06, 2014 4:55 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Arce, Pedro (OCII); Kelley, Gil (CPC); Winslow,
David (CPC); Small, Maia (CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: Pre-proposal preliminary Urban Design guidance/recommendation
for Warriors area project in MB
 
Hi all –
Below is a preliminary set of “guidance” comments based on our
conversation on Wednesday as well as Pedro’s write-up. It’s wordier than
I think originally intended, so it’s certainly open to whittling. Please
comment/edit.
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Joshua Switzky
Senior Planner
Citywide Planning
 
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-6815 Fax: 415-558-9005
Email:joshua.switzky@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 
 
 
1. Reflect the urban, sophisticated, fine-grain and organic character of
San Francisco. While the project covers four blocks and contains a major
civic facility, it should not be viewed or designed as a superblock or
“world unto itself.” The activity, energy and orientation of the project
should contribute to and reflect an outward urban orientation toward the
neighborhood and the City and should not strive to internalize or
“capture” activity. This carries both through the site plan and
arrangement of buildings and public spaces and the relationship of all the
structures to the streets, but also to elements like signage, retail
tenanting, and other factors. Architecture, art and public spaces should
be exciting and contemporary, but should avoid any overt “theming” or
prominent branding of the site as a whole, its public spaces, signage, or
its retail components.
 
 
2. Create an urban place that fits into its context and breaks down the
scale of the 4-block “megablock”


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->An arena that “floats” in the
middle of the superblock in a field of public space surrounding  it
on all sides and that does not present urban edges to any of the
adjacent streets would not be appropriate for this location. Public
spaces should be deliberate and well defined, and the building
should have a direct and urban relationship to most of the streets
around the site, even creating a “streetwall” along some (maybe
not all) of its edges. Creative and expressive design of the arena
should not come at the expense of good urbanism. Three of its
sides are urban and one faces the open expanses of the bay – use
these as cues for appropriate responses. The arena building
should pull away from a direct urban interface with the public
streets only to create deliberate public spaces that have directly
adjacent activating uses and civic functions.


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->The underlying MB Plan is for
a fine-grain grid of blocks, consistent with the fabric of San
Francisco. The street pattern is critical for circulation, view
corridors and reduces the scale of development. While the
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footprint of the arena may not allow for implementation of the
exact alignment of ROWs (“varas”) per the MB Plan, the arena
project site design must both respect and respond to the these
alignments as they relate to varas/streets that terminate at the
site. The project should create an alternative through-site
circulation and porosity (not necessarily vehicular) that achieves
the spirit and intent of these planned grid extensions. Where 
streets or paths (eg Bridgeview St, Illinois Street, UCSF Campus
Lane), intersect or terminate at the project site, the site and
building design (particularly the arena itself) should present
significant responses and not terminate these vistas and
circulation spines with unresponsive buildings sides or dead
zones.


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Illinois Street is a very
important spine (pedestrian, bike, and vehicular) connecting
south to Pier 70 and Dogpatch.


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->The office buildings, retail
components and other non-arena buildings should be sited and
designed (along with adjoining public spaces and circulation) so as
feel like they are part of the broader fabric of the neighborhood
and the City, and not appendages on an arena mega-project that


covers a super block.  If the office buildings line 3rd Street,
consider carrying Illinois St in some form (in lieu of the original
Bridgeview vara alignment) through the site to break down the
site, distinguish the office from the arena, and tie the overall site
into the neighborhood. However to the extent that parking,
loading/servicing can be consolidated for the larger site below
grade in a unified area, that would be extremely beneficial.


 
3. Reflect the uniqueness and significance of the waterfront site
This site is very much a major waterfront site and the siting and
orientation of the arena should present itself directly and dramatically to
the waterfront. The orientation of the arena building, the ground floor
and activating accessory uses, and public spaces should celebrate this
special location and augment planned open spaces. Note that the design
of the major park across Terry Francois (P22) is tentative and open for
redesign and refinement to respond to being in more direct dialogue with
the arena project. Consider creating a major public space along Terry
Francois that acts as a waterfront forecourt to the arena and has a direct
dialogue with the park across the street – consider it to be the highly
active urban/hardscape mirror of the softscape/landscape park along the
water’s edge.
 
 
4. The design of the arena building should express a major civic gesture







and provide public interest, engagement and amenity that surpasses its
basic function as an indoor sports/entertainment venue.
The building design should not only be elegant and contemporary, but
should engage the public and demonstrate a civic spirit and amenity,
especially for those who are not attending events within the arena and
also when no events are occurring.  Major civic structures should strive to
become gathering spots. Aspects and avenues to explore include features
that exhibit or provide: recreation, sustainability (eg water, energy,
habitat, urban agriculture), ability for non-ticket holders to see inside the
main space of the arena, public art (esp dynamic or interactive art), and
other ways to inhabit or interact in a tactile or sensory way with the
building and its exterior.  Local examples include: the viewing tower and
free interior and exterior circulation areas at the DeYoung Museum; the
5-acre park on the roof of the Transbay Transit Center; the outfield free
viewing arcade at the Giants ballpark; and the upper level accessible ramp
view areas in the prior Pier 30-32 arena proposal.
 
 
5. Project design, circulation and transportation elements must reflect
a transit- and pedestrian-oriented focus.


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Be conscious of and
accommodate major pedestrian flows from the light rail stop at


3rd/South Street. Also consider other major pedestrian desire


lines. 16th Street will be beefed up in the future with BRT-like
service.


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->On-site parking, esp
dedicated to the arena should be kept to a minimum, in light of
the profusion of existing and planned parking facilities in Mission
Bay, especially considering most are mostly or totally empty
during evenings and weekends when arena events occur. As such,
any on-site parking should be shared to serve both the
commercial uses and the arena.


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Plan for significant bicycle
transportation to the arena. Note that Planning Code has
recently-adopted minimum standards for on-site bike valet for
visitors for arenas/large venues. Plan for a large valet operation
for events, as well as bike share and other bike parking
distributed throughout the site.


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Consider the possibility and


ramifications of water transportation service (16th Street
terminus?)
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: "Miller, Erin"
Cc: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: MTA Budget
Date: Wednesday, July 09, 2014 12:15:00 PM


Hi, Erin – I wanted to check in with you on your success corralling MTA to put together a draft
budget for the Warriors project.  I believe you had volunteered to help with that (or if you didn’t do
you remember who did?).  I’ve included Lila since she is helping to collect everyone’s budgets.


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 (CII)
To: Bohee, Tiffany (CII)
Cc: Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: RE: Gsw budget
Date: Friday, July 25, 2014 5:33:32 PM


Yes, we agree. Lila will be providing an intro/notes in the spreadsheet explaining
what areas are still in progress.


Thanks for sending, Lila.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Bohee, Tiffany (CII)"
Date:07/25/2014 5:26 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Cc: "Hussain, Lila (CII)"
Subject: RE: Gsw budget


That’s fine though you should include the topic areas for the items that are still to be identified as
part of the working draft.
 
Tiffany Bohee
Executive Director
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
  Successor to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Tel:  415-749-2588
Email:  tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org


 
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 5:15 PM
To: Bohee, Tiffany (CII)
Cc: Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: Gsw budget
 
Tiffany - Jenn requested that we send over what we have for the budget, knowing there are
gaps, so she can see how it is coming along. Lila will cc you on the email since Jenn may
outreach to you to discuss the best approach to presenting this to the Warriors team (when
finalized) and we want you to have the same version that Jenn has.
 
Thank you and have a great weekend.
 
Catherine
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone
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From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Arce, Pedro (OCII); Kelley, Gil (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC); Small, Maia (CPC); Perry,


Nicholas (CPC); Jones, Natasha (OCII)
Subject: Re: Pre-proposal preliminary Urban Design guidance/recommendation for Warriors area project in MB
Date: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 2:35:34 PM


Yes, Josh. It would be great if you could gather comments and consolidate and edit
by Friday. I'll send my comments along to you today. 


On Jun 10, 2014, at 2:17 PM, "Switzky, Joshua (CPC)" <joshua.switzky@sfgov.org>
wrote:


So, is there a desire for me or someone else to take everyone’s comments and edit for
discussion this Friday?
So far I’ve only seen one comment from Catherine and I got one from Maia.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Monday, June 09, 2014 6:10 PM
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Arce, Pedro (OCII); Kelley, Gil (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC);
Small, Maia (CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Jones, Natasha (OCII)
Subject: RE: Pre-proposal preliminary Urban Design guidance/recommendation for
Warriors area project in MB
 
Tiffany talked with John and he’d like another internal meeting to review the
comments prior to the external Warriors meeting.  So, we are going to go ahead and
keep this Friday’s meeting at 3PM and will have a room here at OCII.  Natasha will send
out a revised invite with location.
 


The external meeting with the Warriors will be on the following Thursday 19th at
10AM.  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: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Sunday, June 08, 2014 2:24 PM
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Arce, Pedro (OCII); Kelley, Gil (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC);
Small, Maia (CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC)
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Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: Pre-proposal preliminary Urban Design guidance/recommendation for
Warriors area project in MB
 
Hello all – It turns out that a bunch of the Warriors team cannot be at the meeting in


person on Friday the 13th.  We have a back-up time of Thursday June 19th at 10-11.30
that worked for John, Tiffany, and Jennifer, and works better for the Warriors.  The plan
is to meet as a large group on that day, but Jennifer and I will jump on the phone with
Strada on Friday to preview the comments that Josh has put together and are being
reviewed so that we get them into the mix earlier.
 
Please let us know who from Planning in additional to John should be on the invite for


the 19th and we’ll get a meeting invite sent out. 
 
OCII will be reviewing Josh’s comments and get back with any comments on Tuesday
when Pedro is back in the office.  But, off hand, they look great and thank you for
drafting them.  My only comment so far is to change the second to last bullet that
references the Planning Code’s requirement for the bike event parking to something
like  “The OCII Commission, Planning Commission, and community have expressed a
strong desire for substantial bicycle parking facilities within Mission Bay.” And
reference the Planning Code section in the following sentence as an example of what
they should be thinking about providing as precedence of what is being done in the
rest of the city.   It avoids confusion on what regulations apply, since the Planning Code
does not apply, but identifies that bike parking is something that all the
regulators/community will be expecting to be provided.
 
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.
 


From: Switzky, Joshua (CPC) 
Sent: Friday, June 06, 2014 4:55 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Arce, Pedro (OCII); Kelley, Gil (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC);
Small, Maia (CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: Pre-proposal preliminary Urban Design guidance/recommendation for Warriors
area project in MB
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Hi all –
Below is a preliminary set of “guidance” comments based on our conversation on
Wednesday as well as Pedro’s write-up. It’s wordier than I think originally intended, so
it’s certainly open to whittling. Please comment/edit.
 
 
Joshua Switzky
Senior Planner
Citywide Planning
 
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-6815 Fax: 415-558-9005
Email:joshua.switzky@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 
 
 
1. Reflect the urban, sophisticated, fine-grain and organic character of San Francisco.
While the project covers four blocks and contains a major civic facility, it should not be
viewed or designed as a superblock or “world unto itself.” The activity, energy and
orientation of the project should contribute to and reflect an outward urban
orientation toward the neighborhood and the City and should not strive to internalize
or “capture” activity. This carries both through the site plan and arrangement of
buildings and public spaces and the relationship of all the structures to the streets, but
also to elements like signage, retail tenanting, and other factors. Architecture, art and
public spaces should be exciting and contemporary, but should avoid any overt
“theming” or prominent branding of the site as a whole, its public spaces, signage, or
its retail components.
 
 
2. Create an urban place that fits into its context and breaks down the scale of the 4-
block “megablock”


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->An arena that “floats” in the middle of the
superblock in a field of public space surrounding  it on all sides and that does
not present urban edges to any of the adjacent streets would not be
appropriate for this location. Public spaces should be deliberate and well
defined, and the building should have a direct and urban relationship to most
of the streets around the site, even creating a “streetwall” along some (maybe
not all) of its edges. Creative and expressive design of the arena should not
come at the expense of good urbanism. Three of its sides are urban and one
faces the open expanses of the bay – use these as cues for appropriate
responses. The arena building should pull away from a direct urban interface
with the public streets only to create deliberate public spaces that have directly
adjacent activating uses and civic functions.


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->The underlying MB Plan is for a fine-grain
grid of blocks, consistent with the fabric of San Francisco. The street pattern is
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critical for circulation, view corridors and reduces the scale of development.
While the footprint of the arena may not allow for implementation of the
exact alignment of ROWs (“varas”) per the MB Plan, the arena project site
design must both respect and respond to the these alignments as they relate
to varas/streets that terminate at the site. The project should create an
alternative through-site circulation and porosity (not necessarily vehicular) that
achieves the spirit and intent of these planned grid extensions. Where  streets
or paths (eg Bridgeview St, Illinois Street, UCSF Campus Lane), intersect or
terminate at the project site, the site and building design (particularly the
arena itself) should present significant responses and not terminate these
vistas and circulation spines with unresponsive buildings sides or dead zones.


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Illinois Street is a very important spine
(pedestrian, bike, and vehicular) connecting south to Pier 70 and Dogpatch.


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->The office buildings, retail components
and other non-arena buildings should be sited and designed (along with
adjoining public spaces and circulation) so as feel like they are part of the
broader fabric of the neighborhood and the City, and not appendages on an


arena mega-project that covers a super block.  If the office buildings line 3rd


Street, consider carrying Illinois St in some form (in lieu of the original
Bridgeview vara alignment) through the site to break down the site, distinguish
the office from the arena, and tie the overall site into the neighborhood.
However to the extent that parking, loading/servicing can be consolidated for
the larger site below grade in a unified area, that would be extremely beneficial.


 
3. Reflect the uniqueness and significance of the waterfront site
This site is very much a major waterfront site and the siting and orientation of the
arena should present itself directly and dramatically to the waterfront. The orientation
of the arena building, the ground floor and activating accessory uses, and public spaces
should celebrate this special location and augment planned open spaces. Note that the
design of the major park across Terry Francois (P22) is tentative and open for redesign
and refinement to respond to being in more direct dialogue with the arena project.
Consider creating a major public space along Terry Francois that acts as a waterfront
forecourt to the arena and has a direct dialogue with the park across the street –
consider it to be the highly active urban/hardscape mirror of the softscape/landscape
park along the water’s edge.
 
 
4. The design of the arena building should express a major civic gesture and provide
public interest, engagement and amenity that surpasses its basic function as an
indoor sports/entertainment venue.
The building design should not only be elegant and contemporary, but should engage
the public and demonstrate a civic spirit and amenity, especially for those who are not
attending events within the arena and also when no events are occurring.  Major civic
structures should strive to become gathering spots. Aspects and avenues to explore
include features that exhibit or provide: recreation, sustainability (eg water, energy,







habitat, urban agriculture), ability for non-ticket holders to see inside the main space
of the arena, public art (esp dynamic or interactive art), and other ways to inhabit or
interact in a tactile or sensory way with the building and its exterior.  Local examples
include: the viewing tower and free interior and exterior circulation areas at the
DeYoung Museum; the 5-acre park on the roof of the Transbay Transit Center; the
outfield free viewing arcade at the Giants ballpark; and the upper level accessible ramp
view areas in the prior Pier 30-32 arena proposal.
 
 
5. Project design, circulation and transportation elements must reflect a transit- and
pedestrian-oriented focus.


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Be conscious of and accommodate major


pedestrian flows from the light rail stop at 3rd/South Street. Also consider


other major pedestrian desire lines. 16th Street will be beefed up in the future
with BRT-like service.


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->On-site parking, esp dedicated to the
arena should be kept to a minimum, in light of the profusion of existing and
planned parking facilities in Mission Bay, especially considering most are mostly
or totally empty during evenings and weekends when arena events occur. As
such, any on-site parking should be shared to serve both the commercial uses
and the arena.


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Plan for significant bicycle transportation
to the arena. Note that Planning Code has recently-adopted minimum
standards for on-site bike valet for visitors for arenas/large venues. Plan for a
large valet operation for events, as well as bike share and other bike parking
distributed throughout the site.


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Consider the possibility and ramifications


of water transportation service (16th Street terminus?)
 
 
 








From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: "Pamela Lewis"
Subject: Meeting with Warriors
Date: Sunday, June 01, 2014 12:50:00 PM


Pam – has anyone from the Warriors team outreached to you to start the conversation about the
TMA, etc.?  If not, we should probably get one on the books for a couple weeks out (you and I can
meet before if you want).  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: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Jones, Natasha (OCII)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
Date: Monday, June 02, 2014 10:37:00 AM


We are still waiting for confirmation from Planning on who will be attending since John is
unavailable this week.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Monday, June 02, 2014 10:26 AM
To: Jones, Natasha (OCII)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
 
Hi Natasha,
 
Following up to see if this meeting has been confirmed.
 
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 3:47 PM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
 
Phillip,
 
Please let us know if Jennifer ok her participation by phone
on Monday, June 2 (9-12 or 3:30-5). We will finalize the meeting shortly.
 
Thank you.
___________________________________________
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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
 
From: Wong, Phillip (MYR) 
Sent: Friday, May 30, 2014 3:19 PM
To: Jones, Natasha (OCII); Green, Andrea (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
 
Sorry for the late reply, Natasha.  Tuesday, 6/3, 10am – 11am and 12pm – 4pm.
 
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 3:17 PM
To: Green, Andrea (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
 
Hi Andrea and Phillip,
 
Could you please give me all open time slots for June 3 (Tuesday) for Jennifer and John?
Need as soon as you can, please!
 
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: Green, Andrea (CPC) 
Sent: Friday, May 30, 2014 12:40 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Wong, Phillip (MYR); Jones, Natasha (OCII)
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Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
 


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,
 
Phillip C. Wong
--
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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)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
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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
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.
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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.
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From: Kelley, Gil (CPC)
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Arce, Pedro (OCII); Winslow, David (CPC); Small, Maia (CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC); 


Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: Re: Pre-proposal preliminary Urban Design guidance/recommendation for Warriors area project in MB
Date: Friday, June 06, 2014 5:39:46 PM


Thanks, Josh. Overall this looks good.Will read more closely Monday
.


On Jun 6, 2014, at 4:54 PM, Switzky, Joshua (CPC) <joshua.switzky@sfgov.org> 
wrote:


Hi all –
Below is a preliminary set of “guidance” comments based on our conversation on 
Wednesday as well as Pedro’s write-up. It’s wordier than I think originally intended, so 
it’s certainly open to whittling. Please comment/edit.
 
 
Joshua Switzky
Senior Planner
Citywide Planning
 
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-6815 Fax: 415-558-9005
Email:joshua.switzky@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 
 
 
1. Reflect the urban, sophisticated, fine-grain and organic character of San Francisco. 
While the project covers four blocks and contains a major civic facility, it should not be 
viewed or designed as a superblock or “world unto itself.” The activity, energy and 
orientation of the project should contribute to and reflect an outward urban 
orientation toward the neighborhood and the City and should not strive to internalize 
or “capture” activity. This carries both through the site plan and arrangement of 
buildings and public spaces and the relationship of all the structures to the streets, but 
also to elements like signage, retail tenanting, and other factors. Architecture, art and 
public spaces should be exciting and contemporary, but should avoid any overt 
“theming” or prominent branding of the site as a whole, its public spaces, signage, or 
its retail components.
 
 
2. Create an urban place that fits into its context and breaks down the scale of the 4-
block “megablock”


·         An arena that “floats” in the middle of the superblock in a field of public space 
surrounding  it on all sides and that does not present urban edges to any of the 



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=45DF884654D147EF9CD116A279D06899-PETER KELLE

mailto:joshua.switzky@sfgov.org

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:pedro.arce@sfgov.org

mailto:david.winslow@sfgov.org

mailto:maia.small@sfgov.org

mailto:nicholas.perry@sfgov.org

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=b2161cda984e436b919fd2b738c5e13d-Jennifer Entine Matz

mailto:joshua.switzky@sfgov.org

mailto:joshua.switzky@sfgov.org

http://www.sfplanning.org/





adjacent streets would not be appropriate for this location. Public spaces 
should be deliberate and well defined, and the building should have a direct 
and urban relationship to most of the streets around the site, even creating a 
“streetwall” along some (maybe not all) of its edges. Creative and expressive 
design of the arena should not come at the expense of good urbanism. Three 
of its sides are urban and one faces the open expanses of the bay – use these 
as cues for appropriate responses. The arena building should pull away from a 
direct urban interface with the public streets only to create deliberate public 
spaces that have directly adjacent activating uses and civic functions.


·         The underlying MB Plan is for a fine-grain grid of blocks, consistent with the 
fabric of San Francisco. The street pattern is critical for circulation, view 
corridors and reduces the scale of development. While the footprint of the 
arena may not allow for implementation of the exact alignment of ROWs 
(“varas”) per the MB Plan, the arena project site design must both respect and 
respond to the these alignments as they relate to varas/streets that terminate 
at the site. The project should create an alternative through-site circulation 
and porosity (not necessarily vehicular) that achieves the spirit and intent of 
these planned grid extensions. Where  streets or paths (eg Bridgeview St, 
Illinois Street, UCSF Campus Lane), intersect or terminate at the project site, 
the site and building design (particularly the arena itself) should present 
significant responses and not terminate these vistas and circulation spines with 
unresponsive buildings sides or dead zones.


·         Illinois Street is a very important spine (pedestrian, bike, and vehicular) 
connecting south to Pier 70 and Dogpatch.


·         The office buildings, retail components and other non-arena buildings should 
be sited and designed (along with adjoining public spaces and circulation) so as 
feel like they are part of the broader fabric of the neighborhood and the City, 
and not appendages on an arena mega-project that covers a super block.  If the 


office buildings line 3rd Street, consider carrying Illinois St in some form (in lieu 
of the original Bridgeview vara alignment) through the site to break down the 
site, distinguish the office from the arena, and tie the overall site into the 
neighborhood. However to the extent that parking, loading/servicing can be 
consolidated for the larger site below grade in a unified area, that would be 
extremely beneficial.


 
3. Reflect the uniqueness and significance of the waterfront site
This site is very much a major waterfront site and the siting and orientation of the 
arena should present itself directly and dramatically to the waterfront. The orientation 
of the arena building, the ground floor and activating accessory uses, and public spaces 
should celebrate this special location and augment planned open spaces. Note that the 
design of the major park across Terry Francois (P22) is tentative and open for redesign 
and refinement to respond to being in more direct dialogue with the arena project. 
Consider creating a major public space along Terry Francois that acts as a waterfront 
forecourt to the arena and has a direct dialogue with the park across the street – 
consider it to be the highly active urban/hardscape mirror of the softscape/landscape 







park along the water’s edge.
 
 
4. The design of the arena building should express a major civic gesture and provide 
public interest, engagement and amenity that surpasses its basic function as an 
indoor sports/entertainment venue.
The building design should not only be elegant and contemporary, but should engage 
the public and demonstrate a civic spirit and amenity, especially for those who are not 
attending events within the arena and also when no events are occurring.  Major civic 
structures should strive to become gathering spots. Aspects and avenues to explore 
include features that exhibit or provide: recreation, sustainability (eg water, energy, 
habitat, urban agriculture), ability for non-ticket holders to see inside the main space 
of the arena, public art (esp dynamic or interactive art), and other ways to inhabit or 
interact in a tactile or sensory way with the building and its exterior.  Local examples 
include: the viewing tower and free interior and exterior circulation areas at the 
DeYoung Museum; the 5-acre park on the roof of the Transbay Transit Center; the 
outfield free viewing arcade at the Giants ballpark; and the upper level accessible ramp 
view areas in the prior Pier 30-32 arena proposal.
 
 
5. Project design, circulation and transportation elements must reflect a transit- and 
pedestrian-oriented focus.


·         Be conscious of and accommodate major pedestrian flows from the light rail 


stop at 3rd/South Street. Also consider other major pedestrian desire lines. 


16th Street will be beefed up in the future with BRT-like service.
·         On-site parking, esp dedicated to the arena should be kept to a minimum, in 


light of the profusion of existing and planned parking facilities in Mission Bay, 
especially considering most are mostly or totally empty during evenings and 
weekends when arena events occur. As such, any on-site parking should be 
shared to serve both the commercial uses and the arena.


·         Plan for significant bicycle transportation to the arena. Note that Planning 
Code has recently-adopted minimum standards for on-site bike valet for 
visitors for arenas/large venues. Plan for a large valet operation for events, as 
well as bike share and other bike parking distributed throughout the site.


·         Consider the possibility and ramifications of water transportation service (16th 
Street terminus?)








From: Toby Levine
To: Berry 255; Wail Poon; Judy Langley; Agid Bruce Agid; Cohen Bettina Cohen; Springer, Matt (UCSF); Vega Jose;


Reilly, Catherine (CII); Corinne Woods (Corinnewoods@cs.com); Hussain, Lila (CII); Gary Pegueros; Erika
Elliott; Nancy Conover


Subject: Mission Bay CAC Notes July 10, 2014
Date: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 9:19:42 AM
Attachments: Mission Bay CAC Meet Notes July 14.docx


Mission Bay Map, June 2014.docx


Dear Recipients,


        Please share these notes with your groups/interested parties.


        I decided to put the notes as an attachment so perhaps they would not look so cockeyed. 
       
        Next month (August), I will not be in town and there is to be an important presentation by the
Warriors.  This will be at 5PM in the Mercy Senior Center at 4th and Berry.  Someone please take notes
and send them around.
        There are some important/interesting notes from the last meeting including updates on a new
Yoga Studio, UCSF's future and the fate of the Poplars. 
       
        I do not have any email addresses for the residents of the Radiance or Madrone, so if you have
one/some, please forward and ask them
to forward to their building.


Thank you,  Toby Levine
Outreach for 255 Berry
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Mission Bay CAC  Meeting Notes


[bookmark: _GoBack]July 10, 2014 prepared by Toby Levine





1.	Ellis Act Evictions   Many San Franciscans are losing their homes


	due to evictions by landlords who are getting out of the rental 	business.  Since 2012, over a 1000 families have been affected.


	In December, the Board of Supervisors passed The Ellis Act 	Displacement Emergency Assistance Ordinance.  This requires


	That the evicted residents get a certificate of preference for


	City sponsored units.  This would apply to Rich Sorro Commons,


	Crescent Cove, Mission Senior Community North of the Creek.


	The Committee was asked to support the legislation and effort,


	which we did.





2.	Yoga Studio  A very enthusiastic young gentleman is proposing


	to open a Yoga Studio.  To begin with, he will have 6 classes a 


	day, 2 in the AM, 2 in the afternoon, and 2 in the early evening.


	hours will be 6:00AM until 8:30PM.  It will be located in the


	corner of  5th and Berry in the Avalon.  The Committee members


	suggested special classes for pregnant women and senior residents.


	If you have any suggestions, you should contact the real estate


	agent, Erika Elliott eelliott@ccareynkf.com  The Committee


	approved the use.  It will certainly be good to see light and


	activity at that corner.





3.	Long Range Planning, UCSF  Kevin Beauchamp reported that


	UCSF is about to complete their new Long Range plan which


	will address growth and development for the next 20 years (2035).


	The draft EIR will be complete August, 2014 and is scheduled


	to be heard and approved by the Regents in January, 2015.


	Some statistics on UCSF.  There are:


		2790 students


		1100 post docs


		1610 clinical researchers


		24,500 faculty and staff (largest employer in City)


		200 acres (56 in Mission Bay)


	Some tidbits for the Mission Bay Campus over next 20 years


		Child care positions for Staff children will grow from 80 to 200


		515 additional units of staff housing to be built


		Amount of planned parking is being reduce due to lack of use


		East campus (east of 3rd- old Bode Cement plant) will add


			½ million square feet of research/office


		400,000 sq. feet left on phase 1 entitlement…next 20


			years entitlement increase by 1 million sq. ft.


		A big new open space will be added north of the Student


			Center which will include sports fields and other


			amenities open to all residents of Mission Bay


		22 Fillmore will be extended all the way to 3rd Street


			connecting the campus to the Mission and BART


	Two big issues for the Mission Bay Campus


		1.	Sea Level Rise.  Currently they are building up their


			land height.


		2.	Warriors.  Integrating them into the campus and 


			Mission Bay.


	For more information on the 20 year plan, see www.ucsf.edu/LRDP





4.	Updates


	1.	August meeting of MBCAC will include extensive report on


		Warriors.  Be there.


	2.	Last Berry Street housing site will start construction very soon,


	3.	Poplar Trees along the promenade will be cut down and 				shredded between September 15 and end  of October.


		There will be lots of noise and dust.  Work will be done


		building by building.  Eventually, new trees will be planted,


		(ginkos and maples) as well as a new understory.  


	4.	Embarcadero Enhancement Project  will be meeting 7/24


		at Pier 1, 6PM.  You may expect changes to that roadway.


		It would be good if some of those improvements were extended


		to King.


	5.	Sea Level Rise  All governmental agencies involved with 			capital planning are studying the issue.  The Dutch Government


		is involved.  Mission Creek is a special focus.


	6.	Mission Bay Tranasit  may be punished for the sins of others.


		Board of Supervisors is proposing a stiff charge for shuttles 


		stopping at Muni bus stops including non profit transit groups


		like MBT.  It will cost $67,000/year and will stop the transit


		agency from adding more runs.   Would like a reduced rate for 			non profits.  It was agreed the Chair would send a letter of 			support.
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: "Lila Hussain"
Subject: RE: Hola
Date: Thursday, June 05, 2014 5:41:00 PM


No, seriously - no shitstorms. All good - lots of work, but no firestorm awaiting.


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Lila Hussain [mailto:lilajhussain@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, June 05, 2014 5:37 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Hola


Ahh is shit storm re: warriors?


Sent from my iPhone


> On Jun 5, 2014, at 5:11 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:
>
> Yay you are back!  So you can relax this weekend, you aren't walking into a shit storm (seriously). 
So, enjoy the time off and see you on Monday.
>
> Catherine Reilly
> Project Manager
> Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
>    Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Lila Hussain [mailto:lilajhussain@gmail.com]
> Sent: Thursday, June 05, 2014 2:46 PM
> To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
> Subject: Hola
>
> Taking your advice and will take Friday off.  Going to take a sleeping pill to get back on track.  I'll
catch up on emails this weekend.
>
> Sent from my iPhone
>
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From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Rahaim, John (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Arce, Pedro (OCII); Kelley, Gil (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC);


Perry, Nicholas (CPC); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Joslin, Jeff (CPC); Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: Re: Pre-proposal preliminary Urban Design guidance/recommendation for Warriors area project in MB
Date: Thursday, June 19, 2014 8:01:02 AM


Hi all,


I've just reviewed quickly but some of the new bullets are more process and/or
program focused and not about design. I do not want a discussion or mention of
such matters today. (The need to work closely with SFMTA is sort of self evident and
isn't really a substantive directive and today isn't the day to talk about sponsoring
bike share.) Transportation matters are absolutely central to the success of this
project but I don't want to muddle the focus of today's meeting; today is all about
design! Thanks much and see you all at 10:15am. 


Jennifer


On Jun 19, 2014, at 7:46 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Erin Miller from MTA reviewed the draft notes and added a few bullets.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Rahaim, John (CPC) 
Sent: Monday, June 16, 2014 12:18 PM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Arce, Pedro (OCII); Kelley, Gil (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC);
Perry, Nicholas (CPC); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Joslin, Jeff (CPC); Jones, Natasha (OCII)
Subject: RE: Pre-proposal preliminary Urban Design guidance/recommendation for
Warriors area project in MB
 
This is internal. We can amend the specific language if and when we choose to give to
the GSW
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Monday, June 16, 2014 10:46 AM
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Cc: Rahaim, John (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Arce, Pedro (OCII); Kelley, Gil (CPC);
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Winslow, David (CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Joslin, Jeff (CPC);
Jones, Natasha (OCII)
Subject: Re: Pre-proposal preliminary Urban Design guidance/recommendation for
Warriors area project in MB
 
This is a great document! Most of the time, design comments are written as "should"
but I caught at least one "must;" can we change that "must" to "should?"
 
It's been requested that we not hand out any written guidelines at this first meeting -
you may all have discussed this on Friday. Are planners prepared to talk off of this at
our meeting? We can then offer to write up our thoughts and send to them as a follow
up. Is that OK with all? 


On Jun 16, 2014, at 10:31 AM, "Switzky, Joshua (CPC)" <joshua.switzky@sfgov.org>
wrote:


All –
Attached is an updated version based on the conversation on Friday for
use in this week’s meeting with the warriors team. I tried to increase
usability of the notes by calling out key phrases with bold italics.
-j
 
 
 


From: Rahaim, John (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, June 12, 2014 5:17 PM
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Arce, Pedro (OCII);
Kelley, Gil (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Jones, Natasha (OCII)
Subject: RE: Pre-proposal preliminary Urban Design
guidance/recommendation for Warriors area project in MB
 
Meeting is at OCII at 3. 
Do we really think that Mission Bay has a “fine grain block pattern”? 
Seems to me we should be asking this project to break the large scale
block pattern of MB rather than be consistent with it.  Topic for discussion
tomorrow.
 


From: Switzky, Joshua (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, June 12, 2014 5:07 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Arce, Pedro (OCII); Kelley, Gil (CPC); Winslow,
David (CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Jones, Natasha (OCII); Rahaim, John (CPC)
Subject: RE: Pre-proposal preliminary Urban Design
guidance/recommendation for Warriors area project in MB
 
Has an updated invitation been sent out for tomorrow’s meeting? I don’t
seem to have received anything. I put a 3pm hold on my calendar.
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In any event, attached is an updated and slightly reformatted version
(thanks David!) for tomorrow’s discussion, reflecting additional comments
and suggestions.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Monday, June 09, 2014 6:10 PM
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Arce, Pedro (OCII); Kelley, Gil (CPC); Winslow,
David (CPC); Small, Maia (CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Jones, Natasha (OCII)
Subject: RE: Pre-proposal preliminary Urban Design
guidance/recommendation for Warriors area project in MB
 
Tiffany talked with John and he’d like another internal meeting to review
the comments prior to the external Warriors meeting.  So, we are going to
go ahead and keep this Friday’s meeting at 3PM and will have a room
here at OCII.  Natasha will send out a revised invite with location.
 
The external meeting with the Warriors will be on the following Thursday


19th at 10AM.  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: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Sunday, June 08, 2014 2:24 PM
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Arce, Pedro (OCII); Kelley, Gil (CPC); Winslow,
David (CPC); Small, Maia (CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: Pre-proposal preliminary Urban Design
guidance/recommendation for Warriors area project in MB
 
Hello all – It turns out that a bunch of the Warriors team cannot be at the


meeting in person on Friday the 13th.  We have a back-up time of


Thursday June 19th at 10-11.30 that worked for John, Tiffany, and
Jennifer, and works better for the Warriors.  The plan is to meet as a large
group on that day, but Jennifer and I will jump on the phone with Strada
on Friday to preview the comments that Josh has put together and are
being reviewed so that we get them into the mix earlier.
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Please let us know who from Planning in additional to John should be on


the invite for the 19th and we’ll get a meeting invite sent out. 
 
OCII will be reviewing Josh’s comments and get back with any comments
on Tuesday when Pedro is back in the office.  But, off hand, they look
great and thank you for drafting them.  My only comment so far is to
change the second to last bullet that references the Planning Code’s
requirement for the bike event parking to something like  “The OCII
Commission, Planning Commission, and community have expressed a
strong desire for substantial bicycle parking facilities within Mission Bay.”
And reference the Planning Code section in the following sentence as an
example of what they should be thinking about providing as precedence
of what is being done in the rest of the city.   It avoids confusion on what
regulations apply, since the Planning Code does not apply, but identifies
that bike parking is something that all the regulators/community will be
expecting to be provided.
 
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.
 


From: Switzky, Joshua (CPC) 
Sent: Friday, June 06, 2014 4:55 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Arce, Pedro (OCII); Kelley, Gil (CPC); Winslow,
David (CPC); Small, Maia (CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: Pre-proposal preliminary Urban Design guidance/recommendation
for Warriors area project in MB
 
Hi all –
Below is a preliminary set of “guidance” comments based on our
conversation on Wednesday as well as Pedro’s write-up. It’s wordier than
I think originally intended, so it’s certainly open to whittling. Please
comment/edit.
 
 



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/





Joshua Switzky
Senior Planner
Citywide Planning
 
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-6815 Fax: 415-558-9005
Email:joshua.switzky@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 
 
 
1. Reflect the urban, sophisticated, fine-grain and organic character of
San Francisco. While the project covers four blocks and contains a major
civic facility, it should not be viewed or designed as a superblock or
“world unto itself.” The activity, energy and orientation of the project
should contribute to and reflect an outward urban orientation toward the
neighborhood and the City and should not strive to internalize or
“capture” activity. This carries both through the site plan and
arrangement of buildings and public spaces and the relationship of all the
structures to the streets, but also to elements like signage, retail
tenanting, and other factors. Architecture, art and public spaces should
be exciting and contemporary, but should avoid any overt “theming” or
prominent branding of the site as a whole, its public spaces, signage, or
its retail components.
 
 
2. Create an urban place that fits into its context and breaks down the
scale of the 4-block “megablock”


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->An arena that “floats” in the
middle of the superblock in a field of public space surrounding  it
on all sides and that does not present urban edges to any of the
adjacent streets would not be appropriate for this location. Public
spaces should be deliberate and well defined, and the building
should have a direct and urban relationship to most of the streets
around the site, even creating a “streetwall” along some (maybe
not all) of its edges. Creative and expressive design of the arena
should not come at the expense of good urbanism. Three of its
sides are urban and one faces the open expanses of the bay – use
these as cues for appropriate responses. The arena building
should pull away from a direct urban interface with the public
streets only to create deliberate public spaces that have directly
adjacent activating uses and civic functions.


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->The underlying MB Plan is for
a fine-grain grid of blocks, consistent with the fabric of San
Francisco. The street pattern is critical for circulation, view
corridors and reduces the scale of development. While the
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footprint of the arena may not allow for implementation of the
exact alignment of ROWs (“varas”) per the MB Plan, the arena
project site design must both respect and respond to the these
alignments as they relate to varas/streets that terminate at the
site. The project should create an alternative through-site
circulation and porosity (not necessarily vehicular) that achieves
the spirit and intent of these planned grid extensions. Where 
streets or paths (eg Bridgeview St, Illinois Street, UCSF Campus
Lane), intersect or terminate at the project site, the site and
building design (particularly the arena itself) should present
significant responses and not terminate these vistas and
circulation spines with unresponsive buildings sides or dead
zones.


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Illinois Street is a very
important spine (pedestrian, bike, and vehicular) connecting
south to Pier 70 and Dogpatch.


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->The office buildings, retail
components and other non-arena buildings should be sited and
designed (along with adjoining public spaces and circulation) so as
feel like they are part of the broader fabric of the neighborhood
and the City, and not appendages on an arena mega-project that


covers a super block.  If the office buildings line 3rd Street,
consider carrying Illinois St in some form (in lieu of the original
Bridgeview vara alignment) through the site to break down the
site, distinguish the office from the arena, and tie the overall site
into the neighborhood. However to the extent that parking,
loading/servicing can be consolidated for the larger site below
grade in a unified area, that would be extremely beneficial.


 
3. Reflect the uniqueness and significance of the waterfront site
This site is very much a major waterfront site and the siting and
orientation of the arena should present itself directly and dramatically to
the waterfront. The orientation of the arena building, the ground floor
and activating accessory uses, and public spaces should celebrate this
special location and augment planned open spaces. Note that the design
of the major park across Terry Francois (P22) is tentative and open for
redesign and refinement to respond to being in more direct dialogue with
the arena project. Consider creating a major public space along Terry
Francois that acts as a waterfront forecourt to the arena and has a direct
dialogue with the park across the street – consider it to be the highly
active urban/hardscape mirror of the softscape/landscape park along the
water’s edge.
 
 
4. The design of the arena building should express a major civic gesture







and provide public interest, engagement and amenity that surpasses its
basic function as an indoor sports/entertainment venue.
The building design should not only be elegant and contemporary, but
should engage the public and demonstrate a civic spirit and amenity,
especially for those who are not attending events within the arena and
also when no events are occurring.  Major civic structures should strive to
become gathering spots. Aspects and avenues to explore include features
that exhibit or provide: recreation, sustainability (eg water, energy,
habitat, urban agriculture), ability for non-ticket holders to see inside the
main space of the arena, public art (esp dynamic or interactive art), and
other ways to inhabit or interact in a tactile or sensory way with the
building and its exterior.  Local examples include: the viewing tower and
free interior and exterior circulation areas at the DeYoung Museum; the
5-acre park on the roof of the Transbay Transit Center; the outfield free
viewing arcade at the Giants ballpark; and the upper level accessible ramp
view areas in the prior Pier 30-32 arena proposal.
 
 
5. Project design, circulation and transportation elements must reflect
a transit- and pedestrian-oriented focus.


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Be conscious of and
accommodate major pedestrian flows from the light rail stop at


3rd/South Street. Also consider other major pedestrian desire


lines. 16th Street will be beefed up in the future with BRT-like
service.


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->On-site parking, esp
dedicated to the arena should be kept to a minimum, in light of
the profusion of existing and planned parking facilities in Mission
Bay, especially considering most are mostly or totally empty
during evenings and weekends when arena events occur. As such,
any on-site parking should be shared to serve both the
commercial uses and the arena.


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Plan for significant bicycle
transportation to the arena. Note that Planning Code has
recently-adopted minimum standards for on-site bike valet for
visitors for arenas/large venues. Plan for a large valet operation
for events, as well as bike share and other bike parking
distributed throughout the site.


<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Consider the possibility and


ramifications of water transportation service (16th Street
terminus?)
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From: Laura Tam
To: Shannon Fiala
Cc: Hamalian, Seth; Reilly, Catherine (CII); LaClair Joe
Subject: Mission Creek tour for ULI
Date: Saturday, July 26, 2014 1:50:02 PM


Hi Seth, Catherine and Joe -


I wanted to follow up on Shannon's request for your participation in a tour of Mission
Bay & Mission Creek for ULI guests at the Building the Resilient City conference. The
tour would be on the afternoon of September 3 from 1-4 pm and would likely have
50+ guests from all over the country - you can see a list of the the conference's
attendees on its site.


The draft itinerary (below) will be revised - it is too much for 3 hours - but we still
would like to know if you could speak to the group sometime that afternoon. Let me
know and Shannon or I will get back to you with details once we have finalized the
plan.


Many thanks
Laura


On Mon, Jul 14, 2014 at 2:33 PM, Shannon Fiala <sfiala@spur.org> wrote:
Hi Seth, Catherine and Joe,


As a part of ULI's Resilient City Conference in San Francisco on September 4-5,
Laura Tam and I have been assisting Elliot Stein in arranging mobile workshops to
two areas that showcase local resiliency efforts: Mission Creek and Ocean Beach. 


If you are available on Wednesday, September 3rd between 1-4pm, we
would love to have you speak with these conference tour participants.  
 
Suggested itinerary:
1-1:30: Drive from the Hyatt along the Embarcadero to Mission Bay. Talk about
the Port and how the waterfront has been developed and redeveloped and its
resiliency challenges which include seismic, sea level rise, and lack of funding
1:30: Stop at TBD location in Mission Bay. Informational presentation about
Mission Bay and the challenge of planning and paying for it. Possible speakers:
Seth Hamalian and/or Catherine Reilly
2:15: Bus tour of Mission Bay. See UCSF, Warriors site, waterfront, maybe Pier 70.
2:45: Stop at Pier 48 for a talk about the Piers and Mission Rock. Possible
speakers: Fran Weld from the Giants or someone else from the Mission Rock team,
such as Phil Williamson or Brad Benson from the Port.
3:00: Walk across Mission Rock to 3rd St, visit the Mission Bay park, stop and talk
about vulnerability of Mission Creek and potential solutions. Possible speakers:
Laura Tam or Joe LaClair. Then walk up along the north side of the creek to
complete this walking part of the tour.
4:00: Pick up at AT&T Park for bus transport back to hotel.


Please let me know if you have any questions about the tour or conference and
whether you could attend.
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Thanks,
Shannon


-- 
Shannon Fiala
Ocean Beach Master Plan - Assistant Project Manager


SPUR • Ideas + Action for a Better City 
415.385.6925
sfiala@spur.org


SPUR | Blog | Facebook | Twitter | Join


Read SPUR's Agenda for Change
spur.org/agendaforchange >>


-- 
Laura Tam
Sustainable Development Policy Director
SPUR • Ideas + Action for a Better City
(415) 644-4289
ltam@spur.org
@lauraetam


SPUR | Blog | Facebook | Twitter | Join


Read SPUR's Agenda for Change
spur.org/agendaforchange >>



tel:415.385.6925

mailto:sfiala@spur.org

http://www.spur.org/

http://www.spur.org/initiative/ocean-beach-master-plan

https://www.facebook.com/pages/Ocean-Beach-Master-Plan-San-Francisco/106777219384613?fref=ts

https://twitter.com/planoceanbeach

http://www.spur.org/join-renew-give/individual

http://www.spur.org/publications/spur-report/2014-03-12/spurs-agenda-change

mailto:ltam@spur.org

http://www.spur.org/

http://www.spur.org/blog

https://www.facebook.com/SPUR.Urbanist

https://twitter.com/SPUR_Urbanist

http://www.spur.org/join-renew-give/individual

http://www.spur.org/publications/spur-report/2014-03-12/spurs-agenda-change






From: Clarke Miller
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: Hold Meeting Times
Date: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 6:52:25 PM


Will do, thanks for the proposed times and the update, Catherine. I’ll let you know if there are any
major conflicts on our end with either date.
Clarke
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 4:22 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: Hold Meeting Times
 
Clarke – we found two slots over the next two weeks that work for John, Jennifer, and Tiffany


(Jennifer will need to leave early on the 13th, but will be able to participate for the first hour).  Could
you please have your team hold the times to meet.  We will have a better idea which of those two
times (or potential both) we want to meet in a day or two (and will be interested to see how your
Friday meeting goes with the Warriors).  Thanks
 


Friday the 13th from 3-4.30


Thursday the 19th from 10-11.30
 
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/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
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From: Michael Kovaleski
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Pamela Van Stavern; Ford Fish; Peter Travers; Sider, Dan; Hamsher, David A.
Subject: Re: Prop M Allocations
Date: Friday, June 27, 2014 3:12:41 PM
Attachments: Bay Owners Semi-Annual Report(79043642_3) (1).docx


Catherine/Dan: 


1.       Reporting.  In regards to your original email below, please find attached a draft report.  Can you
please confirm the format of the report is acceptable.  If so, then I will arrange to have the attached
document signed and returned to you.


2.       Transfer.  The conditions of approval require notice be delivered to OCII on “first pending sale or
transfer” of property in the district.  Alexandria Real Estate Equities provided such notice of sale in
2010 after closing the sale to Salesforce.  We read the word "first" to mean that only the first sale by
Alexandria needed to be reported (in other words, Salesforce does not have an obligation to provide
notice of subsequent sales or transfer of the property).  Can you confirm our understanding?


Thanks,
Michael


On Thu, Jun 26, 2014 at 3:50 PM, Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Great. I will be back in the office next Tuesday. I have included Dan Sider  since
he is the lead on the Prop M allocation.


Thanks


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: Pamela Van Stavern
Date:06/26/2014 3:39 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Cc: Ford Fish ,Peter Travers ,Michael Kovaleski
Subject: Re: Prop M Allocations


Hi Catherine,


My colleague, Michael Kovaleski, will be reaching out to you shortly regarding the
Prop M issue.  


Sorry for the delay!


Pam


Pamela Van Stavern | Senior Corporate Counsel | 415-371-7429 (o) | pvanstavern@salesforce.com
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June ___, 2014





VIA OVERNIGHT COURIER


Mr. Scott Sanchez
Zoning Administrator


Office of the Zoning Administrator
San Francisco Planning Department
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, California 94103-2479





Re: 	Planning Code Sections 321 and 322
Semi-Annual Report on Allocation of Office Space
Alexandria Mission Bay Life Sciences and Technology Development District 


Dear Mr. Sanchez:


Bay Jacaranda No. 2627, LLC, a Delaware limited liability company (“Bay 2627”), Bay Jacaranda No. 2932, LLC, a Delaware limited liability company (“Bay 2932”), Bay Jacaranda No. 3334, LLC, a Delaware limited liability company (“Bay 3334”, and, together with Bay 2627 and Bay 2932, the “Bay Owners”), are providing this semi-annual report to the Zoning Administrator in connection with the Alexandria Mission Bay Life Sciences and Technology Development District (the “Development District”) created by Motion 17709 (the “Motion”) adopted by the San Francisco Planning Commission on October 2, 2008 and attached as Exhibit A hereto.


Pursuant to a letter dated December 7, 2010, Alexandria Real Estate Equities, Inc. (“Project Sponsor”) notified the Zoning Administrator of Project Sponsor’s transfer of allocated office space to the Bay Owners.  


In accordance with Item 3 set forth in Exhibit A to the Motion (the “Conditions of Approval”), the Bay Owners hereby advise the Zoning Administrator of the status of the following allocations:


Bay 2627


On November 1, 2010, Bay 2627 acquired certain real property commonly referred to as 1455 Third Street and 1515 Third Street within Mission Bay South Development Blocks 26 and 27 (the “Blocks 26-27 Parcels”) from Project Sponsor.  In conjunction with this transaction, the Project Sponsor allocated 422,908 square feet of office space authorizations to the Blocks 26-27 Parcels (the “Blocks 26-27 Allocation”).  As of the Effective Date, there is no built out space, buildings or leasable square footage on the Blocks 26-27 Parcels.


Bay 2627 is in the process of selling the Blocks 26-27 Parcels (including the Blocks 26-27 Allocation) to a party not affiliated with the Bay Owners.  Bay 2627 will provide the Zoning Administrator notice of transfer when such transaction is complete in accordance with the Conditions of Approval.


Bay 2932


On November 1, 2010, Bay 2932 acquired the property commonly referred to as Mission Bay South Development Blocks 29, 30, 31, and 32 (“Blocks 29-32”) from Project Sponsor.  In conjunction with this transaction, the Project Sponsor allocated 677,020 square feet of office space authorizations to Blocks 29-32 (the “Blocks 29-32 Allocation”).  As of the Effective Date, there is no built out space, buildings or leasable square footage on Blocks 29-32.


Bay 2932 is in the process of selling Blocks 29-32 (including the Blocks 29-32 Allocation) to a party not affiliated with the Bay Owners.  Bay 2932 will provide the Zoning Administrator notice of transfer when such transaction is complete in accordance with the Conditions of Approval.


Bay 3334


On November 1, 2010, Bay 3334 acquired the property commonly referred to as Mission Bay South Development Blocks 33 and 34 (“Blocks 33-34”) from Project Sponsor.  In conjunction with this transaction, the Project Sponsor allocated no office space authorizations to Blocks 33-34.  As of the Effective Date, Bay 3334 has not requested that any office space authorizations be allocated to Blocks 3334 and there is no built out space, buildings or leasable square footage on Blocks 33-34.


Bay 3334 is in the process of selling Blocks 33-34 to a party not affiliated with the Bay Owners.  Bay 3334 will provide the Zoning Administrator notice of transfer when such transaction is complete in accordance with the Conditions of Approval.


[ REMAINDER OF PAGE INTENTIONALLY BLANK; SIGNATURES ON FOLLOWING PAGE ]


	Thank you for your assistance and feel free to contact me at (415)XXX-XXXX with any questions.


Sincerely,




BAY JACARANDA NO. 2627, LLC,


a Delaware limited liability company


By:	Bay Jacaranda Holdings, LLC,
a Delaware limited liability company,
Its Sole Member


	By:	salesforce.com, inc.,
	a Delaware corporation,
	Its Sole Member


	By:							
Name:						
Title:						








BAY JACARANDA NO. 2932, LLC,


a Delaware limited liability company


By:	Bay Jacaranda Holdings, LLC,
a Delaware limited liability company,
Its Sole Member


	By:	salesforce.com, inc.,
	a Delaware corporation,
	Its Sole Member


	By:							
Name:						
Title:						
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BAY JACARANDA NO. 3334, LLC,


a Delaware limited liability company


By:	Bay Jacaranda Holdings, LLC,
a Delaware limited liability company,
Its Sole Member


	By:	salesforce.com, inc.,
	a Delaware corporation,
	Its Sole Member


	By:							
Name:						
Title:						
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PLANNING COMMISSION MOTION 17709









---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Ford Fish <ffish@salesforce.com>
Date: Thu, May 29, 2014 at 5:33 PM
Subject: Re: Prop M Allocations
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
Cc: "Sider, Dan" <dan.sider@sfgov.org>


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) 
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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/


 


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.
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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/


 


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


 


 


-- 
Michael Kovaleski | Corporate Counsel | 415-589-2692 (o) | mkovaleski@salesforce.com
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From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
To: Jennifer Matz
Cc: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: My schedule
Date: Monday, June 23, 2014 9:49:10 AM


Hi all,


I will be out of town for the next two weeks, returning to San Francisco on Monday, July 7. I will be
working part-time many of the days that I am away. I will not be working tomorrow, Tuesday, June
24th through midday Wednesday, June 25. I am also not working Wednesday, July 2 or Thursday, July
3. I will be checking emails and voicemails every day; however, I am unlikely to respond on the days I
am not working. My East Coast travel winds down on July 25; after that, I hope to establish a regular
part-time schedule. Thanks for your patience. If you have any questions, feel free to send me am email
or be in touch with Phillip, who is cc'd here.


Best,


Jennifer
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From: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
To: Beauchamp, Kevin; Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: White, Melissa; Bagot-Lopez, Barbara
Subject: RE: Informational Presentation on UCSF Draft 2014 LRDP to OCII Commission and Mission Bay CAC
Date: Thursday, July 03, 2014 3:46:02 PM


Kevin,
 
Who will be giving the presentation at the CAC?
 
Thanks,
 
Lila
 


From: Beauchamp, Kevin [mailto:KBeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 10:56 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: White, Melissa; Bagot-Lopez, Barbara; Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: RE: Informational Presentation on UCSF Draft 2014 LRDP to OCII Commission and Mission Bay
CAC
 
Catherine—
 
Here is a short blurb for the CAC agenda:
 


UCSF Draft 2014 Long Range Development Plan (LRDP).  UCSF has published the draft of its
2014 Long Range Development Plan (LRDP), which will guide physical development at all UCSF
locations through 2035, including at the Mission Bay campus site.  The full Draft LRDP and
additional background information, including a summary of LRDP highlights, can be found at
www.ucsf.edu/LRDP.


 


The presentation would be based on the material we presented at the June 18th LRDP Community
Meeting at Genentech Hall
(
http://www.ucsf.edu/sites/default/files/fields/field_insert_file/LRDP%20Community%20Workshop%206-
16-201_MB%20FINAL_0.pdf).  Could you take a look at that presentation and let us know what you
would like us to focus on for the Mission Bay CAC.
 
I got your voice message and will call you this afternoon at 1 p.m.  Our appraiser has some questions
for you, but I can fill you in on what he’s looking for at 1 and then we can schedule some time for us all
to talk on the phone thereafter.
 
Thanks--
 
Kevin
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 8:37 AM
To: Beauchamp, Kevin
Cc: White, Melissa; Bagot-Lopez, Barbara; Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: RE: Informational Presentation on UCSF Draft 2014 LRDP to OCII Commission and Mission Bay
CAC
 
I will double check with Tiffany this morning.  If you are able to make next week’s meeting, then we
won’t cancel it (August is going to be the Warriors, so may be best to stack what we can on this
month).  Could you please write up a quick 2 sentence summary of what you are going to be presenting
for the agenda (feel free to include the website with the LRDP).
 
I will give you a call on the other item late morning (have a couple meetings first).
 
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: Beauchamp, Kevin [mailto:KBeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 7:42 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: White, Melissa; Bagot-Lopez, Barbara; Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: Informational Presentation on UCSF Draft 2014 LRDP to OCII Commission and Mission Bay CAC
 
Catherine—
 
Now that we have published the Draft 2014 LRDP, we have scheduled another informational briefing


for the San Francisco Planning Commission to occur on September 18th.  Were you able to find out if
Tiffany and Sally want us to come back for another briefing for the OCII Commission as well?
 
Also, did you want us to do a presentation for the Mission Bay CAC?  If so, would next week’s CAC
meeting, work, or sometime later?  One consideration is to do the presentation before the LRDP EIR is
published in mid-August, so there is no confusion as to whether comments from the public are
comments on the Plan or on the EIR, but we can work around that if we need to.
 
Thanks--
 
Kevin
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From: Beauchamp, Kevin 
Sent: Tuesday, May 13, 2014 7:50 AM
To: 'Reilly, Catherine (OCII)'
Cc: White, Melissa; Bagot-Lopez, Barbara; Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: RE: Publication of UCSF Draft LRDP
 
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)
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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 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

http://www.ucsf.edu/about/cgr/current-projects/lrdp-past-meetings





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: Pamela Van Stavern
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Ford Fish; Peter Travers; Michael Kovaleski
Subject: Re: Prop M Allocations
Date: Thursday, June 26, 2014 3:39:43 PM


Hi Catherine,


My colleague, Michael Kovaleski, will be reaching out to you shortly regarding the
Prop M issue.  


Sorry for the delay!


Pam


Pamela Van Stavern | Senior Corporate Counsel | 415-371-7429 (o) | pvanstavern@salesforce.com


---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Ford Fish <ffish@salesforce.com>
Date: Thu, May 29, 2014 at 5:33 PM
Subject: Re: Prop M Allocations
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
Cc: "Sider, Dan" <dan.sider@sfgov.org>


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:
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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
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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
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.
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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/


 


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: Jones, Natasha (OCII)
Subject: New Warriors Check in Time
Date: Friday, June 13, 2014 9:32:00 AM


Natasha – Tiffany asked to find an alternative time to meet for the Warriors meeting that we have at
4PM on Thursdays.  Could you please see if you have any times that work for her, Jim, and Sally in
the morning.
 
I am pretty open Mondays 9.30-12, Tuesday/Wednesday depends on the week, but may be able to
move some things around, and Friday morning except 10.30-11.


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: Beauchamp, Kevin
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: White, Melissa; Bagot-Lopez, Barbara; Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: RE: Informational Presentation on UCSF Draft 2014 LRDP to OCII Commission and Mission Bay CAC
Date: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 4:07:10 PM
Attachments: Mission Bay CAC 7-10-2014.pdf


Catherine—
 
Per our discussion earlier today, here is the LRDP presentation that I propose for next Thursday’s
Mission Bay CAC meeting.  Does this look like the right content and length to you?
 
I’ll start off on slide 2 by noting that the LRDP EIR is forthcoming in August; provide some background
about UCSF and the LRDP planning process; and then focus on the physical proposals for the Mission
Bay campus site.  I won’t go into detail about UCSF’s proposals for our other locations, but have
included those slides at the back of the deck in case there are questions.  I estimate that this would
take around 20 minutes to get through, plus additional time for Q&A.
 
Kevin
 
 
 


From: Beauchamp, Kevin 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 10:56 AM
To: 'Reilly, Catherine (OCII)'
Cc: White, Melissa; Bagot-Lopez, Barbara; Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: RE: Informational Presentation on UCSF Draft 2014 LRDP to OCII Commission and Mission Bay
CAC
 
Catherine—
 
Here is a short blurb for the CAC agenda:
 


UCSF Draft 2014 Long Range Development Plan (LRDP).  UCSF has published the draft of its
2014 Long Range Development Plan (LRDP), which will guide physical development at all UCSF
locations through 2035, including at the Mission Bay campus site.  The full Draft LRDP and
additional background information, including a summary of LRDP highlights, can be found at
www.ucsf.edu/LRDP.


 


The presentation would be based on the material we presented at the June 18th LRDP Community
Meeting at Genentech Hall
(
http://www.ucsf.edu/sites/default/files/fields/field_insert_file/LRDP%20Community%20Workshop%206-
16-201_MB%20FINAL_0.pdf).  Could you take a look at that presentation and let us know what you
would like us to focus on for the Mission Bay CAC.
 
I got your voice message and will call you this afternoon at 1 p.m.  Our appraiser has some questions
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Upcoming LRDP Milestones



• August 2014: Publish Draft Environmental Impact Report 
(60-day public comment period)



• September 2014: Draft EIR Public Hearing



• Feedback on Draft LRDP accepted through September 30



• Late 2014/Early 2015: Publish Final LRDP and EIR and 
present to UC Regents for consideration
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Agenda



1. Overview of UCSF and LRDP Planning Process



2. Guide to the Draft LRDP



3. Growth Projections through 2035



4. LRDP Objectives



5. Physical Proposals for Mission Bay



6. Upcoming Milestones



7. Questions and Comments
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UCSF Overview



• Focus is solely on graduate health sciences



• 2,790 students, 1,100 postdoctoral scholars, and 1,660 
clinical residents



• 24,500 faculty and staff



– Second largest employer in San Francisco, after the city itself



• UCSF Medical Center recognized as a world leader in 
health care



• 198 acres (61 acres are Open Space Reserve)



• 9.2 million sf completed and under construction 
(includes leased space; excludes parking)



• Long-standing affiliations with San Francisco General 
Hospital and the Veterans Affairs Medical Center



• UCSF produces an estimated direct and indirect 
economic impact totaling $6.2 billion per year in the 
Bay Area
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Current UCSF Locations
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Activities at Major UCSF Locations
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Acreage GSF* Inpatient Outpatient
Research & 



Office/Admin
Housing



Parnassus 107.0 3,302,000    



Mission Bay 56.4 1,927,000 Opens 2015   



Mount Zion 7.6 776,000 Through 2015  



Mission Center 3.1 291,000 



Laurel Heights 10.3 363,000 



SFGH** -- 258,000 *   



* Excludes parking



** UCSF provides clinical staff and conducts research in City-owned facilities at SFGH
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• Research Funding



– Contract and grants from the National Institutes of Health more 
than doubled between 1997 and 2013 ($517 million in 2013)



– More than any other public institution in the country, and 
second among all institutions nationwide



• Clinical Volume



– Inpatient census increased 11% since 1997



– Outpatient volume increased 93% since 1997



• Philanthropy 



– Significant driver of capital construction



• Proposed LRDP capacity accommodates projected 
growth through 2035



• Overall deceleration of growth is anticipated
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Drivers of UCSF’s Growth
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Medical Center Plans



• Mission Bay



– Open new specialty hospitals for children’s, women’s and 
cancer services in February 2015



• Mount Zion



– Close inpatient services and repurpose as a major outpatient 
hub with diagnostic and treatment services



• Parnassus Heights



– Build New Hospital Addition
to replace inpatient functions
in Moffitt Hospital by 2030;
repurpose Moffitt for
non-inpatient uses



• Affiliations



– Children’s Hospital and
Research Center Oakland,
others
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LRDP Planning Framework



• The LRDP guides physical development over a period of
15-20 years



– Existing 1996 LRDP has planning horizon of 2012



– Proposed 2014 LRDP has planning horizon of 2035



• The LRDP is informed by 
strategic and academic
planning and projected 
space needs



• The LRDP is accompanied
by an Environmental Impact
Report (EIR)



• The Regents certify the EIR,
and approve the LRDP
and Major Amendments
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Community Participation in the LRDP 
Process 



• Seven community workshops held at Mission Bay, 
Parnassus Heights, Mission Center and Mount Zion to 
generate discussion and solicit feedback from 
neighbors on proposed physical options



• Information on UCSF’s proposals shared with the 
San Francisco Planning Commission, and successor 
to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency 



• UCSF’s Community Advisory Group (CAG) continues 
to meet throughout the LRDP process and beyond



• Community Planning Principles developed to inform 
communications with neighbors throughout LRDP 
implementation



• Community meetings to present the Draft LRDP on 
June 16 and 18, 2014; feedback on Draft LRDP 
accepted through September 30, 2014
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GUIDE TO THE DRAFT LRDP
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LRDP Table of Contents
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LRDP Table of Contents
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LRDP Table of Contents
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LRDP Table of Contents
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LRDP Table of Contents
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GROWTH PROJECTIONS THROUGH 2035
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Proposed Space
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Gross Square 



Footage (GSF)



Existing and Under 



Construction



GSF Proposed



by 2035
% Increase



Total Space 9,180,800 11,576,000 26%



Total space includes owned and leased space and excludes 1.6M gsf of structured parking across all sites



Most growth would occur on land owned at Mission Bay
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Projected Population



19



Existing and 



Forecast for 



Buildings Under 



Construction *



Projected 2035 % Increase



Total Population 41,800 54,270 30%



* Includes population forecast for buildings under construction (Mission Hall and the Phase 1 Medical 



Center at Mission Bay) which will be completed and occupied in late 2014/early 2015
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Existing Proposed 2035 % Increase



Units



Parnassus



Mission Bay



Total



222 551



431 954



653 1,505 130%



Beds



Parnassus 



Mission Bay



Total



325 713



596 1,370



921 2,083 126%



Proposed Housing
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Existing Proposed 2035 % Increase



Parnassus



Mission Bay



Laurel Heights



Total



96 116



85 200



116 116



297 432 45%



Proposed Child Care Slots
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Proposed Clinical Capacity



Existing 
Proposed 



2020



Proposed 



2035



% Increase 



from 



Existing



Inpatient



Parnassus



Mount Zion*



Mission Bay



Total Beds



568 452 439



90 -- --



-- 289 289



658 741 728 11%



Outpatient



Total Exam Rooms 574 788 989 72%



* Inpatient facilities at Mount Zion would be decommissioned after the Medical Center at Mission Bay 



opens in 2015
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LRDP OBJECTIVES
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LRDP Objectives



1. Respond to the City and Community Context



2. Accommodate UCSF’s Growth through 2035



3. Ensure UCSF’s Facilities are Seismically Safe



4. Promote Environmental Sustainability



5. Minimize Facility Costs











PHYSICAL PROPOSALS FOR 
MISSION BAY
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LRDP Functional Zone Categories



• Land use designations are described in the LRDP 
using six “functional zone” categories:



– Research



– Clinical 



– Support



– Housing



– Open Space



– Parking



• Instruction space is distributed throughout the 
research, clinical, and support zones
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• Site-Specific Objectives



– Accommodate UCSF’s growth



– Allow for leased and remote sites 
consolidation



– Expand research and education 
programs at Mission Bay to 
support the new Medical Center at 
Mission Bay



– Maximize development capacity 
on the North Campus



– Complete Phase 1 Medical Center



– Expand campus housing, child 
care and improve public realm with 
sports field and retail



– Relocate complementary 
programs from Parnassus Heights 
to Mission Bay
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Mission Bay
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Housing at Mission Bay 



Existing Proposed 2035 % Increase



Units 431 954 121%



Beds 596 1,370 130%



Housing and Child Care at Mission Bay



Child Care Slots at Mission Bay 



Existing Proposed 2035 % Increase



Mission Bay 85 200 135%
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Mission Bay Proposed Open Space Plan
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Mission Bay Proposed Circulation Plan
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Mission Bay Proposed Parking and Loading
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UPCOMING MILESTONES
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Upcoming LRDP Milestones
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• August 2014: Publish Draft Environmental Impact Report 
(60-day public comment period)



• September 2014: Draft EIR Public Hearing



• Feedback on Draft LRDP accepted through September 30



• Late 2014/Early 2015: Publish Final LRDP and EIR and 
present to UC Regents for consideration
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QUESTIONS & COMMENTS











Campus Planning
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Parnassus Heights



• Site-Specific Objectives



– Maintain Parnassus Heights as the 
central location for classroom 
instruction



– Foster collaboration and increase 
operational efficiency with close 
proximity of related uses



– Ensure adequate clinical and 
administrative support uses for 
Long Hospital and the New 
Hospital Addition 



– Expand campus housing and 
improve campus life amenities, 
including outdoor space



– Strive to achieve the 1976 
Regents’ Resolution 



– Preserve the Mount Sutro Open 
Space Reserve
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Mount Zion



• Site-Specific Objectives



– Convert the Mount Zion campus 
site into an ambulatory care center 



– Address seismically compromised 
and obsolete buildings



– Develop new facilities to 
accommodate programmatic 
needs
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Mission Center



• Develop a new building, 
structured parking and open 
space
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San Francisco General 
Hospital



• Construct a new research 
building
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Smaller Owned Sites
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UCSF Leased Sites
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for you, but I can fill you in on what he’s looking for at 1 and then we can schedule some time for us all
to talk on the phone thereafter.
 
Thanks--
 
Kevin
 
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 8:37 AM
To: Beauchamp, Kevin
Cc: White, Melissa; Bagot-Lopez, Barbara; Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: RE: Informational Presentation on UCSF Draft 2014 LRDP to OCII Commission and Mission Bay
CAC
 
I will double check with Tiffany this morning.  If you are able to make next week’s meeting, then we
won’t cancel it (August is going to be the Warriors, so may be best to stack what we can on this
month).  Could you please write up a quick 2 sentence summary of what you are going to be presenting
for the agenda (feel free to include the website with the LRDP).
 
I will give you a call on the other item late morning (have a couple meetings first).
 
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: Beauchamp, Kevin [mailto:KBeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 7:42 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: White, Melissa; Bagot-Lopez, Barbara; Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: Informational Presentation on UCSF Draft 2014 LRDP to OCII Commission and Mission Bay CAC
 
Catherine—
 
Now that we have published the Draft 2014 LRDP, we have scheduled another informational briefing


for the San Francisco Planning Commission to occur on September 18th.  Were you able to find out if
Tiffany and Sally want us to come back for another briefing for the OCII Commission as well?
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Also, did you want us to do a presentation for the Mission Bay CAC?  If so, would next week’s CAC
meeting, work, or sometime later?  One consideration is to do the presentation before the LRDP EIR is
published in mid-August, so there is no confusion as to whether comments from the public are
comments on the Plan or on the EIR, but we can work around that if we need to.
 
Thanks--
 
Kevin
 
 
 


From: Beauchamp, Kevin 
Sent: Tuesday, May 13, 2014 7:50 AM
To: 'Reilly, Catherine (OCII)'
Cc: White, Melissa; Bagot-Lopez, Barbara; Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: RE: Publication of UCSF Draft LRDP
 
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
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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: 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 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:
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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
UCSF Campus Planning
654 Minnesota Street, Second Floor
San Francisco, CA 94143-0286
(415) 476-4238
kbeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu
www.ucsf.edu/LRDP
 



mailto:kbeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu

http://www.ucsf.edu/LRDP






From: Michael Kovaleski
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Pamela Van Stavern; Ford Fish; Peter Travers; Sider, Dan; Hamsher, David A.
Subject: Re: Prop M Allocations
Date: Monday, July 07, 2014 8:18:35 AM


Thanks Catherine.  In answer to your specific question, there is not contemplated
shift in allocations at this time.


It would be great if someone else could take a look while Dan is out.  This should be
pretty straightforward and we are trying to wrap up loose ends.


On Sun, Jul 6, 2014 at 5:46 PM, Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hi, Michael - Dan is out for another week.  What is your timeline?  I can ask around at
Planning to see if someone else can review/comment on this until Dan is back if you need
a response before then (since it is a Planning lead process, I am not the one that should
make the final decision).  


That said, I did take a look and the one comment I had was that it would be good to make
a statement of what amount of Prop M allocation you are planning on transferred with
each of the proposed sales (ie, if you are going to keep the same amount that was
originally allocated to a parcel, or if you are proposing to shift some around).


Thanks


Catherine


From: Michael Kovaleski <mkovaleski@salesforce.com>
Sent: Friday, June 27, 2014 3:11 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Pamela Van Stavern; Ford Fish; Peter Travers; Sider, Dan; Hamsher, David A.
Subject: Re: Prop M Allocations
 


Catherine/Dan: 


1.       Reporting.  In regards to your original email below, please find attached a draft report.  Can you
please confirm the format of the report is acceptable.  If so, then I will arrange to have the attached
document signed and returned to you.
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2.       Transfer.  The conditions of approval require notice be delivered to OCII on “first pending sale
or transfer” of property in the district.  Alexandria Real Estate Equities provided such notice of sale in
2010 after closing the sale to Salesforce.  We read the word "first" to mean that only the first sale by
Alexandria needed to be reported (in other words, Salesforce does not have an obligation to provide
notice of subsequent sales or transfer of the property).  Can you confirm our understanding?


Thanks,
Michael


On Thu, Jun 26, 2014 at 3:50 PM, Reilly, Catherine (OCII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Great. I will be back in the office next Tuesday. I have included Dan Sider  since he is the
lead on the Prop M allocation.


Thanks


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: Pamela Van Stavern
Date:06/26/2014 3:39 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Cc: Ford Fish ,Peter Travers ,Michael Kovaleski
Subject: Re: Prop M Allocations


Hi Catherine,


My colleague, Michael Kovaleski, will be reaching out to you shortly regarding
the Prop M issue.  


Sorry for the delay!


Pam


Pamela Van Stavern | Senior Corporate Counsel | 415-371-7429 (o) | pvanstavern@salesforce.com


---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Ford Fish <ffish@salesforce.com>
Date: Thu, May 29, 2014 at 5:33 PM
Subject: Re: Prop M Allocations
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To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
Cc: "Sider, Dan" <dan.sider@sfgov.org>


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
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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/


 


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
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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.


 



mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org
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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/


 


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


 


 


-- 
Michael Kovaleski | Corporate Counsel | 415-589-2692 (o) | mkovaleski@salesforce.com


-- 
Michael Kovaleski | Corporate Counsel | 415-589-2692 (o) | mkovaleski@salesforce.com
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From: Toby Levine
To: Berry 255; Judy Langley; Don Langley; Cohen Bettina Cohen; Springer, Matt (UCSF); Gary Pegueros; Corinne 


Woods; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Hussain, Lila (OCII); Agid Bruce Agid
Subject: Notes from June 12, 2014 MBCAC
Date: Saturday, July 05, 2014 1:04:04 PM
Attachments: Mission Bay Map, June 2014.docx


ATT00001.htm


Mission Bay Citizen Advisory Committee


Meeting Notes


June 12, 2014


Dear Berrians,


Do you find these notes useful for the purpose of keeping track of what Is 
happening in Mission Bay and at the CAC or do they just clog up your email account.  
Please let me know if you have any suggestions. 


Toby Levine, 609


Outreach Committee


 1.         Party Events.  The tenants of 500 Terry Francois, Cengage, Meraki, Cisco, 
etc are interested in having musical/social events twice a month as the  centerpiece 
for getting together of these organizations.  In order to do this, they need 
permission from the Entertainment Commission and therefore, need the support of 
the Mission Bay CAC.  The events will be enclosed, and will terminate by 10PM.  
Support was given by the CAC.


 2.       Parks Update  Luke Stewart from Mission Bay Development Group presented 
park progress.  There are 4 parks, p24, p23, p22 and p21 to be built along the 
waterfront.  P 24, near the Ramp restaurant, and P 23 will primarily be for passive 
recreation including picnic tables, benches and one small basket court.  Hidden 
among all of this will be bioswales and pump stations.  P 24 and P 23 will be 
finished by summer 2015.P 21 and 22 will be built along with the Warriors project.  
Roads around the parks will be rebuilt and new lighting installed.  A “creative” 
restaurant will be developed at 499 Terry Francois.


Mariposa Park  consists of 2.5 acres on Owens stretching  to 4th Street.  This  park 
wilhave a small tot lot,  picnic tables, and a large open area.  It is close to the 
hospital, so it should be used by the employees and their patients.  Will be finished 
by the summer of 2015.  All of the parks will be managed by Mission Bay Parks, the 
current parks management Group.


3.         Changes to Streetscape plan  Certain trees will be added, and others 
dropped. Trees that will be dropped are due to their failure and others due to 
availability.   Certain pavers will need to be changed to concrete again due to 
failure.   Mission Bay standard bike rack will have to be switched out in future to the 
City standard bike rack due to the fact that Mission Bay designed bike racks are too 
expensive.  Same is true of our garbage cans.  One attendee raised concern for the 
Palms on 3rd Street.  They appear to be failing. Who is responsible.?
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Another question of responsibility came up…which is Who is responsible for the 
cleanup After the Giants games?  Alfonso Felder, from the Giants and a member of 
the Committee, said that  DPW is responsible, and they need to be more Proactive.  
The Giants cleans up the area they are responsible for.   Pam Lewis from Mission 
Bay Maintenance has figures on their costs for Giants cleanup. So, it needs to be 
figured out how to get the City to do its share.


4.         Warriors  Short presentation.  Snohetta, the original architects for the 
Warriorare still involved.   They built the famous Oslo Opera House on the 
waterfront, which you can check out.  Will have a timeline and site plans in a few 
months.  John Gavin from the Mayor’s Office will be the City’s liaison to the Warriors.  
This CAC will be the official organization for vetting the project.  When there is a big 
Warrior’s presentation, will move to the 2nd floor room which is much larger. 


 5.         Joe Antonio from Mission Bay Development Group reported that the 
Children’s Park will be open at the end of the year.  Mission Bay South and North 
(streets) should reach the circle by the end of the year making getting around a lot 
easier.  Mission Rock Street should be finished in a month or so.  The 280 Off Ramp 
to Mariposa will be Finished by February, 2015.


 Other Matters  The very important MTA Waterfront Traffic, etc. assessment should 
be finished by the end of the summer.


 Next meeting will be July 10, at 5PM next to the library


 Submitted by Toby Levine, MBCAC member


 








From: Beauchamp, Kevin
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: White, Melissa; Bagot-Lopez, Barbara; Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: RE: Informational Presentation on UCSF Draft 2014 LRDP to OCII Commission and Mission Bay CAC
Date: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 10:56:04 AM


Catherine—
 
Here is a short blurb for the CAC agenda:
 


UCSF Draft 2014 Long Range Development Plan (LRDP).  UCSF has published the draft of its
2014 Long Range Development Plan (LRDP), which will guide physical development at all UCSF
locations through 2035, including at the Mission Bay campus site.  The full Draft LRDP and
additional background information, including a summary of LRDP highlights, can be found at
www.ucsf.edu/LRDP.


 


The presentation would be based on the material we presented at the June 18th LRDP Community
Meeting at Genentech Hall
(
http://www.ucsf.edu/sites/default/files/fields/field_insert_file/LRDP%20Community%20Workshop%206-
16-201_MB%20FINAL_0.pdf).  Could you take a look at that presentation and let us know what you
would like us to focus on for the Mission Bay CAC.
 
I got your voice message and will call you this afternoon at 1 p.m.  Our appraiser has some questions
for you, but I can fill you in on what he’s looking for at 1 and then we can schedule some time for us all
to talk on the phone thereafter.
 
Thanks--
 
Kevin
 
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 8:37 AM
To: Beauchamp, Kevin
Cc: White, Melissa; Bagot-Lopez, Barbara; Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: RE: Informational Presentation on UCSF Draft 2014 LRDP to OCII Commission and Mission Bay
CAC
 
I will double check with Tiffany this morning.  If you are able to make next week’s meeting, then we
won’t cancel it (August is going to be the Warriors, so may be best to stack what we can on this
month).  Could you please write up a quick 2 sentence summary of what you are going to be presenting
for the agenda (feel free to include the website with the LRDP).
 
I will give you a call on the other item late morning (have a couple meetings first).
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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: Beauchamp, Kevin [mailto:KBeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 7:42 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: White, Melissa; Bagot-Lopez, Barbara; Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: Informational Presentation on UCSF Draft 2014 LRDP to OCII Commission and Mission Bay CAC
 
Catherine—
 
Now that we have published the Draft 2014 LRDP, we have scheduled another informational briefing


for the San Francisco Planning Commission to occur on September 18th.  Were you able to find out if
Tiffany and Sally want us to come back for another briefing for the OCII Commission as well?
 
Also, did you want us to do a presentation for the Mission Bay CAC?  If so, would next week’s CAC
meeting, work, or sometime later?  One consideration is to do the presentation before the LRDP EIR is
published in mid-August, so there is no confusion as to whether comments from the public are
comments on the Plan or on the EIR, but we can work around that if we need to.
 
Thanks--
 
Kevin
 
 
 


From: Beauchamp, Kevin 
Sent: Tuesday, May 13, 2014 7:50 AM
To: 'Reilly, Catherine (OCII)'
Cc: White, Melissa; Bagot-Lopez, Barbara; Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: RE: Publication of UCSF Draft LRDP
 
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
th



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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10  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
 
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.
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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
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: corinnewoods@cs.com
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: REVISED draft agenda
Date: Sunday, June 08, 2014 2:18:10 PM


I like having the descriptions, particularly for people who aren't familiar with Mission Bay.  Under
OCII/MBDG update, please include the preliminary Mission Bay Arena web link at
http://sfgov.org/piers3032/ even though it's only a placeholder for the final website and still refers to
Piers 30/32.  How about:


- Golden State Warriors Project on Blocks 29-32 - monthly OCII staff update on project - will not
include the project sponsor nor any design presentation (background information may be found on draft
website at:  http://sfgov.org/piers3032/.  Final website under construction.) 


Corinne


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) (OCII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
To: Corinne Woods (Corinnewoods@cs.com) <Corinnewoods@cs.com>
Sent: Sat, Jun 7, 2014 12:13 pm
Subject: REVISED draft agenda


See what you think.  Suggestions on how to tweak the Warriors description to avoid folks coming out
that will be disappointed.  Also, I am holding off on the website.  I just checked the OEWD website and
it still has “Pier3032” in the website name.  That will need to change, so would rather hold off a month
until that is updated vs. directing folks to a website that will change.  I can let folks know that the
websites are being updated and we’ll send out a link once done.  Thoughts?
 
Left you a VM regarding the park phasing – with the Warriors, 26/26, 33/34, and 40, we need to
update it first otherwise, will be different.  I can let folks know during the park presentation we are
updating it to reflect changes in the market and that’s we’ll come back in a couple months (we’ll
probably need that long so that MBDG can process the changes and figure out how they will be able to
speed up the various parks that will now be triggered with the faster development).
 
Back tomorrow, so will look for any additional comments and can talk through them.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Beauchamp, Kevin
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Morales, Esther; rblum@cbpappraisal.com; Eric Schueler
Subject: Phone Call on Mission Bay Retail
Date: Friday, June 27, 2014 2:17:06 PM


Catherine—
 
To follow up on my voice mail message, UCSF has two questions we are hoping you can help us
with:  1) how much retail allocation in Mission Bay South is yet to be developed, and 2) if UCSF were
to transfer a portion of its 40,000 sf retail allocation on Blocks 36-39 to the Warriors, would the
Warriors’ 1M entitlement increase by a proportional amount, or not.
 
We have retained Ronald Blum with Carneghi-Blum & Partners to help with an appraisal of the value
of the retail rights, and would like to schedule a conference call with you, me, Ronald, Esther
Morales, and possibly Eric Schuler (who works with Gordon Schanck in UC’s Office of the President)
when you are back in the office.  Eric will be out of the office beginning on Wednesday 7/2, so if we
could schedule a short call on Tuesday 7/1 that would be terrific.  However, since I know that will be
your first day back in the office, if it needs to be later in the week we can do the call without Eric.  In
either case please let me know some times when you would be available and we’ll do our best to
accommodate your schedule.
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: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: "Beauchamp, Kevin"
Cc: White, Melissa; Bagot-Lopez, Barbara; Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: RE: Informational Presentation on UCSF Draft 2014 LRDP to OCII Commission and Mission Bay CAC
Date: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 8:36:00 AM


I will double check with Tiffany this morning.  If you are able to make next week’s meeting, then we
won’t cancel it (August is going to be the Warriors, so may be best to stack what we can on this
month).  Could you please write up a quick 2 sentence summary of what you are going to be
presenting for the agenda (feel free to include the website with the LRDP).
 
I will give you a call on the other item late morning (have a couple meetings first).
 
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: Beauchamp, Kevin [mailto:KBeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 7:42 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: White, Melissa; Bagot-Lopez, Barbara; Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: Informational Presentation on UCSF Draft 2014 LRDP to OCII Commission and Mission Bay
CAC
 
Catherine—
 
Now that we have published the Draft 2014 LRDP, we have scheduled another informational briefing


for the San Francisco Planning Commission to occur on September 18th.  Were you able to find out if
Tiffany and Sally want us to come back for another briefing for the OCII Commission as well?
 
Also, did you want us to do a presentation for the Mission Bay CAC?  If so, would next week’s CAC
meeting, work, or sometime later?  One consideration is to do the presentation before the LRDP EIR
is published in mid-August, so there is no confusion as to whether comments from the public are
comments on the Plan or on the EIR, but we can work around that if we need to.
 
Thanks--
 
Kevin
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From: Beauchamp, Kevin 
Sent: Tuesday, May 13, 2014 7:50 AM
To: 'Reilly, Catherine (OCII)'
Cc: White, Melissa; Bagot-Lopez, Barbara; Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: RE: Publication of UCSF Draft LRDP
 
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] 
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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
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.
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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
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: corinnewoods@cs.com
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: REVISED draft agenda
Date: Sunday, June 08, 2014 3:04:56 PM


Yes, I got the vm.  Hope we can get the park schedule update in July, so we can talk about updating
P3 and P22 to address climate change.  Also want to look at bike paths on TFB before the final
schematic plans are done for the rerouting of the street.  Don't know when we can do that, or if that's a
discussion outside the CAC with MB Task Force.


Corinne


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) (OCII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
To: corinnewoods <corinnewoods@cs.com>
Sent: Sun, Jun 8, 2014 2:29 pm
Subject: RE: REVISED draft agenda


Looks good.  I received confirmation that the Wix folks will be there.  I am waiting for Luke
to confirm one additional thing about the potential other item that I may add and will let
you know tomorrow morning (also Lila can make the link live for the Warriors website – I
am hitting my technological levels with imbedded links).  I did switch over to an electronic
calendar this weekend – would feel younger if it wasn’t because I can’t remember all the
meetings I have that I had to switch over to get the handy pop up reminders for my life). J
 
Did you get my VM on the park phasing?  I talked with Luke yesterday and they are
working on an updated schedule since everything has changed so much recently.  Will be
ready for July/August.  I may be able to combine with next year’s park budget.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: corinnewoods@cs.com [mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com] 
Sent: Sunday, June 08, 2014 2:18 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: REVISED draft agenda
 
I like having the descriptions, particularly for people who aren't familiar with Mission Bay.  Under
OCII/MBDG update, please include the preliminary Mission Bay Arena web link at
http://sfgov.org/piers3032/ even though it's only a placeholder for the final website and still refers to
Piers 30/32.  How about:


- Golden State Warriors Project on Blocks 29-32 - monthly OCII staff update on project - will not
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include the project sponsor nor any design presentation (background information may be found on draft
website at:  http://sfgov.org/piers3032/.  Final website under construction.)


Corinne
 
 
-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) (OCII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
To: Corinne Woods (Corinnewoods@cs.com) <Corinnewoods@cs.com>
Sent: Sat, Jun 7, 2014 12:13 pm
Subject: REVISED draft agenda


See what you think.  Suggestions on how to tweak the Warriors description to avoid folks coming out
that will be disappointed.  Also, I am holding off on the website.  I just checked the OEWD website and
it still has “Pier3032” in the website name.  That will need to change, so would rather hold off a month
until that is updated vs. directing folks to a website that will change.  I can let folks know that the
websites are being updated and we’ll send out a link once done.  Thoughts?
 
Left you a VM regarding the park phasing – with the Warriors, 26/26, 33/34, and 40, we need to
update it first otherwise, will be different.  I can let folks know during the park presentation we are
updating it to reflect changes in the market and that’s we’ll come back in a couple months (we’ll
probably need that long so that MBDG can process the changes and figure out how they will be able to
speed up the various parks that will now be triggered with the faster development).
 
Back tomorrow, so will look for any additional comments and can talk through them.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Cheng-Tam, Irene
To: Kelley, Gil (CPC); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Watty, Elizabeth (CPC);


Perry, Nicholas (CPC)
Subject: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden State Warriors - Design Review
Date: Monday, June 02, 2014 6:06:31 PM
Importance: High


Hi all:
Will tomorrow (June 3) from 10 – 10:30 a.m. to have a conference call?  Should we call in
Tiffany’s office at
749-2588?  Please advise.  Thank you.
 
Irene
558-6282
 
From: Kelley, Gil (CPC) 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 1:32 PM
To: Cheng-Tam, Irene
Subject: Fwd: Golden State Warriors - Design Review
 


Sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Rahaim, John (CPC)" <john.rahaim@sfgov.org>
Date: June 2, 2014 at 12:55:38 PM PDT
To: "Kelley, Gil (CPC)" <gil.kelley@sfgov.org>, "Joslin, Jeff (CPC)"
<jeff.joslin@sfgov.org>, "Winslow, David (CPC)" <david.winslow@sfgov.org>, "Watty,
Elizabeth (CPC)" <elizabeth.watty@sfgov.org>
Subject: Fwd: Golden State Warriors - Design Review


Do you all think this is possible?  Can you talk in my absence and figure it out. Thanks. 


Please excuse any typos. This was sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)" <tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org>
Date: June 2, 2014 at 12:01:29 PM PDT
To: "Rahaim, John (CPC)" <john.rahaim@sfgov.org>
Subject: Golden State Warriors - Design Review


John – Got your voicemail.  I can talk today after 3:30 pm (or later).  Prior
to next week’s meeting with the Warriors, I do think it would be helpful
for OCII and Planning staff to discuss the site constraints, considerations
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and any other issues the design team should be paying attention to. 
 
If at all possible, it would be good to convey this collective information to
the GSW prior to next week’s meeting.  I (along with Catherine Reilly and
Jen Matz) could be available for this call/discussion with you (and/or your
department staff) with the GSW tomorrow, June 3, between 10 am and
11 am or between 2:30 pm and 4 pm.  Thanks in advance for doing what
you can.
 
Best,
Tiffany
 
Tiffany Bohee
Executive Director
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
  Successor to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Tel:  415-749-2588
Email:  tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org
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From: Green, Andrea (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: John and Jennifer Availability
Date: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 4:27:19 PM


John’s number is 558-6411 or his cell is 518-8130….
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 4:16 PM
To: Green, Andrea (CPC)
Subject: RE: John and Jennifer Availability
 
Will do – what number should I call him at?  It may be good to just go ahead and do the 9AM –


11AM or 10AM-12PM in the 15th and we can figure out any future meetings when we have folks in
the room again (waiting to confirm directly from Jennifer if she needs to shift from a 9 to 10AM
start).  However, I need to make sure the Warriors folks can shift from 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: Green, Andrea (CPC) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 1:25 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: John and Jennifer Availability
 


Hey there, again, Catherine,
 
John would like for you to either email or call him regarding the purpose of having him,
Jennifer and Tiffany meet on a regular basis.
 
Thanks,
Andrea
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 9:49 AM
To: Green, Andrea (CPC)
Subject: RE: John and Jennifer Availability
 
Andrea – is there a better time where John has a couple hours open on a regular basis (this will be a
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semi-regular meeting for another month or two, so may not be bad to find a time that would work
for him generally, along with the rest).  I think the outside folks would prefer beginning/ending of
the week, so let me know what the Monday/Friday’s look like.  It may be that we just keep to this
time, but can give it a go.


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: Green, Andrea (CPC) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 3:52 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: John and Jennifer Availability
 


Hey there, Catherine,
 
The date/time is not ideal for John, but, if that date/time works for the others, I will move
around a couple of his standing meetings.
 
Andrea
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 3:37 PM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Green, Andrea (CPC)
Subject: RE: John and Jennifer Availability
 
Would she have 2 hours at that time?  Andrea – would that work for John?  Need to check with
Tiffany as well, but I am open.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Wong, Phillip (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 3:36 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Green, Andrea (CPC)
Subject: RE: John and Jennifer Availability
 
Hi Catherine,
 
Would it be possible to start at 10am?
 
Thanks,
 
Phillip C. Wong
--
Project Assistant |OEWD
Office: 415-554-6512
Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 3:29 PM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Green, Andrea (CPC)
Subject: John and Jennifer Availability
 
Phillip/Andrea – could you please let me know if John and Jennifer are available on Tuesday July 15
from 9-11AM.  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: Hui, Tom (DBI)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Sweeney, Edward (DBI); Tom, Ronald (DBI)
Subject: Re: Request for Help with Warriors Project
Date: Friday, July 25, 2014 1:29:50 PM


Hi Catherine,
We are willing to help for this project.
Ed Sweeney will work with you to make sure your request on time.
Please, let me know if you have any additional questions.
Thanks


Tom C. Hui, S.E., C.B.O.
Director
City & County of San Francisco
Department of Building Inspection
1660 Mission Street, Sixth Floor
San Francisco CA 94103
415-558-6131 Phone
415-558-6225 Fax
Email: Tom.Hui@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfdbi.org
 
Sent from my iPhone


On Jul 25, 2014, at 1:18 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hi, Tom – We are working on the Warriors project in Mission Bay and need to tie down some development
numbers for the permitted Mission Bay to finalize the project description.  We have identified which permits
we need and have submitted the request for to your staff (attached).  However, it sounds like the typical
turn-around is one month and we were wondering if there was any way to expedite these permits to get
them quicker (it would be great if next week was a possibility).  We can send staff over to help pull the
records if that is helpful to you.  Electronic copies of the plans (vs. paper) would also work for us, if that is
easier.
 
Thank you for your assistance and please let us know what we can do to assist your staff.  They have been
great to work with for the first data request we submitted a month or two ago.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Bereket, Immanuel (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 10:08 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: FW: RE: Misison Bay South Retail Data
 
Here is an updated data.
 


From: Bereket, Immanuel (CII) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 10:00 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Misison Bay South Retail Data
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Catherine,
 
As discussed, I submitted construction records request yesterday to DBI Records Division. They informed me
that it will take nearly a month to get the records printed (or provided electronically).
 
Attached, you’ll find the permits request I submitted. The table below summarizes the attachments.  In total,
we’re requesting copies of 9 permits. I was wondering if it is possible to request expedites copies of these
plans.
 
 


Address
Block


Number
Lot


Reference
Number


Date
Submitted


Expected Date
of Completion


185 Channel 8711 23 RR20140788802 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1515 Third Street 3871 1 RR20140722207 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1155 Fourth Street 8711 25 RR20140722206 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1401 Third Street 8721 32 RR20140722208 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
420 Mission Bay Blvd
North


8720 117-448 RR20140722204 7/22/2014 8/19/2014


555 Mission Rock Street 8711 28 RR20140722203 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1500 Owens Street 8709 18 RR20140723214 7/23/2014 8/20/2014
1650 Owens Street 8709 8 RR20140724293 7/24/2014 8/21/2014
1700 Owens Street 8709 7 RR20140723213 7/23/2014 8/20/2014


 
 
Thanks
 


Immanuel Bereket
Office of Community Investment & Infrastructure
Successor to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 5th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
(415) 749-2495
Immanuel.Bereket@sfgov.org
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: Preliminary GSW D4D adjusted square footage calcs
Date: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 2:53:05 PM
Attachments: 2014.07.23 - GSW - D4D Area Exclusions - Arena.pdf


2014.07.23 - GSW - D4d Area Exclusions - Small Theater.pdf


Catherine,
 
As we’ve discussed, attached are the slides depicting the floor-by-floor square footage exclusions
per the D4D as it relates to the arena and the small theaters. The Office and Retail square footages
are obviously in flux as we respond to the comments we received yesterday from the City team, so
we should assume those will max out at the same numbers as shown in last week’s Preliminary
Project Description. With the exclusions shown in the attached slides for the Arena and Small
Theaters plus the square footages for the Office and Retail shown in the Prelim Project Description,
we hit a total Adjusted Gross Square Footage per the D4D of 1,094,980 SF.
 
Feel free to call me with any questions.
 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
101 Mission Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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Area (sq.ft.) Comments



720,566 Includes Skyline Event Hall, Practice Facility/Team Campus, and GSW Office Space



1| Basement/Cellar Space 84,817
Event Storage + MEP and Maintenance + Building Control Rooms + Commissary/Kitchen + Staff/Auxiliary Lockers + 
Audio/Visual Service Rooms + Under-Bowl Storage Areas



2| Attic Space n/a Not Applicable



3| Mechanical Penthouse 22,357 Two AHU Mezzanines + Elec & EER Rooms + Cooling Tower Well + Sound/Video/Scoreboard Ops



4| Intermediate Floor Mechanical 13,095
Amount of Mechanical space throughout the building not in Basement or Penthouse.
Breakdown is L100 = 5,542 GSF; L200 = 1,904 GSF; L300 = 1,904 GSF; L400 = 1,859 GSF; L500 = 1,886 GSF



5| Outside Stairs 6,376 Stairs located at face of the building that serve as fire escapes



6| Parking/Loading/Driveways 8,000 Dock area for loading/unloading



7| Public Arcades, Plazas, Walkways n/a Not Applicable



8| Balconies, Decks, Terraces n/a Not Applicable



9| Residential-Serving Elevators n/a Not Applicable



10| Window Bays n/a Not Applicable



11| Ground Floor Circulation & Service 74,611 Main Concourse level = 68,722 GSF + Grand Lobby Entrance at NW corner of level 100 = 5,889 GSF



12| Restaurants & Retail Under 5,000sf 4,624 Team Store & Box Office



13| Interior Open Space n/a Not Applicable



14| Child Care Facilities n/a Not Applicable



15| Cultural/Educational/Religious Space n/a Not Applicable



Total Area Exclusions: 213,880  



Total Gross Area per D4D: 506,686



Area Exclusions:
TOTAL OVERALL GROSS FLOOR AREA - ARENA



DRAFT              Golden State Warriors Arena - Design for Development Area Exclusions Summary              DRAFT
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1 - Basement & Cellar 



 



Level 000  Area = 84,817 sf 
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3 – Mechanical Penthouse 



 



Level 600  Area = 22,357 sf 
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4 – Intermediate Mechanical 



 



Level 100  Area = 5,542 sf 
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4 – Intermediate Mechanical 



 



Level 200  Area = 1,904 sf 
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4 – Intermediate Mechanical 



 



Level 300  Area = 1,904 sf 
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4 – Intermediate Mechanical 



 



Level 400  Area = 1,859 sf 
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4 – Intermediate Mechanical 



 



Level 500  Area = 1,886 sf 
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5 – Outside Stairs 



 



Level 000  Area = 6,376 sf 
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6 – Parking Loading 



 



Level 000  Area = 8,000 sf 











D4D Area Exclusion Diagrams 
Privileged and Confidential.  Not for Distribution   Copyright MANICA Architecture.  All Rights Reserved 



May 22, 2014 M A N I C A 



11 – Ground Floor Circulation & Service 



 



Level 100  Area = 5,889 sf 
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11 – Ground Floor Circulation & Service  



 



Level 200  Area = 68,722 sf 
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12 – Restaurants & Retail 



 



Level 100  Area = 4,624 sf 
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Area (sq.ft.) Comments



25,000 Includes Two Small Live Theaters and Common Theater Lobby



1| Basement/Cellar Space n/a Not Applicable



2| Attic Space n/a Not Applicable



3| Mechanical Penthouse n/a Not Applicable



4| Intermediate Floor Mechanical n/a Not Applicable



5| Outside Stairs n/a Not Applicable



6| Parking/Loading/Driveways n/a Not Applicable



7| Public Arcades, Plazas, Walkways n/a Not Applicable



8| Balconies, Decks, Terraces n/a Not Applicable



9| Residential-Serving Elevators n/a Not Applicable



10| Window Bays n/a Not Applicable



11| Ground Floor Circulation & Service 11,500 Theater Lobby Entrance at SE corner = 11,500 GSF



12| Restaurants & Retail Under 5,000sf n/a Not Applicable



13| Interior Open Space n/a Not Applicable



14| Child Care Facilities n/a Not Applicable



15| Cultural/Educational/Religious Space n/a Not Applicable



Total Area Exclusions: 11,500  



Total Gross Area per D4D: 13,500



Area Exclusions:
TOTAL OVERALL GROSS FLOOR AREA - SMALL LIVE THEATERS & THEATER LOBBY
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11 – Ground Floor Circulation & Service –  
Small Live Theaters & Theater Lobby 



 Area = 11,500 sf 
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Green, Andrea (CPC)
Subject: RE: John and Jennifer Availability
Date: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 4:15:00 PM


Will do – what number should I call him at?  It may be good to just go ahead and do the 9AM –


11AM or 10AM-12PM in the 15th and we can figure out any future meetings when we have folks in
the room again (waiting to confirm directly from Jennifer if she needs to shift from a 9 to 10AM
start).  However, I need to make sure the Warriors folks can shift from 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: Green, Andrea (CPC) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 1:25 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: John and Jennifer Availability
 


Hey there, again, Catherine,
 
John would like for you to either email or call him regarding the purpose of having him,
Jennifer and Tiffany meet on a regular basis.
 
Thanks,
Andrea
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 9:49 AM
To: Green, Andrea (CPC)
Subject: RE: John and Jennifer Availability
 
Andrea – is there a better time where John has a couple hours open on a regular basis (this will be a
semi-regular meeting for another month or two, so may not be bad to find a time that would work
for him generally, along with the rest).  I think the outside folks would prefer beginning/ending of
the week, so let me know what the Monday/Friday’s look like.  It may be that we just keep to this
time, but can give it a go.


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


From: Green, Andrea (CPC) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 3:52 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: John and Jennifer Availability
 


Hey there, Catherine,
 
The date/time is not ideal for John, but, if that date/time works for the others, I will move
around a couple of his standing meetings.
 
Andrea
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 3:37 PM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Green, Andrea (CPC)
Subject: RE: John and Jennifer Availability
 
Would she have 2 hours at that time?  Andrea – would that work for John?  Need to check with
Tiffany as well, but I am open.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 3:36 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Green, Andrea (CPC)
Subject: RE: John and Jennifer Availability
 
Hi Catherine,
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Would it be possible to start at 10am?
 
Thanks,
 
Phillip C. Wong
--
Project Assistant |OEWD
Office: 415-554-6512
Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 3:29 PM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Green, Andrea (CPC)
Subject: John and Jennifer Availability
 
Phillip/Andrea – could you please let me know if John and Jennifer are available on Tuesday July 15
from 9-11AM.  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: Hui, Tom (DBI)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Sweeney, Edward (DBI); Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Tom, Ronald (DBI); Ho, Gary (DBI); Chun, Robert (DBI); Pada, Rodolfo (DBI); Jones, Micki (FIR)
Subject: Re: Request for Help with Warriors Project
Date: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 9:10:59 AM


Hi Catherine
We will assign Gary Ho as the main plan checker.you can coordinate with Ed and Gary. Mr. Gary Ho's phone
number is 558-6083.
Please, let us know if you have any questions.
Thanks
Tom
Sent from my iPhone


On Jul 29, 2014, at 8:41 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Thanks! I believe the project proponent will be outreaching to your office to set up a pre-meet.  Who would be the
best person for them to outreach to?
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Sweeney, Edward (DBI) 
Sent: Monday, July 28, 2014 1:26 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Hui, Tom (DBI)
Cc: Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Tom, Ronald (DBI)
Subject: RE: Request for Help with Warriors Project
 
Catherine ,
 
Do we need to meet soon ? As you can imagine everyone is exited to work on this particular project .
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 1:34 PM
To: Hui, Tom (DBI)
Cc: Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Sweeney, Edward (DBI); Tom, Ronald (DBI)
Subject: RE: Request for Help with Warriors Project
 
Thank you so much, Tom and Ed!  We really appreciate it. 
 
Immanuel in my office has been taking the lead on this and is available to help/answer questions.
 
Have a great weekend everyone.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Hui, Tom (DBI) 
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Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 1:30 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Sweeney, Edward (DBI); Tom, Ronald (DBI)
Subject: Re: Request for Help with Warriors Project
 
Hi Catherine,
We are willing to help for this project.
Ed Sweeney will work with you to make sure your request on time.
Please, let me know if you have any additional questions.
Thanks


Tom C. Hui, S.E., C.B.O.
Director
City & County of San Francisco
Department of Building Inspection
1660 Mission Street, Sixth Floor
San Francisco CA 94103
415-558-6131 Phone
415-558-6225 Fax
Email: Tom.Hui@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfdbi.org
 


Sent from my iPhone


On Jul 25, 2014, at 1:18 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hi, Tom – We are working on the Warriors project in Mission Bay and need to tie down some
development numbers for the permitted Mission Bay to finalize the project description.  We have
identified which permits we need and have submitted the request for to your staff (attached). 
However, it sounds like the typical turn-around is one month and we were wondering if there was any
way to expedite these permits to get them quicker (it would be great if next week was a possibility). 
We can send staff over to help pull the records if that is helpful to you.  Electronic copies of the plans
(vs. paper) would also work for us, if that is easier.
 
Thank you for your assistance and please let us know what we can do to assist your staff.  They have
been great to work with for the first data request we submitted a month or two ago.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Bereket, Immanuel (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 10:08 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: FW: RE: Misison Bay South Retail Data
 
Here is an updated data.
 


From: Bereket, Immanuel (CII) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 10:00 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Misison Bay South Retail Data
 
Catherine,
 
As discussed, I submitted construction records request yesterday to DBI Records Division. They
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informed me that it will take nearly a month to get the records printed (or provided electronically).
 
Attached, you’ll find the permits request I submitted. The table below summarizes the attachments.  In
total, we’re requesting copies of 9 permits. I was wondering if it is possible to request expedites copies
of these plans.
 
 


Address
Block


Number
Lot


Reference
Number


Date
Submitted


Expected Date
of Completion


185 Channel 8711 23 RR20140788802 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1515 Third Street 3871 1 RR20140722207 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1155 Fourth Street 8711 25 RR20140722206 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1401 Third Street 8721 32 RR20140722208 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
420 Mission Bay Blvd
North


8720 117-448 RR20140722204 7/22/2014 8/19/2014


555 Mission Rock Street 8711 28 RR20140722203 7/22/2014 8/19/2014
1500 Owens Street 8709 18 RR20140723214 7/23/2014 8/20/2014
1650 Owens Street 8709 8 RR20140724293 7/24/2014 8/21/2014
1700 Owens Street 8709 7 RR20140723213 7/23/2014 8/20/2014


 
 
Thanks
 


Immanuel Bereket
Office of Community Investment & Infrastructure
Successor to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 5th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
(415) 749-2495
Immanuel.Bereket@sfgov.org
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From: Murphy, Mary G.
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Kaufhauser@warriors.com; Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com); Sekhri, Neil; David Kelly (dkelly@warriors.com)
Subject: Preliminary SOW for GSW_Mission Bay_07-15-14.docx
Date: Monday, July 28, 2014 5:21:47 PM
Attachments: Preliminary SOW for GSW_Mission Bay_07-15-14.docx


Hi Chris, here is our redline of the Scope of Work for your review.  Please feel free to call if you have
any questions or comments.  Thanks!


This message may contain confidential and privileged information. If it has been
sent to you in error, please reply to advise the sender of the error and then
immediately delete this message.
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To:	Catherine Reilly	Chris Kern
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure	San Francisco Planning Department
One South Van Ness Avenue	Environmental Planning Division
5th Floor	1650 Mission Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, CA 94103	San Francisco, CA 94103





Cc:	Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 2080
San Francisco, CA 94105





Subject:	Preliminary Scope of Work for CEQA Services for the proposed Golden State Warriors Event Center Development in Mission Bay





Environmental Science Associates (ESA) submits herein a preliminary scope of work for environmental review services for the proposed Golden State Warriors (GSW) event center development within the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Area (proposed project or project). We understand that the City’s Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII), as the CEQA lead agency, in cooperation with the San Francisco Planning Department, Environmental Planning (EP) Division, has determined that a Supplemental Environmental Impact Report (Supplemental EIR) is required, and that the Supplemental EIR will be tiered from the Final Mission Bay Subsequent EIR (1998). Further, we understand the OCII and EP will be responsible for day-to-day project management of the environmental review process in accordance with a Memorandum of Agreement to be executed between those two City agencies. Thus, ESA is submitting this preliminary scope of work for review and approval by OCII and EP, with input from the Project Sponsor, represented by Strada Investment Group.


In general, we understand the project, proposed on Blocks 29 to 32 of the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Area, will consist of an event center with a seating capacity the same as that proposed previously on Piers 30-32, two small live-performance theaters, office development, retail development, open space and parking facilities on the 12-acre project site in Mission Bay. A number of project details are still under development.


We also understand that the EIR would provide the environmental information necessary to support several discretionary actions to be considered by the OCII Commission, including approval of a Major Phase application and an amendment to the Mission Bay South Design for Development and the Mission Bay South Owner Participation Agreement, as well as one discretionary action by the San Francisco Planning Commission, namely the approval of allocation of office space under the City’s Office Development Annual Limit.


ESA Team and Staffing


The ESA team will be led by Paul Mitchell and Karl Heisler, as Project Manager and Project Director, respectively; Gary Oates will serve as Principal-in-Charge. Joyce Hsiao, with Orion Environmental Associates will serve as senior technical coordinator and advisor. Brian Boxer, ESA’s Community Development Practice Leader and the Project Manager for the recently completed Sacramento Kings Arena EIR, will also be available to provide senior technical review as necessary. Karl and Gary will serve as spokespeople for ESA at public hearings related to the project. This management team will be supported by a host of technical specialists, who are largely in-house ESA staff, with experience in numerous San Francisco development projects, and all of whom worked on the previous event center development proposed at Piers 30-32. ESA proposes to include the services of several specialty subconsultants, all of whom ESA has worked with on the previous event center development proposed at Piers 30-32. These subconsultants include: Orion Environmental Associates (hydrology and water quality); Fehr and Peers Transportation Consultants, Adavant Consulting and LCW Consulting (transportation). In addition Hydroconsult Engineers, Inc. is included as an optional subconsultant, if requested (for assistance with developing combined sewer/stormwater calculations). All of these subconsultants will be used in a focused manner with their particular specialty and experience, appropriate to the level of detail needed for this Supplemental EIR. It should be noted that Orion Environmental Associates, Adavant Consulting, LCW Consulting and Hydroconsult Engineers, Inc. are all Local Business Enterprise (LBE)-certified by City.


Background


Regulation in Mission Bay South


The San Francisco Board of Supervisors established the Mission Bay North and South Redevelopment project areas in November 1998, covering 303 acres of land south of downtown between the San Francisco Bay and Interstate 280. The Mission Bay development program, of which some phases have been completed or are currently under construction, includes housing, office/life science/biotechnology commercial space, a UCSF research campus and hospital complex, city and neighborhood-serving retail space, a hotel, and a range of community facilities.


OCII, as the Successor Agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency since 2012, is authorized to implement the Mission Bay development program. OCII is governed by two bodies, the Oversight Board of the Successor Agency (which oversees certain fiscal management of former Redevelopment Agency assets) and the Commission on Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII Commission, which exercises land use, development and design approval authority for the Major Approved Development Projects). Although OCII, as the Successor Agency, is a separate legal entity from the City and County of San Francisco, pursuant to state law, the San Francisco Board of Supervisors is the legislative body of the Successor Agency. The Board of Supervisors has delegated to the OCII Commission, among other powers, the authority to act in place of the Redevelopment Agency to implement surviving redevelopment projects, including Mission Bay.


The proposed development would be primarily regulated by the Redevelopment Plan for the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Project (South Plan), the Mission Bay South Design for Development (South Design for Development), and the Mission Bay South Owner Participation Agreement (South OPA). The South Plan, adopted in 1998 and last amended in 2013, provides objectives and basic land use controls within the project area. The South Design for Development is a companion document to the South Plan, and provides specific land use controls standards and regulates height, bulk, setbacks, coverage, streetwalls, view corridors, open space, parking and other design issues. The standards of the South Design for Development supersede the San Francisco Planning Code in its entirety, except as otherwise provided in the South Plan. The South OPA establishes binding contractual rights and obligations for reviewing and approving private and public development for Mission Bay South, including specifying maximum development rights, timing of infrastructure and parks, provision of affordable housing, and programs to diversify the workforce. Other regulatory documents that apply to private developments in Mission Bay South include the Mission Bay South Streetscape Master Plan and the Mission Bay South Signage Master Plan.


Mission Bay Final Subsequent EIR (Mission Bay FSEIR)


In October 1998, the San Francisco Board of Supervisors affirmed certification of the Mission Bay Final Subsequent EIR (Mission Bay FSEIR) by the Redevelopment Agency and Planning Commission, and adopted environmental findings (and a statement of overriding considerations). The Mission Bay FSEIR is a program EIR under CEQA Guidelines 15168 and a redevelopment plan EIR under CEQA Guidelines 15180. The Mission Bay FSEIR includes a series of mitigation measures that apply to various development stages for projects in Mission Bay, and a comprehensive system for mitigation monitoring was established. Since 1998, there have been nine addenda to the Mission Bay FSEIR (completed between 2000 and 2013) for specific developments within Mission Bay that required additional environmental review of specific issues beyond those that were covered in the Mission Bay FSEIR; in all of these cases, none of the conditions triggering a Subsequent or Supplemental EIR were met. 


Prior Proposals at the Project Site


The GSW project site at Blocks 29 to 32 has been the subject of prior development proposals, including a development proposed by Alexandria Real Estate Equities, Inc., and most recently a development proposal by Salesforce.com (Salesforce). The Salesforce proposal envisioned a variety of uses on the project site (and certain adjacent and nearby parcels), including office development (as allocated by the Planning Commission under Proposition M), retail (including restaurant) space, childcare facilities and parking on Blocks 29 to 32.


Under both previous proposals, the OCII Commission determined that the projects were within the scope of the project analyzed in the Mission Bay FSEIR and addenda and that no additional environmental review was required; hence, OCII adopted findings and approved Major Phase applications for both projects. The Planning Commission also completed office development allocations subject to Proposition M for the Alexandria proposal, but not for Salesforce. However, neither of these development proposals ultimately occurred on the project site. 


Proposed GSW Project


Understanding of the Project


In April 2014, the GSW entered into a contract with Salesforce to purchase an approximately 12-acre site located within the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Project Area of San Francisco. This partially developed site consists of Blocks 29 to 32, and is bounded by Third Street on the west, 16th Street on the south, South Street on the north, and roughly by the future planned realigned Terry Francois Boulevard on the east. Paved surface metered parking facilities containing 675 parking spaces operate in the west and north portions of the site (Lots B and E, respectively). Just east of, and adjacent to, Parking Lot B is a depressed basin where stormwater runoff from the central–south portion of the project site is directed to and retained in.


The GSW propose to develop approximately 1.7 million gross square feet of development, including a 720,000 square-foot event center (including GSW practice facilities); two small theaters encompassing 27,000 square feet; approximately 550,000 square feet of office uses; 65,000 square feet of retail space; and 336,000 square feet of parking and loading. The GSW have preliminarily indicated that operation of the proposed event center would be similar in function to that previously proposed at the Piers 30-32 site, hosting the GSW basketball team during the NBA season, and providing a year-round venue for other events, including concerts, family shows, other sporting events, cultural events, conference and conventions. The proposed office development could include research and development, and biotechnical uses. The retail uses are anticipated to be restaurant uses (both sit-down and quick-serve) and in-line retail The Project Sponsor desires to have the development constructed and in operation no later than the National Basketball Association (NBA) 2017-18 season.


Proposed GSW Project Approvals


The GSW project would require approval by the OCII Commission of a new Major Phase for Blocks 29 to 32 to identify the specific uses, intensities of development, height, bulk and massing. Prior to approval, a Major Phase is referred to the Planning Department for review and comment. Following Major Phase approval, the GSW project would also require approval by the OCII Commission of individual Combined Basic Concept and Schematic Designs (Schematic Designs) for each building and private open spaces. Schematic Designs are also referred to the Planning Department for review and comment. Schematic Designs including office development will also require Planning Commission action. to release office space from the citywide Proposition M office allocation pool.


OCII has indicated that the proposed event center can be permitted as an allowed secondary use (Assembly and Entertainment: Nighttime Entertainment and/or Recreation Building) in the South Plan, and consequently, would not require an amendment to the South Plan. OCII indicates modifications to other design- and infrastructure-related documents, such as the South Design for Development, Mission Bay South Signage Master Plan, and Mission Bay South Infrastructure Plan, would be required, as applicable.


Environmental Review for GSW Project


OCII has determined that the proposed GSW project in Mission Bay will require preparation of a focused Supplemental EIR to the Mission Bay FSEIR. Section 15186(c) of the CEQA Guidelines sets out the approach to the analysis of subsequent actions where a program EIR has been prepared and certified, clarifying that if  (pursuant to CEQA Guideline 15162) no new effects could occur or new mitigation measures be required, then no further environmental review will be necessary.  Section 15168(c) also states that if a later activity could have effects that were not examined in the program EIR, then an initial study should be prepared that could lead to an EIR or a negative declaration (CEQA Guideline 15168(c)(1) and if a subsequent activity involves site specific operations, the agency should use a written checklist or similar device to document the evaluation of the site and activity to determine whether the environmental effects of the operation were covered in the program EIR (CEQA Guideline Section 15168(c)(4).  OCII has determined it will use an initial study/checklist, which for purposes of this SOW will be referred to as the 15168 Initial Study or Checklist.  Section 15163  of the CEQA Guidelines indicates that Supplemental EIRs may be used in cases if 1) any of the conditions described in the requirements that trigger a Subsequent EIR are met; and 2) only minor additions or changes would be necessary to make the previous EIR adequately apply to the project in the changed situation. Furthermore, Section 15163 indicates that Supplemental EIRs need contain only the information necessary to make the previous EIR adequate for the project as revised. 


Based on our preliminary understanding of the project, it is assumed that the Supplemental EIR for the GSW project in Mission Bay would focus on the following environmental topics for detailed environmental analysis: Transportation, Air Quality (including Health Risks), Greenhouse Gases, Noise and Vibration, Wind, Shadow, and certain issues associated with Hydrology (sea level rise and flooding), potentially Utilities (water and wastewater), and potentially Public Services (police and fire). The work scopes for these environmental topics are addressed under Task 3, below. It is assumed all other environmental topics would be addressed in lesser detail in an Initial Study pursuant to Section 15168, as described in Task 2, below. As described below, the topic of Aesthetics is not proposed to be addressed in the SEIR, consistent with recent changes to the law pursuant to the proposed processing of the project under SB 743.


Tasks for Completion of the CEQA Environmental Review Process


The ESA team will conduct all activities and documentation required under the CEQA environmental review process in conjunction with, and under the direction of, OCII and EP, and consistent with procedures and format as directed by these agencies.


Task 1. Prepare Notice of Preparation, Distribute Notice of Preparation/Initial Study, and Public Scoping 


The City has requested preparation of a Notice of Preparation (NOP) to be prepared for the GSW project. ESA, in consultation with the project sponsor team, OCII and EP, will prepare the NOP for the project. The NOP will contain all information as required by the CEQA Guidelines Section 15082, and consistent with environmental review guidelines of the City. The City has also requested preparation of an Initial Study that would accompany the NOP; see Prepare 15618 ChecklistInitial Study under Task 2, below.


ESA will develop a mailing distribution list for the project in consultation with, and using mailing list information provided by, OCII and EP. ESA will conduct mailing of the NOP/ as requested by the City EP and OCII. It is assumed ESA will print and distribute 250 copies of the NOP, and 30 copies of the NOP with Initial Study, plus 100 CDs. ESA shall provide an electronic file of the NOP/Initial Study 15618 Checklist for posting on the Planning Department and/or OCII website.


The City has requested that a public scoping meeting occur for the project. ESA will attend the public scoping meeting. ESA will also arrange for a court reporter at the scoping meeting who will prepare transcripts.


Following the close of the 30-day public review period for the NOP, ESA will review and catalog responses to the comments received on the NOP, and provide this summary to the City.


Task 2. Prepare Initial Study


The City has requested preparation of a  CEQA Guidelines Section 15168 Checklist Discussion (the “15618 Checklist”) n Initial Study that will accompany the NOP. The 15168 DiscussionInitial Study format, including, but not limited to, a modified initial study the environmental checklist items to be addressed and the comparative determinations, shall be approved by EP and OCII. The checklist will be adapted from the standard checklist to address the inquiry required under CEQA Guidelines Sections 15162 and 15163; that is, whether the project would result in new or substantially more severe significant effects than those identified in the Mission Bay FSEIR. This work scope assumes the following environmental topics (except where indicated otherwise, below) will be addressed in the Initial 15168 ChecklistStudy, in lesser detail than those items to be addressed in the SEIR:


			· Land Use


· Population and Housing


· Cultural Resources


· Recreation


· Utilities and Service Systems 
(excluding water and wastewater)


· Public Services (excluding police and fire)


			· Biological Resources


· Geology and Soils


· Hydrology and Water Quality 
(excluding sea level rise and flooding)


· Hazards and Hazardous Materials


· Mineral and Energy Resources


· Agricultural and Forest Resources











The proposed approach in the Initial Study 15168 Checklist for addressing each of the above topics is to first summarize how each of these topics were addressed for the Mission Bay project in the Mission Bay FSEIR, including identifying any applicable mitigation measures from the Mission Bay FSEIR, and conclusions reached regarding significance of effects. The Initial Study will then analyze the proposed project pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15163 to determine if the proposed changes, circumstances under which the project is undertaken, or new information would lead to new or more severe significant environmental effects.


The 15168Initial Study Checklist  will not contain any detailed information or analysis for those environmental topics to be addressed in detail in the SEIR (i.e., transportation and circulation, air quality (including health risk), greenhouse gases noise and vibration, wind and shadow), unless there is a specific issue(s) from those topics that can be clearly focused out in the 15168 ChecklistInitial Study. However, the 15168 Checklist Initial Study will inform the reader that the respective environmental topics will be addressed in full detail in the SEIR.


While, as noted above, the topics to be addressed in the 15168 ChecklistInitial Study are largely not anticipated to require a quantitative analysis, the City has preliminarily identified certain environmental issues, including sea level rise/flooding effects, utility demand/effects, and potentially effects on police and fire protection services, that will merit a more quantitative and detailed analysis. For purposes of this work scope, it is assumed these issues will be addressed in the SEIR (unless, time permitting, these discrete issues can be included in the Initial Study). A scope for these issues is presented under Task 3, below.


ESA will prepare an administrative draft #1 Initial Study 15168 Checklist for review and comment by OCII, EP, and the project sponsor. We will then respond to and incorporate all comments into administrative draft #2 Initial StudyChecklist , followed by preparation of a screencheck draft Initial StudyChecklist , for a total of three rounds of review. Following receipt of comments on the screencheck draft Initial Study, ESA will prepare the final Initial Study for public distribution with the NOP. 


Task 3. Prepare Administrative Draft Supplemental EIR #1


ESA will prepare an Administrative Draft Supplemental EIR #1 (ADSEIR #1) that will include the topics and environmental issues listed below, with the exception of the administrative draft project description, which will be submitted in advance of the ADSEIR #1 for review. A brief discussion of the level of detail for each section is also shown below, in the order in which they will appear in the Draft Supplemental EIR. All resource topics will include an analysis of cumulative impacts based on an assessment of other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable projects in the vicinity that could contribute to effects on the same resources, including, where applicable, citywide and regional growth projections and specific major projects that could affect resources also affected by the project, as set forth in EP guidance for cumulative impact analysis. ESA will work with OCII and EP to develop the list of projects and assumptions to consider for the various cumulative analyses. For each area of cumulative analysis, ESA will describe the relevant geographic area of impact; will identify cumulative impacts to which both the project and other projects would contribute; will determine if the project’s incremental contribution to each such impact is cumulatively considerable; and, where applicable, will identify feasible mitigation measures to reduce the project’s contribution to the cumulative significant impact.


Based on discussions with Strada, and as further discussed below, it is our understanding that certain technical studies and analyses will be conducted by the sponsor’s consultant, including quantitative air quality emissions estimates and health risk assessment (to be conducted by Environ), and a wind study (assumed to be conducted by RWDI but could be done by ESA as an option) that will serve as a basis for information in developing the respective Supplemental EIR sections. Nevertheless, working together the sponsor’s consultants, ESA’s own in-house technical experts, will prepare the actual Air Quality (including Health Risks), Greenhouse Gas, Wind, and Shadow sections of the Supplemental EIR.


· Introduction — This section will include a description of the purpose and function of the Supplemental EIR, CEQA environmental review process, and summary of public comments received during the scoping period.


· Project Description — The project description will be based in part on the project description prepared for the NOP, and expanded as needed for the focused environmental analysis as additional project detail is made available by the sponsor team. It is expected that the level of detail for the Supplemental EIR project description would be commensurate with the overall level of detail that is typically used for Major Phase submittals in Mission Bay South, along with appropriate construction/operational-related information needed to conduct quantitative impact analyses, where relevant (e.g., transportation, air quality). The project description will include project objectives. Upon receipt of comments received on the first administrative draft project description, it is assumed that there would be no further substantive changes to the project description.


· Plans and Policies — Relevant OCII and City documents to be reviewed to identify apparent conflicts with the project would include, but not be limited to, the Redevelopment Plan for the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Project, South Design for Development, and the San Francisco General Plan., the City’s Sustainability Plan, Climate Action Plan, Better Streets Plan, and Bicycle Plan. Applicable federal, regional and/or state plans/policies to be discussed would include, but not limited to, those of the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Bay Area Air Quality Management District, and Association of Bay Area Governments; as well as applicable legislation, such as Senate Bill 743 (SB 743).


· Transportation and Circulation — See Attachment A, Transportation Scope of Work from Fehr and Peers, Adavant Consulting and LCW Consulting.


· Noise and Vibration — Although the project site is in a primarily commercial area, there are certain existing/proposed residential land uses in the project vicinity including UCSF student housing and multi-family dwellings north/west of the site. The UCSF hospital will also be considered a sensitive receptor. During construction, these and other nearby land uses would be exposed to elevated noise levels, particularly to noise generated by piledriving activities. ESA has recently conducted ambient noise measurements in support of the environmental review being prepared for the nearby UCSF LRDP project that would be used, as applicable, for the proposed GSW project. ESA would supplement this with other limited short- and/or long-term noise monitoring, as needed. If determined to be necessary, ESA will work with OCII and EP to determine the location and number of additional noise measurements; for the purpose of this scope of work, it is assumed that ESA will conduct no more than three long-term noise measurements and six short-term measurements. Construction noise impacts will be quantitatively analyzed relative to the City’s noise ordinance and applicable significance thresholds; construction vibration impacts from pile driving will also be analyzed. Operational noise impacts to be analyzed include stationary sources, crowd noise, entertainment noise, and project-generated traffic noise at up to 10 roadway segments. Tasks are anticipated to include measurement of existing ambient noise in the project site vicinity, including at the nearest sensitive receptors, and possibly additional measurements at appropriate locations to gather information on event facility noise conditions. Where required, feasible mitigation measures beyond those in the Mission Bay FSEIR will be identified.


· Air Quality (including Health Risk) — Both construction and operation of the project would result in air pollutant emissions. Construction activities would generate dust and diesel emissions (including diesel particulate matter, a toxic air contaminant). ESA will rely on an assessment of project construction and operational air emissions, and project-specific health risk assessment, to be prepared by the project sponsor’s consultant, Environ. (It is assumed that EP will review and approve a separate work scope for the air quality analysis, to be prepared by Environ; we further assume that if EP requires a stand-alone Air Quality Technical Report, this AQTR will be prepared by Environ.) ESA will collaborate with Environ as needed to ensure consistency in project understanding, and analysis methodology and approach, and will peer review Environ’s results for accuracy. ESA will use the assessment from Environ as a basis for writing the Air Quality (including Health Risks) section of the SEIR. The air quality analysis will also address construction dust, odor impacts, and consistency with the Clean Air Plan. Where required, feasible mitigation measures beyond those in the Mission Bay FSEIR will be identified.


· Greenhouse Gas Emissions — The City does not require quantification of estimated greenhouse gas emissions in CEQA analysis for construction or operation of a project. Rather, the approach to this analysis is to confirm that the project will be consistent with the City’s Strategies to Address Greenhouse Gas Emissions. This determination is made on the basis of a checklist developed by EP. Much of the information in the checklist—such as how the project will comply with various aspects of the City’s Green Building Ordinance, water conservation and stormwater requirements, and recycling and composting requirements—must be supplied by the project design team, to the extent that this information is available at the time that CEQA review is under way. ESA will complete the checklist in coordination with the project sponsor. However, it is noted that SB 743 processing requires documentation of no net additional  increase in greenhouse gas emissions, and therefore ESA will also coordinate the EIR’s greenhouse gas emissions analysis with the work being performed by Environ in support of the sponsor’s proposed processing of the project under SB743.


· Wind — Two potential options are provided for the Wind analyses, as follows: 


Option A. Peer Review of Wind-Tunnel Analysis and Preparation of SEIR Wind Section. Under this option, ESA will rely on an assessment of wind impacts – both direct project impacts and cumulative impacts  to be prepared by the project sponsor’s consultant, RWDI. ESA will consult with RWDI as needed to ensure consistency in project understanding, and analysis methodology and approach, and will peer review RWDI’s results for accuracy. It is assumed RWDI will conduct wind-tunnel testing of the project site, and prepare a wind technical report that will provide wind data results sufficient to evaluate project impacts in accordance with the requirements for wind analysis in the Design for Development. The wind technical memorandum prepared by RWDI will serve as the basis for the SEIR Wind section to be prepared by ESA. 


Option B. Wind-Tunnel Testing and Preparation of SEIR Wind Section. Under this option, ESA will conduct the wind assessment and also prepare the SEIR wind section using our in-house wind experts. Using ESA’s existing 1"=50' scale model of Mission Bay, ESA would build and add in a model of the Warriors project development proposed on Blocks 29 to 32 based on development plans from the Warriors. As needed, ESA would update and add any other future non-project cumulative development anticipated in the vicinity. ESA, in consultation with the City, will identify the number and location of wind test points to study. The model would be delivered to U.C. Davis’s wind tunnel facility, where the wind modeling would be conducted. Wind conditions will be analyzed for the existing setting, existing plus project conditions and cumulative conditions for primary wind directions. ESA will then prepare a technical memorandum that will document the approach, methods, assumptions, and results of the wind test. This memorandum will serve as the basis for the SEIR section on wind that ESA will also prepare.  If needed, feasible mitigation measures will be identified to address any significant wind impacts.


· Shadow — ESA will evaluate shadow effects consistent with the Design for Development’s guidelines for “Sunlight Access to Open Space,” and prepare the SEIR Shadow section. ESA will build a digital model of the proposed project and cast shadow on the potentially affected public and publicly accessible open spaces that could be affected, in particular, the planned Bayfront Park east of the project site and the realigned Terry Francois Boulevard, as well as UCSF-owned publicly accessible open space both north and south of Gene Friend Way. ESA will include in the analysis graphical illustrations of project shadow on locations and at times of the year and day to be determined in consultation with EP and OCII. At a minimum, it is assumed that net new shadow will be depicted on Bayfront Park. The Design for Development establishes a recommended limit for total shadow on Bayfront Park: no more than 20 percent of the overall park (extending from Mission Bay Commons south to Mariposa Street) should be continuously shaded for an hour or more during the period 10:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m., March to September. If needed, feasible mitigation measures will be identified to address any significant shadow impacts.


· Sea Level Rise/Flooding Effects — The project site is an area subject to the potential effects of sea level rise. ESA will review the latest available policy and research on sea level rise, including but not limited to, the 2012 National Research Council publication “Sea-Level Rise for the Coasts of California, Oregon, and Washington: Past, Present, and Future.” In consultation with City staff, ESA will identify the best sea level rise inundation maps available for the project area [if available, this may include the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC) sea level rise inundation maps for San Francisco’s Bay shoreline that are scheduled be published soon]. Based on this mapping, ESA will identify design year sea level rise for a range of potential sea level projections. ESA will consult with the sponsor to identify any design features proposed as part of the project to address sea level rise. As needed, ESA will identify feasible mitigation measures for addressing sea level rise, which may include preparation of a risk assessment by the sponsor and identification of additional potential design solutions and adaptation measures to avoid or minimize sea level rise effects.


· Utility Demands/Effects — The proposed project will generate a demand for water, generate wastewater and require wastewater and stormwater collection and treatment. In consultation with the OCII and SFPUC, ESA will update as needed the description of public utility system improvements serving the project site vicinity, and document if there are any known existing or future deficiencies in water supply/distribution using a Water Supply Assessment (WSA) prepared by the SFPUC, and wastewater/stormwater collection and treatment. Using existing information in the Mission Bay FSEIR, ESA will derive the estimated project site water demand/wastewater generation estimates originally assumed for the Block 29-32 project site in the Mission Bay FSEIR. The project sponsor’s engineers will provide ESA with a description of proposed utility system improvements to serve the project site, including proposed water utilities, water reduction measures/systems, wastewater collection utilities, stormwater collection, storage and/or treatment utilities; as well as projected utility demands for the project, including water demand, wastewater generation and stormflows. ESA will present preliminary utility information and results to, and consult with, City staff to determine what, if any, additional utilities information or analysis may be needed for the environmental document.


Optional Task: Hydrologic Modeling of Effects on the City’s Combined Sewer/Stormwater System. The above scope of work does not provide for any quantitative analysis using the Bayside Planning Model or other hydrologic model that may be recommended by OCII, EP and/or SFPUC to estimate potential changes in project/cumulative combined sewer flows and discharges. However, if based on the results of the preliminary tasks discussed above, OCII and EP determines that hydrologic modeling of the combined sewer/stormwater flows is required to quantify potential changes in effects on the combined system, ESA proposes to use Hydroconsult Engineers, Inc., to conduct this effort as an optional task. The scope of work for this task would be developed in consultation with OCII, EP and the project sponsor.


As discussed below, this scope of work assumes the project sponsor will process the project under SB 743. The eligibility of the proposed project under SB743 would provide that aesthetic impacts of the proposed project shall not be considered significant impacts on the environment. Accordingly, as was the approach for the Piers 30-32 site, the aesthetics impacts will not be analyzed in the Supplemental EIR. This work scope therefore does not include the preparation or inclusion of any visual simulations for the proposed project in the SEIR.


Based on preliminary discussions to date with EP and OCII, it is assumed that tThe SEIR will not require analysis of any new CEQA alternatives, but can instead can rely on the alternatives analysis in the Mission Bay FSEIR, as well as analyzing alternatives to the project under consideration in the Supplemental EIR. At this time, it is also assumed that the SEIR will describe and analyze one version of the proposed project only, and that there will be no Variants to the project.


Task 4. Prepare Administrative Draft Supplemental EIR #2 and Screencheck Draft Supplemental EIR 


This task consists of reviewing and responding to comments on the ADSEIR #1 and preparing an Administrative Draft Supplemental EIR #2 (ADSEIR #2). Following receipt of comments on ADSEIR #2, a Screencheck Draft SEIR will be submitted to OCII and EP, including the Environmental Review Officer (ERO), for review and final comment prior to publication. Three rounds of review are included in this task (review of ADSEIR #1, ADSEIR #2, and Screencheck Draft SEIR) as well as work sessions to resolve issues that arise with each round of review. (In this way, the work session to review/revise the Screencheck Draft will, in effect, produce a Printcheck Draft in the process of developing the Public Draft SEIR for printing and distribution.) The drafts may be prepared and reviewed in two groupings, A and B , with the later set (B) covering topics requiring longer preparation time, such as Transportation and Air Quality.  This proposal assumes review only by OCII, EP, City Attorney, other relevant City staff (e.g., MTA, SFPUC), and the project sponsor team. Additional review of any administrative draft EIR sections by any other entities – and ESA’s responding to those comments  is not provided for in the work scope, budget and schedule.


Task 5. Prepare and Distribute Draft SEIR and Conduct Public Hearings


ESA will prepare a Notice of Completion (NOC) and Notice of Availability (NOA) for distribution at the same time as issuance of the public Draft SEIR. In conjunction with OCII and EP, ESA will prepare a mailing list and distribute the NOAs and Draft SEIR to the mailing list, and send the NOC to the State Clearinghouse, along with either 15 copies of the Draft SEIR (likely in electronic form, along with printed copies of the summary). It is assumed ESA will print and distribute 125 copies of the Draft SEIR plus 200 CDs and 500 copies of the NOA. ESA will also be responsible for on-site posting of the NOA of the Draft SEIR for public review. At the time that the Draft SEIR is published, ESA will provide OCII and EP with a complete set of all references cited in the Draft SEIR in electronic format. ESA will assist OCII and EP in planning and preparing for a public hearing to receive oral comments on the Draft SEIR, including providing a court reporter at the hearing who will prepare transcripts to be used in responding to comments.


Task 6. Responses to Comments Document and MMRP


At this time, the number, nature, and extent of comments on the Draft SEIR cannot be predicted. ESA has assumed a reasonable budget sufficient to respond to a reasonable number of comments given the potentially controversial nature of the project, but for the purposes of this scope of work, we assume that responses will not require major new analysis in any resource area, any substantive changes to the Project Description, or any new quantitative analysis of a substantive nature. ESA will review, bracket/code, organize, and synthesize comments received on the Draft SEIR, including preparing a matrix of all comments received to facilitate preparation of responses. The matrix will identify the commenter, comment code, primary and secondary topic, person(s) responsible for preparing the response, additional information needs, and issues to be resolved, and the matrix can be sorted as needed for various purposes. Consistent with EP format, the Responses to Comments (RTC) document will be organized by resource topic, and ESA will work with the project sponsor, OCII, EP, and other City staff as applicable to strategize in the most efficient way to prepare responses and structure the RTC document. Similar to the process for the Draft SEIR, the RTC will require preparation of two rounds of the administrative draft RTC document for iterative review and comment before preparing and distributing the public RTC document. At the time that the RTC document is published, ESA will provide OCII and EP with an updated set of all references cited in the Draft SEIR and RTC document in electronic format. 


Following publication of the RTC document, ESA will prepare the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) as required by CEQA and consistent with OCII and EP requirements.  We assumed one round of review for the MMRP.


ESA will print 75 hard copies of the RTC document, 100 CD copies, and 10 copies of the MMRP. 


Task 7. SEIR Certification, Appeal, Final SEIR, and Notice of Determination 


ESA will assist OCII prior to and during the certification hearing on the Final SEIR before the OCII Commission, providing technical and administrative assistance as needed. It is assumed that the OCII will be responsible for preparing the CEQA Findings. Following certification of the SEIR, this scope of work assumes at least one appeal of the SEIR certification will be filed to the San Francisco Board of Supervisors (BOS), as the legislative body for the Successor Agency. ESA will provide technical and administrative support to OCII and EP during the appeal process, including preparation of draft and final appeal response materials and attendance and support at the appeal hearing; this scope of work assumed that certain issues would require discussion/clarification and response during the appeal process but no additional analysis will be required. It is assumed that the project sponsor will be responsible for all filing fees, including the California Department of Fish and Wildlife CEQA fees.


Following filing of the NOD, ESA, will prepare a consolidated Final SEIR that combines and integrates the contents of the Draft SEIR and the RTC document. 


Task 8. Project Management and Meetings


This task covers regular progress meetings and/or conference calls as well as day-to-day coordination and consultation with the project sponsor, design team, OCII, EP, and other CCSF staff; formal and informal meetings; and additional administrative duties, including subconsultant coordination. The ESA team will coordinate work efforts, maintain consistency in project understanding and approach, maintain action item lists and information requests, address and respond to issues as they arise, and distribute the project information needed for preparation of the CEQA documentation. For all CEQA meetings and work sessions, ESA will prepare an agenda prior to the meeting.  


This task also includes monitoring project status in terms of staffing, budget, schedule, and coordinating the work of all subconsultants. ESA will prepare updates to the project schedule on a weekly basis, or more frequently, if neededas needed. 


Task 9. Administrative Record and SB 743 Compliance Support


The project sponsor is proposing to apply for certification of the project under SB 743. Among other requirements, SB 743 requires preparation of an electronic administrative record concurrently with the administrative process (including placement on the internet) and certification of the final administrative record within specific timeframes. ESA will manage the administrative record process for this project and provide SB 743 compliance support.


A detailed description of ESA’s proposed scope for preparation, management of the Administrative Record and SB 743 compliance support is presented in Attachment B. Within 10 days of the Governor certifying the environmental leadership development project, ESA will prepare and distribute the public notice that the applicant has elected to proceed under Chapter 6.5 of the Public Resources Code. For purposes of scoping/costing, it is assumed the Administrative Record for this project under SB 743 begins with submittal of an application for the new Environmental Evaluation (EE) Application review of the project to OCII, and will be maintained until the City renders a final decision on the project. If desired by the City, ESA would establish and maintain a project-specific email address for the receipt of electronic documents submitted. If requested, ESA can also include ESA’s physical address and/or facsimile address in all forthcoming project notices for the receipt of printed materials which ESA would then convert to an electronic format. All documents received will be indexed and organized by ESA as outlined in Attachment B. The Administrative Record will include an Administrative Record Index that includes live links to all indexed documents as well as the documents themselves. OCII and EP shall approve the format of Administrative Record Index, and prepare and/or approve the process for which project materials shall be included in the Administrative Record. 


ESA will support the OCII and the City in making all documents and other Administrative Record materials available to the public in a readily accessible, downloadable electronic format. As directed by OCII and EP, the City would host a link to its website that would direct users to an off-site, cloud-based server, which we assume will need to be in operation from publication of the Draft SEIR through a final decision on the project. ESA will design and build the user interface page (format and content to be approved by the OCII and EP), providing background information about the project and the CEQA process as well as access to the Administrative Record. ESA’s Website Lead will design, build, maintain, and troubleshoot the site. Commencing with the date of the release of the Draft SEIR, ESA will upload a current Administrative Record Index and electronic copy of submitted documents within the prescribed timelines outlined in Attachment B. ESA will provide the final Index and Administrative Record materials for the City’s certification so that the City can meet the statutory obligation to certify the final Administrative Record within five days of project approval.
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ATTACHMENT B
SCOPE OF WORK: ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD AND SB 743 COMPLIANCE SUPPORT


Prepare and Distribute Notice that Applicant has Elected to Proceed under Chapter 6.5 of the Public Resources Code


ESA, in consultation with the project sponsor team, OCII and EP, will prepare the public notice required by Public Resources Code section 21187 that the applicant has elected to proceed under Chapter 6.5 of the Public Resources Code. Pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21187, within 10 days of the Governor certifying the environmental leadership development project, the City must issue a notice in no less than 12-point type stating the following:


“THE APPLICANT HAS ELECTED TO PROCEED UNDER CHAPTER 6.5 (COMMENCING WITH SECTION 21178) OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE, WHICH PROVIDES, AMONG OTHER THINGS, THAT ANY JUDICIAL ACTION CHALLENGING THE CERTIFICATION OF THE EIR OR THE APPROVAL OF THE PROJECT DESCRIBED IN THE EIR IS SUBJECT TO THE PROCEDURES SET FORTH IN SECTIONS 21185 TO 21186, INCLUSIVE OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE. A COPY OF CHAPTER 6.5 (COMMENCING WITH SECTION 21178) OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE IS INCLUDED BELOW.”


ESA will also develop a mailing list for the project in consultation with, and using mailing list information provided by, OCII and EP. ESA will conduct mailing of the notice as well. The public notice shall be distributed as required for public notices pursuant to Section 21092(b)(3) – the same as that required for a Notice of Preparation of an EIR. 


Administrative Record Preparation and Maintenance


ESA will prepare the Administrative Record for the project concurrently with the City’s CEQA administrative process based on information generated by ESA as well as input and materials received from the City and project sponsor.


It is assumed the Administrative Record for this project begins with submittal of the Environmental Evaluation (EE) Application in June 2014, and ESA will maintain the Administrative Record until the City renders a final decision on the project. For purposes of costing, it is assumed that ESA’s Administrative Record Lead’s duties would continue through September 2015 (the estimated amount of time to complete the environmental review and entitlements process for the project.)


The Administrative Record will include an Administrative Record Index, prepared in Excel, that would include live links to all indexed documents as well as to the documents themselves. A sample Administrative Record Index to be used for the project is included in Table 1, below. It is assumed the OCII, EP and project sponsor will review and confirm that the proposed index format is acceptable for this project prior to ESA’s formal setup and use of this index.


Based on input provided by the OCII and the City, ESA will establish and maintain the CEQA administrative record of all materials determined to be appropriate for inclusion. ESA will establish and maintain a project-specific email address for the receipt of documents prepared by or on behalf of the OCII and the City; submitted by the project sponsor; and provided by other agencies, interested organizations, and members of the public. Documents delivered to the project email box will generally be indexed and organized by ESA within two business days of receipt. The preferred format for all documents to be included in the Administrative Record is a downloadable electronic format in pdf format. However, if the OCII and the City requests, ESA can include ESA’s physical address in all forthcoming project notices for the delivery of printed materials; and can also include ESA’s facsimile address in all project notices as an additional delivery option. Documents received by either of these methods that do not duplicate previously received electronic copies would be scanned or otherwise converted to an electronic format, indexed, and organized, generally within four business days of receipt.


ESA will support the OCII and the City in making all documents and other Administrative Record materials available to the public in a readily accessible, downloadable electronic format via a website maintained by the City (Pub. Res. Code §21186(b)). ESA proposes to outsource file storage to a hosted cloud-based server farm that would provide up to 30 GB capacity, managed application infrastructure, public access 24/7, and back-up of all files. ESA will work closely with the OCII and the City to make sure the site has a look and feel that is similar to or seamless relative to other City website products.


· The City would host a link on the a City website (as directed by OCII and the City) that would direct users to an off-site server. It would appear to members of the public viewing materials on-line that they have remained on the City’s website.


· ESA will design and build the user interface page (format and content to be approved by the OCII and the City). The page will provide background information about the project and the CEQA process as well as access to the Administrative Record. ESA’s word processing staff would optimize the files for website viewing; ESA’s website lead will design, build, maintain, and troubleshoot the site over the anticipated length of time between issuance of the Draft SEIR and the City’s certification of the Administrative Record.


· Commencing with the date of the release of the Draft SEIR:


· Lead Agency and project sponsor documents: ESA will upload a current Administrative Record Index and electronic copy of documents prepared by the City or submitted by the project sponsor within five (5) business days of receiving such a document (Pub. Res. Code §21186(d)).


· Public comments received in an electronic format: ESA will upload a current Administrative Record Index and electronic copy of documents provided by other agencies and members of the public in an electronic format within five (5) business days of receiving such a document (Pub. Res. Code §21186(e)).


· Public comments not in an electronic format: ESA will upload a current Administrative Record Index and electronic copy of documents provided by other agencies and members of the public not in an electronic format within seven (7) business days of receiving such a document (Pub. Res. Code §21186(f)).


· Pursuant to Pub. Res. Code §21186(g), for those documents submitted to or relied on by the City that were not prepared specifically for the project and are copyright protected are not required to be made readily accessible in an electronic format, but will be included in the Administrative Record Index. ESA will upload a current Administrative Record Index of the copyright protected documents provided by other agencies and members of the public in an electronic format within five (5) business days of receiving such a document. The Administrative Record Index will specify the library or lead agency offices in which hardcopies of the copyrighted materials are available for public review.


· The site would be hosted by a third-party contractor and maintained by ESA for an assumed duration of 12 months (i.e., from release of the Draft SEIR through the completion of the entitlements process for the project). The site would be available to the public the same day that the Notice of Completion of the Draft SEIR is received by the State Clearinghouse and would be maintained through the end of the calendar month in which the City issues its final decision on the project.


Certification of the Administrative Record


ESA will provide the final Index and Administrative Record materials for the City’s certification within two (2) days of the City’s decision on the project so that the City may meet the statutory obligation to certify the final Administrative Record within five (5) days of project approval (Pub. Res. Code §21186(g)).
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Green, Andrea (CPC)
Subject: RE: John and Jennifer Availability
Date: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 4:37:00 PM


Andrea – could you please hold 9-12 on the 15th.  John will be a maybe and we’ll tie down the two
hour period once I hear back from Jennifer Matz tomorrow.  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: Green, Andrea (CPC) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 4:27 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: John and Jennifer Availability
 


John’s number is 558-6411 or his cell is 518-8130….
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 4:16 PM
To: Green, Andrea (CPC)
Subject: RE: John and Jennifer Availability
 
Will do – what number should I call him at?  It may be good to just go ahead and do the 9AM –


11AM or 10AM-12PM in the 15th and we can figure out any future meetings when we have folks in
the room again (waiting to confirm directly from Jennifer if she needs to shift from a 9 to 10AM
start).  However, I need to make sure the Warriors folks can shift from 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: Green, Andrea (CPC) 



mailto:andrea.green@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/





Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 1:25 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: John and Jennifer Availability
 


Hey there, again, Catherine,
 
John would like for you to either email or call him regarding the purpose of having him,
Jennifer and Tiffany meet on a regular basis.
 
Thanks,
Andrea
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 9:49 AM
To: Green, Andrea (CPC)
Subject: RE: John and Jennifer Availability
 
Andrea – is there a better time where John has a couple hours open on a regular basis (this will be a
semi-regular meeting for another month or two, so may not be bad to find a time that would work
for him generally, along with the rest).  I think the outside folks would prefer beginning/ending of
the week, so let me know what the Monday/Friday’s look like.  It may be that we just keep to this
time, but can give it a go.


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: Green, Andrea (CPC) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 3:52 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: John and Jennifer Availability
 


Hey there, Catherine,
 
The date/time is not ideal for John, but, if that date/time works for the others, I will move
around a couple of his standing meetings.
 
Andrea



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/





 
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 3:37 PM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Green, Andrea (CPC)
Subject: RE: John and Jennifer Availability
 
Would she have 2 hours at that time?  Andrea – would that work for John?  Need to check with
Tiffany as well, but I am open.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 3:36 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Green, Andrea (CPC)
Subject: RE: John and Jennifer Availability
 
Hi Catherine,
 
Would it be possible to start at 10am?
 
Thanks,
 
Phillip C. Wong
--
Project Assistant |OEWD
Office: 415-554-6512
Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 3:29 PM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Green, Andrea (CPC)
Subject: John and Jennifer Availability
 
Phillip/Andrea – could you please let me know if John and Jennifer are available on Tuesday July 15
from 9-11AM.  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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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/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
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From: Alix Rosenthal
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Sorry for the emails
Date: Tuesday, June 17, 2014 3:40:45 PM


No problem! 


The Warriors ended my contract since they don’t need as much political help with the move. I’m not sure 
who will be handling public art for the Warriors – probably Kate Aufhauser and Clark Miller. 


I hope our paths cross again sometime! 


Alix 


From: <Reilly>, "Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
Date: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 at 10:46 AM
To: Alix Rosenthal <arosenthal@warriors.com>
Subject: Sorry for the emails


I was grabbing the wrong Alix for the Block 1 project.  Apologies!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gary Oates; Karl  Heisler; Joyce
Subject: Preliminary Scope of Work for SEIR for GSW Project in Mission Bay
Date: Tuesday, July 15, 2014 11:39:59 AM
Attachments: Preliminary SOW for GSW_Mission Bay_07-15-14.pdf


Catherine and Chris:
 
Attached is ESA’s preliminary scope of work for CEQA services for the proposed Golden State
Warriors Event Center Development in Mission Bay; we have copied Clarke Miller at Strada on the
preliminary scope of work as well.  Please review; we are happy to answer any questions regarding
this preliminary scope of work from you or Clarke should they arise. 
 
We look forward to working with the City and the Warriors on this important project.
 
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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July 15, 2014 
 
 
To: Catherine Reilly Chris Kern 



Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure San Francisco Planning Department 
One South Van Ness Avenue Environmental Planning Division 
5th Floor 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 
San Francisco, CA 94103 San Francisco, CA 94103 



 
Cc: Clarke Miller 



Strada Investment Group 
100 Spear Street, Suite 2080 
San Francisco, CA 94105 



 
Subject: Preliminary Scope of Work for CEQA Services for the proposed Golden State Warriors Event 



Center Development in Mission Bay 
 



Environmental Science Associates (ESA) submits herein a preliminary scope of work for environmental review 
services for the proposed Golden State Warriors (GSW) event center development within the Mission Bay South 
Redevelopment Area (proposed project or project). We understand that the City’s Office of Community 
Investment and Infrastructure (OCII), as the CEQA lead agency, in cooperation with the San Francisco Planning 
Department, Environmental Planning (EP) Division, has determined that a Supplemental Environmental Impact 
Report (Supplemental EIR) is required, and that the Supplemental EIR will be tiered from the Final Mission Bay 
Subsequent EIR (1998). Further, we understand the OCII and EP will be responsible for day-to-day project 
management of the environmental review process in accordance with a Memorandum of Agreement to be 
executed between those two City agencies. Thus, ESA is submitting this preliminary scope of work for review 
and approval by OCII and EP, with input from the Project Sponsor, represented by Strada Investment Group. 



In general, we understand the project, proposed on Blocks 29 to 32 of the Mission Bay South Redevelopment 
Area, will consist of an event center with a seating capacity the same as that proposed previously on Piers 30-32, 
two small live-performance theaters, office development, retail development, and parking facilities on the 12-acre 
project site in Mission Bay. A number of project details are still under development. 



We also understand that the EIR would provide the environmental information necessary to support several 
discretionary actions to be considered by the OCII Commission, including approval of a Major Phase application 
and an amendment to the Mission Bay South Design for Development and the Mission Bay South Owner 
Participation Agreement, as well as one discretionary action by the San Francisco Planning Commission, namely 
the approval of allocation of office space under the City’s Office Development Annual Limit. 



ESA Team and Staffing 



The ESA team will be led by Paul Mitchell and Karl Heisler, as Project Manager and Project Director, 
respectively; Gary Oates will serve as Principal-in-Charge. Joyce Hsiao, with Orion Environmental Associates 
will serve as senior technical coordinator and advisor. Brian Boxer, ESA’s Community Development Practice 
Leader and the Project Manager for the recently completed Sacramento Kings Arena EIR, will also be available to 
provide senior technical review as necessary. Karl and Gary will serve as spokespeople for ESA at public hearings 
related to the project. This management team will be supported by a host of technical specialists, who are largely 
in-house ESA staff, with experience in numerous San Francisco development projects, and all of whom worked 
on the previous event center development proposed at Piers 30-32. ESA proposes to include the services of 
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several specialty subconsultants, all of whom ESA has worked with on the previous event center development 
proposed at Piers 30-32. These subconsultants include: Orion Environmental Associates (hydrology and water 
quality); Fehr and Peers Transportation Consultants, Adavant Consulting and LCW Consulting (transportation). 
In addition Hydroconsult Engineers, Inc. is included as an optional subconsultant, if requested (for assistance with 
developing combined sewer/stormwater calculations). All of these subconsultants will be used in a focused 
manner with their particular specialty and experience, appropriate to the level of detail needed for this 
Supplemental EIR. It should be noted that Orion Environmental Associates, Adavant Consulting, LCW 
Consulting and Hydroconsult Engineers, Inc. are all Local Business Enterprise (LBE)-certified by City. 



Background 



Regulation in Mission Bay South 



The San Francisco Board of Supervisors established the Mission Bay North and South Redevelopment project 
areas in November 1998, covering 303 acres of land south of downtown between the San Francisco Bay and 
Interstate 280. The Mission Bay development program, of which some phases have been completed or are 
currently under construction, includes housing, office/life science/biotechnology commercial space, a UCSF 
research campus and hospital complex, city and neighborhood-serving retail space, a hotel, and a range of 
community facilities. 



OCII, as the Successor Agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency since 2012, is authorized to 
implement the Mission Bay development program. OCII is governed by two bodies, the Oversight Board of the 
Successor Agency (which oversees certain fiscal management of former Redevelopment Agency assets) and the 
Commission on Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII Commission, which exercises land use, 
development and design approval authority for the Major Approved Development Projects). Although OCII, as 
the Successor Agency, is a separate legal entity from the City and County of San Francisco, pursuant to state law, 
the San Francisco Board of Supervisors is the legislative body of the Successor Agency. The Board of 
Supervisors has delegated to the OCII Commission, among other powers, the authority to act in place of the 
Redevelopment Agency to implement surviving redevelopment projects, including Mission Bay. 



The proposed development would be primarily regulated by the Redevelopment Plan for the Mission Bay South 
Redevelopment Project (South Plan), the Mission Bay South Design for Development (South Design for 
Development), and the Mission Bay South Owner Participation Agreement (South OPA). The South Plan, adopted 
in 1998 and last amended in 2013, provides objectives and basic land use controls within the project area. The South 
Design for Development is a companion document to the South Plan, and provides specific land use controls 
standards and regulates height, bulk, setbacks, coverage, streetwalls, view corridors, open space, parking and other 
design issues. The standards of the South Design for Development supersede the San Francisco Planning Code in its 
entirety, except as otherwise provided in the South Plan. The South OPA establishes binding contractual rights and 
obligations for reviewing and approving private and public development for Mission Bay South, including 
specifying maximum development rights, timing of infrastructure and parks, provision of affordable housing, and 
programs to diversify the workforce. Other regulatory documents that apply to private developments in Mission Bay 
South include the Mission Bay South Streetscape Master Plan and the Mission Bay South Signage Master Plan. 
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Mission Bay Final Subsequent EIR (Mission Bay FSEIR) 



In October 1998, the San Francisco Board of Supervisors affirmed certification of the Mission Bay Final Subsequent 
EIR (Mission Bay FSEIR) by the Redevelopment Agency and Planning Commission, and adopted environmental 
findings (and a statement of overriding considerations). The Mission Bay FSEIR is a program EIR under CEQA 
Guidelines 15168 and a redevelopment plan EIR under CEQA Guidelines 15180. The Mission Bay FSEIR includes 
a series of mitigation measures that apply to various development stages for projects in Mission Bay, and a 
comprehensive system for mitigation monitoring was established. Since 1998, there have been nine addenda to the 
Mission Bay FSEIR (completed between 2000 and 2013) for specific developments within Mission Bay that 
required additional environmental review of specific issues beyond those that were covered in the Mission Bay 
FSEIR; in all of these cases, none of the conditions triggering a Subsequent or Supplemental EIR were met.  



Prior Proposals at the Project Site 



The GSW project site at Blocks 29 to 32 has been the subject of prior development proposals, including a 
development proposed by Alexandria Real Estate Equities, Inc., and most recently a development proposal by 
Salesforce.com (Salesforce). The Salesforce proposal envisioned a variety of uses on the project site (and certain 
adjacent and nearby parcels), including office development (as allocated by the Planning Commission under 
Proposition M), retail (including restaurant) space, childcare facilities and parking on Blocks 29 to 32. 



Under both previous proposals, the OCII Commission determined that the projects were within the scope of the 
project analyzed in the Mission Bay FSEIR and addenda and that no additional environmental review was 
required; hence, OCII adopted findings and approved Major Phase applications for both projects. The Planning 
Commission also completed office development allocations subject to Proposition M for the Alexandria proposal, 
but not for Salesforce. However, neither of these development proposals ultimately occurred on the project site.  



Proposed GSW Project 



Understanding of the Project 



In April 2014, the GSW entered into a contract with Salesforce to purchase an approximately 12-acre site located 
within the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Project Area of San Francisco. This partially developed site 
consists of Blocks 29 to 32, and is bounded by Third Street on the west, 16th Street on the south, South Street on 
the north, and roughly by the future planned realigned Terry Francois Boulevard on the east. Paved surface 
metered parking facilities containing 675 parking spaces operate in the west and north portions of the site (Lots B 
and E, respectively). Just east of, and adjacent to, Parking Lot B is a depressed basin where stormwater runoff 
from the central–south portion of the project site is directed to and retained in. 



The GSW propose to develop approximately 1.7 million square feet of development, including a 720,000 square-
foot event center (including GSW practice facilities); two small theaters encompassing 27,000 square feet; 
approximately 550,000 square feet of office uses; 65,000 square feet of retail space; and 336,000 square feet of 
parking and loading. The GSW have preliminarily indicated that operation of the proposed event center would be 
similar in function to that previously proposed at the Piers 30-32 site, hosting the GSW basketball team during the 
NBA season, and providing a year-round venue for other events, including concerts, family shows, other sporting 
events, cultural events, conference and conventions. The proposed office development could include research and 
development, and biotechnical uses. The retail uses are anticipated to be restaurant uses (both sit-down and quick-
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serve) and in-line retail The Project Sponsor desires to have the development constructed and in operation no later 
than the National Basketball Association (NBA) 2017-18 season. 



Proposed GSW Project Approvals 



The GSW project would require approval by the OCII Commission of a new Major Phase for Blocks 29 to 32 to 
identify the specific uses, intensities of development, height, bulk and massing. Prior to approval, a Major Phase is 
referred to the Planning Department for review and comment. Following Major Phase approval, the GSW project 
would also require approval by the OCII Commission of individual Combined Basic Concept and Schematic 
Designs (Schematic Designs) for each building and private open spaces. Schematic Designs are also referred to the 
Planning Department for review and comment. Schematic Designs including office development will also require 
Planning Commission action to release office space from the citywide Proposition M office allocation pool. 



OCII has indicated that the proposed event center can be permitted as an allowed secondary use (Assembly and 
Entertainment: Nighttime Entertainment and/or Recreation Building) in the South Plan, and consequently, would 
not require an amendment to the South Plan. OCII indicates modifications to other design- and infrastructure-
related documents, such as the South Design for Development, Mission Bay South Signage Master Plan, and 
Mission Bay South Infrastructure Plan, would be required, as applicable. 



Environmental Review for GSW Project 



OCII has determined that the proposed GSW project in Mission Bay will require preparation of a focused 
Supplemental EIR to the Mission Bay FSEIR. Section 15163 of the CEQA Guidelines indicates that 
Supplemental EIRs may be used in cases if 1) any of the conditions described in the requirements that trigger a 
Subsequent EIR are met; and 2) only minor additions or changes would be necessary to make the previous EIR 
adequately apply to the project in the changed situation. Furthermore, Section 15163 indicates that Supplemental 
EIRs need contain only the information necessary to make the previous EIR adequate for the project as revised.  



Based on our preliminary understanding of the project, it is assumed that the Supplemental EIR for the GSW 
project in Mission Bay would focus on the following environmental topics for detailed environmental analysis: 
Transportation, Air Quality (including Health Risks), Greenhouse Gases, Noise and Vibration, Wind, Shadow, 
and certain issues associated with Hydrology (sea level rise and flooding), Utilities (water and wastewater), and 
potentially Public Services (police and fire). The work scopes for these environmental topics are addressed under 
Task 3, below. It is assumed all other environmental topics would be addressed in lesser detail in an Initial Study, 
as described in Task 2, below. As described below, the topic of Aesthetics is not proposed to be addressed in the 
SEIR, consistent with the proposed processing of the project under SB 743. 



Tasks for Completion of the CEQA Environmental Review Process 



The ESA team will conduct all activities and documentation required under the CEQA environmental review 
process in conjunction with, and under the direction of, OCII and EP, and consistent with procedures and format 
as directed by these agencies. 



Task 1. Prepare Notice of Preparation, Distribute Notice of Preparation/Initial Study, and Public Scoping  



The City has requested preparation of a Notice of Preparation (NOP) to be prepared for the GSW project. ESA, in 
consultation with the project sponsor team, OCII and EP, will prepare the NOP for the project. The NOP will 











 



Preliminary Scope of Work for CEQA Services for the proposed 
Golden State Warriors Event Center Development in Mission Bay 



 



Catherine Reilly; Chris Kern 
July 15, 2014 
Page 5 



 



contain all information as required by the CEQA Guidelines Section 15082, and consistent with environmental 
review guidelines of the City. The City has also requested preparation of an Initial Study that would accompany 
the NOP; see Prepare Initial Study under Task 2, below. 



ESA will develop a mailing distribution list for the project in consultation with, and using mailing list information 
provided by, OCII and EP. ESA will conduct mailing of the NOP/ as requested by the City EP and OCII. It is 
assumed ESA will print and distribute 250 copies of the NOP, and 30 copies of the NOP with Initial Study, plus 
100 CDs. ESA shall provide an electronic file of the NOP/Initial Study for posting on the Planning Department 
and/or OCII website. 



The City has requested that a public scoping meeting occur for the project. ESA will attend the public scoping 
meeting. ESA will also arrange for a court reporter at the scoping meeting who will prepare transcripts. 



Following the close of the 30-day public review period for the NOP, ESA will review and catalog responses to the 
comments received on the NOP, and provide this summary to the City. 



Task 2. Prepare Initial Study 



The City has requested preparation of an Initial Study that will accompany the NOP. The Initial Study format, 
including, but not limited to, the environmental checklist items to be addressed and the comparative 
determinations, shall be approved by EP and OCII. The checklist will be adapted from the standard checklist to 
address the inquiry required under CEQA Guidelines Sections 15162 and 15163; that is, whether the project 
would result in new or substantially more severe significant effects than those identified in the Mission Bay 
FSEIR. This work scope assumes the following environmental topics (except where indicated otherwise, below) 
will be addressed in the Initial Study, in lesser detail than those items to be addressed in the SEIR: 



 Land Use 
 Population and Housing 
 Cultural Resources 
 Recreation 
 Utilities and Service Systems  



(excluding water and wastewater) 
 Public Services (excluding police and fire) 



 Biological Resources
 Geology and Soils 
 Hydrology and Water Quality  



(excluding sea level rise and flooding) 
 Hazards and Hazardous Materials 
 Mineral and Energy Resources 
 Agricultural and Forest Resources 



 
The proposed approach in the Initial Study for addressing each of the above topics is to first summarize how each 
of these topics were addressed for the Mission Bay project in the Mission Bay FSEIR, including identifying any 
applicable mitigation measures from the Mission Bay FSEIR, and conclusions reached regarding significance of 
effects. The Initial Study will then analyze the proposed project pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15163 to 
determine if the proposed changes, circumstances under which the project is undertaken, or new information 
would lead to new or more severe significant environmental effects. 



The Initial Study will not contain any detailed information or analysis for those environmental topics to be 
addressed in detail in the SEIR (i.e., transportation and circulation, air quality (including health risk), greenhouse 
gases noise and vibration, wind and shadow), unless there is a specific issue(s) from those topics that can be 











 



Preliminary Scope of Work for CEQA Services for the proposed 
Golden State Warriors Event Center Development in Mission Bay 



 



Catherine Reilly; Chris Kern 
July 15, 2014 
Page 6 



 



clearly focused out in the Initial Study. However, the Initial Study will inform the reader that the respective 
environmental topics will be addressed in full detail in the SEIR. 



While, as noted above, the topics to be addressed in the Initial Study are largely not anticipated to require a 
quantitative analysis, the City has preliminarily identified certain environmental issues, including sea level 
rise/flooding effects, utility demand/effects, and effects on police and fire protection services, that will merit a 
more quantitative and detailed analysis. For purposes of this work scope, it is assumed these issues will be 
addressed in the SEIR (unless, time permitting, these discrete issues can be included in the Initial Study). A scope 
for these issues is presented under Task 3, below. 



ESA will prepare an administrative draft #1 Initial Study for review and comment by OCII, EP, and the project 
sponsor. We will then respond to and incorporate all comments into administrative draft #2 Initial Study, followed 
by preparation of a screencheck draft Initial Study, for a total of three rounds of review. Following receipt of 
comments on the screencheck draft Initial Study, ESA will prepare the final Initial Study for public distribution 
with the NOP.  



Task 3. Prepare Administrative Draft Supplemental EIR #1 



ESA will prepare an Administrative Draft Supplemental EIR #1 (ADSEIR #1) that will include the topics and 
environmental issues listed below, with the exception of the administrative draft project description, which will be 
submitted in advance of the ADSEIR #1 for review. A brief discussion of the level of detail for each section is 
also shown below, in the order in which they will appear in the Draft Supplemental EIR. All resource topics will 
include an analysis of cumulative impacts based on an assessment of other past, present, and reasonably 
foreseeable projects in the vicinity that could contribute to effects on the same resources, including, where 
applicable, citywide and regional growth projections and specific major projects that could affect resources also 
affected by the project, as set forth in EP guidance for cumulative impact analysis. ESA will work with OCII and 
EP to develop the list of projects and assumptions to consider for the various cumulative analyses. For each area 
of cumulative analysis, ESA will describe the relevant geographic area of impact; will identify cumulative 
impacts to which both the project and other projects would contribute; will determine if the project’s incremental 
contribution to each such impact is cumulatively considerable; and, where applicable, will identify feasible 
mitigation measures to reduce the project’s contribution to the cumulative significant impact. 



Based on discussions with Strada, and as further discussed below, it is our understanding that certain technical 
studies and analyses will be conducted by the sponsor’s consultant, including quantitative air quality emissions 
estimates and health risk assessment (to be conducted by Environ), and a wind study (assumed to be conducted by 
RWDI but could be done by ESA as an option) that will serve as a basis for information in developing the 
respective Supplemental EIR sections. Nevertheless, working together the sponsor’s consultants, ESA’s own in-
house technical experts, will prepare the actual Air Quality (including Health Risks), Greenhouse Gas, Wind, and 
Shadow sections of the Supplemental EIR. 



 Introduction — This section will include a description of the purpose and function of the Supplemental 
EIR, CEQA environmental review process, and summary of public comments received during the scoping 
period. 
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 Project Description — The project description will be based in part on the project description prepared for 
the NOP, and expanded as needed for the focused environmental analysis as additional project detail is made 
available by the sponsor team. It is expected that the level of detail for the Supplemental EIR project 
description would be commensurate with the overall level of detail that is typically used for Major Phase 
submittals in Mission Bay South, along with appropriate construction/operational-related information needed 
to conduct quantitative impact analyses, where relevant (e.g., transportation, air quality). The project 
description will include project objectives. Upon receipt of comments received on the first administrative draft 
project description, it is assumed that there would be no further substantive changes to the project description. 



 Plans and Policies — Relevant OCII and City documents to be reviewed to identify apparent conflicts with 
the project would include, but not be limited to, the Redevelopment Plan for the Mission Bay South 
Redevelopment Project, South Design for Development, San Francisco General Plan, the City’s 
Sustainability Plan, Climate Action Plan, Better Streets Plan, and Bicycle Plan. Applicable federal, regional 
and/or state plans/policies to be discussed would include, but not limited to, those of the California 
Regional Water Quality Control Board, Bay Area Air Quality Management District, and Association of Bay 
Area Governments; as well as applicable legislation, such as Senate Bill 743 (SB 743). 



 Transportation and Circulation — See Attachment A, Transportation Scope of Work from Fehr and 
Peers, Adavant Consulting and LCW Consulting. 



 Noise and Vibration — Although the project site is in a primarily commercial area, there are certain 
existing/proposed residential land uses in the project vicinity including UCSF student housing and multi-
family dwellings north/west of the site. The UCSF hospital will also be considered a sensitive receptor. 
During construction, these and other nearby land uses would be exposed to elevated noise levels, 
particularly to noise generated by pile-driving activities. ESA has recently conducted ambient noise 
measurements in support of the environmental review being prepared for the nearby UCSF LRDP project 
that would be used, as applicable, for the proposed GSW project. ESA would supplement this with other 
limited short- and/or long-term noise monitoring, as needed. If determined to be necessary, ESA will work 
with OCII and EP to determine the location and number of additional noise measurements; for the purpose 
of this scope of work, it is assumed that ESA will conduct no more than three long-term noise 
measurements and six short-term measurements. Construction noise impacts will be quantitatively analyzed 
relative to the City’s noise ordinance and applicable significance thresholds; construction vibration impacts 
from pile driving will also be analyzed. Operational noise impacts to be analyzed include stationary 
sources, crowd noise, entertainment noise, and project-generated traffic noise at up to 10 roadway 
segments. Tasks are anticipated to include measurement of existing ambient noise in the project site 
vicinity, including at the nearest sensitive receptors, and possibly additional measurements at appropriate 
locations to gather information on event facility noise conditions. Where required, feasible mitigation 
measures beyond those in the Mission Bay FSEIR will be identified. 



 Air Quality (including Health Risk) — Both construction and operation of the project would result in air 
pollutant emissions. Construction activities would generate dust and diesel emissions (including diesel 
particulate matter, a toxic air contaminant). ESA will rely on an assessment of project construction and 
operational air emissions, and project-specific health risk assessment, to be prepared by the project 
sponsor’s consultant, Environ. (It is assumed that EP will review and approve a separate work scope for the 
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air quality analysis, to be prepared by Environ; we further assume that if EP requires a stand-alone Air 
Quality Technical Report, this AQTR will be prepared by Environ.) ESA will collaborate with Environ as 
needed to ensure consistency in project understanding, and analysis methodology and approach, and will 
peer review Environ’s results for accuracy. ESA will use the assessment from Environ as a basis for writing 
the Air Quality (including Health Risks) section of the SEIR. The air quality analysis will also address 
construction dust, odor impacts, and consistency with the Clean Air Plan. Where required, feasible 
mitigation measures beyond those in the Mission Bay FSEIR will be identified. 



 Greenhouse Gas Emissions — The City does not require quantification of estimated greenhouse gas 
emissions in CEQA analysis for construction or operation of a project. Rather, the approach to this analysis is 
to confirm that the project will be consistent with the City’s Strategies to Address Greenhouse Gas Emissions. 
This determination is made on the basis of a checklist developed by EP. Much of the information in the 
checklist—such as how the project will comply with various aspects of the City’s Green Building Ordinance, 
water conservation and stormwater requirements, and recycling and composting requirements—must be 
supplied by the project design team, to the extent that this information is available at the time that CEQA 
review is under way. ESA will complete the checklist in coordination with the project sponsor. However, it is 
noted that SB 743 processing requires documentation of no increase in greenhouse gas emissions, and 
therefore ESA will also coordinate the EIR’s greenhouse gas emissions analysis with the work being 
performed by Environ in support of the sponsor’s proposed processing of the project under SB743. 



 Wind — Two potential options are provided for the Wind analyses, as follows:  



Option A. Peer Review of Wind-Tunnel Analysis and Preparation of SEIR Wind Section. Under this 
option, ESA will rely on an assessment of wind impacts – both direct project impacts and cumulative 
impacts - to be prepared by the project sponsor’s consultant, RWDI. ESA will consult with RWDI as 
needed to ensure consistency in project understanding, and analysis methodology and approach, and 
will peer review RWDI’s results for accuracy. It is assumed RWDI will conduct wind-tunnel testing 
of the project site, and prepare a wind technical report that will provide wind data results sufficient to 
evaluate project impacts in accordance with the requirements for wind analysis in the Design for 
Development. The wind technical memorandum prepared by RWDI will serve as the basis for the 
SEIR Wind section to be prepared by ESA.  



Option B. Wind-Tunnel Testing and Preparation of SEIR Wind Section. Under this option, ESA will 
conduct the wind assessment and also prepare the SEIR wind section using our in-house wind 
experts. Using ESA’s existing 1"=50' scale model of Mission Bay, ESA would build and add in a 
model of the Warriors project development proposed on Blocks 29 to 32 based on development plans 
from the Warriors. As needed, ESA would update and add any other future non-project cumulative 
development anticipated in the vicinity. ESA, in consultation with the City, will identify the number 
and location of wind test points to study. The model would be delivered to U.C. Davis’s wind tunnel 
facility, where the wind modeling would be conducted. Wind conditions will be analyzed for the 
existing setting, existing plus project conditions and cumulative conditions for primary wind 
directions. ESA will then prepare a technical memorandum that will document the approach, 
methods, assumptions, and results of the wind test. This memorandum will serve as the basis for the 
SEIR section on wind that ESA will also prepare.  If needed, feasible mitigation measures will be 
identified to address any significant wind impacts. 
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 Shadow — ESA will evaluate shadow effects consistent with the Design for Development’s guidelines for 
“Sunlight Access to Open Space,” and prepare the SEIR Shadow section. ESA will build a digital model of 
the proposed project and cast shadow on the potentially affected public and publicly accessible open spaces 
that could be affected, in particular, the planned Bayfront Park east of the project site and the realigned 
Terry Francois Boulevard, as well as UCSF-owned publicly accessible open space both north and south of 
Gene Friend Way. ESA will include in the analysis graphical illustrations of project shadow on locations 
and at times of the year and day to be determined in consultation with EP and OCII. At a minimum, it is 
assumed that net new shadow will be depicted on Bayfront Park. The Design for Development establishes a 
recommended limit for total shadow on Bayfront Park: no more than 20 percent of the overall park 
(extending from Mission Bay Commons south to Mariposa Street) should be continuously shaded for an 
hour or more during the period 10:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m., March to September. If needed, feasible mitigation 
measures will be identified to address any significant shadow impacts. 



 Sea Level Rise/Flooding Effects — The project site is an area subject to the potential effects of sea level 
rise. ESA will review the latest available policy and research on sea level rise, including but not limited to, 
the 2012 National Research Council publication “Sea-Level Rise for the Coasts of California, Oregon, and 
Washington: Past, Present, and Future.” In consultation with City staff, ESA will identify the best sea level 
rise inundation maps available for the project area [if available, this may include the San Francisco Public 
Utilities Commission (SFPUC) sea level rise inundation maps for San Francisco’s Bay shoreline that are 
scheduled be published soon]. Based on this mapping, ESA will identify design year sea level rise for a 
range of potential sea level projections. ESA will consult with the sponsor to identify any design features 
proposed as part of the project to address sea level rise. As needed, ESA will identify feasible mitigation 
measures for addressing sea level rise, which may include preparation of a risk assessment by the sponsor 
and identification of additional potential design solutions and adaptation measures to avoid or minimize sea 
level rise effects. 



 Utility Demands/Effects — The proposed project will generate a demand for water, generate wastewater 
and require wastewater and stormwater collection and treatment. In consultation with the OCII and SFPUC, 
ESA will update as needed the description of public utility system improvements serving the project site 
vicinity, and document if there are any known existing or future deficiencies in water supply/distribution, 
and wastewater/stormwater collection and treatment. Using existing information in the Mission Bay FSEIR, 
ESA will derive the estimated project site water demand/wastewater generation estimates originally 
assumed for the Block 29-32 project site in the Mission Bay FSEIR. The project sponsor’s engineers will 
provide ESA with a description of proposed utility system improvements to serve the project site, including 
proposed water utilities, water reduction measures/systems, wastewater collection utilities, stormwater 
collection, storage and/or treatment utilities; as well as projected utility demands for the project, including 
water demand, wastewater generation and stormflows. ESA will present preliminary utility information and 
results to, and consult with, City staff to determine what, if any, additional utilities information or analysis 
may be needed for the environmental document. 



Optional Task: Hydrologic Modeling of Effects on the City’s Combined Sewer/Stormwater System. The 
above scope of work does not provide for any quantitative analysis using the Bayside Planning Model or 
other hydrologic model that may be recommended by OCII, EP and/or SFPUC to estimate potential 
changes in project/cumulative combined sewer flows and discharges. However, if based on the results of 
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the preliminary tasks discussed above, OCII and EP determines that hydrologic modeling of the combined 
sewer/stormwater flows is required to quantify potential changes in effects on the combined system, ESA 
proposes to use Hydroconsult Engineers, Inc., to conduct this effort as an optional task. The scope of work 
for this task would be developed in consultation with OCII, EP and the project sponsor. 



As discussed below, this scope of work assumes the project sponsor will process the project under SB 743. The 
eligibility of the proposed project under SB743 would provide that aesthetic impacts of the proposed project shall 
not be considered significant impacts on the environment. Accordingly, as was the approach for the Piers 30-32 
site, the aesthetics impacts will not be analyzed in the Supplemental EIR. This work scope therefore does not 
include the preparation or inclusion of any visual simulations for the proposed project in the SEIR. 



Based on preliminary discussions to date with EP and OCII, it is assumed that the SEIR will not require analysis 
of any new CEQA alternatives, but can instead can rely on the alternatives analysis in the Mission Bay FSEIR. At 
this time, it is also assumed that the SEIR will describe and analyze one version of the proposed project only, and 
that there will be no Variants to the project. 



Task 4. Prepare Administrative Draft Supplemental EIR #2 and Screencheck Draft Supplemental EIR  



This task consists of reviewing and responding to comments on the ADSEIR #1 and preparing an Administrative 
Draft Supplemental EIR #2 (ADSEIR #2). Following receipt of comments on ADSEIR #2, a Screencheck Draft 
SEIR will be submitted to OCII and EP, including the Environmental Review Officer (ERO), for review and final 
comment prior to publication. Three rounds of review are included in this task (review of ADSEIR #1, 
ADSEIR #2, and Screencheck Draft SEIR) as well as work sessions to resolve issues that arise with each round of 
review. (In this way, the work session to review/revise the Screencheck Draft will, in effect, produce a Printcheck 
Draft in the process of developing the Public Draft SEIR for printing and distribution.) This proposal assumes 
review only by OCII, EP, City Attorney, other relevant City staff (e.g., MTA, SFPUC), and the project sponsor 
team. Additional review of any administrative draft EIR sections by any other entities – and ESA’s responding to 
those comments - is not provided for in the work scope, budget and schedule. 



Task 5. Prepare and Distribute Draft SEIR and Conduct Public Hearings 



ESA will prepare a Notice of Completion (NOC) and Notice of Availability (NOA) for distribution at the same 
time as issuance of the public Draft SEIR. In conjunction with OCII and EP, ESA will prepare a mailing list and 
distribute the NOAs and Draft SEIR to the mailing list, and send the NOC to the State Clearinghouse, along with 
either 15 copies of the Draft SEIR (likely in electronic form, along with printed copies of the summary). It is 
assumed ESA will print and distribute 125 copies of the Draft SEIR plus 200 CDs and 500 copies of the NOA. 
ESA will also be responsible for on-site posting of the NOA of the Draft SEIR for public review. At the time that 
the Draft SEIR is published, ESA will provide OCII and EP with a complete set of all references cited in the Draft 
SEIR in electronic format. ESA will assist OCII and EP in planning and preparing for a public hearing to receive 
oral comments on the Draft SEIR, including providing a court reporter at the hearing who will prepare transcripts 
to be used in responding to comments. 



Task 6. Responses to Comments Document and MMRP 



At this time, the number, nature, and extent of comments on the Draft SEIR cannot be predicted. ESA has 
assumed a reasonable budget sufficient to respond to a reasonable number of comments given the potentially 
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controversial nature of the project, but for the purposes of this scope of work, we assume that responses will not 
require major new analysis in any resource area, any substantive changes to the Project Description, or any new 
quantitative analysis of a substantive nature. ESA will review, bracket/code, organize, and synthesize comments 
received on the Draft SEIR, including preparing a matrix of all comments received to facilitate preparation of 
responses. The matrix will identify the commenter, comment code, primary and secondary topic, person(s) 
responsible for preparing the response, additional information needs, and issues to be resolved, and the matrix can 
be sorted as needed for various purposes. Consistent with EP format, the Responses to Comments (RTC) 
document will be organized by resource topic, and ESA will work with the project sponsor, OCII, EP, and other 
City staff as applicable to strategize in the most efficient way to prepare responses and structure the RTC 
document. Similar to the process for the Draft SEIR, the RTC will require preparation of two rounds of the 
administrative draft RTC document for iterative review and comment before preparing and distributing the public 
RTC document. At the time that the RTC document is published, ESA will provide OCII and EP with an updated 
set of all references cited in the Draft SEIR and RTC document in electronic format.  



Following publication of the RTC document, ESA will prepare the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 
(MMRP) as required by CEQA and consistent with OCII and EP requirements.  We assumed one round of review 
for the MMRP. 



ESA will print 75 hard copies of the RTC document, 100 CD copies, and 10 copies of the MMRP.  



Task 7. SEIR Certification, Appeal, Final SEIR, and Notice of Determination  



ESA will assist OCII prior to and during the certification hearing on the Final SEIR before the OCII Commission, 
providing technical and administrative assistance as needed. It is assumed that the OCII will be responsible for 
preparing the CEQA Findings. Following certification of the SEIR, this scope of work assumes at least one appeal 
of the SEIR certification will be filed to the San Francisco Board of Supervisors (BOS), as the legislative body for 
the Successor Agency. ESA will provide technical and administrative support to OCII and EP during the appeal 
process, including preparation of draft and final appeal response materials and attendance and support at the 
appeal hearing; this scope of work assumed that certain issues would require discussion/clarification and response 
during the appeal process but no additional analysis will be required. It is assumed that the project sponsor will be 
responsible for all filing fees, including the California Department of Fish and Wildlife CEQA fees. 



Following filing of the NOD, ESA, will prepare a consolidated Final SEIR that combines and integrates the 
contents of the Draft SEIR and the RTC document.  



Task 8. Project Management and Meetings 



This task covers regular progress meetings and/or conference calls as well as day-to-day coordination and 
consultation with the project sponsor, design team, OCII, EP, and other CCSF staff; formal and informal meetings; 
and additional administrative duties, including subconsultant coordination. The ESA team will coordinate work 
efforts, maintain consistency in project understanding and approach, maintain action item lists and information 
requests, address and respond to issues as they arise, and distribute the project information needed for preparation of 
the CEQA documentation. For all CEQA meetings and work sessions, ESA will prepare an agenda prior to the 
meeting.   
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This task also includes monitoring project status in terms of staffing, budget, schedule, and coordinating the work 
of all subconsultants. ESA will prepare updates to the project schedule as needed.  



Task 9. Administrative Record and SB 743 Compliance Support 



The project sponsor is proposing to apply for certification of the project under SB 743. Among other requirements, 
SB 743 requires preparation of an electronic administrative record concurrently with the administrative process 
(including placement on the internet) and certification of the final administrative record within specific timeframes. 
ESA will manage the administrative record process for this project and provide SB 743 compliance support. 



A detailed description of ESA’s proposed scope for preparation, management of the Administrative Record and 
SB 743 compliance support is presented in Attachment B. Within 10 days of the Governor certifying the 
environmental leadership development project, ESA will prepare and distribute the public notice that the applicant 
has elected to proceed under Chapter 6.5 of the Public Resources Code. For purposes of scoping/costing, it is 
assumed the Administrative Record for this project under SB 743 begins with submittal of the new Environmental 
Evaluation (EE) Application, and will be maintained until the City renders a final decision on the project. If 
desired by the City, ESA would establish and maintain a project-specific email address for the receipt of 
electronic documents submitted. If requested, ESA can also include ESA’s physical address and/or facsimile 
address in all forthcoming project notices for the receipt of printed materials which ESA would then convert to an 
electronic format. All documents received will be indexed and organized by ESA as outlined in Attachment B. 
The Administrative Record will include an Administrative Record Index that includes live links to all indexed 
documents as well as the documents themselves. OCII and EP shall approve the format of Administrative Record 
Index, and prepare and/or approve the process for which project materials shall be included in the Administrative 
Record.  



ESA will support the OCII and the City in making all documents and other Administrative Record materials 
available to the public in a readily accessible, downloadable electronic format. As directed by OCII and EP, the 
City would host a link to its website that would direct users to an off-site, cloud-based server, which we assume 
will need to be in operation from publication of the Draft SEIR through a final decision on the project. ESA will 
design and build the user interface page (format and content to be approved by the OCII and EP), providing 
background information about the project and the CEQA process as well as access to the Administrative Record. 
ESA’s Website Lead will design, build, maintain, and troubleshoot the site. Commencing with the date of the 
release of the Draft SEIR, ESA will upload a current Administrative Record Index and electronic copy of 
submitted documents within the prescribed timelines outlined in Attachment B. ESA will provide the final Index 
and Administrative Record materials for the City’s certification so that the City can meet the statutory obligation 
to certify the final Administrative Record within five days of project approval. 
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Scope of Work 



Transportation Analysis for the proposed Event Center at Mission Bay 
South Area Blocks 29-32 EIR  



Second Draft: July 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 



The San Francisco 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 project variant; 



• 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 the project variant; and 



• Transportation section schedule and deliverables. 











LCW Consulting  Adavant 
Consulting 



 
 



 
Event Center at Mission Bay South Area Blocks 29-32  July 14, 2014 
2012.0718E – Draft Transportation Scope of Work Page 2 



 



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 
(e.g., office, retail, restaurant, athletic club, movie theater, live theater) 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-related transportation improvements, background traffic 
assumptions, and parking assumptions. The proposed project and project variant travel demand will 
be presented for each analysis scenario.  This technical memorandum will be presented to the 
Planning Department for review and approval prior to proceeding with the transportation impact 
analysis.   



The transportation consultants will work with the project sponsor to develop the definition of the 
project variant. 
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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 Variant 1 
 



1     2 



Future Year 2040 Cumulative 
        



Project - No Event 1     1  2 



Project – with Event  
- with Basketball Game 
- with Convention Event 



 
1 
1 



    1  
 



2 
1 



Project Variant – No Event  1       1 



TOTAL 9 2 3 2 2 5 2 25 



 



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 
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• 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 and June 2014, as 
appropriate. 



Table 2a - Intersection Analysis Locations 



Location Location 



1 The Embarcadero/Harrison St 13 Terry Francois Blvd/16th St [a] 



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/Fifth 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   
Note: 
[a] Future analysis location. 



 



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 
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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. 
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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   



3 Terry Francois Blvd/South St [b]   
Notes: 
[a] All crosswalks at the listed intersections. 
[b] Future analysis location. 



 



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 describe 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 and at 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; 
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• 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 site, 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.  
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Task 5 – Determine Project and Project Variant 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 variant 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, office, athletic club, movie theater, live theater) 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 
parking lots 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 facilities 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 the project 
variant 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 variant 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). 
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Task 6 – Transportation Impact Analysis 



The transportation consultants will identify the transportation impacts associated with the proposed 
project and the project variant 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 - no Event 



• Future year 2040 Cumulative - with Event 



Table 1 on page 3 details the number of project, project variant, 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’s and project variant’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 
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’s/project variant’s 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/project 
variant’s contribution to these conditions. 
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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 - no Event  



• Future year 2040 Cumulative – with Event 



Table 1 on page 3 details the number of project, project variant 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 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 
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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)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. 



TASK 6.5 – LOADING IMPACTS 
The transportation consultants will prepare a loading supply/demand analysis for the proposed 
project and the project variant.  The proposed on-site loading supply will be compared to the Mission 
Bay South Area D4D 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 and project variant.  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 the project variant.  



TASK 6.7 – CONSTRUCTION IMPACTS 
The transportation consultants will qualitatively assess any potential temporary construction-related 
transportation impacts that would be generated by the proposed project and the project variant.  
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 variant.  Handicapped-accessible, bicycle and carshare spaces supplied by 
the project and project variant will be identified.  The proposed parking supply will be compared to the 
requirements of the Mission Bay South Area D4D.  Any exceptions to the Mission Bay South Area 
D4D will be noted.  



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. 



                                                        
 



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. 











LCW Consulting  Adavant 
Consulting 



 
 



 
Event Center at Mission Bay South Area Blocks 29-32  July 14, 2014 
2012.0718E – Draft Transportation Scope of Work Page 12 



 



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 – 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 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 project variant; 



• 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). 
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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 9 – 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 10:  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 11 – 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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ATTACHMENT B 
SCOPE OF WORK: ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD AND SB 743 COMPLIANCE SUPPORT 



Prepare and Distribute Notice that Applicant has Elected to Proceed under 
Chapter 6.5 of the Public Resources Code 



ESA, in consultation with the project sponsor team, OCII and EP, will prepare the public notice required by 
Public Resources Code section 21187 that the applicant has elected to proceed under Chapter 6.5 of the Public 
Resources Code. Pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21187, within 10 days of the Governor certifying the 
environmental leadership development project, the City must issue a notice in no less than 12-point type stating 
the following: 



“THE APPLICANT HAS ELECTED TO PROCEED UNDER CHAPTER 6.5 
(COMMENCING WITH SECTION 21178) OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE, 
WHICH PROVIDES, AMONG OTHER THINGS, THAT ANY JUDICIAL ACTION 
CHALLENGING THE CERTIFICATION OF THE EIR OR THE APPROVAL OF THE 
PROJECT DESCRIBED IN THE EIR IS SUBJECT TO THE PROCEDURES SET FORTH 
IN SECTIONS 21185 TO 21186, INCLUSIVE OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE. A 
COPY OF CHAPTER 6.5 (COMMENCING WITH SECTION 21178) OF THE PUBLIC 
RESOURCES CODE IS INCLUDED BELOW.” 



ESA will also develop a mailing list for the project in consultation with, and using mailing list information 
provided by, OCII and EP. ESA will conduct mailing of the notice as well. The public notice shall be distributed 
as required for public notices pursuant to Section 21092(b)(3) – the same as that required for a Notice of 
Preparation of an EIR.  



Administrative Record Preparation and Maintenance 



ESA will prepare the Administrative Record for the project concurrently with the City’s CEQA administrative 
process based on information generated by ESA as well as input and materials received from the City and project 
sponsor. 



It is assumed the Administrative Record for this project begins with submittal of the Environmental Evaluation 
(EE) Application in June 2014, and ESA will maintain the Administrative Record until the City renders a final 
decision on the project. For purposes of costing, it is assumed that ESA’s Administrative Record Lead’s duties 
would continue through September 2015 (the estimated amount of time to complete the environmental review and 
entitlements process for the project.) 



The Administrative Record will include an Administrative Record Index, prepared in Excel, that would include 
live links to all indexed documents as well as to the documents themselves. A sample Administrative Record 
Index to be used for the project is included in Table 1, below. It is assumed the OCII, EP and project sponsor will 
review and confirm that the proposed index format is acceptable for this project prior to ESA’s formal setup and 
use of this index. 
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Based on input provided by the OCII and the City, ESA will establish and maintain the CEQA administrative 
record of all materials determined to be appropriate for inclusion. ESA will establish and maintain a project-
specific email address for the receipt of documents prepared by or on behalf of the OCII and the City; submitted 
by the project sponsor; and provided by other agencies, interested organizations, and members of the public. 
Documents delivered to the project email box will generally be indexed and organized by ESA within two 
business days of receipt. The preferred format for all documents to be included in the Administrative Record is a 
downloadable electronic format in pdf format. However, if the OCII and the City requests, ESA can include 
ESA’s physical address in all forthcoming project notices for the delivery of printed materials; and can also 
include ESA’s facsimile address in all project notices as an additional delivery option. Documents received by 
either of these methods that do not duplicate previously received electronic copies would be scanned or otherwise 
converted to an electronic format, indexed, and organized, generally within four business days of receipt. 



ESA will support the OCII and the City in making all documents and other Administrative Record materials 
available to the public in a readily accessible, downloadable electronic format via a website maintained by the 
City (Pub. Res. Code §21186(b)). ESA proposes to outsource file storage to a hosted cloud-based server farm that 
would provide up to 30 GB capacity, managed application infrastructure, public access 24/7, and back-up of all 
files. ESA will work closely with the OCII and the City to make sure the site has a look and feel that is similar to 
or seamless relative to other City website products. 



 The City would host a link on the a City website (as directed by OCII and the City) that would direct users 
to an off-site server. It would appear to members of the public viewing materials on-line that they have 
remained on the City’s website. 



 ESA will design and build the user interface page (format and content to be approved by the OCII and the 
City). The page will provide background information about the project and the CEQA process as well as 
access to the Administrative Record. ESA’s word processing staff would optimize the files for website 
viewing; ESA’s website lead will design, build, maintain, and troubleshoot the site over the anticipated 
length of time between issuance of the Draft SEIR and the City’s certification of the Administrative Record. 



 Commencing with the date of the release of the Draft SEIR: 



- Lead Agency and project sponsor documents: ESA will upload a current Administrative Record Index 
and electronic copy of documents prepared by the City or submitted by the project sponsor within 
five (5) business days of receiving such a document (Pub. Res. Code §21186(d)). 



- Public comments received in an electronic format: ESA will upload a current Administrative Record 
Index and electronic copy of documents provided by other agencies and members of the public in an 
electronic format within five (5) business days of receiving such a document (Pub. Res. Code 
§21186(e)). 



- Public comments not in an electronic format: ESA will upload a current Administrative Record Index 
and electronic copy of documents provided by other agencies and members of the public not in an 
electronic format within seven (7) business days of receiving such a document (Pub. Res. Code 
§21186(f)). 
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 Pursuant to Pub. Res. Code §21186(g), for those documents submitted to or relied on by the City that were 
not prepared specifically for the project and are copyright protected are not required to be made readily 
accessible in an electronic format, but will be included in the Administrative Record Index. ESA will 
upload a current Administrative Record Index of the copyright protected documents provided by other 
agencies and members of the public in an electronic format within five (5) business days of receiving such a 
document. The Administrative Record Index will specify the library or lead agency offices in which 
hardcopies of the copyrighted materials are available for public review. 



 The site would be hosted by a third-party contractor and maintained by ESA for an assumed duration of 
12 months (i.e., from release of the Draft SEIR through the completion of the entitlements process for the 
project). The site would be available to the public the same day that the Notice of Completion of the Draft 
SEIR is received by the State Clearinghouse and would be maintained through the end of the calendar 
month in which the City issues its final decision on the project. 



Certification of the Administrative Record 



ESA will provide the final Index and Administrative Record materials for the City’s certification within two (2) 
days of the City’s decision on the project so that the City may meet the statutory obligation to certify the final 
Administrative Record within five (5) days of project approval (Pub. Res. Code §21186(g)). 











TABLE 1
SAMPLE ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD INDEX FOR EVENT CENTER AND MIXED‐USE DEVELOPMENT AT PIERS 30‐32 AND SEAWALL LOT 330



A B C D E F G H I J K L



Topic Category Date Received/Sent Document Date Recipient(s)/ Affiliation
Author/ 
Affiliation



Document Name Document Subject Number of Pages
Document/ 
Media Type



Bates 
Numbers



Digital File 
Name



Other 
Notes



PDF Emails and documents are categorized by topic.  This column identifies the 
date the document was 
received or sent.



This is the date 
shown on the 
document.



This identifies the recipient 
of the document.



This identifies the 
author of the 
document.



This column identifies the title of the 
document or PDF Email attachment. If 
an PDF Email does not include an 
attachment, the entry will be blank.



This column identifies 
the subject(s) of the 
document using key 
words



This identifies the 
number of pages in the 
document.



This identifies the 
entry's document 
type or media 
format.



A unique bates 
range will identify 
each entry



This identifies name 
of the digital file 
associated with the 
entry.  All 
documents saved in 
pdf format



     e.g., Notice of Preparation, Draft EIR, Responses to Comments, Notice of Determination, CEQA Findings, Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program, etc.



    e.g., Applicable memos, correspondence and other miscellaneous information related to AB900 application (such as technical reports related to GHG analysis, correspondence with CARB, approval from Governor's Office, etc.)



    e.g.,  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EE Application



    e.g.,  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with  NOP (through publication)



    e.g.,  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with non‐technical EIR sections (e.g., Introduction, etc.)



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Project Description



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Plans and Policies



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Land Use



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Aesthetics



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Population and Housing



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Cultural and Paleontological Resources



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Transportation and Circulation



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Noise and Vibration



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Air Quality



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Greenhouse Gases



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Wind and Shadow



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Recreation



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Utilties and Service Systems



00  Final Key Documents



01   AB 900



03   Notice of Preparation (NOP) 



04   EIR ‐ General (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



05   EIR ‐ Project Description (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



06   EIR ‐ Plans and Policies (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



07   EIR ‐ Land Use (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



08   EIR ‐ Aesthetics (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



09   EIR ‐ Population and Housing (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



10   EIR ‐ Cultural and Paleontological Resources (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



02   Environmental Evaluation (EE) Application



11   EIR ‐ Transportation and Circulation (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



17   EIR ‐ Utilities and Service Systems (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



12   EIR ‐ Noise and Vibration (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



13   EIR ‐ Air Quality (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



14   EIR ‐ Greenhouse Gases (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



15   EIR ‐ Wind and Shadow (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



16   EIR  ‐ Recreation (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)
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    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Biological Resources



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Geology and Soils



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Hydrology and Water Quality



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Hazards and Hazardous Materials



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Mineral and Energy Resources



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Agriculture Resources



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with Other CEQA Issues (Growth Inducement, Significant and Unavoidable Impacts, Significant and Irreversible Changes, and Areas of Known Controversy



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Alternatives



    Agency, Public and Organization Scoping Comments Received in Response to NOP



    Agency, Public and Organization Comments on Draft EIR



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with multiple EIR topics 



    e.g., Agenda, Minutes, from Agency‐Sponsor Coordination Meetings



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with potential EIR appeal, and appeal response



24   EIR ‐ Other CEQA Issues (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



30  EIR Appeal



28   Correspondence ‐ General 



26   NOP Scoping Comments



27   Comments on Draft EIR 



29   Agency‐Sponsor Coordination Meetings



21   EIR ‐ Hazards and Hazardous Materials (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



22   EIR ‐ Mineral and Energy Resources (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



23   EIR ‐ Agriculture and Forest Resources (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



25   EIR ‐ Alternatives (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



18   EIR ‐ Biological Resources (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



19   EIR  ‐ Geology and Soils (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



20   EIR ‐ Hydrology and Water Quality (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



















From: Beauchamp, Kevin
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Kaiser Contact Info (1600 Owens)
Date: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:06:04 PM


Thanks.
 
I got your voice message about coming in to discuss Warriors coordination issues, but have been out
sick yesterday and today.  We’re in the process of confirming the issues we want to discuss and the
staff who would be involved, and I’ll get back to you on that probably early next week.  I do hope to
make it to tomorrow morning’s meeting to discuss the City’s comments on the LRDP TIS though.
 
Kevin
 
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 3:58 PM
To: Beauchamp, Kevin
Cc: Greg Gehlen
Subject: RE: Kaiser Contact Info (1600 Owens)
 
Hi, Kevin – I am cc-ing Greg at ARE who would be a good contact for ARE and is also the person that
is our go-between with Kaiser.  I have some names of the folks I worked with early on, but it’s been
awhile since I’ve met with Kaiser directly, so Greg is probably a better person to help connect you
with the active Kaiser team.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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, July 15, 2014 9:30 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Kaiser Contact Info (1600 Owens)
 
Catherine—
 
Do you have contact info for someone at Kaiser we can talk with regarding parking plans for their
new facility at 1600 Owens?  The only contact I am aware of is Randy Wittorp, Kaiser’s Director of
Public Affairs, but I don’t have his phone number or email.  Or is there someone else we should
speak with at Kaiser who is knowledgeable about that project?



mailto:KBeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:KBeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu





 
Also, who is the ARE contact now that Terezia is gone?
 
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
 



mailto:kbeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu
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From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Re: Teeny edits
Date: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 10:51:01 AM


Great. That sounds good.


> On Jul 30, 2014, at 10:43 AM, "Switzky, Joshua (CPC)" <joshua.switzky@sfgov.org> wrote:
>
> OK with your edits, though on the parking issue I would like add a more clarifying note in the first
section that provision of above-grade parking specifically is currently compromising the design of the
project, specifically in forcing the unnatural elevation of the main public spaces and creation of lengthy
inactive/blank frontages at street level. This ties the issue directly to our issues with the design rather
than the number of spaces.
> Also, since Peter sent his comments subsequently, I will incorporate some of those and send it back
to you two for review shortly.
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
> Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 10:25 AM
> To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
> Subject: Teeny edits
>
> Hi Josh and Catherine,
>
> This looks great and nearly ready to go.
>
> I don't like the few times that we tell the Warriors to work with SFMTA. That should be assumed and
it feels pedantic and I'd like those 3-4 clauses removed. I'd also like to remove the clause that says
keep parking to a minimum. We know what the parking is and it's not going to change and that phase
is going to create ill will. So:
>
> Please remove the clause, "Coordinate with the SFMTA," from section 2 bullet 2.
>
> Please remove the clause, "Keep on-site parking to a minimum," from section 2 bullet 3.
>
> Please remove the clause "Work closely with the SFMTA" later in the same paragraph.
>
> Please remove the clause "Coordinate with SFMTA" in bullet 6. (But OK to keep SFMTA recommends
reaching out to bike coalition.)
>
> Unless I missed other examples of directing the Warriors to work with SFMTA (which you should go
ahead as edit out) that's it!
>
> This is a really strong and helpful memo. Thanks for all your work on it.
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From: Paul Mitchell
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gary Oates; Karl  Heisler; Joyce
Subject: Preliminary Scope of Work for SEIR for GSW Project in Mission Bay
Date: Tuesday, July 15, 2014 11:40:02 AM
Attachments: Preliminary SOW for GSW_Mission Bay_07-15-14.pdf


Catherine and Chris:
 
Attached is ESA’s preliminary scope of work for CEQA services for the proposed Golden State
Warriors Event Center Development in Mission Bay; we have copied Clarke Miller at Strada on the
preliminary scope of work as well.  Please review; we are happy to answer any questions regarding
this preliminary scope of work from you or Clarke should they arise. 
 
We look forward to working with the City and the Warriors on this important project.
 
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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July 15, 2014 
 
 
To: Catherine Reilly Chris Kern 



Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure San Francisco Planning Department 
One South Van Ness Avenue Environmental Planning Division 
5th Floor 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 
San Francisco, CA 94103 San Francisco, CA 94103 



 
Cc: Clarke Miller 



Strada Investment Group 
100 Spear Street, Suite 2080 
San Francisco, CA 94105 



 
Subject: Preliminary Scope of Work for CEQA Services for the proposed Golden State Warriors Event 



Center Development in Mission Bay 
 



Environmental Science Associates (ESA) submits herein a preliminary scope of work for environmental review 
services for the proposed Golden State Warriors (GSW) event center development within the Mission Bay South 
Redevelopment Area (proposed project or project). We understand that the City’s Office of Community 
Investment and Infrastructure (OCII), as the CEQA lead agency, in cooperation with the San Francisco Planning 
Department, Environmental Planning (EP) Division, has determined that a Supplemental Environmental Impact 
Report (Supplemental EIR) is required, and that the Supplemental EIR will be tiered from the Final Mission Bay 
Subsequent EIR (1998). Further, we understand the OCII and EP will be responsible for day-to-day project 
management of the environmental review process in accordance with a Memorandum of Agreement to be 
executed between those two City agencies. Thus, ESA is submitting this preliminary scope of work for review 
and approval by OCII and EP, with input from the Project Sponsor, represented by Strada Investment Group. 



In general, we understand the project, proposed on Blocks 29 to 32 of the Mission Bay South Redevelopment 
Area, will consist of an event center with a seating capacity the same as that proposed previously on Piers 30-32, 
two small live-performance theaters, office development, retail development, and parking facilities on the 12-acre 
project site in Mission Bay. A number of project details are still under development. 



We also understand that the EIR would provide the environmental information necessary to support several 
discretionary actions to be considered by the OCII Commission, including approval of a Major Phase application 
and an amendment to the Mission Bay South Design for Development and the Mission Bay South Owner 
Participation Agreement, as well as one discretionary action by the San Francisco Planning Commission, namely 
the approval of allocation of office space under the City’s Office Development Annual Limit. 



ESA Team and Staffing 



The ESA team will be led by Paul Mitchell and Karl Heisler, as Project Manager and Project Director, 
respectively; Gary Oates will serve as Principal-in-Charge. Joyce Hsiao, with Orion Environmental Associates 
will serve as senior technical coordinator and advisor. Brian Boxer, ESA’s Community Development Practice 
Leader and the Project Manager for the recently completed Sacramento Kings Arena EIR, will also be available to 
provide senior technical review as necessary. Karl and Gary will serve as spokespeople for ESA at public hearings 
related to the project. This management team will be supported by a host of technical specialists, who are largely 
in-house ESA staff, with experience in numerous San Francisco development projects, and all of whom worked 
on the previous event center development proposed at Piers 30-32. ESA proposes to include the services of 
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several specialty subconsultants, all of whom ESA has worked with on the previous event center development 
proposed at Piers 30-32. These subconsultants include: Orion Environmental Associates (hydrology and water 
quality); Fehr and Peers Transportation Consultants, Adavant Consulting and LCW Consulting (transportation). 
In addition Hydroconsult Engineers, Inc. is included as an optional subconsultant, if requested (for assistance with 
developing combined sewer/stormwater calculations). All of these subconsultants will be used in a focused 
manner with their particular specialty and experience, appropriate to the level of detail needed for this 
Supplemental EIR. It should be noted that Orion Environmental Associates, Adavant Consulting, LCW 
Consulting and Hydroconsult Engineers, Inc. are all Local Business Enterprise (LBE)-certified by City. 



Background 



Regulation in Mission Bay South 



The San Francisco Board of Supervisors established the Mission Bay North and South Redevelopment project 
areas in November 1998, covering 303 acres of land south of downtown between the San Francisco Bay and 
Interstate 280. The Mission Bay development program, of which some phases have been completed or are 
currently under construction, includes housing, office/life science/biotechnology commercial space, a UCSF 
research campus and hospital complex, city and neighborhood-serving retail space, a hotel, and a range of 
community facilities. 



OCII, as the Successor Agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency since 2012, is authorized to 
implement the Mission Bay development program. OCII is governed by two bodies, the Oversight Board of the 
Successor Agency (which oversees certain fiscal management of former Redevelopment Agency assets) and the 
Commission on Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII Commission, which exercises land use, 
development and design approval authority for the Major Approved Development Projects). Although OCII, as 
the Successor Agency, is a separate legal entity from the City and County of San Francisco, pursuant to state law, 
the San Francisco Board of Supervisors is the legislative body of the Successor Agency. The Board of 
Supervisors has delegated to the OCII Commission, among other powers, the authority to act in place of the 
Redevelopment Agency to implement surviving redevelopment projects, including Mission Bay. 



The proposed development would be primarily regulated by the Redevelopment Plan for the Mission Bay South 
Redevelopment Project (South Plan), the Mission Bay South Design for Development (South Design for 
Development), and the Mission Bay South Owner Participation Agreement (South OPA). The South Plan, adopted 
in 1998 and last amended in 2013, provides objectives and basic land use controls within the project area. The South 
Design for Development is a companion document to the South Plan, and provides specific land use controls 
standards and regulates height, bulk, setbacks, coverage, streetwalls, view corridors, open space, parking and other 
design issues. The standards of the South Design for Development supersede the San Francisco Planning Code in its 
entirety, except as otherwise provided in the South Plan. The South OPA establishes binding contractual rights and 
obligations for reviewing and approving private and public development for Mission Bay South, including 
specifying maximum development rights, timing of infrastructure and parks, provision of affordable housing, and 
programs to diversify the workforce. Other regulatory documents that apply to private developments in Mission Bay 
South include the Mission Bay South Streetscape Master Plan and the Mission Bay South Signage Master Plan. 
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Mission Bay Final Subsequent EIR (Mission Bay FSEIR) 



In October 1998, the San Francisco Board of Supervisors affirmed certification of the Mission Bay Final Subsequent 
EIR (Mission Bay FSEIR) by the Redevelopment Agency and Planning Commission, and adopted environmental 
findings (and a statement of overriding considerations). The Mission Bay FSEIR is a program EIR under CEQA 
Guidelines 15168 and a redevelopment plan EIR under CEQA Guidelines 15180. The Mission Bay FSEIR includes 
a series of mitigation measures that apply to various development stages for projects in Mission Bay, and a 
comprehensive system for mitigation monitoring was established. Since 1998, there have been nine addenda to the 
Mission Bay FSEIR (completed between 2000 and 2013) for specific developments within Mission Bay that 
required additional environmental review of specific issues beyond those that were covered in the Mission Bay 
FSEIR; in all of these cases, none of the conditions triggering a Subsequent or Supplemental EIR were met.  



Prior Proposals at the Project Site 



The GSW project site at Blocks 29 to 32 has been the subject of prior development proposals, including a 
development proposed by Alexandria Real Estate Equities, Inc., and most recently a development proposal by 
Salesforce.com (Salesforce). The Salesforce proposal envisioned a variety of uses on the project site (and certain 
adjacent and nearby parcels), including office development (as allocated by the Planning Commission under 
Proposition M), retail (including restaurant) space, childcare facilities and parking on Blocks 29 to 32. 



Under both previous proposals, the OCII Commission determined that the projects were within the scope of the 
project analyzed in the Mission Bay FSEIR and addenda and that no additional environmental review was 
required; hence, OCII adopted findings and approved Major Phase applications for both projects. The Planning 
Commission also completed office development allocations subject to Proposition M for the Alexandria proposal, 
but not for Salesforce. However, neither of these development proposals ultimately occurred on the project site.  



Proposed GSW Project 



Understanding of the Project 



In April 2014, the GSW entered into a contract with Salesforce to purchase an approximately 12-acre site located 
within the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Project Area of San Francisco. This partially developed site 
consists of Blocks 29 to 32, and is bounded by Third Street on the west, 16th Street on the south, South Street on 
the north, and roughly by the future planned realigned Terry Francois Boulevard on the east. Paved surface 
metered parking facilities containing 675 parking spaces operate in the west and north portions of the site (Lots B 
and E, respectively). Just east of, and adjacent to, Parking Lot B is a depressed basin where stormwater runoff 
from the central–south portion of the project site is directed to and retained in. 



The GSW propose to develop approximately 1.7 million square feet of development, including a 720,000 square-
foot event center (including GSW practice facilities); two small theaters encompassing 27,000 square feet; 
approximately 550,000 square feet of office uses; 65,000 square feet of retail space; and 336,000 square feet of 
parking and loading. The GSW have preliminarily indicated that operation of the proposed event center would be 
similar in function to that previously proposed at the Piers 30-32 site, hosting the GSW basketball team during the 
NBA season, and providing a year-round venue for other events, including concerts, family shows, other sporting 
events, cultural events, conference and conventions. The proposed office development could include research and 
development, and biotechnical uses. The retail uses are anticipated to be restaurant uses (both sit-down and quick-
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serve) and in-line retail The Project Sponsor desires to have the development constructed and in operation no later 
than the National Basketball Association (NBA) 2017-18 season. 



Proposed GSW Project Approvals 



The GSW project would require approval by the OCII Commission of a new Major Phase for Blocks 29 to 32 to 
identify the specific uses, intensities of development, height, bulk and massing. Prior to approval, a Major Phase is 
referred to the Planning Department for review and comment. Following Major Phase approval, the GSW project 
would also require approval by the OCII Commission of individual Combined Basic Concept and Schematic 
Designs (Schematic Designs) for each building and private open spaces. Schematic Designs are also referred to the 
Planning Department for review and comment. Schematic Designs including office development will also require 
Planning Commission action to release office space from the citywide Proposition M office allocation pool. 



OCII has indicated that the proposed event center can be permitted as an allowed secondary use (Assembly and 
Entertainment: Nighttime Entertainment and/or Recreation Building) in the South Plan, and consequently, would 
not require an amendment to the South Plan. OCII indicates modifications to other design- and infrastructure-
related documents, such as the South Design for Development, Mission Bay South Signage Master Plan, and 
Mission Bay South Infrastructure Plan, would be required, as applicable. 



Environmental Review for GSW Project 



OCII has determined that the proposed GSW project in Mission Bay will require preparation of a focused 
Supplemental EIR to the Mission Bay FSEIR. Section 15163 of the CEQA Guidelines indicates that 
Supplemental EIRs may be used in cases if 1) any of the conditions described in the requirements that trigger a 
Subsequent EIR are met; and 2) only minor additions or changes would be necessary to make the previous EIR 
adequately apply to the project in the changed situation. Furthermore, Section 15163 indicates that Supplemental 
EIRs need contain only the information necessary to make the previous EIR adequate for the project as revised.  



Based on our preliminary understanding of the project, it is assumed that the Supplemental EIR for the GSW 
project in Mission Bay would focus on the following environmental topics for detailed environmental analysis: 
Transportation, Air Quality (including Health Risks), Greenhouse Gases, Noise and Vibration, Wind, Shadow, 
and certain issues associated with Hydrology (sea level rise and flooding), Utilities (water and wastewater), and 
potentially Public Services (police and fire). The work scopes for these environmental topics are addressed under 
Task 3, below. It is assumed all other environmental topics would be addressed in lesser detail in an Initial Study, 
as described in Task 2, below. As described below, the topic of Aesthetics is not proposed to be addressed in the 
SEIR, consistent with the proposed processing of the project under SB 743. 



Tasks for Completion of the CEQA Environmental Review Process 



The ESA team will conduct all activities and documentation required under the CEQA environmental review 
process in conjunction with, and under the direction of, OCII and EP, and consistent with procedures and format 
as directed by these agencies. 



Task 1. Prepare Notice of Preparation, Distribute Notice of Preparation/Initial Study, and Public Scoping  



The City has requested preparation of a Notice of Preparation (NOP) to be prepared for the GSW project. ESA, in 
consultation with the project sponsor team, OCII and EP, will prepare the NOP for the project. The NOP will 











 



Preliminary Scope of Work for CEQA Services for the proposed 
Golden State Warriors Event Center Development in Mission Bay 



 



Catherine Reilly; Chris Kern 
July 15, 2014 
Page 5 



 



contain all information as required by the CEQA Guidelines Section 15082, and consistent with environmental 
review guidelines of the City. The City has also requested preparation of an Initial Study that would accompany 
the NOP; see Prepare Initial Study under Task 2, below. 



ESA will develop a mailing distribution list for the project in consultation with, and using mailing list information 
provided by, OCII and EP. ESA will conduct mailing of the NOP/ as requested by the City EP and OCII. It is 
assumed ESA will print and distribute 250 copies of the NOP, and 30 copies of the NOP with Initial Study, plus 
100 CDs. ESA shall provide an electronic file of the NOP/Initial Study for posting on the Planning Department 
and/or OCII website. 



The City has requested that a public scoping meeting occur for the project. ESA will attend the public scoping 
meeting. ESA will also arrange for a court reporter at the scoping meeting who will prepare transcripts. 



Following the close of the 30-day public review period for the NOP, ESA will review and catalog responses to the 
comments received on the NOP, and provide this summary to the City. 



Task 2. Prepare Initial Study 



The City has requested preparation of an Initial Study that will accompany the NOP. The Initial Study format, 
including, but not limited to, the environmental checklist items to be addressed and the comparative 
determinations, shall be approved by EP and OCII. The checklist will be adapted from the standard checklist to 
address the inquiry required under CEQA Guidelines Sections 15162 and 15163; that is, whether the project 
would result in new or substantially more severe significant effects than those identified in the Mission Bay 
FSEIR. This work scope assumes the following environmental topics (except where indicated otherwise, below) 
will be addressed in the Initial Study, in lesser detail than those items to be addressed in the SEIR: 



 Land Use 
 Population and Housing 
 Cultural Resources 
 Recreation 
 Utilities and Service Systems  



(excluding water and wastewater) 
 Public Services (excluding police and fire) 



 Biological Resources
 Geology and Soils 
 Hydrology and Water Quality  



(excluding sea level rise and flooding) 
 Hazards and Hazardous Materials 
 Mineral and Energy Resources 
 Agricultural and Forest Resources 



 
The proposed approach in the Initial Study for addressing each of the above topics is to first summarize how each 
of these topics were addressed for the Mission Bay project in the Mission Bay FSEIR, including identifying any 
applicable mitigation measures from the Mission Bay FSEIR, and conclusions reached regarding significance of 
effects. The Initial Study will then analyze the proposed project pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15163 to 
determine if the proposed changes, circumstances under which the project is undertaken, or new information 
would lead to new or more severe significant environmental effects. 



The Initial Study will not contain any detailed information or analysis for those environmental topics to be 
addressed in detail in the SEIR (i.e., transportation and circulation, air quality (including health risk), greenhouse 
gases noise and vibration, wind and shadow), unless there is a specific issue(s) from those topics that can be 
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clearly focused out in the Initial Study. However, the Initial Study will inform the reader that the respective 
environmental topics will be addressed in full detail in the SEIR. 



While, as noted above, the topics to be addressed in the Initial Study are largely not anticipated to require a 
quantitative analysis, the City has preliminarily identified certain environmental issues, including sea level 
rise/flooding effects, utility demand/effects, and effects on police and fire protection services, that will merit a 
more quantitative and detailed analysis. For purposes of this work scope, it is assumed these issues will be 
addressed in the SEIR (unless, time permitting, these discrete issues can be included in the Initial Study). A scope 
for these issues is presented under Task 3, below. 



ESA will prepare an administrative draft #1 Initial Study for review and comment by OCII, EP, and the project 
sponsor. We will then respond to and incorporate all comments into administrative draft #2 Initial Study, followed 
by preparation of a screencheck draft Initial Study, for a total of three rounds of review. Following receipt of 
comments on the screencheck draft Initial Study, ESA will prepare the final Initial Study for public distribution 
with the NOP.  



Task 3. Prepare Administrative Draft Supplemental EIR #1 



ESA will prepare an Administrative Draft Supplemental EIR #1 (ADSEIR #1) that will include the topics and 
environmental issues listed below, with the exception of the administrative draft project description, which will be 
submitted in advance of the ADSEIR #1 for review. A brief discussion of the level of detail for each section is 
also shown below, in the order in which they will appear in the Draft Supplemental EIR. All resource topics will 
include an analysis of cumulative impacts based on an assessment of other past, present, and reasonably 
foreseeable projects in the vicinity that could contribute to effects on the same resources, including, where 
applicable, citywide and regional growth projections and specific major projects that could affect resources also 
affected by the project, as set forth in EP guidance for cumulative impact analysis. ESA will work with OCII and 
EP to develop the list of projects and assumptions to consider for the various cumulative analyses. For each area 
of cumulative analysis, ESA will describe the relevant geographic area of impact; will identify cumulative 
impacts to which both the project and other projects would contribute; will determine if the project’s incremental 
contribution to each such impact is cumulatively considerable; and, where applicable, will identify feasible 
mitigation measures to reduce the project’s contribution to the cumulative significant impact. 



Based on discussions with Strada, and as further discussed below, it is our understanding that certain technical 
studies and analyses will be conducted by the sponsor’s consultant, including quantitative air quality emissions 
estimates and health risk assessment (to be conducted by Environ), and a wind study (assumed to be conducted by 
RWDI but could be done by ESA as an option) that will serve as a basis for information in developing the 
respective Supplemental EIR sections. Nevertheless, working together the sponsor’s consultants, ESA’s own in-
house technical experts, will prepare the actual Air Quality (including Health Risks), Greenhouse Gas, Wind, and 
Shadow sections of the Supplemental EIR. 



 Introduction — This section will include a description of the purpose and function of the Supplemental 
EIR, CEQA environmental review process, and summary of public comments received during the scoping 
period. 
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 Project Description — The project description will be based in part on the project description prepared for 
the NOP, and expanded as needed for the focused environmental analysis as additional project detail is made 
available by the sponsor team. It is expected that the level of detail for the Supplemental EIR project 
description would be commensurate with the overall level of detail that is typically used for Major Phase 
submittals in Mission Bay South, along with appropriate construction/operational-related information needed 
to conduct quantitative impact analyses, where relevant (e.g., transportation, air quality). The project 
description will include project objectives. Upon receipt of comments received on the first administrative draft 
project description, it is assumed that there would be no further substantive changes to the project description. 



 Plans and Policies — Relevant OCII and City documents to be reviewed to identify apparent conflicts with 
the project would include, but not be limited to, the Redevelopment Plan for the Mission Bay South 
Redevelopment Project, South Design for Development, San Francisco General Plan, the City’s 
Sustainability Plan, Climate Action Plan, Better Streets Plan, and Bicycle Plan. Applicable federal, regional 
and/or state plans/policies to be discussed would include, but not limited to, those of the California 
Regional Water Quality Control Board, Bay Area Air Quality Management District, and Association of Bay 
Area Governments; as well as applicable legislation, such as Senate Bill 743 (SB 743). 



 Transportation and Circulation — See Attachment A, Transportation Scope of Work from Fehr and 
Peers, Adavant Consulting and LCW Consulting. 



 Noise and Vibration — Although the project site is in a primarily commercial area, there are certain 
existing/proposed residential land uses in the project vicinity including UCSF student housing and multi-
family dwellings north/west of the site. The UCSF hospital will also be considered a sensitive receptor. 
During construction, these and other nearby land uses would be exposed to elevated noise levels, 
particularly to noise generated by pile-driving activities. ESA has recently conducted ambient noise 
measurements in support of the environmental review being prepared for the nearby UCSF LRDP project 
that would be used, as applicable, for the proposed GSW project. ESA would supplement this with other 
limited short- and/or long-term noise monitoring, as needed. If determined to be necessary, ESA will work 
with OCII and EP to determine the location and number of additional noise measurements; for the purpose 
of this scope of work, it is assumed that ESA will conduct no more than three long-term noise 
measurements and six short-term measurements. Construction noise impacts will be quantitatively analyzed 
relative to the City’s noise ordinance and applicable significance thresholds; construction vibration impacts 
from pile driving will also be analyzed. Operational noise impacts to be analyzed include stationary 
sources, crowd noise, entertainment noise, and project-generated traffic noise at up to 10 roadway 
segments. Tasks are anticipated to include measurement of existing ambient noise in the project site 
vicinity, including at the nearest sensitive receptors, and possibly additional measurements at appropriate 
locations to gather information on event facility noise conditions. Where required, feasible mitigation 
measures beyond those in the Mission Bay FSEIR will be identified. 



 Air Quality (including Health Risk) — Both construction and operation of the project would result in air 
pollutant emissions. Construction activities would generate dust and diesel emissions (including diesel 
particulate matter, a toxic air contaminant). ESA will rely on an assessment of project construction and 
operational air emissions, and project-specific health risk assessment, to be prepared by the project 
sponsor’s consultant, Environ. (It is assumed that EP will review and approve a separate work scope for the 
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air quality analysis, to be prepared by Environ; we further assume that if EP requires a stand-alone Air 
Quality Technical Report, this AQTR will be prepared by Environ.) ESA will collaborate with Environ as 
needed to ensure consistency in project understanding, and analysis methodology and approach, and will 
peer review Environ’s results for accuracy. ESA will use the assessment from Environ as a basis for writing 
the Air Quality (including Health Risks) section of the SEIR. The air quality analysis will also address 
construction dust, odor impacts, and consistency with the Clean Air Plan. Where required, feasible 
mitigation measures beyond those in the Mission Bay FSEIR will be identified. 



 Greenhouse Gas Emissions — The City does not require quantification of estimated greenhouse gas 
emissions in CEQA analysis for construction or operation of a project. Rather, the approach to this analysis is 
to confirm that the project will be consistent with the City’s Strategies to Address Greenhouse Gas Emissions. 
This determination is made on the basis of a checklist developed by EP. Much of the information in the 
checklist—such as how the project will comply with various aspects of the City’s Green Building Ordinance, 
water conservation and stormwater requirements, and recycling and composting requirements—must be 
supplied by the project design team, to the extent that this information is available at the time that CEQA 
review is under way. ESA will complete the checklist in coordination with the project sponsor. However, it is 
noted that SB 743 processing requires documentation of no increase in greenhouse gas emissions, and 
therefore ESA will also coordinate the EIR’s greenhouse gas emissions analysis with the work being 
performed by Environ in support of the sponsor’s proposed processing of the project under SB743. 



 Wind — Two potential options are provided for the Wind analyses, as follows:  



Option A. Peer Review of Wind-Tunnel Analysis and Preparation of SEIR Wind Section. Under this 
option, ESA will rely on an assessment of wind impacts – both direct project impacts and cumulative 
impacts - to be prepared by the project sponsor’s consultant, RWDI. ESA will consult with RWDI as 
needed to ensure consistency in project understanding, and analysis methodology and approach, and 
will peer review RWDI’s results for accuracy. It is assumed RWDI will conduct wind-tunnel testing 
of the project site, and prepare a wind technical report that will provide wind data results sufficient to 
evaluate project impacts in accordance with the requirements for wind analysis in the Design for 
Development. The wind technical memorandum prepared by RWDI will serve as the basis for the 
SEIR Wind section to be prepared by ESA.  



Option B. Wind-Tunnel Testing and Preparation of SEIR Wind Section. Under this option, ESA will 
conduct the wind assessment and also prepare the SEIR wind section using our in-house wind 
experts. Using ESA’s existing 1"=50' scale model of Mission Bay, ESA would build and add in a 
model of the Warriors project development proposed on Blocks 29 to 32 based on development plans 
from the Warriors. As needed, ESA would update and add any other future non-project cumulative 
development anticipated in the vicinity. ESA, in consultation with the City, will identify the number 
and location of wind test points to study. The model would be delivered to U.C. Davis’s wind tunnel 
facility, where the wind modeling would be conducted. Wind conditions will be analyzed for the 
existing setting, existing plus project conditions and cumulative conditions for primary wind 
directions. ESA will then prepare a technical memorandum that will document the approach, 
methods, assumptions, and results of the wind test. This memorandum will serve as the basis for the 
SEIR section on wind that ESA will also prepare.  If needed, feasible mitigation measures will be 
identified to address any significant wind impacts. 
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 Shadow — ESA will evaluate shadow effects consistent with the Design for Development’s guidelines for 
“Sunlight Access to Open Space,” and prepare the SEIR Shadow section. ESA will build a digital model of 
the proposed project and cast shadow on the potentially affected public and publicly accessible open spaces 
that could be affected, in particular, the planned Bayfront Park east of the project site and the realigned 
Terry Francois Boulevard, as well as UCSF-owned publicly accessible open space both north and south of 
Gene Friend Way. ESA will include in the analysis graphical illustrations of project shadow on locations 
and at times of the year and day to be determined in consultation with EP and OCII. At a minimum, it is 
assumed that net new shadow will be depicted on Bayfront Park. The Design for Development establishes a 
recommended limit for total shadow on Bayfront Park: no more than 20 percent of the overall park 
(extending from Mission Bay Commons south to Mariposa Street) should be continuously shaded for an 
hour or more during the period 10:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m., March to September. If needed, feasible mitigation 
measures will be identified to address any significant shadow impacts. 



 Sea Level Rise/Flooding Effects — The project site is an area subject to the potential effects of sea level 
rise. ESA will review the latest available policy and research on sea level rise, including but not limited to, 
the 2012 National Research Council publication “Sea-Level Rise for the Coasts of California, Oregon, and 
Washington: Past, Present, and Future.” In consultation with City staff, ESA will identify the best sea level 
rise inundation maps available for the project area [if available, this may include the San Francisco Public 
Utilities Commission (SFPUC) sea level rise inundation maps for San Francisco’s Bay shoreline that are 
scheduled be published soon]. Based on this mapping, ESA will identify design year sea level rise for a 
range of potential sea level projections. ESA will consult with the sponsor to identify any design features 
proposed as part of the project to address sea level rise. As needed, ESA will identify feasible mitigation 
measures for addressing sea level rise, which may include preparation of a risk assessment by the sponsor 
and identification of additional potential design solutions and adaptation measures to avoid or minimize sea 
level rise effects. 



 Utility Demands/Effects — The proposed project will generate a demand for water, generate wastewater 
and require wastewater and stormwater collection and treatment. In consultation with the OCII and SFPUC, 
ESA will update as needed the description of public utility system improvements serving the project site 
vicinity, and document if there are any known existing or future deficiencies in water supply/distribution, 
and wastewater/stormwater collection and treatment. Using existing information in the Mission Bay FSEIR, 
ESA will derive the estimated project site water demand/wastewater generation estimates originally 
assumed for the Block 29-32 project site in the Mission Bay FSEIR. The project sponsor’s engineers will 
provide ESA with a description of proposed utility system improvements to serve the project site, including 
proposed water utilities, water reduction measures/systems, wastewater collection utilities, stormwater 
collection, storage and/or treatment utilities; as well as projected utility demands for the project, including 
water demand, wastewater generation and stormflows. ESA will present preliminary utility information and 
results to, and consult with, City staff to determine what, if any, additional utilities information or analysis 
may be needed for the environmental document. 



Optional Task: Hydrologic Modeling of Effects on the City’s Combined Sewer/Stormwater System. The 
above scope of work does not provide for any quantitative analysis using the Bayside Planning Model or 
other hydrologic model that may be recommended by OCII, EP and/or SFPUC to estimate potential 
changes in project/cumulative combined sewer flows and discharges. However, if based on the results of 
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the preliminary tasks discussed above, OCII and EP determines that hydrologic modeling of the combined 
sewer/stormwater flows is required to quantify potential changes in effects on the combined system, ESA 
proposes to use Hydroconsult Engineers, Inc., to conduct this effort as an optional task. The scope of work 
for this task would be developed in consultation with OCII, EP and the project sponsor. 



As discussed below, this scope of work assumes the project sponsor will process the project under SB 743. The 
eligibility of the proposed project under SB743 would provide that aesthetic impacts of the proposed project shall 
not be considered significant impacts on the environment. Accordingly, as was the approach for the Piers 30-32 
site, the aesthetics impacts will not be analyzed in the Supplemental EIR. This work scope therefore does not 
include the preparation or inclusion of any visual simulations for the proposed project in the SEIR. 



Based on preliminary discussions to date with EP and OCII, it is assumed that the SEIR will not require analysis 
of any new CEQA alternatives, but can instead can rely on the alternatives analysis in the Mission Bay FSEIR. At 
this time, it is also assumed that the SEIR will describe and analyze one version of the proposed project only, and 
that there will be no Variants to the project. 



Task 4. Prepare Administrative Draft Supplemental EIR #2 and Screencheck Draft Supplemental EIR  



This task consists of reviewing and responding to comments on the ADSEIR #1 and preparing an Administrative 
Draft Supplemental EIR #2 (ADSEIR #2). Following receipt of comments on ADSEIR #2, a Screencheck Draft 
SEIR will be submitted to OCII and EP, including the Environmental Review Officer (ERO), for review and final 
comment prior to publication. Three rounds of review are included in this task (review of ADSEIR #1, 
ADSEIR #2, and Screencheck Draft SEIR) as well as work sessions to resolve issues that arise with each round of 
review. (In this way, the work session to review/revise the Screencheck Draft will, in effect, produce a Printcheck 
Draft in the process of developing the Public Draft SEIR for printing and distribution.) This proposal assumes 
review only by OCII, EP, City Attorney, other relevant City staff (e.g., MTA, SFPUC), and the project sponsor 
team. Additional review of any administrative draft EIR sections by any other entities – and ESA’s responding to 
those comments - is not provided for in the work scope, budget and schedule. 



Task 5. Prepare and Distribute Draft SEIR and Conduct Public Hearings 



ESA will prepare a Notice of Completion (NOC) and Notice of Availability (NOA) for distribution at the same 
time as issuance of the public Draft SEIR. In conjunction with OCII and EP, ESA will prepare a mailing list and 
distribute the NOAs and Draft SEIR to the mailing list, and send the NOC to the State Clearinghouse, along with 
either 15 copies of the Draft SEIR (likely in electronic form, along with printed copies of the summary). It is 
assumed ESA will print and distribute 125 copies of the Draft SEIR plus 200 CDs and 500 copies of the NOA. 
ESA will also be responsible for on-site posting of the NOA of the Draft SEIR for public review. At the time that 
the Draft SEIR is published, ESA will provide OCII and EP with a complete set of all references cited in the Draft 
SEIR in electronic format. ESA will assist OCII and EP in planning and preparing for a public hearing to receive 
oral comments on the Draft SEIR, including providing a court reporter at the hearing who will prepare transcripts 
to be used in responding to comments. 



Task 6. Responses to Comments Document and MMRP 



At this time, the number, nature, and extent of comments on the Draft SEIR cannot be predicted. ESA has 
assumed a reasonable budget sufficient to respond to a reasonable number of comments given the potentially 
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controversial nature of the project, but for the purposes of this scope of work, we assume that responses will not 
require major new analysis in any resource area, any substantive changes to the Project Description, or any new 
quantitative analysis of a substantive nature. ESA will review, bracket/code, organize, and synthesize comments 
received on the Draft SEIR, including preparing a matrix of all comments received to facilitate preparation of 
responses. The matrix will identify the commenter, comment code, primary and secondary topic, person(s) 
responsible for preparing the response, additional information needs, and issues to be resolved, and the matrix can 
be sorted as needed for various purposes. Consistent with EP format, the Responses to Comments (RTC) 
document will be organized by resource topic, and ESA will work with the project sponsor, OCII, EP, and other 
City staff as applicable to strategize in the most efficient way to prepare responses and structure the RTC 
document. Similar to the process for the Draft SEIR, the RTC will require preparation of two rounds of the 
administrative draft RTC document for iterative review and comment before preparing and distributing the public 
RTC document. At the time that the RTC document is published, ESA will provide OCII and EP with an updated 
set of all references cited in the Draft SEIR and RTC document in electronic format.  



Following publication of the RTC document, ESA will prepare the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 
(MMRP) as required by CEQA and consistent with OCII and EP requirements.  We assumed one round of review 
for the MMRP. 



ESA will print 75 hard copies of the RTC document, 100 CD copies, and 10 copies of the MMRP.  



Task 7. SEIR Certification, Appeal, Final SEIR, and Notice of Determination  



ESA will assist OCII prior to and during the certification hearing on the Final SEIR before the OCII Commission, 
providing technical and administrative assistance as needed. It is assumed that the OCII will be responsible for 
preparing the CEQA Findings. Following certification of the SEIR, this scope of work assumes at least one appeal 
of the SEIR certification will be filed to the San Francisco Board of Supervisors (BOS), as the legislative body for 
the Successor Agency. ESA will provide technical and administrative support to OCII and EP during the appeal 
process, including preparation of draft and final appeal response materials and attendance and support at the 
appeal hearing; this scope of work assumed that certain issues would require discussion/clarification and response 
during the appeal process but no additional analysis will be required. It is assumed that the project sponsor will be 
responsible for all filing fees, including the California Department of Fish and Wildlife CEQA fees. 



Following filing of the NOD, ESA, will prepare a consolidated Final SEIR that combines and integrates the 
contents of the Draft SEIR and the RTC document.  



Task 8. Project Management and Meetings 



This task covers regular progress meetings and/or conference calls as well as day-to-day coordination and 
consultation with the project sponsor, design team, OCII, EP, and other CCSF staff; formal and informal meetings; 
and additional administrative duties, including subconsultant coordination. The ESA team will coordinate work 
efforts, maintain consistency in project understanding and approach, maintain action item lists and information 
requests, address and respond to issues as they arise, and distribute the project information needed for preparation of 
the CEQA documentation. For all CEQA meetings and work sessions, ESA will prepare an agenda prior to the 
meeting.   
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This task also includes monitoring project status in terms of staffing, budget, schedule, and coordinating the work 
of all subconsultants. ESA will prepare updates to the project schedule as needed.  



Task 9. Administrative Record and SB 743 Compliance Support 



The project sponsor is proposing to apply for certification of the project under SB 743. Among other requirements, 
SB 743 requires preparation of an electronic administrative record concurrently with the administrative process 
(including placement on the internet) and certification of the final administrative record within specific timeframes. 
ESA will manage the administrative record process for this project and provide SB 743 compliance support. 



A detailed description of ESA’s proposed scope for preparation, management of the Administrative Record and 
SB 743 compliance support is presented in Attachment B. Within 10 days of the Governor certifying the 
environmental leadership development project, ESA will prepare and distribute the public notice that the applicant 
has elected to proceed under Chapter 6.5 of the Public Resources Code. For purposes of scoping/costing, it is 
assumed the Administrative Record for this project under SB 743 begins with submittal of the new Environmental 
Evaluation (EE) Application, and will be maintained until the City renders a final decision on the project. If 
desired by the City, ESA would establish and maintain a project-specific email address for the receipt of 
electronic documents submitted. If requested, ESA can also include ESA’s physical address and/or facsimile 
address in all forthcoming project notices for the receipt of printed materials which ESA would then convert to an 
electronic format. All documents received will be indexed and organized by ESA as outlined in Attachment B. 
The Administrative Record will include an Administrative Record Index that includes live links to all indexed 
documents as well as the documents themselves. OCII and EP shall approve the format of Administrative Record 
Index, and prepare and/or approve the process for which project materials shall be included in the Administrative 
Record.  



ESA will support the OCII and the City in making all documents and other Administrative Record materials 
available to the public in a readily accessible, downloadable electronic format. As directed by OCII and EP, the 
City would host a link to its website that would direct users to an off-site, cloud-based server, which we assume 
will need to be in operation from publication of the Draft SEIR through a final decision on the project. ESA will 
design and build the user interface page (format and content to be approved by the OCII and EP), providing 
background information about the project and the CEQA process as well as access to the Administrative Record. 
ESA’s Website Lead will design, build, maintain, and troubleshoot the site. Commencing with the date of the 
release of the Draft SEIR, ESA will upload a current Administrative Record Index and electronic copy of 
submitted documents within the prescribed timelines outlined in Attachment B. ESA will provide the final Index 
and Administrative Record materials for the City’s certification so that the City can meet the statutory obligation 
to certify the final Administrative Record within five days of project approval. 
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Scope of Work 



Transportation Analysis for the proposed Event Center at Mission Bay 
South Area Blocks 29-32 EIR  



Second Draft: July 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 



The San Francisco 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 project variant; 



• 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 the project variant; and 



• Transportation section schedule and deliverables. 
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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 
(e.g., office, retail, restaurant, athletic club, movie theater, live theater) 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-related transportation improvements, background traffic 
assumptions, and parking assumptions. The proposed project and project variant travel demand will 
be presented for each analysis scenario.  This technical memorandum will be presented to the 
Planning Department for review and approval prior to proceeding with the transportation impact 
analysis.   



The transportation consultants will work with the project sponsor to develop the definition of the 
project variant. 
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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 Variant 1 
 



1     2 



Future Year 2040 Cumulative 
        



Project - No Event 1     1  2 



Project – with Event  
- with Basketball Game 
- with Convention Event 



 
1 
1 



    1  
 



2 
1 



Project Variant – No Event  1       1 



TOTAL 9 2 3 2 2 5 2 25 



 



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 
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• 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 and June 2014, as 
appropriate. 



Table 2a - Intersection Analysis Locations 



Location Location 



1 The Embarcadero/Harrison St 13 Terry Francois Blvd/16th St [a] 



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/Fifth 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   
Note: 
[a] Future analysis location. 



 



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 
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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. 
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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   



3 Terry Francois Blvd/South St [b]   
Notes: 
[a] All crosswalks at the listed intersections. 
[b] Future analysis location. 



 



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 describe 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 and at 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; 
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• 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 site, 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.  
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Task 5 – Determine Project and Project Variant 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 variant 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, office, athletic club, movie theater, live theater) 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 
parking lots 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 facilities 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 the project 
variant 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 variant 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). 
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Task 6 – Transportation Impact Analysis 



The transportation consultants will identify the transportation impacts associated with the proposed 
project and the project variant 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 - no Event 



• Future year 2040 Cumulative - with Event 



Table 1 on page 3 details the number of project, project variant, 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’s and project variant’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 
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’s/project variant’s 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/project 
variant’s contribution to these conditions. 
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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 - no Event  



• Future year 2040 Cumulative – with Event 



Table 1 on page 3 details the number of project, project variant 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 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 
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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)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. 



TASK 6.5 – LOADING IMPACTS 
The transportation consultants will prepare a loading supply/demand analysis for the proposed 
project and the project variant.  The proposed on-site loading supply will be compared to the Mission 
Bay South Area D4D 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 and project variant.  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 the project variant.  



TASK 6.7 – CONSTRUCTION IMPACTS 
The transportation consultants will qualitatively assess any potential temporary construction-related 
transportation impacts that would be generated by the proposed project and the project variant.  
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 variant.  Handicapped-accessible, bicycle and carshare spaces supplied by 
the project and project variant will be identified.  The proposed parking supply will be compared to the 
requirements of the Mission Bay South Area D4D.  Any exceptions to the Mission Bay South Area 
D4D will be noted.  



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. 



                                                        
 



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. 
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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 – 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 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 project variant; 



• 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). 











LCW Consulting  Adavant 
Consulting 
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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 9 – 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 10:  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 11 – 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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ATTACHMENT B 
SCOPE OF WORK: ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD AND SB 743 COMPLIANCE SUPPORT 



Prepare and Distribute Notice that Applicant has Elected to Proceed under 
Chapter 6.5 of the Public Resources Code 



ESA, in consultation with the project sponsor team, OCII and EP, will prepare the public notice required by 
Public Resources Code section 21187 that the applicant has elected to proceed under Chapter 6.5 of the Public 
Resources Code. Pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21187, within 10 days of the Governor certifying the 
environmental leadership development project, the City must issue a notice in no less than 12-point type stating 
the following: 



“THE APPLICANT HAS ELECTED TO PROCEED UNDER CHAPTER 6.5 
(COMMENCING WITH SECTION 21178) OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE, 
WHICH PROVIDES, AMONG OTHER THINGS, THAT ANY JUDICIAL ACTION 
CHALLENGING THE CERTIFICATION OF THE EIR OR THE APPROVAL OF THE 
PROJECT DESCRIBED IN THE EIR IS SUBJECT TO THE PROCEDURES SET FORTH 
IN SECTIONS 21185 TO 21186, INCLUSIVE OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE. A 
COPY OF CHAPTER 6.5 (COMMENCING WITH SECTION 21178) OF THE PUBLIC 
RESOURCES CODE IS INCLUDED BELOW.” 



ESA will also develop a mailing list for the project in consultation with, and using mailing list information 
provided by, OCII and EP. ESA will conduct mailing of the notice as well. The public notice shall be distributed 
as required for public notices pursuant to Section 21092(b)(3) – the same as that required for a Notice of 
Preparation of an EIR.  



Administrative Record Preparation and Maintenance 



ESA will prepare the Administrative Record for the project concurrently with the City’s CEQA administrative 
process based on information generated by ESA as well as input and materials received from the City and project 
sponsor. 



It is assumed the Administrative Record for this project begins with submittal of the Environmental Evaluation 
(EE) Application in June 2014, and ESA will maintain the Administrative Record until the City renders a final 
decision on the project. For purposes of costing, it is assumed that ESA’s Administrative Record Lead’s duties 
would continue through September 2015 (the estimated amount of time to complete the environmental review and 
entitlements process for the project.) 



The Administrative Record will include an Administrative Record Index, prepared in Excel, that would include 
live links to all indexed documents as well as to the documents themselves. A sample Administrative Record 
Index to be used for the project is included in Table 1, below. It is assumed the OCII, EP and project sponsor will 
review and confirm that the proposed index format is acceptable for this project prior to ESA’s formal setup and 
use of this index. 











 



Preliminary Scope of Work for CEQA Services for the proposed 
Golden State Warriors Event Center Development in Mission Bay 



 



Catherine Reilly; Chris Kern 
July 15, 2014 
Page B-2 



 



Based on input provided by the OCII and the City, ESA will establish and maintain the CEQA administrative 
record of all materials determined to be appropriate for inclusion. ESA will establish and maintain a project-
specific email address for the receipt of documents prepared by or on behalf of the OCII and the City; submitted 
by the project sponsor; and provided by other agencies, interested organizations, and members of the public. 
Documents delivered to the project email box will generally be indexed and organized by ESA within two 
business days of receipt. The preferred format for all documents to be included in the Administrative Record is a 
downloadable electronic format in pdf format. However, if the OCII and the City requests, ESA can include 
ESA’s physical address in all forthcoming project notices for the delivery of printed materials; and can also 
include ESA’s facsimile address in all project notices as an additional delivery option. Documents received by 
either of these methods that do not duplicate previously received electronic copies would be scanned or otherwise 
converted to an electronic format, indexed, and organized, generally within four business days of receipt. 



ESA will support the OCII and the City in making all documents and other Administrative Record materials 
available to the public in a readily accessible, downloadable electronic format via a website maintained by the 
City (Pub. Res. Code §21186(b)). ESA proposes to outsource file storage to a hosted cloud-based server farm that 
would provide up to 30 GB capacity, managed application infrastructure, public access 24/7, and back-up of all 
files. ESA will work closely with the OCII and the City to make sure the site has a look and feel that is similar to 
or seamless relative to other City website products. 



 The City would host a link on the a City website (as directed by OCII and the City) that would direct users 
to an off-site server. It would appear to members of the public viewing materials on-line that they have 
remained on the City’s website. 



 ESA will design and build the user interface page (format and content to be approved by the OCII and the 
City). The page will provide background information about the project and the CEQA process as well as 
access to the Administrative Record. ESA’s word processing staff would optimize the files for website 
viewing; ESA’s website lead will design, build, maintain, and troubleshoot the site over the anticipated 
length of time between issuance of the Draft SEIR and the City’s certification of the Administrative Record. 



 Commencing with the date of the release of the Draft SEIR: 



- Lead Agency and project sponsor documents: ESA will upload a current Administrative Record Index 
and electronic copy of documents prepared by the City or submitted by the project sponsor within 
five (5) business days of receiving such a document (Pub. Res. Code §21186(d)). 



- Public comments received in an electronic format: ESA will upload a current Administrative Record 
Index and electronic copy of documents provided by other agencies and members of the public in an 
electronic format within five (5) business days of receiving such a document (Pub. Res. Code 
§21186(e)). 



- Public comments not in an electronic format: ESA will upload a current Administrative Record Index 
and electronic copy of documents provided by other agencies and members of the public not in an 
electronic format within seven (7) business days of receiving such a document (Pub. Res. Code 
§21186(f)). 
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 Pursuant to Pub. Res. Code §21186(g), for those documents submitted to or relied on by the City that were 
not prepared specifically for the project and are copyright protected are not required to be made readily 
accessible in an electronic format, but will be included in the Administrative Record Index. ESA will 
upload a current Administrative Record Index of the copyright protected documents provided by other 
agencies and members of the public in an electronic format within five (5) business days of receiving such a 
document. The Administrative Record Index will specify the library or lead agency offices in which 
hardcopies of the copyrighted materials are available for public review. 



 The site would be hosted by a third-party contractor and maintained by ESA for an assumed duration of 
12 months (i.e., from release of the Draft SEIR through the completion of the entitlements process for the 
project). The site would be available to the public the same day that the Notice of Completion of the Draft 
SEIR is received by the State Clearinghouse and would be maintained through the end of the calendar 
month in which the City issues its final decision on the project. 



Certification of the Administrative Record 



ESA will provide the final Index and Administrative Record materials for the City’s certification within two (2) 
days of the City’s decision on the project so that the City may meet the statutory obligation to certify the final 
Administrative Record within five (5) days of project approval (Pub. Res. Code §21186(g)). 











TABLE 1
SAMPLE ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD INDEX FOR EVENT CENTER AND MIXED‐USE DEVELOPMENT AT PIERS 30‐32 AND SEAWALL LOT 330



A B C D E F G H I J K L



Topic Category Date Received/Sent Document Date Recipient(s)/ Affiliation
Author/ 
Affiliation



Document Name Document Subject Number of Pages
Document/ 
Media Type



Bates 
Numbers



Digital File 
Name



Other 
Notes



PDF Emails and documents are categorized by topic.  This column identifies the 
date the document was 
received or sent.



This is the date 
shown on the 
document.



This identifies the recipient 
of the document.



This identifies the 
author of the 
document.



This column identifies the title of the 
document or PDF Email attachment. If 
an PDF Email does not include an 
attachment, the entry will be blank.



This column identifies 
the subject(s) of the 
document using key 
words



This identifies the 
number of pages in the 
document.



This identifies the 
entry's document 
type or media 
format.



A unique bates 
range will identify 
each entry



This identifies name 
of the digital file 
associated with the 
entry.  All 
documents saved in 
pdf format



     e.g., Notice of Preparation, Draft EIR, Responses to Comments, Notice of Determination, CEQA Findings, Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program, etc.



    e.g., Applicable memos, correspondence and other miscellaneous information related to AB900 application (such as technical reports related to GHG analysis, correspondence with CARB, approval from Governor's Office, etc.)



    e.g.,  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EE Application



    e.g.,  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with  NOP (through publication)



    e.g.,  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with non‐technical EIR sections (e.g., Introduction, etc.)



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Project Description



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Plans and Policies



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Land Use



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Aesthetics



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Population and Housing



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Cultural and Paleontological Resources



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Transportation and Circulation



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Noise and Vibration



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Air Quality



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Greenhouse Gases



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Wind and Shadow



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Recreation



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Utilties and Service Systems



00  Final Key Documents



01   AB 900



03   Notice of Preparation (NOP) 



04   EIR ‐ General (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



05   EIR ‐ Project Description (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



06   EIR ‐ Plans and Policies (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



07   EIR ‐ Land Use (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



08   EIR ‐ Aesthetics (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



09   EIR ‐ Population and Housing (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



10   EIR ‐ Cultural and Paleontological Resources (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



02   Environmental Evaluation (EE) Application



11   EIR ‐ Transportation and Circulation (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



17   EIR ‐ Utilities and Service Systems (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



12   EIR ‐ Noise and Vibration (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



13   EIR ‐ Air Quality (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



14   EIR ‐ Greenhouse Gases (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



15   EIR ‐ Wind and Shadow (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



16   EIR  ‐ Recreation (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)
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    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Biological Resources



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Geology and Soils



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Hydrology and Water Quality



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Hazards and Hazardous Materials



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Mineral and Energy Resources



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Agriculture Resources



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with Other CEQA Issues (Growth Inducement, Significant and Unavoidable Impacts, Significant and Irreversible Changes, and Areas of Known Controversy



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Alternatives



    Agency, Public and Organization Scoping Comments Received in Response to NOP



    Agency, Public and Organization Comments on Draft EIR



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with multiple EIR topics 



    e.g., Agenda, Minutes, from Agency‐Sponsor Coordination Meetings



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with potential EIR appeal, and appeal response



24   EIR ‐ Other CEQA Issues (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



30  EIR Appeal



28   Correspondence ‐ General 



26   NOP Scoping Comments



27   Comments on Draft EIR 



29   Agency‐Sponsor Coordination Meetings



21   EIR ‐ Hazards and Hazardous Materials (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



22   EIR ‐ Mineral and Energy Resources (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



23   EIR ‐ Agriculture and Forest Resources (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



25   EIR ‐ Alternatives (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



18   EIR ‐ Biological Resources (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



19   EIR  ‐ Geology and Soils (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



20   EIR ‐ Hydrology and Water Quality (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



















From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: "Beauchamp, Kevin"
Subject: RE: Kaiser Contact Info (1600 Owens)
Date: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:41:00 PM


Great – Erin Miller will be at the meeting tomorrow so we can talk about the WTA meeting as well.
 
Hope you feel better.  Must be bad to make you miss work.  Hang in there!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:06 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Kaiser Contact Info (1600 Owens)
 
Thanks.
 
I got your voice message about coming in to discuss Warriors coordination issues, but have been out
sick yesterday and today.  We’re in the process of confirming the issues we want to discuss and the
staff who would be involved, and I’ll get back to you on that probably early next week.  I do hope to
make it to tomorrow morning’s meeting to discuss the City’s comments on the LRDP TIS though.
 
Kevin
 
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 3:58 PM
To: Beauchamp, Kevin
Cc: Greg Gehlen
Subject: RE: Kaiser Contact Info (1600 Owens)
 
Hi, Kevin – I am cc-ing Greg at ARE who would be a good contact for ARE and is also the person that
is our go-between with Kaiser.  I have some names of the folks I worked with early on, but it’s been
awhile since I’ve met with Kaiser directly, so Greg is probably a better person to help connect you
with the active Kaiser team.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 



mailto:KBeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

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: Beauchamp, Kevin [mailto:KBeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 15, 2014 9:30 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Kaiser Contact Info (1600 Owens)
 
Catherine—
 
Do you have contact info for someone at Kaiser we can talk with regarding parking plans for their
new facility at 1600 Owens?  The only contact I am aware of is Randy Wittorp, Kaiser’s Director of
Public Affairs, but I don’t have his phone number or email.  Or is there someone else we should
speak with at Kaiser who is knowledgeable about that project?
 
Also, who is the ARE contact now that Terezia is gone?
 
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
 



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:KBeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu

mailto:kbeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu
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From: Gillett, Gillian (MYR)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Thursday FTA Tour
Date: Thursday, July 03, 2014 9:59:49 AM


This is great; thank you!


Many chance you could print out 2-3 and meet us with them? I'm coming straight
from San Carlos JOB Meeting.


Please pardon my typing; this message via iPhone.


Gillian Gillett
Director of Transportation Policy
Office of Mayor Edwin M. Lee
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Pl. 
City Hall, Room 200
San Francisco, CA 94102 
Telephone: (415) 554-4192
Fax: (415) 554-4058
E-mail: gillian.gillett@sfgov.org 


Just dial 3-1-1 
One Call Does It All - City Services Simplified 
24-hours a day, 7 days a week, 365 days a year


On Jul 3, 2014, at 9:36 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Gillian – here is a one pager with a map.  We also have the more detailed
(what is going on on each parcel) map, but it needs to be updated to
reflect the Warriors, etc.


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
  Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Gillett, Gillian (MYR)
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 10:01 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Thursday FTA Tour


Why don’t you join us for the first bit? See you at 16th/280/7th at
1:30PM. If you can put together a one-pager as well, that would be very
handy. I’ve been doing these tours quite a bit…



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=77040500916D4B9B802811C5C6B0AB34-GILLIAN GILLETT

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

x-apple-data-detectors://5/0

tel:%28415%29%20554-4192

tel:%28415%29%20554-4058

mailto:gillian.gillett@sfgov.org

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/





Gillian Gillett
Director of Transportation Policy
Office of Mayor Edwin M. Lee
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Pl.
City Hall, Room 200
San Francisco, CA 94102<x-apple-data-detectors://5/0>
Telephone: (415) 554-4192<tel:%28415%29%20554-4192>
Fax: (415) 554-4058<tel:%28415%29%20554-4058>
E-mail: gillian.gillett@sfgov.org<mailto:gillian.gillett@sfgov.org>


Just dial 3-1-1
One Call Does It All - City Services Simplified
24-hours a day, 7 days a week, 365 days a year


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 9:32 AM
To: Gillett, Gillian (MYR)
Subject: Thursday FTA Tour


Hi, Gillian – great to hear from you.  I left a VM, but in case email is
easier the short answer is I am available Thursday if you would like me to
attend.  Alternatively, I can also get you a one-pager with a map that
describes what is going on in Mission Bay.  Let me know which works
best for you and I have put a hold on my calendar in the meantime.


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.


<MB Project Overview - 1 Page March 2013.pdf>



mailto:gillian.gillett@sfgov.org

mailto:gillian.gillett@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/






From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: Rahaim, John (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Arce, Pedro (CII); Winslow, David (CPC);


Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Miller, Erin (MTA); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR);
Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Hussain, Lila (ADM); Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Albert, Peter (MTA)


Subject: Proposed Street Changes
Date: Wednesday, July 16, 2014 11:36:31 AM
Attachments: 2014.07.11_GSW_Mission Bay_Cross-Sections_CM.PDF


As part of tomorrow’s design workshop, the Warriors will present their proposed changes to the
surrounding roadway to address loading/buses/etc. per their discussions with MTA.  As a preview,
attached is the summary of changes.
 
I have also included several people on this email that are not attending the design meeting since
these changes will be of interest.  Please let me know if you have any comments.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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=619AB48309934C6CBD9C6E781E4D71D9-CATHERINE REILLY
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GOLDEN STATE WARRIORS 
MISSION BAY ARENA 



 
 



MODIFICATIONS TO 
PLANNED STREET 
CROSS-SECTIONS 



 
July 2014 



1 











Arena Location 



2 











3 



Planned 
Cross-
Sections: 
Mission Bay 
South 
Infrastructure 
Plan 











MB Plan 
Section 



4 



16th Street 
Cross-Section 



 Planned five travel lanes and on-street bike lanes, no parking 
 



Basis for Suggested Change 
 5 lane section not needed to serve forecasted demand on 16th St. 



 
 Routes 55/22 on 16th Street turn north on Third St. (i.e., don’t use 16th St. 



between Third St. and Terry Francois Blvd.) 
 



 MUNI staff have indicated they may operate special event buses from 16th 
St. BART station to/from arena during NBA games, concerts 
 



 Potential need for bus stops on both sides of 16th St. for MUNI event buses 











5 



16th Street 
Cross-Section 



Proposed Section Characteristics 
 Same curb-to-curb width 



 
 3 travel lanes (instead of 5) 



 
 Buffered on-street bike lanes 



 
 Provides on-street parking/bus stops on both sides of 16th St. 











MB Plan 
Section 



6 



South Street 
Cross-Section 



 Existing 4 travel lanes, with no on-street parking 
 



 South Street 2 blocks long, from Third St. to Terry Francois Blvd. 
 



 1,400 stall existing garage exists on north side of street 
 



Basis for Suggested Change 
 Arena retail planned on south side of street 



 
 Need for valet, shuttle bus stops 



 
 4 lane section not needed to serve forecasted demand on South St. 











7 



South Street 
Cross-Section 



Proposed Section Characteristics 
 Same curb-to-curb width 



 
 3 travel lanes (instead of 4) 



 
 Provides center left turn lane to facilitate access to existing garage 



 
 On-street valet/bus stops on south side of street adjacent to 



planned Arena retail uses 








			GOLDEN STATE WARRIORS�MISSION BAY ARENA��


			Arena Location


			Slide Number 3


			Slide Number 4


			Slide Number 5


			Slide Number 6


			Slide Number 7










From: Bridges, George (CII)
To: Arris, Todd
Cc: Susan Seastone; Marc Arnold; Lee, Raymond C. (CII); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Kilroy MB Draft RFP RFQ info
Date: Friday, July 11, 2014 3:19:30 PM


Todd
 
Thank you for your message and I look forward in working with HOK to achieve the spirit of the SBE
Program and create a project that will make us all proud.
 
Sincerely,
George
 


From: Arris, Todd [mailto:TArris@kilroyrealty.com] 
Sent: Friday, July 11, 2014 2:26 PM
To: Bridges, George (CII)
Cc: Susan Seastone; Marc Arnold
Subject: RE: Kilroy MB Draft RFP RFQ info
 
George,
 
Thank you for the email and our apologies for the confusion.  We have not intentionally disregarded
our previous conversations and agreements.   We can and will explore Associate Architecture
opportunities but also have some extenuating circumstances that we would like to discuss on
Monday at 10 AM
 
As for the RFQ  PM change, Kilroy directed HOK to add resources to focus on the OCII SBE process so
Susan could focus on managing the aggressive Project design schedule and should have
communicated that more clearly to you.
 
Thank you for your consideration.
 
Best regards,
 
Todd Arris
Vice President, Development & Construction Services
KILROY REALTY CORPORATION
100 1st Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
415-601-4432 | m
 
 
 


From: Bridges, George (CII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, July 11, 2014 11:42 AM
To: Susan Seastone; Marc Arnold
Cc: Arris, Todd
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Subject: RE: Kilroy MB Draft RFP RFQ info
 
Marc
 
I received you call and I just left you a message.  Unfortunately, I am heading out to a lunch meeting
and a meeting with the Warriors later this afternoon.
 
In our initial meeting 3 weeks ago with Todd Arris, Susan, William and Brian, only a structural
engineer would be listed in the RFQ.  The draft RFQ sent yesterday is not what we agreed upon and
there are several consultants pre-selected which should not be identified at this time.  From my
perspective, the draft RFQ should include an opportunity for an associate architect outside of the
interior designer currently listed.  While I understand timing in an issue, HOK has changed project
managers responsible for the release of the RFQ which is no fault of OCII.
 
I ask that you revise the current draft of the RFQ and please send to me prior to our meeting on
Monday at 10am.  This will help to facilitate our discussion.
 
George Bridges, Senior Contract Compliance Specialist
Office of Community Investment & Infrastructure
Successor to SFRA


One S. Van Ness Avenue, 5th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Tel (415) 749-2546
George.bridges@sfgov.org
 


From: Susan Seastone [mailto:susan.seastone@hok.com] 
Sent: Thursday, July 10, 2014 11:09 AM
To: Bridges, George (CII)
Cc: Marc Arnold
Subject: Kilroy MB Draft RFP RFQ info
 
George-
 
Please see attached Draft documents.  We are still working on these but would like to give you a call
and walk through them.
 
We will try to give you a call now and see if we can catch you. 
 
Thanks,
Susan
 
SUSAN SEASTONE  
Senior Associate, Senior Project Manager


HOK
susan.seastone@hok.com
t +1 415 356 8510  f +1 415 882 7763  m +1 415 691 0522
One Bush Street, Suite 200  |  San Francisco, CA 94104 USA
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www.hok.com
 


Please consider the environment before printing this E-mail


Confidentiality Note : This E-mail is intended only for the person or entity to which it is addressed and may contain information
that is privileged, confidential or otherwise protected from disclosure. Dissemination, distribution or copying of the E-mail or the
information herein by anyone other than the intended recipient, or an employee or agent responsible for delivering the message to
the intended recipient is prohibited. If you received this E-mail in error, please call the IT Department of Kilroy Realty Corporation
at 310.481.8498 and destroy the original message and all copies.
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From: Gillett, Gillian (MYR)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Thursday FTA Tour
Date: Thursday, July 03, 2014 10:02:31 AM


Woot!!


My cell: (415) 285-8188.


Please pardon my typing; this message via iPhone.


Gillian Gillett
Director of Transportation Policy
Office of Mayor Edwin M. Lee
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Pl. 
City Hall, Room 200
San Francisco, CA 94102 
Telephone: (415) 554-4192
Fax: (415) 554-4058
E-mail: gillian.gillett@sfgov.org 


Just dial 3-1-1 
One Call Does It All - City Services Simplified 
24-hours a day, 7 days a week, 365 days a year


On Jul 3, 2014, at 10:01 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Sure. See you at 1.30 down in MB.  For any issues/changes/have no idea where I am,
my personal cell is 510-282-9907.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Gillett, Gillian (MYR) 
Sent: Thursday, July 03, 2014 10:00 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Thursday FTA Tour
 
This is great; thank you!
 
Many chance you could print out 2-3 and meet us with them? I'm coming
straight from San Carlos JOB Meeting.
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Please pardon my typing; this message via iPhone.
 
Gillian Gillett
Director of Transportation Policy
Office of Mayor Edwin M. Lee
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Pl. 
City Hall, Room 200
San Francisco, CA 94102 
Telephone: (415) 554-4192
Fax: (415) 554-4058
E-mail: gillian.gillett@sfgov.org 


Just dial 3-1-1 
One Call Does It All - City Services Simplified 
24-hours a day, 7 days a week, 365 days a year


On Jul 3, 2014, at 9:36 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Gillian – here is a one pager with a map.  We also have the more
detailed (what is going on on each parcel) map, but it needs to be
updated to reflect the Warriors, etc.


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
  Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Gillett, Gillian (MYR)
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 10:01 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Thursday FTA Tour


Why don’t you join us for the first bit? See you at 16th/280/7th at
1:30PM. If you can put together a one-pager as well, that would be
very handy. I’ve been doing these tours quite a bit…


Gillian Gillett
Director of Transportation Policy
Office of Mayor Edwin M. Lee
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Pl.
City Hall, Room 200
San Francisco, CA 94102<x-apple-data-detectors://5/0>
Telephone: (415) 554-4192<tel:%28415%29%20554-4192>
Fax: (415) 554-4058<tel:%28415%29%20554-4058>
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E-mail: gillian.gillett@sfgov.org<mailto:gillian.gillett@sfgov.org>


Just dial 3-1-1
One Call Does It All - City Services Simplified
24-hours a day, 7 days a week, 365 days a year


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 9:32 AM
To: Gillett, Gillian (MYR)
Subject: Thursday FTA Tour


Hi, Gillian – great to hear from you.  I left a VM, but in case email
is easier the short answer is I am available Thursday if you would
like me to attend.  Alternatively, I can also get you a one-pager with
a map that describes what is going on in Mission Bay.  Let me know
which works best for you and I have put a hold on my calendar in
the meantime.


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.


<MB Project Overview - 1 Page March 2013.pdf>
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Corinne Woods (Corinnewoods@cs.com)
Subject: REVISED draft agenda
Date: Saturday, June 07, 2014 12:12:00 PM
Attachments: June 12 2014 MBCAC AgendaL.pdf


See what you think.  Suggestions on how to tweak the Warriors description to avoid folks coming
out that will be disappointed.  Also, I am holding off on the website.  I just checked the OEWD
website and it still has “Pier3032” in the website name.  That will need to change, so would rather
hold off a month until that is updated vs. directing folks to a website that will change.  I can let folks
know that the websites are being updated and we’ll send out a link once done.  Thoughts?
 
Left you a VM regarding the park phasing – with the Warriors, 26/26, 33/34, and 40, we need to
update it first otherwise, will be different.  I can let folks know during the park presentation we are
updating it to reflect changes in the market and that’s we’ll come back in a couple months (we’ll
probably need that long so that MBDG can process the changes and figure out how they will be able
to speed up the various parks that will now be triggered with the faster development).
 
Back tomorrow, so will look for any additional comments and can talk through them.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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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MISSION BAY 
CITIZENS ADVISORY COMMITTEE 



 
MEMBERS 
 
Corinne Woods,  
  Chair 
 
Kevin Simons, 
  Vice-Chair 
 
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 



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. 
 
Room Directions: Please note that we meet in the Creek Room at Mission Creek Senior Community, 225 Berry Street at 4th Street.  The 
entrance to the room is off the promenade along the creek, at the back of the building, near the library. Parking is limited to on-street 
parking, so we strongly encourage that you walk, bike, or use transit (the closest transit is the N-Judah or K/T-Third to 4th and King) 



 
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, 749-2400 



 



June 12, 2014 - 5:00 PM 
 



Mission Creek Senior Community - Creek Room 
225 Berry Street 



 
Entrance located on creek side of building, past library  



 



AGENDA 
Please see attached map for location of projects 



 
1. Action Item:  Review of Proposed Secondary Use Findings at 500 Terry 



Francois Blvd –– Representative from Wix.com – 20 minutes 
Description of Item: Wix.com has submitted an application to the Entertainment Commission for 
a Limited Live Performance Permit Application to allow occasional live music.  All events would 
occur within the enclosed office space and would end by 10PM.  Approval of the Permit requires 
a Secondary Use Findings from OCII for the use to be allowed under the Mission Bay South 
Redevelopment Plan. 
 



2. Discussion Item:  Presentation of Approved Park Designs for Mariposa Park 
(P26/27) and Bayfront Parks (P23/24) – Luke Stewart, Mission Bay Development 
Group – 30 minutes 
Description of Item: Mission Bay Development Group is preparing to start construction on four 
new parks that were previously reviewed by the CAC and approved by the OCII Commission. 
Since it has been awhile since the designs were presented to the CAC, this presentation will be a 
refresher for the CAC prior to the start of construction. 



 
3. OCII/MBDG Updates – 10 minutes 



• Golden State Warriors Project on Block – monthly OCII Staff update on project – will 
not include the project sponsor nor any design presentation (project website????) 



• Status of Mission Bay Development – MBDG update on status of development and 
infrastructure projects 



• Block 1 Residential Schematic Design – approval scheduled for OCII Commission 
June 17, 2014 



 
4. Chair Updates - 10 minutes 



 
5. Public Comment (Persons wishing to address the members on non-agenda, but CAC 



related matters) – 10 minutes 
 













From: Clarke Miller
To: Bridges, George (OCII); Lo, Ferry (OCII)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Kate Aufhauser


(kaufhauser@warriors.com); Julia Nunes (jnunes@warriors.com); Lee, Raymond C. (OCII)
Subject: RE: LBEs over $2M
Date: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 5:16:28 PM


Thanks, George, we’ll proceed as you’re recommending below.
Clarke
 


From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 5:14 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Lo, Ferry (OCII)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com); Julia Nunes (jnunes@warriors.com); Lee, Raymond C. (OCII)
Subject: RE: LBEs over $2M
 
Clarke
 
Yes, you should distribute to the original list. 
 
As we discussed, please either send the 3 attachments or once Ferry has uploaded the attachment,
send an email with the link to the City’s Bid and Contracts website.
 
George
 
 
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 5:02 PM
To: Lo, Ferry (OCII)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com); Julia Nunes (jnunes@warriors.com); Bridges, George (OCII); Lee,
Raymond C. (OCII)
Subject: RE: LBEs over $2M
 
Ferry,
Please see the attached documents related to the Warriors RFQ for posting on the OCII website.
Also, please clarify whether there’s a message sent out to the entire distribution list or if firms will
only see these documents if they choose to visit the website. I assume it’s the latter, in which case
we’d like to distribute this to the list we sent the original RFQ out to, but please let us know if that’s
appropriate.
Thanks,
Clarke
 
 


From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 4:15 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Kate Aufhauser
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(kaufhauser@warriors.com); Julia Nunes (jnunes@warriors.com); Lo, Ferry (OCII)
Subject: RE: LBEs over $2M
 
Clarke
 
Ray and I have reviewed the Q & A and it looks fine.  Please feel free to send the 3 attachments to
Ferry and he will post by tomorrow.
 
George
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 3:22 PM
To: Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Bridges, George (OCII)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com); Julia Nunes (jnunes@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: LBEs over $2M
 
Ray, George,
Please see attached the final draft of the Q&A document. Could you please review and let us know if
you have any comments or suggestions? Once reviewed, we’ll be able to send you all three
documents (Q&A, Monday presentation, and sign-in sheet).
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Lee, Raymond C. (OCII) [mailto:raymond.c.lee@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 12:15 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bridges, George (OCII)
Subject: RE: LBEs over $2M
 
Hi Clarke,
 
Please see our suggested response as follows:
 


1.                   Should firms above the $2 million cap for professional services still apply?
A: Yes, San Francisco-based LBEs with gross receipts above $2 million are encouraged to
apply. While the cap of $2 million average gross receipt income based on the three most
recent tax returns is the maximum threshold to count towards the SBE goal and be
recognized as an economically disadvantaged SBE, San Francisco-based LBEs are
anticipated to play a prominent role in the project as well.
 


Thanks for seeking our comments.
 
Ray
 


From: Lee, Raymond C. (OCII) 
Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 8:26 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bridges, George (OCII)
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Subject: FW: LBEs over $2M
 
FYI, is the following response appropriate for the San Francisco matter we discussed last week?  Let
me know.
 
Thanks,
Ray
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 10:46 PM
To: Lee, Raymond C. (OCII)
Subject: LBEs over $2M
 
Ray,
We would like to respond to this issue in the clarifications going out Wednesday. Could you review
the proposed response below and edit accordingly?
Thanks,
Clarke
 


1.       Should firms above the $2 million cap for professional services still apply?
A: Yes, San Francisco-based LBEs with gross receipts above $2 million are strongly
encouraged to apply. While the cap of $2 million average gross receipt income based
on the three most recent tax returns is the maximum threshold to be recognized as
an economically disadvantaged SBE, San Francisco-based LBEs are anticipated to play
a prominent role in the project as well.


 
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
101 Mission 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: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: Re: Thursday meetings
Date: Wednesday, June 18, 2014 2:41:34 PM


Yes. Let's push it back to 10:15.


> On Jun 18, 2014, at 2:31 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:
>
> Jennifer - do you want to start the meeting 15 minutes later?
>
> Catherine Reilly
> Project Manager
> Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
>    Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
> Sent: Wednesday, June 18, 2014 2:25 PM
> To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
> Subject: RE: Thursday meetings
> Importance: High
>
> Hi Jennifer and Catherine
>
> I'm sorry, everything in City Hall is booked; even the secret conference rooms.  Barring last-minute
room cancellations can this meeting stay at OCII?
>
> Best,
>
> Phillip C. Wong
> --
> Project Assistant |OEWD
> Office: 415-554-6512
> Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
>
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
> Sent: Wednesday, June 18, 2014 8:47 AM
> To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
> Subject: RE: Thursday meetings
>
> Sure - Phillip, do you have a large room that would be good for 20-ish folks?  I don't think we will
need visuals (will bring some maps and tracing paper).
>
> Catherine 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.
>
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
> Sent: Wednesday, June 18, 2014 8:12 AM
> To: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
> Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
> Subject: Thursday meetings
>
> Hi Phillip and Catherine,
>
> Can we move the Thursday 10am GSW design meeting to City Hall? Several attendees will also be in
the MEL/GSW owners 9am meeting and I except that meeting to run a full hour. It would be helpful to
have both meetings in City Hall.
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From: Gygi, Susan (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: 280 Study Questions
Date: Friday, June 20, 2014 5:41:49 PM


Catherine – see below. I’ve responded in blue
 
Susan Gygi, PE
San Francisco Planning Department | 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 | San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9194 | Email:susan.gygi@sfgov.org
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Friday, June 20, 2014 4:44 PM
To: Gygi, Susan (CPC)
Subject: 280 Study Questions
 
 
Susan – I was reading through the scope of work for the new 280  and has a few
questions/comments.
 


-          Traffic Studies/Counts – I assume you are coordinating with the environmental staff, but just
wanted to make sure to flag the need to coordinate any traffic study/counts with the on-
going CEQA work being done for the Warriors, UCSF, etc.  Wade (UCSF) and Chris Kern
(Warriors) are the two that I’ve been working with the most.


Absolutely. I’m working with our Environmental and Transportation group here at
Planning to determine what we have. Also talking to MTA and Ricardo to make sure
we coordinate for the most information available.


-          Project CAC – are you still planning on forming a 280 Project CAC (Task I-2.4)?  Were you
able to circle around with Corinne Woods about a representative from the Mission Bay
area?  I can’t remember where that ended.  Also, are you planning on going to the various
CACs during Phase 1, or will they be brought in in Phase 2? We’re still trying to figure out
how best to use a CAC or if we’ll use existing CAC/neighboring groups. It will depend on if we
can determine a good directive of what the CAC would be tasked to do. I did follow up with
Corinne Woods and let her know this. She’s on the short list of persons if we do and if not,
to get in touch with to present at her events.


-          Sealevel Rise – I would appreciate the opportunity to talk to you about some of the available
data (and associated limitations) related to sealevel rise and flooding before you get to Task
I-7 so that you are aware of the issue that a lot of the data floating around is older and does
not correctly reflect final grade levels in the Mission Bay area due to the quick rate of
growth.  We can provide additional information and some of this may already be occurring
as part of other on-going studies, but I have not seen the outputs yet to confirm. Absolutely,
I’d appreciate any info on this. I’m not sure how much we’ll be able to address this as we
aren’t going into the details of the alternatives but we’ll need it for the follow-on study
where the preferred alternative is determined. Feel free to set something up at your
convenience.


 
Other than that, it is a very well written scope of work (and will keep you busy).  Looking forward to
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being a part of 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/
 
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: Clarke Miller; Lo, Ferry (OCII)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Kate Aufhauser


(kaufhauser@warriors.com); Julia Nunes (jnunes@warriors.com); Lee, Raymond C. (OCII)
Subject: RE: LBEs over $2M
Date: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 5:14:32 PM


Clarke
 
Yes, you should distribute to the original list. 
 
As we discussed, please either send the 3 attachments or once Ferry has uploaded the attachment,
send an email with the link to the City’s Bid and Contracts website.
 
George
 
 
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 5:02 PM
To: Lo, Ferry (OCII)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com); Julia Nunes (jnunes@warriors.com); Bridges, George (OCII); Lee, Raymond
C. (OCII)
Subject: RE: LBEs over $2M
 
Ferry,
Please see the attached documents related to the Warriors RFQ for posting on the OCII website.
Also, please clarify whether there’s a message sent out to the entire distribution list or if firms will
only see these documents if they choose to visit the website. I assume it’s the latter, in which case
we’d like to distribute this to the list we sent the original RFQ out to, but please let us know if that’s
appropriate.
Thanks,
Clarke
 
 


From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 4:15 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com); Julia Nunes (jnunes@warriors.com); Lo, Ferry (OCII)
Subject: RE: LBEs over $2M
 
Clarke
 
Ray and I have reviewed the Q & A and it looks fine.  Please feel free to send the 3 attachments to
Ferry and he will post by tomorrow.
 
George
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From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 3:22 PM
To: Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Bridges, George (OCII)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com); Julia Nunes (jnunes@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: LBEs over $2M
 
Ray, George,
Please see attached the final draft of the Q&A document. Could you please review and let us know if
you have any comments or suggestions? Once reviewed, we’ll be able to send you all three
documents (Q&A, Monday presentation, and sign-in sheet).
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Lee, Raymond C. (OCII) [mailto:raymond.c.lee@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 12:15 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bridges, George (OCII)
Subject: RE: LBEs over $2M
 
Hi Clarke,
 
Please see our suggested response as follows:
 


1.                   Should firms above the $2 million cap for professional services still apply?
A: Yes, San Francisco-based LBEs with gross receipts above $2 million are encouraged to
apply. While the cap of $2 million average gross receipt income based on the three most
recent tax returns is the maximum threshold to count towards the SBE goal and be
recognized as an economically disadvantaged SBE, San Francisco-based LBEs are
anticipated to play a prominent role in the project as well.
 


Thanks for seeking our comments.
 
Ray
 


From: Lee, Raymond C. (OCII) 
Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 8:26 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bridges, George (OCII)
Subject: FW: LBEs over $2M
 
FYI, is the following response appropriate for the San Francisco matter we discussed last week?  Let
me know.
 
Thanks,
Ray
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
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Sent: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 10:46 PM
To: Lee, Raymond C. (OCII)
Subject: LBEs over $2M
 
Ray,
We would like to respond to this issue in the clarifications going out Wednesday. Could you review
the proposed response below and edit accordingly?
Thanks,
Clarke
 


1.       Should firms above the $2 million cap for professional services still apply?
A: Yes, San Francisco-based LBEs with gross receipts above $2 million are strongly
encouraged to apply. While the cap of $2 million average gross receipt income based
on the three most recent tax returns is the maximum threshold to be recognized as
an economically disadvantaged SBE, San Francisco-based LBEs are anticipated to play
a prominent role in the project as well.


 
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
101 Mission 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 (CII)
Subject: Re: Time with GSW design team on 7/24
Date: Thursday, July 24, 2014 11:41:35 AM


I'm on a call, but should wrap up in about 20 and will try you then. 


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On Jul 24, 2014, at 11:38 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Clarke – could you give me a quick call?  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: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2014 11:29 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Time with GSW design team on 7/24
 
Haven’t heard anything from Josh or David Winslow. Have you?
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2014 7:18 AM
To: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: Time with GSW design team on 7/24
 
Let me know if you don't hear back from them. Also let me know if you want me
to join in. See you at 1pm.
 
Catherine
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Clarke Miller
Date:07/23/2014 10:19 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Switzky, Joshua (CPC)" ,"Winslow, David (CPC)"
Cc: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,Jesse Blout ,David Carlock
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Subject: Time with GSW design team on 7/24
 
Josh, David,
Our design team has been hard at work today responding to the feedback we heard from you
yesterday. We'd be grateful for the opportunity to share our design changes with you while our team
is still in town tomorrow (Thursday). Do you have time available around 3pm or later you could
review the latest SketchUp model with us? We could either host you at the GSW office at 2
Harrison St or spin you through the model via a video conference. 
Thanks,
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group








From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Gygi, Susan (CPC)
Subject: RE: 280 Study Questions
Date: Friday, June 20, 2014 5:48:00 PM


Great – thanks, especially for following up with Corinne.  As for the sea level, it may be good to hold
off for a little to let the BCDC/Port and PUC studies finish to see what they end up with since you
don’t need the info right away.  As I see what comes out of that along with Chris Kern I can let you
know what issues/if any remain (as will Chris I am sure).
 
Have a great 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.
 


From: Gygi, Susan (CPC) 
Sent: Friday, June 20, 2014 5:42 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: 280 Study Questions
 
Catherine – see below. I’ve responded in blue
 
Susan Gygi, PE
San Francisco Planning Department | 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 | San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9194 | Email:susan.gygi@sfgov.org
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Friday, June 20, 2014 4:44 PM
To: Gygi, Susan (CPC)
Subject: 280 Study Questions
 
 
Susan – I was reading through the scope of work for the new 280  and has a few
questions/comments.
 


-          Traffic Studies/Counts – I assume you are coordinating with the environmental staff, but just
wanted to make sure to flag the need to coordinate any traffic study/counts with the on-
going CEQA work being done for the Warriors, UCSF, etc.  Wade (UCSF) and Chris Kern
(Warriors) are the two that I’ve been working with the most.


Absolutely. I’m working with our Environmental and Transportation group here at
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Planning to determine what we have. Also talking to MTA and Ricardo to make sure
we coordinate for the most information available.


-          Project CAC – are you still planning on forming a 280 Project CAC (Task I-2.4)?  Were you
able to circle around with Corinne Woods about a representative from the Mission Bay
area?  I can’t remember where that ended.  Also, are you planning on going to the various
CACs during Phase 1, or will they be brought in in Phase 2? We’re still trying to figure out
how best to use a CAC or if we’ll use existing CAC/neighboring groups. It will depend on if we
can determine a good directive of what the CAC would be tasked to do. I did follow up with
Corinne Woods and let her know this. She’s on the short list of persons if we do and if not,
to get in touch with to present at her events.


-          Sealevel Rise – I would appreciate the opportunity to talk to you about some of the available
data (and associated limitations) related to sealevel rise and flooding before you get to Task
I-7 so that you are aware of the issue that a lot of the data floating around is older and does
not correctly reflect final grade levels in the Mission Bay area due to the quick rate of
growth.  We can provide additional information and some of this may already be occurring
as part of other on-going studies, but I have not seen the outputs yet to confirm. Absolutely,
I’d appreciate any info on this. I’m not sure how much we’ll be able to address this as we
aren’t going into the details of the alternatives but we’ll need it for the follow-on study
where the preferred alternative is determined. Feel free to set something up at your
convenience.


 
Other than that, it is a very well written scope of work (and will keep you busy).  Looking forward to
being a part of 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/
 
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: Clarke Miller; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Kate Aufhauser


(kaufhauser@warriors.com); Julia Nunes (jnunes@warriors.com); Lo, Ferry (OCII)
Subject: RE: LBEs over $2M
Date: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 4:14:38 PM


Clarke
 
Ray and I have reviewed the Q & A and it looks fine.  Please feel free to send the 3 attachments to
Ferry and he will post by tomorrow.
 
George
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 3:22 PM
To: Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Bridges, George (OCII)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com); Julia Nunes (jnunes@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: LBEs over $2M
 
Ray, George,
Please see attached the final draft of the Q&A document. Could you please review and let us know if
you have any comments or suggestions? Once reviewed, we’ll be able to send you all three
documents (Q&A, Monday presentation, and sign-in sheet).
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Lee, Raymond C. (OCII) [mailto:raymond.c.lee@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 12:15 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bridges, George (OCII)
Subject: RE: LBEs over $2M
 
Hi Clarke,
 
Please see our suggested response as follows:
 


1.                   Should firms above the $2 million cap for professional services still apply?
A: Yes, San Francisco-based LBEs with gross receipts above $2 million are encouraged to
apply. While the cap of $2 million average gross receipt income based on the three most
recent tax returns is the maximum threshold to count towards the SBE goal and be
recognized as an economically disadvantaged SBE, San Francisco-based LBEs are
anticipated to play a prominent role in the project as well.
 


Thanks for seeking our comments.
 
Ray
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From: Lee, Raymond C. (OCII) 
Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 8:26 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bridges, George (OCII)
Subject: FW: LBEs over $2M
 
FYI, is the following response appropriate for the San Francisco matter we discussed last week?  Let
me know.
 
Thanks,
Ray
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 10:46 PM
To: Lee, Raymond C. (OCII)
Subject: LBEs over $2M
 
Ray,
We would like to respond to this issue in the clarifications going out Wednesday. Could you review
the proposed response below and edit accordingly?
Thanks,
Clarke
 


1.       Should firms above the $2 million cap for professional services still apply?
A: Yes, San Francisco-based LBEs with gross receipts above $2 million are strongly
encouraged to apply. While the cap of $2 million average gross receipt income based
on the three most recent tax returns is the maximum threshold to be recognized as
an economically disadvantaged SBE, San Francisco-based LBEs are anticipated to play
a prominent role in the project as well.


 
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
101 Mission 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 (CII)
Subject: Re: Time with GSW design team on 7/24
Date: Thursday, July 24, 2014 8:05:09 AM


Will do, thanks Catherine. 


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On Jul 24, 2014, at 7:18 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Let me know if you don't hear back from them. Also let me know if you
want me to join in. See you at 1pm.


Catherine


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: Clarke Miller
Date:07/23/2014 10:19 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Switzky, Joshua (CPC)" ,"Winslow, David (CPC)"
Cc: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,Jesse Blout ,David Carlock
Subject: Time with GSW design team on 7/24


Josh, David,
Our design team has been hard at work today responding to the feedback we heard from
you yesterday. We'd be grateful for the opportunity to share our design changes with you
while our team is still in town tomorrow (Thursday). Do you have time available around
3pm or later you could review the latest SketchUp model with us? We could either host
you at the GSW office at 2 Harrison St or spin you through the model via a video
conference. 
Thanks,
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII
Date: Monday, June 16, 2014 5:39:59 PM


Sure, end of day works fine for me. Should we put something on the calendar?


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org]
Sent: Monday, June 16, 2014 5:09 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII


Sorry, I literally have back-to-back meetings from 8 until we finish with the Commission meeting and
Block 1 tomorrow.  I can talk after the Commission meeting, which should be done by 3-ish (knock
wood).  Reminds me I should bring lunch. :)


I have the retail square footage open and am reviewing.  Have to finish prepping for Block 1, then back
to retail 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/


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: Monday, June 16, 2014 4:29 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII


Thanks, I'll send out now. Also, do you have time (30 minutes max) after tomorrow's 9am call with
Jennifer and Jesse when you and I could catch up on a few open items?
Clarke


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org]
Sent: Monday, June 16, 2014 4:28 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII


Just Jim for now, thanks.  Manny is out Friday.


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Monday, June 16, 2014 1:05 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII


About to send out the invite for this AB 900 meeting. Should I invite Jim Morales and/or Manny?
Clarke


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org]
Sent: Friday, June 13, 2014 1:40 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII


If you wouldn't mind.  Have some other commitments around then so would be good to stay in the
area.


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Friday, June 13, 2014 11:57 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII


Great, that time works for us too. Mary Murphy (Gibson Dunn), David Kelly (GSW counsel), Kate
Aufhauser (GSW analyst), and myself. Would you like to do this at your office?
Clarke


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org]
Sent: Friday, June 13, 2014 9:40 AM
To: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII


Would 11 on Friday the20th work for you? Will be Jim and 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/
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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: Thursday, June 12, 2014 12:44 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII


Catherine,
With Craig Dykers in town next Thursday, we're going to try to optimize his time here by hosting an
internal design session for that afternoon, so I don't think Thursday will work after all. Is the morning of
Friday, June 20 an option for you and your team for this AB 900 kick-off? I'd like to find a time before
your vacation, but understand you're probably swamped.
Thanks,
Clarke


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org]
Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 5:59 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII


I need to follow up with folks.  Bug me mid-day tomorrow if you haven't heard from me.  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, June 10, 2014 8:28 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Mary G. <MGMurphy@gibsondunn. com> Murphy; David Kelly; Kate Aufhauser
Subject: AB 900 review for OCII


Catherine,
As we've discussed previously, we think it's worthwhile to share with you the progress we're making on
our AB 900 efforts and to explain the items we'll need from OCII as part of our application. We'd like an
hour-long meeting with you (and Manny and/or Tiffany if you feel appropriate). The afternoon of
Thursday June 19 looks good for us. How about 1:30pm at your office?
Thanks,
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
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From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Lo, Ferry (OCII); "Clarke Miller"
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Julia Nunes; Bridges, George


(OCII); Lee, Raymond C. (OCII)
Subject: RE: LBEs over $2M
Date: Thursday, June 12, 2014 8:48:54 AM
Attachments: image001.png


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


 


From: Lo, Ferry (OCII) [mailto:ferry.lo@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, June 12, 2014 8:47 AM
To: 'Clarke Miller'
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Kate Aufhauser; Julia
Nunes; Bridges, George (OCII); Lee, Raymond C. (OCII)
Subject: RE: LBEs over $2M
 
3 attachments added
 
C. Ferry Lo
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 5:02 PM
To: Lo, Ferry (OCII)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com); Julia Nunes (jnunes@warriors.com); Bridges, George (OCII); Lee,
Raymond C. (OCII)
Subject: RE: LBEs over $2M
 
Ferry,
Please see the attached documents related to the Warriors RFQ for posting on the OCII website.
Also, please clarify whether there’s a message sent out to the entire distribution list or if firms will
only see these documents if they choose to visit the website. I assume it’s the latter, in which case
we’d like to distribute this to the list we sent the original RFQ out to, but please let us know if that’s
appropriate.
Thanks,
Clarke
 
 


From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 4:15 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com); Julia Nunes (jnunes@warriors.com); Lo, Ferry (OCII)
Subject: RE: LBEs over $2M
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Clarke
 
Ray and I have reviewed the Q & A and it looks fine.  Please feel free to send the 3 attachments to
Ferry and he will post by tomorrow.
 
George
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 3:22 PM
To: Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Bridges, George (OCII)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com); Julia Nunes (jnunes@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: LBEs over $2M
 
Ray, George,
Please see attached the final draft of the Q&A document. Could you please review and let us know if
you have any comments or suggestions? Once reviewed, we’ll be able to send you all three
documents (Q&A, Monday presentation, and sign-in sheet).
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Lee, Raymond C. (OCII) [mailto:raymond.c.lee@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 12:15 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bridges, George (OCII)
Subject: RE: LBEs over $2M
 
Hi Clarke,
 
Please see our suggested response as follows:
 


1.                   Should firms above the $2 million cap for professional services still apply?
A: Yes, San Francisco-based LBEs with gross receipts above $2 million are encouraged to
apply. While the cap of $2 million average gross receipt income based on the three most
recent tax returns is the maximum threshold to count towards the SBE goal and be
recognized as an economically disadvantaged SBE, San Francisco-based LBEs are
anticipated to play a prominent role in the project as well.
 


Thanks for seeking our comments.
 
Ray
 


From: Lee, Raymond C. (OCII) 
Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 8:26 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bridges, George (OCII)
Subject: FW: LBEs over $2M
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FYI, is the following response appropriate for the San Francisco matter we discussed last week?  Let
me know.
 
Thanks,
Ray
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 10:46 PM
To: Lee, Raymond C. (OCII)
Subject: LBEs over $2M
 
Ray,
We would like to respond to this issue in the clarifications going out Wednesday. Could you review
the proposed response below and edit accordingly?
Thanks,
Clarke
 


1.       Should firms above the $2 million cap for professional services still apply?
A: Yes, San Francisco-based LBEs with gross receipts above $2 million are strongly
encouraged to apply. While the cap of $2 million average gross receipt income based
on the three most recent tax returns is the maximum threshold to be recognized as
an economically disadvantaged SBE, San Francisco-based LBEs are anticipated to play
a prominent role in the project as well.


 
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
101 Mission 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 (CII)
Subject: Re: Time with GSW design team on 7/24
Date: Thursday, July 24, 2014 11:47:30 AM


That'd be great to have you and Pedro join. It'd be preferable to do it in person at
our 2 Harrison St GSW office, but if that's inconvenient, we can do as a WebEx.
Does 3pm work?


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On Jul 24, 2014, at 11:43 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Basically, it sounds like Josh is in a committee meeting and is not available today.  I am
waiting to hear from David.  Both Pedro and I can be available.  Going to run to get
something to eat, and then back soon.  We can also chat at 1pm.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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, July 24, 2014 11:41 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Re: Time with GSW design team on 7/24
 
I'm on a call, but should wrap up in about 20 and will try you then. 


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On Jul 24, 2014, at 11:38 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Clarke – could you give me a quick call?  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/
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2014 11:29 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Time with GSW design team on 7/24
 
Haven’t heard anything from Josh or David Winslow. Have you?
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2014 7:18 AM
To: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: Time with GSW design team on 7/24
 
Let me know if you don't hear back from them. Also let me know if
you want me to join in. See you at 1pm.
 
Catherine
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Clarke Miller
Date:07/23/2014 10:19 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Switzky, Joshua (CPC)" ,"Winslow, David (CPC)"
Cc: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,Jesse Blout ,David Carlock
Subject: Time with GSW design team on 7/24
 
Josh, David,
Our design team has been hard at work today responding to the feedback we heard
from you yesterday. We'd be grateful for the opportunity to share our design changes
with you while our team is still in town tomorrow (Thursday). Do you have time
available around 3pm or later you could review the latest SketchUp model with us?
We could either host you at the GSW office at 2 Harrison St or spin you through the
model via a video conference. 
Thanks,
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org






From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: "Clarke Miller"
Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII
Date: Monday, June 16, 2014 5:09:00 PM


Sorry, I literally have back-to-back meetings from 8 until we finish with the Commission meeting and
Block 1 tomorrow.  I can talk after the Commission meeting, which should be done by 3-ish (knock
wood).  Reminds me I should bring lunch. :)


I have the retail square footage open and am reviewing.  Have to finish prepping for Block 1, then back
to retail 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/


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: Monday, June 16, 2014 4:29 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII


Thanks, I'll send out now. Also, do you have time (30 minutes max) after tomorrow's 9am call with
Jennifer and Jesse when you and I could catch up on a few open items?
Clarke


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org]
Sent: Monday, June 16, 2014 4:28 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII


Just Jim for now, thanks.  Manny is out Friday.


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Monday, June 16, 2014 1:05 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
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Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII


About to send out the invite for this AB 900 meeting. Should I invite Jim Morales and/or Manny?
Clarke


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org]
Sent: Friday, June 13, 2014 1:40 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII


If you wouldn't mind.  Have some other commitments around then so would be good to stay in the
area.


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Friday, June 13, 2014 11:57 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII


Great, that time works for us too. Mary Murphy (Gibson Dunn), David Kelly (GSW counsel), Kate
Aufhauser (GSW analyst), and myself. Would you like to do this at your office?
Clarke


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org]
Sent: Friday, June 13, 2014 9:40 AM
To: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII


Would 11 on Friday the20th work for you? Will be Jim and 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/


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: Thursday, June 12, 2014 12:44 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
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Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII


Catherine,
With Craig Dykers in town next Thursday, we're going to try to optimize his time here by hosting an
internal design session for that afternoon, so I don't think Thursday will work after all. Is the morning of
Friday, June 20 an option for you and your team for this AB 900 kick-off? I'd like to find a time before
your vacation, but understand you're probably swamped.
Thanks,
Clarke


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org]
Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 5:59 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: AB 900 review for OCII


I need to follow up with folks.  Bug me mid-day tomorrow if you haven't heard from me.  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, June 10, 2014 8:28 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Mary G. <MGMurphy@gibsondunn. com> Murphy; David Kelly; Kate Aufhauser
Subject: AB 900 review for OCII


Catherine,
As we've discussed previously, we think it's worthwhile to share with you the progress we're making on
our AB 900 efforts and to explain the items we'll need from OCII as part of our application. We'd like an
hour-long meeting with you (and Manny and/or Tiffany if you feel appropriate). The afternoon of
Thursday June 19 looks good for us. How about 1:30pm at your office?
Thanks,
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: RE: Last Minute Meeting
Date: Friday, June 20, 2014 8:22:30 AM


No worries. My bad for not inderstanding AB900 earlier.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)"
Date:06/19/2014 10:13 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Cc: "Kern, Chris (CPC)" ,"Bollinger, Brett (CPC)"
Subject: Re: Last Minute Meeting


I am sorry, but I already have a meeting at that time.


Viktoriya Wise


pls. excuse errors, sent from a mobile device.


On Jun 19, 2014 7:52 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:
Brett/Viktoriya – I apologize for not realizing earlier that it would be good to have someone from the
CEQA team at a meeting we are holding with the Warriors tomorrow at 11AM here at OCII.  We are
going to start talking about AB900 with regards to this project.  I know Chris is out tomorrow, so
wanted to see if either of you were available to sit in.  If no one is available, since I dropped the ball,
I will pass on the information that comes out of the meeting.
 
Thanks and sorry again for not inviting you all earlier.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Tran, Michael
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Moy, Barbara (DPW)
Subject: Re: Flow Projections for New Warriors SF Arena
Date: Thursday, July 31, 2014 10:59:53 AM


Thank you both. 


Catherine, I mentioned some of the concerns that you and I discussed to manfred
yesterday regarding implications of potential delays to the park. Do you have any
city attorneys that are familiar with mission bay redevelopment that you would
recommend him to touch base with?


Thanks 
Michael 


Sent from my iPhone


On Jul 31, 2014, at 8:03 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Not surprised.  He is good that way.


Poor guy caught me yesterday in a cranky mood. Sorry Michael.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Moy, Barbara"
Date:07/31/2014 7:29 AM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Cc: "Tran, Michael (PUC)"
Subject: RE: Flow Projections for New Warriors SF Arena


Catherine.
 
Michael handled this with DPW Hydraulics and very tactfully.. thanks Michael
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 12:18 PM
To: Moy, Barbara
Cc: Tran, Michael
Subject: FW: Flow Projections for New Warriors SF Arena
 
Barbara – could you please outreach to Bassam and explain that DPW should be
working through the Task Force, OEWD and OCII on this project?  I was on the phone
with Michael when I remembered this, and he is also going to be talking with Bassam
with one of his usual check ins. 
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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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Monday, July 28, 2014 1:35 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Fwd: Flow Projections for New Warriors SF Arena
 
Do you want to handle this through Barbara Moy and the working group? DPW should
not be reaching out to Warriors expect through you or me. They should not expect a
reply from Warriors and should work through us. 
 
I'll call you soon about tomorrow. 


Begin forwarded message:


From: Jesse Blout <jblout@stradasf.com>
Date: July 28, 2014 at 12:59:44 PM PDT
To: Jennifer Matz <jennifer.entine.matz@gmail.com>
Cc: Clarke Miller <CMiller@stradasf.com>
Subject: Fwd: Flow Projections for New Warriors SF Arena


This is bizarre - please advise on how to handle. Thx


Sent from i Phone


Begin forwarded message:


From: PJ Johnston<pj@pjcommunications.com>
Date: July 28, 2014 at 3:32:41 PM EDT
To: Jesse Blout <jblout@stradasf.com>, Clarke Miller
<CMiller@stradasf.com>
Cc: Ryan Donough <rdonough@warriors.com>, David
Carlock <david.carlock@machetegroup.com>
Subject: Fwd: Flow Projections for New Warriors SF Arena
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Why is DPW calling the public input phone number about
this?


Sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: Ryan Donough
<rdonough@warriors.com>
Date: July 28, 2014 at 11:30:46 AM GMT-6
To: PJ Johnston <pj@pjcommunications.com>
Subject: FW: Flow Projections for New
Warriors SF Arena


PJ,
 
Don’t know what to tell this guy. This was the
voicemail I sent you last week and below is the
response I received.
 
Please advise and let me know if there’s
anything you need me to do with it.
 
Thanks,
Ryan
 


From: Aldhafari, Bassam
[mailto:Bassam.Aldhafari@sfdpw.org] 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 9:14 AM
To: Ryan Donough
Subject: Flow Projections for New Warriors SF
Arena
 
Ryan,
Thanks for returning my call. It is understood
that plans for the arena are in the early stages
of design. What I was interested in are any
planning documents that give flow projections
(sanitary and storm) for the stadium (these can
be older planning documents that were used
for previous planning efforts) so we incorporate
into our planning work which includes a portion
of Mission Bay Development.
 
Thanks in advance
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Bassam A. Aldhafari
Department of Public Works
Infrastructure Division-Hydraulics Section
1680 Mission Street, 2nd floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Office: 415-437-7046  Fax: 415-554-8308
Email:   bassam.aldhafari@sfdpw.org
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From: Hussain, Lila (CII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Jones, Natasha (CII)
Subject: FW: Third Floor swift conference room reservation for August 14th
Date: Friday, July 25, 2014 1:19:50 PM


Hi Catherine and Natasha,


Just got confirmation from Tatiana on the 14th but I will work with Natasha on the follow-up items to
work out and the additional dates.  Natasha:  I will send you an email with these details, after I finish
my pizza!


Lila


-----Original Message-----
From: Tatiana Hayes [mailto:thayes@mercyhousing.org]
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 12:11 PM
To: Hussain, Lila (CII)
Cc: Jose Vega-Boza; Mark Scalzo
Subject: RE: Third Floor swift conference room reservation for August 14th


Hi Lila,


I can confirm,
August 14th - available.
 But, because this is not business hours, you have to provide additional staff, who will open door for
participants, (entrance from 4th street).
Also we don’t have projector on the 3rd. fl.
Let me know about how you would like set up tables and chairs, or you will need only chairs.
And if this meeting instead CAC? Or this is 2 different meetings?


Thank you,
Tatiana


-----Original Message-----
From: Hussain, Lila (CII) [mailto:lila.hussain@sfgov.org]
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 9:51 AM
To: Tatiana Hayes; Mark Scalzo
Cc: Jose Vega-Boza
Subject: RE: Third Floor swift conference room reservation for August 14th


Hi Jose, Tatiana and Mark,


Just wanted to follow-up on the request for the City to host the Warriors Arena Design meeting on
August 14th at 5:00pm on the Third Floor Conference. 


Can you confirm the reservation?


Best,


Lila
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: Last Minute Meeting
Date: Friday, June 20, 2014 8:23:56 AM


Great! Thanks dor the flexibility.  They are coming to our offices at 11. Will send the
formal invite and see you in a few!


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Bollinger, Brett (CPC)"
Date:06/20/2014 8:09 AM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Cc: "Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)" ,"Kern, Chris (CPC)"
Subject: Re: Last Minute Meeting


I'm available to meet at 11am. 


On Jun 19, 2014, at 7:52 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Brett/Viktoriya – I apologize for not realizing earlier that it would be good to have
someone from the CEQA team at a meeting we are holding with the Warriors
tomorrow at 11AM here at OCII.  We are going to start talking about AB900 with
regards to this project.  I know Chris is out tomorrow, so wanted to see if either of you
were available to sit in.  If no one is available, since I dropped the ball, I will pass on the
information that comes out of the meeting.
 
Thanks and sorry again for not inviting you all earlier.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Moy, Barbara
To: Hussain, Lila (CII); Kwak, Grace (DPW)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Re: GSW Budget and Contracting
Date: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 6:18:52 PM


I will be out of the office tomorrow, please discuss with Grace in the meanwhile, and we can regroup
on Thursday.


And fyi, I do not think we can run the charges directly through GSW. And Focil has not been too keen
on being involved.   I AM not 100 percent sure on this.  So you and Grace can talk about this tomorrow.
And we can all regroup on Thursday when I AM back in the office.  Hope that works for you.


------ Original message------


From: Hussain, Lila (CII)


Date: Tue, Jul 29, 2014 5:58 PM


To: Kwak, Grace;


Cc: Reilly, Catherine;Moy, Barbara;


Subject:GSW Budget and Contracting
Grace and Barbara,


Can we talk briefly tomorrow morning about scope and contracting for GSW?  Ideally we would like
DPW to bill directly to the Warriors or perhaps run it through the FOCIL contract similar to block 1. We
want to make sure you agree.


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: Jones, Natasha (OCII)
Cc: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: FW: Thursday meetings
Date: Wednesday, June 18, 2014 2:45:00 PM


Natasha - could you please update tomorrow's Warriors Design meeting to have it start 15 minutes later
at 10.15 for 1.5 hours? (Tiffany and Jennifer have to come from City Hall).  Please let Tiffany know we
weren't able to find a large room at City Hall and that Jennifer said it was ok to keep it at OCII.


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: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Sent: Wednesday, June 18, 2014 2:41 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: Re: Thursday meetings


Yes. Let's push it back to 10:15.


> On Jun 18, 2014, at 2:31 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:
>
> Jennifer - do you want to start the meeting 15 minutes later?
>
> Catherine Reilly
> Project Manager
> Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
>    Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
> Sent: Wednesday, June 18, 2014 2:25 PM
> To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
> Subject: RE: Thursday meetings
> Importance: High
>
> Hi Jennifer and Catherine
>
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> I'm sorry, everything in City Hall is booked; even the secret conference rooms.  Barring last-minute
room cancellations can this meeting stay at OCII?
>
> Best,
>
> Phillip C. Wong
> --
> Project Assistant |OEWD
> Office: 415-554-6512
> Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
>
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
> Sent: Wednesday, June 18, 2014 8:47 AM
> To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
> Subject: RE: Thursday meetings
>
> Sure - Phillip, do you have a large room that would be good for 20-ish folks?  I don't think we will
need visuals (will bring some maps and tracing paper).
>
> Catherine Reilly
> Project Manager
> Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
>    Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Wednesday, June 18, 2014 8:12 AM
> To: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
> Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
> Subject: Thursday meetings
>
> Hi Phillip and Catherine,
>
> Can we move the Thursday 10am GSW design meeting to City Hall? Several attendees will also be in
the MEL/GSW owners 9am meeting and I except that meeting to run a full hour. It would be helpful to
have both meetings in City Hall.
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From: Kern, Chris (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Late Notice on a Meeting
Date: Thursday, June 19, 2014 5:25:48 PM


Tomorrow is my day off (I work a 9/80 schedule). I could call in if needed.
 
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: Thursday, June 19, 2014 5:20 PM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Late Notice on a Meeting
 
Chris – Sorry for the late notice (my bad for not being familiar with AB900 to realize earlier you
should be at the meeting).  But, the Warriors are coming in tomorrow at 11AM to meet with Jim
Morales and myself to talk about the AB900 process.  Would you be available to join us?  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 (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Paul Mitchell; Karl  Heisler; Joyce; Gary Oates; Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: Re: GSW CEQA Team Meeting 7/9
Date: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 2:27:39 PM


Clarke indicated he would send out the PD today in an earlier email exchange I had
with him on the agenda for the 7/9 meeting. 


On Jul 1, 2014, at 2:04 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


I agree with Chris’ summary.  I will make a note to ask the Warriors about the timing of
the PD this week.  Ideally, if we get it ahead of time we can do an internal call/meeting
once folks have reviewed it to talk about what additional information we would need
to start work, and also what work we could start pre-NOP (with big caveats to the
Warriors on what that means) since I think we’ll need to explore ways to balance the
timeline with the need to ensure adequate community/decision maker involvement
pre-NOP publishing to ensure adequate community involvement in the process.
 
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: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 12:42 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Karl Heisler; Joyce; Gary Oates; Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Reilly,
Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Team Meeting 7/9
 
Hi Paul,
I agree that we won't be prepared to discuss individual environmental topics at
the meeting next week. I'd like to focus primarily on the project description and
(assuming we receive the PD far enough in advance of the meeting) to provide
initial feedback on information needed to start environmental review (with a
detailed data request to follow). At this point, EP is supportive of preparing an
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initial study to be published with the NOP.
Chris


From: Paul Mitchell <PMitchell@esassoc.com>
Sent: Tuesday, July 1, 2014 11:00 AM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Karl Heisler; Joyce; Gary Oates
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Team Meeting 7/9
 
Brett and Chris:
 
Thanks.  We weren’t thinking that we would be discussing individual environmental
topics next Wednesday either, but rather, getting insight from OCII/Planning on
whether they are supportive or not of preparation an Initial Study for this SEIR, and if
so, when it would likely be prepared (e.g., issued with NOP?, or attached to Appendix
in DSEIR?)?.  This topic would affect the certain aspects of the schedule. 
 
-Paul
 
 
 


From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) [mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 10:49 AM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Karl Heisler; Joyce; Gary Oates; Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Team Meeting 7/9
 
Chris: Please chime in  if I state anything incorrectly.
 
We have a MOA between EP and OCII. OCII is the lead agency and their commission
will be the approval body for the EIR. OCII is looking at our Chapter 31 to map out how
they want the appeals process to play out. Most likely they will adopt the same
appeals process as we currently have in Chapter 31. The BOS will hear any CEQA appeal
of the EIR.
 
The GSW indicated that we would be receiving a project description today. However,
we believe it is going to be very limited and are not sure if discussing CEQA topics at
the 7/9 meeting would be appropriate. We may revise depending on the project
description they provide today.
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 10:31 AM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Karl Heisler; Joyce; Gary Oates
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Team Meeting 7/9
 
Brett:
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Good to hear from you.  We would be interested in knowing what, if any, formal
arrangement has been established between OCII and Planning regarding the City’s
management of the EIR.
I know that the sponsor is interested in discussing the preparation of the NOP,  and
how environmental topics may be addressed in a potential Initial Study as well. 
However, we will defer to the City regarding how many topics you are interesting in
engaging at the 7/9 meeting.
 
-Paul
 
 
 


From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) [mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 10:09 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Paul Mitchell; Joyce; Karl Heisler
Subject: GSW CEQA Team Meeting 7/9
 
Other than project description and CEQA schedule, do you have any additional items to
add to the agenda for the Wednesday 7/9 meeting next week?
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Jones, Natasha (OCII)
Cc: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: FW: Thursday meetings
Date: Wednesday, June 18, 2014 2:45:00 PM


Natasha - could you please update tomorrow's Warriors Design meeting to have it start 15 minutes later
at 10.15 for 1.5 hours? (Tiffany and Jennifer have to come from City Hall).  Please let Tiffany know we
weren't able to find a large room at City Hall and that Jennifer said it was ok to keep it at OCII.


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: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Sent: Wednesday, June 18, 2014 2:41 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: Re: Thursday meetings


Yes. Let's push it back to 10:15.


> On Jun 18, 2014, at 2:31 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:
>
> Jennifer - do you want to start the meeting 15 minutes later?
>
> Catherine Reilly
> Project Manager
> Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
>    Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
> Sent: Wednesday, June 18, 2014 2:25 PM
> To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
> Subject: RE: Thursday meetings
> Importance: High
>
> Hi Jennifer and Catherine
>
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> I'm sorry, everything in City Hall is booked; even the secret conference rooms.  Barring last-minute
room cancellations can this meeting stay at OCII?
>
> Best,
>
> Phillip C. Wong
> --
> Project Assistant |OEWD
> Office: 415-554-6512
> Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
>
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
> Sent: Wednesday, June 18, 2014 8:47 AM
> To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
> Subject: RE: Thursday meetings
>
> Sure - Phillip, do you have a large room that would be good for 20-ish folks?  I don't think we will
need visuals (will bring some maps and tracing paper).
>
> Catherine Reilly
> Project Manager
> Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
>    Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Wednesday, June 18, 2014 8:12 AM
> To: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
> Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
> Subject: Thursday meetings
>
> Hi Phillip and Catherine,
>
> Can we move the Thursday 10am GSW design meeting to City Hall? Several attendees will also be in
the MEL/GSW owners 9am meeting and I except that meeting to run a full hour. It would be helpful to
have both meetings in City Hall.
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Late Notice on a Meeting
Date: Thursday, June 19, 2014 6:17:00 PM


I hate to have you call in on your day off.  Should I see if Brett could join in instead? 
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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, June 19, 2014 5:26 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Late Notice on a Meeting
 
Tomorrow is my day off (I work a 9/80 schedule). I could call in if needed.
 
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: Thursday, June 19, 2014 5:20 PM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Late Notice on a Meeting
 
Chris – Sorry for the late notice (my bad for not being familiar with AB900 to realize earlier you
should be at the meeting).  But, the Warriors are coming in tomorrow at 11AM to meet with Jim
Morales and myself to talk about the AB900 process.  Would you be available to join us?  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.
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From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Paul Mitchell; Karl  Heisler; Joyce; Gary Oates; Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: Re: GSW CEQA Team Meeting 7/9
Date: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 2:27:39 PM


Clarke indicated he would send out the PD today in an earlier email exchange I had
with him on the agenda for the 7/9 meeting. 


On Jul 1, 2014, at 2:04 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


I agree with Chris’ summary.  I will make a note to ask the Warriors about the timing of
the PD this week.  Ideally, if we get it ahead of time we can do an internal call/meeting
once folks have reviewed it to talk about what additional information we would need
to start work, and also what work we could start pre-NOP (with big caveats to the
Warriors on what that means) since I think we’ll need to explore ways to balance the
timeline with the need to ensure adequate community/decision maker involvement
pre-NOP publishing to ensure adequate community involvement in the process.
 
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: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 12:42 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Karl Heisler; Joyce; Gary Oates; Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Reilly,
Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Team Meeting 7/9
 
Hi Paul,
I agree that we won't be prepared to discuss individual environmental topics at
the meeting next week. I'd like to focus primarily on the project description and
(assuming we receive the PD far enough in advance of the meeting) to provide
initial feedback on information needed to start environmental review (with a
detailed data request to follow). At this point, EP is supportive of preparing an
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initial study to be published with the NOP.
Chris


From: Paul Mitchell <PMitchell@esassoc.com>
Sent: Tuesday, July 1, 2014 11:00 AM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Karl Heisler; Joyce; Gary Oates
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Team Meeting 7/9
 
Brett and Chris:
 
Thanks.  We weren’t thinking that we would be discussing individual environmental
topics next Wednesday either, but rather, getting insight from OCII/Planning on
whether they are supportive or not of preparation an Initial Study for this SEIR, and if
so, when it would likely be prepared (e.g., issued with NOP?, or attached to Appendix
in DSEIR?)?.  This topic would affect the certain aspects of the schedule. 
 
-Paul
 
 
 


From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) [mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 10:49 AM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Karl Heisler; Joyce; Gary Oates; Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Team Meeting 7/9
 
Chris: Please chime in  if I state anything incorrectly.
 
We have a MOA between EP and OCII. OCII is the lead agency and their commission
will be the approval body for the EIR. OCII is looking at our Chapter 31 to map out how
they want the appeals process to play out. Most likely they will adopt the same
appeals process as we currently have in Chapter 31. The BOS will hear any CEQA appeal
of the EIR.
 
The GSW indicated that we would be receiving a project description today. However,
we believe it is going to be very limited and are not sure if discussing CEQA topics at
the 7/9 meeting would be appropriate. We may revise depending on the project
description they provide today.
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 10:31 AM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Karl Heisler; Joyce; Gary Oates
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Team Meeting 7/9
 
Brett:
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Good to hear from you.  We would be interested in knowing what, if any, formal
arrangement has been established between OCII and Planning regarding the City’s
management of the EIR.
I know that the sponsor is interested in discussing the preparation of the NOP,  and
how environmental topics may be addressed in a potential Initial Study as well. 
However, we will defer to the City regarding how many topics you are interesting in
engaging at the 7/9 meeting.
 
-Paul
 
 
 


From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) [mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 10:09 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Paul Mitchell; Joyce; Karl Heisler
Subject: GSW CEQA Team Meeting 7/9
 
Other than project description and CEQA schedule, do you have any additional items to
add to the agenda for the Wednesday 7/9 meeting next week?
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC)
Subject: FW: Time with GSW design team on 7/24
Date: Thursday, July 24, 2014 11:33:00 AM


Josh/David - are you going to be able to meet with the Warriors today?  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: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 10:19 PM
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Jesse Blout; David Carlock
Subject: Time with GSW design team on 7/24


Josh, David,
Our design team has been hard at work today responding to the feedback we heard from you
yesterday. We'd be grateful for the opportunity to share our design changes with you while our team is
still in town tomorrow (Thursday). Do you have time available around 3pm or later you could review the
latest SketchUp model with us? We could either host you at the GSW office at 2 Harrison St or spin you
through the model via a video conference.
Thanks,
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: Link to Warriors RFQ
Date: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 4:49:00 PM


PS – anyone specific for the “et al” or just Naomi. 
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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, June 03, 2014 4:44 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: Re: Link to Warriors RFQ
 
Naomi Kelly et al. 


On Jun 3, 2014, at 4:30 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


The Warriors RFQ for their team is on the street with the pre-bid meeting this coming
Monday at 3.30.  Here is the link for your reading pleasure.  Anyone else you think
should be notified from the City family?
 
http://mission.sfgov.org/OCABidPublication/BidDetail.aspx?K=8153
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Paul Mitchell (pmitchell@esassoc.com); Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com);


Karl  Heisler (KHeisler@esassoc.com)
Subject: Re: GSW CEQA Team Meeting 7/9
Date: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 10:42:45 AM


Not from me. 


On Jul 1, 2014, at 1:08 PM, "Bollinger, Brett (CPC)" <brett.bollinger@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Other than project description and CEQA schedule, do you have any additional items to
add to the agenda for the Wednesday 7/9 meeting next week?
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC)
Subject: FW: Time with GSW design team on 7/24
Date: Thursday, July 24, 2014 11:33:00 AM


Josh/David - are you going to be able to meet with the Warriors today?  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: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 10:19 PM
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Jesse Blout; David Carlock
Subject: Time with GSW design team on 7/24


Josh, David,
Our design team has been hard at work today responding to the feedback we heard from you
yesterday. We'd be grateful for the opportunity to share our design changes with you while our team is
still in town tomorrow (Thursday). Do you have time available around 3pm or later you could review the
latest SketchUp model with us? We could either host you at the GSW office at 2 Harrison St or spin you
through the model via a video conference.
Thanks,
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: Link to Warriors RFQ
Date: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 4:48:00 PM


Will do – I think that she is aware of it since she met with the Warriors last week, but will let her
know.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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, June 03, 2014 4:44 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: Re: Link to Warriors RFQ
 
Naomi Kelly et al. 


On Jun 3, 2014, at 4:30 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


The Warriors RFQ for their team is on the street with the pre-bid meeting this coming
Monday at 3.30.  Here is the link for your reading pleasure.  Anyone else you think
should be notified from the City family?
 
http://mission.sfgov.org/OCABidPublication/BidDetail.aspx?K=8153
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=b2161cda984e436b919fd2b738c5e13d-Jennifer Entine Matz

mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org

mailto:john.gavin@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

http://mission.sfgov.org/OCABidPublication/BidDetail.aspx?K=8153

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/






From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Paul Mitchell; Karl  Heisler; Joyce; Gary Oates; Wise, Viktoriya


(CPC)
Subject: Re: GSW CEQA Team Meeting 7/9
Date: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 4:27:04 PM


Feel free to nudge him to send. 


On Jul 1, 2014, at 5:27 PM, "Bollinger, Brett (CPC)" <brett.bollinger@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Clarke indicated he would send out the PD today in an earlier email
exchange I had with him on the agenda for the 7/9 meeting. 


On Jul 1, 2014, at 2:04 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


I agree with Chris’ summary.  I will make a note to ask the Warriors about
the timing of the PD this week.  Ideally, if we get it ahead of time we can
do an internal call/meeting once folks have reviewed it to talk about what
additional information we would need to start work, and also what work
we could start pre-NOP (with big caveats to the Warriors on what that
means) since I think we’ll need to explore ways to balance the timeline
with the need to ensure adequate community/decision maker
involvement pre-NOP publishing to ensure adequate community
involvement in the process.
 
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: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 12:42 PM
To: Paul Mitchell; Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Karl Heisler; Joyce; Gary Oates; Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Matz, Jennifer
(MYR); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
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Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Team Meeting 7/9
 
Hi Paul,
I agree that we won't be prepared to discuss individual
environmental topics at the meeting next week. I'd like to focus
primarily on the project description and (assuming we receive the
PD far enough in advance of the meeting) to provide initial feedback
on information needed to start environmental review (with a
detailed data request to follow). At this point, EP is supportive of
preparing an initial study to be published with the NOP.
Chris


From: Paul Mitchell <PMitchell@esassoc.com>
Sent: Tuesday, July 1, 2014 11:00 AM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Karl Heisler; Joyce; Gary Oates
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Team Meeting 7/9
 
Brett and Chris:
 
Thanks.  We weren’t thinking that we would be discussing individual
environmental topics next Wednesday either, but rather, getting insight
from OCII/Planning on whether they are supportive or not of preparation
an Initial Study for this SEIR, and if so, when it would likely be prepared
(e.g., issued with NOP?, or attached to Appendix in DSEIR?)?.  This topic
would affect the certain aspects of the schedule. 
 
-Paul
 
 
 


From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) [mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 10:49 AM
To: Paul Mitchell
Cc: Karl Heisler; Joyce; Gary Oates; Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Team Meeting 7/9
 
Chris: Please chime in  if I state anything incorrectly.
 
We have a MOA between EP and OCII. OCII is the lead agency and their
commission will be the approval body for the EIR. OCII is looking at our
Chapter 31 to map out how they want the appeals process to play out.
Most likely they will adopt the same appeals process as we currently have
in Chapter 31. The BOS will hear any CEQA appeal of the EIR.
 
The GSW indicated that we would be receiving a project description
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today. However, we believe it is going to be very limited and are not sure
if discussing CEQA topics at the 7/9 meeting would be appropriate. We
may revise depending on the project description they provide today.
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 10:31 AM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Karl Heisler; Joyce; Gary Oates
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Team Meeting 7/9
 
Brett:
 
Good to hear from you.  We would be interested in knowing what, if any,
formal arrangement has been established between OCII and Planning
regarding the City’s management of the EIR.
I know that the sponsor is interested in discussing the preparation of the
NOP,  and how environmental topics may be addressed in a potential
Initial Study as well.  However, we will defer to the City regarding how
many topics you are interesting in engaging at the 7/9 meeting.
 
-Paul
 
 
 


From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) [mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 10:09 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Paul Mitchell; Joyce; Karl
Heisler
Subject: GSW CEQA Team Meeting 7/9
 
Other than project description and CEQA schedule, do you have any
additional items to add to the agenda for the Wednesday 7/9 meeting
next week?
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From: Gavin, John (MYR)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: FW: Tuesday 7/29, Warriors Meetings in SF
Date: Friday, July 25, 2014 11:49:09 AM
Attachments: image002.png


FYI.  I will confirm, but with Dan able to make the meeting, I think we’ll be meeting at City Hall on
Tuesday.
 
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: Dan Barrett [mailto:dsb@barrettsports.com] 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 10:32 AM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Cc: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: Tuesday 7/29, Warriors Meetings in SF
 
I will be there Tuesday.
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: Link to Warriors RFQ
Date: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 5:45:00 PM


I confirmed that Naomi has already reviewed the RFQ and discussed it with Tiffany.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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, June 03, 2014 4:44 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: Re: Link to Warriors RFQ
 
Naomi Kelly et al. 


On Jun 3, 2014, at 4:30 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


The Warriors RFQ for their team is on the street with the pre-bid meeting this coming
Monday at 3.30.  Here is the link for your reading pleasure.  Anyone else you think
should be notified from the City family?
 
http://mission.sfgov.org/OCABidPublication/BidDetail.aspx?K=8153
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Re: GSW Comments
Date: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 3:00:51 PM


I'll send my redline edits by 5. All tone and pretty minor. Thanks for today. Dan
thought the meetings were super helpful. 


On Jul 29, 2014, at 2:10 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Hi, Erin/Peter – I just wanted to follow up and see if you had an ETA for any additional
comments on the design.  We’d like to get it to the Warriors today.  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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
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From: Hussain, Lila (CII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: FW: Warriors Budget follow up
Date: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 2:34:37 PM
Attachments: Warriors in MB ITF Proposal to OCII 7-23-14.pdf


Warriors in MB ITF Proposal to OCII 7-23-14.xls


I don’t think the PIA will fall under the Warriors obligation, but regarding Grace’s item no. 3 I am not
too sure so for now I will leave it in. 
 


From: Kwak, Grace 
Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 7:59 PM
To: Kwak, Grace; Hussain, Lila
Cc: Moy, Barbara; Reilly, Catherine; Miller, Don
Subject: Re: Warriors Budget follow up
 
Oops... Forgot to take the Acceptance out. I will update in the morning.


----- Reply message -----
From: "Kwak, Grace" <Grace.Kwak@sfdpw.org>
Date: Wed, Jul 23, 2014 4:50 pm
Subject: Warriors Budget follow up
To: "Hussain, Lila" <Lila.Hussain@sfgov.org>
Cc: "Moy, Barbara" <Barbara.Moy@sfdpw.org>, "Reilly, Catherine"
<Catherine.Reilly@sfgov.org>, "Miller, Don" <Don.Miller@sfdpw.org>


Lila,
I’m following up on our phone conversation.
 


1.        Mapping:  FOCIL received conditional Approval of a Tentative Map but it expired.  The
Warriors need to file a new Tentative Map and Final Map. 
a.        We agree that the mapping is the responsibility of the Warriors. 
b.      The PIA is an agreement regarding the obligation to construct and provide security for


the Public Infrastructure/Improvements.  We believe this is FOCIL’s responsibility,
however, this may need to be negotiated between Warriors and FOCIL. (We left the line
item in the budget estimate- in case the Warriors will be responsible for it.)
 


2.        Removal of Easements is a land encumbrance and should be the responsibility of the
Warriors.  Examples of Easements on the property that the Warriors will want removed
after alternate infrastructure is constructed is as follows: 
a.       Temporary Muni Light Rail Easement
b.      City Public Utility Easement-Lines, Pipes, Gas, Electric etc.
c.        UCSF Vara-  (this may need to stay)
d.      City Waterlines (2)
e.       City Storm and Sewer Easement
f.         Water main Quit claim
g.       P G & E easement


 
3.        Improvement Plans-review and permitting.  This is complicated and may need to be
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Mission Bay- Warriors 
DPW Task Force Scope of Services and Estimate Date: July 23, 2014



A
u



g



S
e



p



O
c
t



N
o



v



D
e



c



J
a



n



F
e



b



M
a



r



A
p



r



M
a



y



J
u



n



J
u



l



A
u



g



S
e



p



O
c
t



N
o



v



D
e



c



J
a



n



F
e



b



M
a



r



A
p



r



M
a



y



J
u



n



J
u



l



A
u



g



S
e



p



O
c
t



N
o



v



D
e



c



J
a



n



F
e



b



M
a



r



A
p



r



M
a



y



J
u



n



J
u



l



A
u



g



S
e



p



O
c
t



N
o



v



D
e



c



J
a



n



F
e



b



M
a



r



City Hawk NOTES



TENTATIVE MAP Includes General Plan Referal



PUC-WATER



PUC-SEWER



PUC-BLHP



PUC-SWMP



PUC-POWER



DPW-BSM-MAP



DPW-BSM-PERMIT



MTA-DPT



DBI



Subtoal 7,000$                 12,000$         



FINAL MAP Includes preparaton and presentation to the Board of Supervisors



PUC-WATER



PUC-SEWER



DPW-BSM-MAP



DBI-FIRE



DBI-BLDG.



Subtoal 2,000$                 10,000$         



PIA



DPW-BSM-MAP



Subtoal - 3,500$           



INFRASTRUCTURE PLAN AMENDMENT



DPW-BSM



DPW-S&H



MTA



Subtoal 7,000$                 7,000$           



EASEMENT VACATION Removal of Easements needed for land encumburance



DPW-BSM-MAP



  Subtoal 1,000$                 5,000$           



PROJECT MANAGEMENT



DURING MAPPING ETC.



Subtoal 30,000$               -



UPDATED IMPROVEMENT PLANS



DUE TO CHANGES IN INFRASTURE PLAN



IMPROVEMENT PLAN/PERMIT & REVIEWS 30% 65% 95% Permit



PUC-WATER



PUC-SEWER



PUC-BLHP



PUC-SWMP



DPW-BSM-MAP



DPW-PERMIT



DPW-MECH



DPW-LA



DPW-ADA



DPW-S&H



MTA- MUNI, DPT



DBI



Subtoal 16,700$               11,000$         



PROJECT MANAGEMENT



DURING IMPROVEMENT PLAN



Subtoal 30,000$               -



NON-LABOR Hawk Rent and Xerox 5,100$                 



ADMINISTRATIVE FEES Map ApplicationFee, Improvement Permit Application Fee, and General Plan Referal Application Fee 15,000$               -



TOTAL without Construction Inspection Total without Construction Inspection 113,800$          48,500$       



The estimate is based on the 



customary infrastructure 



development process in Mission  



Bay. 



The actual billing will be based on 



time and materials costs and be 



billed to FOCIL/MBDG



The estimate does not include City 



Attorney (DCA) fees;  DCA bills are 



handled through OCII.
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						PUC-WATER
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						DBI
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			PIA


						DPW-BSM-MAP


																																																																																																																																																Subtoal			-			$   3,500


			INFRASTRUCTURE PLAN AMENDMENT


						DPW-BSM


						DPW-S&H


						MTA


																																																																																																																																																Subtoal			$   7,000			$   7,000


			EASEMENT VACATION																																																			Removal of Easements needed for land encumburance


						DPW-BSM-MAP
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						DPW-ADA
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			ADMINISTRATIVE FEES																		Map ApplicationFee, Improvement Permit Application Fee, and General Plan Referal Application Fee																																																																																																																														$   15,000			-


			TOTAL without Construction Inspection																																																																																																																																													Total without Construction Inspection			$   113,800			$   48,500
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negotiated between Warrior and FOCIL as to who pay for what:


a.       FOCIL carried to 1st 100 % set and had 50 comments that had not been addressed. 
b.      The plans were done by Freyer and Laureta and would need more work to complete


however the contemplated changes by the Warriors (due to the Infrastructure Plan
Amendment) would be the Warriors responsibility.  Changes may include: 
1.        Driveways, Street Light, Tree and utility vault relocation.
2.        Utilities upsized because of higher use. (Water, Sewer, Power etc.)
3.        Up-grades to streetscape surface features.
4.        Revised striping, signals and traffic handling


(We left the line item in the budget estimate for the Improvement plan
review/permitting process- in case the Warriors need to be responsible for the
design/redesign starting from the 30% level.)


 
In summary, we added the Infrastructure Plan Amendment line item and subtracted only the
Construction Inspection related costs.
I hope this helps.
Grace
 


From: Kwak, Grace 
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 10:25 AM
To: Hussain, Lila
Cc: Moy, Barbara; Reilly, Catherine; Miller, Don
Subject: RE: Reminder on Warriors Budget
 
Lila,
DPW TF budget is attached.
Thanks.
Grace
 


From: Kwak, Grace 
Sent: Tuesday, July 15, 2014 4:56 PM
To: Hussain, Lila
Cc: Moy, Barbara; Reilly, Catherine
Subject: RE: Reminder on Warriors Budget
 
Lila,
We are working on it; it will be tomorrow.
Sorry we are late.
Grace
 


From: Moy, Barbara 
Sent: Monday, July 14, 2014 6:25 PM
To: Hussain, Lila; Kwak, Grace
Subject: Re: Reminder on Warriors Budget
 


I will check with Grace and get back to you ASAP.   Thx







On Jul 14, 2014 5:54 PM, "Hussain, Lila (CII)" <lila.hussain@sfgov.org> wrote:
Barbara,
 
Just a quick reminder on GSW budget.  Is it possible to get it by COB tomorrow?  
 
Thanks!
 
Lila


Sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
Date: July 9, 2014 at 12:16:47 PM PDT
To: "Moy, Barbara (DPW)" <barbara.moy@sfdpw.org>
Cc: "Hussain, Lila (OCII)" <lila.hussain@sfgov.org>
Subject: Reminder on Warriors Budget


Hi, Barbara – sorry to bug, but wanted to see if you had had a chance to talk with Bruce
about the lead for the Warrior’s mapping, and also to put together a draft budget for
the work the Task Force/Bruce’s office would do for the mapping.  We’re getting
pressure to get something to the Warriors asap, so if you could get it to use later this
week, we’d really appreciate it.  Let us know what we 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/
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: MB CAC recap
Date: Monday, July 14, 2014 9:28:00 AM
Attachments: image001.png


Make that WETA, not WEDA (you will find my spelling isn’t always what it should be). 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: Friday, July 11, 2014 5:15 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: MB CAC recap
 
Here’s what I have so far:
 
1.            GENERAL UPDATES


a. Project Description status, square footage allocation, project schedule, staff changes to
project, etc.


b. Mission Bay CAC – Thursday 7/10 meeting recap
 
2.            DESIGN REVIEW


a.            workshop updates
 
3.            TRANSPORTATION


a.            SFMTA & Planning meeting recap
b.            WTA update


 
4.            NEXT STEPS/UPCOMING MEETINGS
                a. Meeting with GSW on Thursday 7/17
 
 
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 (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 11, 2014 3:22 PM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: MB CAC recap
 
Thanks – what do you have on the agenda so far? 
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Friday, July 11, 2014 3:07 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: MB CAC recap
 
Sounds good.  I’m happy to help schedule the Quality of Life meeting.


I’ll be sending out an agenda for next week’s Tuesday internal meeting shortly.  Is there anything
you’d like to see on it?
 
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: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 11, 2014 1:47 PM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: MB CAC recap
 
Hey there – meeting went well. Nothing on the Warriors (Julie was there, so may have identified
some non-Warriors items that were interested to the Warriors).
 
If you would like to help schedule the quality of life meeting, that would be great.  I can get you the
names that should be included.  Otherwise, it is on my list to get to (but more than willing to accept
help in meeting scheduling, especially since this is a topic that your office has so much background
on).



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

http://www.oewd.org/Development-Projects-Waterfront-Development-Projects.aspx

mailto:John.Gavin@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: Gavin, John (MYR) 
Sent: Friday, July 11, 2014 1:05 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: MB CAC recap
 
Hi Catherine,


I hope your day is going well.


Just wanted to check with you on how last night went, and if there were any pressing
issues/questions regarding the Warriors’ project etc.
 
I have a meeting at 2pm, but should be free to recap any time after 3pm. 
 
Also, yesterday, Adam and I had our weekly check-in with Jennifer, and she mentioned you are
looking to calendar a meeting regarding quality of life issues/property management and want to
bring together interested parties to begin these discussions(w/o the Warriors).  Let me know if you
need help coordinating this meeting.


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
 



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: Re: GSW Development - Preliminary Project Description
Date: Thursday, July 03, 2014 10:56:52 AM
Attachments: image001.png


Yes to ESA. I can be available whenever - really. Just schedule. 


On Jul 3, 2014, at 1:41 PM, "Bollinger, Brett (CPC)" <brett.bollinger@sfgov.org>
wrote:


I am waiting on Jennifer’s availability before scheduling the meeting.
 
For the Wednesday CEQA Team meeting the agenda will be as follows: GSW Overview
of Project Description, Preliminary Feedback on Project Description, Additional Project
Information Requests, and High-Level CEQA Schedule Discussion. Let me know if there
are any additional agenda items to be added.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, July 03, 2014 10:35 AM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: GSW Development - Preliminary Project Description
 
I think it would be good.  They could call in if difficult to find a time for them to be
there in person.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, July 03, 2014 10:34 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: GSW Development - Preliminary Project Description
 
Catherine/Jennifer,
For the preliminary internal meeting/conference call before the Wednesday meeting
should we include ESA in the discussion?
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 5:13 PM



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=B2161CDA984E436B919FD2B738C5E13D-JENNIFER ENTINE MATZ
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To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: FW: GSW Development - Preliminary Project Description 
Importance: High
 
Brett – do you have time to help set up a meeting/conference call with the internal
attendees of next Wednesday’s meeting to discuss the PD prior to meeting with the
Warriors?  Tuesday may be a good time (I’m cc-ing Jennifer since she has the harder
schedule).
 
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: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 5:08 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Kern,
Chris (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Gary Oates; Paul Mitchell; 'Chris
Mitchell'; jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Miller, Erin (MTA)
Cc: Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com); Jesse Blout; David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com); David Kelly; Murphy, Mary G.; 'Sekhri, Neil'
Subject: GSW Development - Preliminary Project Description 
Importance: High
 
Team,
 
Please see the attached project description for the new event center and ancillary
development on Blocks 29-32. Based on the information provided, we look forward to
discussing the implications for the SEIR analysis next Wednesday.
 
Enjoy the holiday weekend.
 
Best,
Kate
 
 
Kate Aufhauser Project Analyst
Golden State Warriors
Direct 510.986.5419
Cell 202.230.2642
1011 Broadway | Oakland, CA | 94607
<image001.png>
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: MB CAC recap
Date: Friday, July 11, 2014 1:46:00 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Hey there – meeting went well. Nothing on the Warriors (Julie was there, so may have identified
some non-Warriors items that were interested to the Warriors).
 
If you would like to help schedule the quality of life meeting, that would be great.  I can get you the
names that should be included.  Otherwise, it is on my list to get to (but more than willing to accept
help in meeting scheduling, especially since this is a topic that your office has so much background
on).
 
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: Gavin, John (MYR) 
Sent: Friday, July 11, 2014 1:05 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: MB CAC recap
 
Hi Catherine,


I hope your day is going well.


Just wanted to check with you on how last night went, and if there were any pressing
issues/questions regarding the Warriors’ project etc.
 
I have a meeting at 2pm, but should be free to recap any time after 3pm. 
 
Also, yesterday, Adam and I had our weekly check-in with Jennifer, and she mentioned you are
looking to calendar a meeting regarding quality of life issues/property management and want to
bring together interested parties to begin these discussions(w/o the Warriors).  Let me know if you
need help coordinating this meeting.


Thanks,
jg
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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 (CII)
To: Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: FW: Warriors staffing budget for Mission Bay site
Date: Saturday, July 26, 2014 12:45:00 PM


Do you want to talk with him and see if we can have the funds go directly to OEWD?


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014


-----Original Message-----
From: Pascual, Merrick (MYR)
Sent: Tuesday, July 22, 2014 7:02 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Warriors staffing budget for Mission Bay site


Hi Catherine,


For OEWD staffing costs related to the Warriors Project at the Mission Bay site, I'm assuming we would
invoice OCII? If so, who should we address the invoice to at OCII?


Thanks,
Merrick
_______________________________________________
Merrick Pascual
Chief Financial Officer
Office of Economic and Workforce Development
1 South Van Ness Avenue, 5th Floor | San Francisco, CA 94103
(415) 701-4811 


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Sent: Wednesday, July 09, 2014 12:13 PM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Pascual, Merrick (MYR)
Cc: Howard, Kate (MYR)
Subject: RE: Warriors staffing budget for Mission Bay site


Will do.  We are still collecting a couple departments' budgets, but will nudge them again.  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: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Sent: Wednesday, July 09, 2014 11:50 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Pascual, Merrick (MYR)
Cc: Howard, Kate (MYR)
Subject: Warriors staffing budget for Mission Bay site


Hi Catherine,


Thanks for working with your staff and relevant city departments to put together the staff budget for
the Warriors project. When ready, please send Kate a draft of the budget. I'd like for her to get an early
review of projected staffing levels and rates. Thanks much!


Jennifer








From: Bridges, George (OCII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: GSW Pre-Submittal Presentation
Date: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 7:28:06 PM


Ferry already knows how to do it and was copied on the earlier email.  


On Jun 11, 2014, at 5:56 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


I had told them to send it to us to post, do you want me to work with Ferry, or have
you already addressed it?  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: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 12:03 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bridges, George (OCII); Lee, Raymond C. (OCII)
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: GSW Pre-Submittal Presentation
 
Attached is yesterday’s presentation. I’ll leave it to you to share with Ferry for posting.
Responses to Q&A are forthcoming.
Thanks for all your help.
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
101 Mission Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
 


<2014 06 09_Pre-Submittal_Conference_Deck_Final.pdf>
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: MB CAC recap
Date: Monday, July 14, 2014 9:28:00 AM
Attachments: image001.png


Make that WETA, not WEDA (you will find my spelling isn’t always what it should be). 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: Friday, July 11, 2014 5:15 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: MB CAC recap
 
Here’s what I have so far:
 
1.            GENERAL UPDATES


a. Project Description status, square footage allocation, project schedule, staff changes to
project, etc.


b. Mission Bay CAC – Thursday 7/10 meeting recap
 
2.            DESIGN REVIEW


a.            workshop updates
 
3.            TRANSPORTATION


a.            SFMTA & Planning meeting recap
b.            WTA update


 
4.            NEXT STEPS/UPCOMING MEETINGS
                a. Meeting with GSW on Thursday 7/17
 
 
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 (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 11, 2014 3:22 PM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: MB CAC recap
 
Thanks – what do you have on the agenda so far? 
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Friday, July 11, 2014 3:07 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: MB CAC recap
 
Sounds good.  I’m happy to help schedule the Quality of Life meeting.


I’ll be sending out an agenda for next week’s Tuesday internal meeting shortly.  Is there anything
you’d like to see on it?
 
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: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 11, 2014 1:47 PM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: MB CAC recap
 
Hey there – meeting went well. Nothing on the Warriors (Julie was there, so may have identified
some non-Warriors items that were interested to the Warriors).
 
If you would like to help schedule the quality of life meeting, that would be great.  I can get you the
names that should be included.  Otherwise, it is on my list to get to (but more than willing to accept
help in meeting scheduling, especially since this is a topic that your office has so much background
on).
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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/
 


From: Gavin, John (MYR) 
Sent: Friday, July 11, 2014 1:05 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: MB CAC recap
 
Hi Catherine,


I hope your day is going well.


Just wanted to check with you on how last night went, and if there were any pressing
issues/questions regarding the Warriors’ project etc.
 
I have a meeting at 2pm, but should be free to recap any time after 3pm. 
 
Also, yesterday, Adam and I had our weekly check-in with Jennifer, and she mentioned you are
looking to calendar a meeting regarding quality of life issues/property management and want to
bring together interested parties to begin these discussions(w/o the Warriors).  Let me know if you
need help coordinating this meeting.


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
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From: Kern, Chris (CPC)
To: Paul Mitchell (PMitchell@esassoc.com); KHeisler@esassoc.com; Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Mary Murphy
Subject: FW: Westside Inundation Mapping
Date: Wednesday, July 16, 2014 3:17:14 PM


Here are the download links to the SFPUC’s sea level rise studies for both the bay and ocean
shorelines (scroll all the way down for the Westside study).
 
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: Roche, Anna [mailto:aroche@sfwater.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 15, 2014 4:44 PM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Westside Inundation Mapping
 
https://sfpuc.sharefile.com/d/s6f9fff89fc34dc2a
 
You can download the bayside from here.
 
 
________________________________
Anna M. Roche
Climate Change and Special Projects Manager
SFPUC – Wastewater Enterprise
Direct: 415.551.4560 | aroche@sfwater.org


 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) [mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 15, 2014 2:20 PM
To: Roche, Anna
Subject: RE: Westside Inundation Mapping
 
Okay – 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: Roche, Anna [mailto:aroche@sfwater.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 15, 2014 1:52 PM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Westside Inundation Mapping
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Tried to do it earlier this week but the system wasn’t cooperating.  It’s on my list and will do as soon
as I can.
 
Best,
Anna
 
 
________________________________
Anna M. Roche
Climate Change and Special Projects Manager
SFPUC – Wastewater Enterprise
Direct: 415.551.4560 | aroche@sfwater.org


 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) [mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 15, 2014 1:41 PM
To: Roche, Anna
Subject: RE: Westside Inundation Mapping
 
Hi Anna,
Can you send me the Bayside study?
Thanks!
 
PS: We will consider this report in the VEQA documents for several waterfront projects, e.g.
Warriors Arena, Pier 70, Mission Rock/SWL 337.
 
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: Roche, Anna [mailto:aroche@sfwater.org] 
Sent: Friday, July 11, 2014 5:13 PM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Westside Inundation Mapping
 
Chris,
 
Use this link to get the inundation mapping/report for the westside.  I’ll send the bayside later.
 
https://sfpuc.sharefile.com/d/s5d7a6160af74399b
 
If you want to use this report for anything – you should contact us first.
 
Thanks,
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Anna
 
________________________________________


Anna M. Roche
Climate Change and Special Projects Manager
Wastewater Enterprise – Planning and Regulatory
Direct: 415.551.4560 | aroche@sfwater.org


San Francisco Public Utilities Commission


525 Golden Gate Avenue, 11th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94102
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From: Bridges, George (OCII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: GSW Pre-Submittal Presentation
Date: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 7:28:06 PM


Ferry already knows how to do it and was copied on the earlier email.  


On Jun 11, 2014, at 5:56 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


I had told them to send it to us to post, do you want me to work with Ferry, or have
you already addressed it?  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: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 12:03 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bridges, George (OCII); Lee, Raymond C. (OCII)
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: GSW Pre-Submittal Presentation
 
Attached is yesterday’s presentation. I’ll leave it to you to share with Ferry for posting.
Responses to Q&A are forthcoming.
Thanks for all your help.
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
101 Mission Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
 


<2014 06 09_Pre-Submittal_Conference_Deck_Final.pdf>
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: MB CAC recap
Date: Monday, July 14, 2014 8:48:00 AM
Attachments: image001.png


I think the only other thing would to add WEDA meeting under the Transportation section.  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: Gavin, John (MYR) 
Sent: Friday, July 11, 2014 5:15 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: MB CAC recap
 
Here’s what I have so far:
 
1.            GENERAL UPDATES


a. Project Description status, square footage allocation, project schedule, staff changes to
project, etc.


b. Mission Bay CAC – Thursday 7/10 meeting recap
 
2.            DESIGN REVIEW


a.            workshop updates
 
3.            TRANSPORTATION


a.            SFMTA & Planning meeting recap
b.            WTA update


 
4.            NEXT STEPS/UPCOMING MEETINGS
                a. Meeting with GSW on Thursday 7/17
 
 
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 (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 11, 2014 3:22 PM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: MB CAC recap
 
Thanks – what do you have on the agenda so far? 
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Friday, July 11, 2014 3:07 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: MB CAC recap
 
Sounds good.  I’m happy to help schedule the Quality of Life meeting.


I’ll be sending out an agenda for next week’s Tuesday internal meeting shortly.  Is there anything
you’d like to see on it?
 
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: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 11, 2014 1:47 PM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: MB CAC recap
 
Hey there – meeting went well. Nothing on the Warriors (Julie was there, so may have identified
some non-Warriors items that were interested to the Warriors).
 
If you would like to help schedule the quality of life meeting, that would be great.  I can get you the
names that should be included.  Otherwise, it is on my list to get to (but more than willing to accept
help in meeting scheduling, especially since this is a topic that your office has so much background
on).
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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/
 


From: Gavin, John (MYR) 
Sent: Friday, July 11, 2014 1:05 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: MB CAC recap
 
Hi Catherine,


I hope your day is going well.


Just wanted to check with you on how last night went, and if there were any pressing
issues/questions regarding the Warriors’ project etc.
 
I have a meeting at 2pm, but should be free to recap any time after 3pm. 
 
Also, yesterday, Adam and I had our weekly check-in with Jennifer, and she mentioned you are
looking to calendar a meeting regarding quality of life issues/property management and want to
bring together interested parties to begin these discussions(w/o the Warriors).  Let me know if you
need help coordinating this meeting.


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
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Cc: Miller-Blankinship, Erin (MTA)
Subject: FW: part comments completed
Date: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 5:09:00 PM
Attachments: Warriors Mission Bay Design Review Notes Draft.doc


Jennifer/Josh – here are Erin’s comments.  She is going to get the rest later today/tomorrow. I let
her know that we may need to get out what we can today to meet the commitment to the Warriors.
 
Josh – there were a couple question for you.  Could you please take a look and see what you think
about the two questions?  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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 4:48 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: part comments completed
 
Catherine,
 
Here are my comments/revisions up to #3.  I’ll finish the rest and get it to you tonight or tomorrow
am.  I have to run for today.
 
em
 
Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Development & Transportation Integration
Urban Planning Initiatives
 
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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July 28, 2014



To:

Strada Development Group, Golden State Warriors


From: 
Planning Department, OCII, and SFMTA staff




Joshua Switzky and David Winslow (Planning)



Catherine Reilly and Pedro Arce (OCII)



Peter Albert and Erin Miller (SFMTA)



CC:

Tiffany Bohee, Jennifer Matz, and John Rahaim


RE:

Urban Design of Mission Bay Blocks 29-32 (Warriors Arena project)


Following are both high-level principles related to the design and programming of the site as well as more detailed specific reflections on the evolution of the project design as presented to the Planning Department, OCII, SFMTA, and OEWD as of July 22, 2014.  The majority of these comments have been provided verbally during our prior meetings.


Overall, while there have been major improvements in the design since we began working with your design team, we feel that the current site design, particularly the public spaces and pedestrian circulation along the perimeter of the project, still does not sufficiently or successfully integrate the site in a seamless and organic way with the neighborhood or invite the kind of casual and day-to-day use that will be necessary to make the project successful.  Specifically of concern is the 8+-foot elevation rise of the main plaza from adjacent streets, along with the limited physical and visual connections along the perimeter of the site.   The resultant above-eye level wall surrounding the site along the public right-of-way will limit the visual, physical and psychological access to the site from the surrounding neighborhood and reinforce it as an internally-oriented mega-site that sits apart from its context.


We appreciate the efforts of the design team to respond to City/OCII comments to date and look forward to continuing the good working relationship that has been established with City/OCII staff.



General Principles



The following outlines the high-level principles that should be the basis of the overall design of the Warriors Arena project.


1. Respect the urban character of San Francisco. Design buildings and open spaces that fit their context and respect the scale of the surroundings.


· The Mission Bay grid consists of blocks that are consistent with the fabric of San Francisco. The street pattern provides legibility and view corridors, while moderating the scale of development. While the footprint of the arena may not allow for implementation of the exact alignment of ROWs (“varas”) per the Mission Bay Plan, the arena project site design must both respect and respond to these alignments as they relate to varas/streets that terminate at the site. The project should create an alternative through-site circulation and porosity (not necessarily vehicular) that achieves the spirit and intent of these planned grid extensions. Where  streets or paths (eg, Bridgeview Way, Illinois Street, UCSF Campus Lane), intersect or terminate at the project site, the site and building design (particularly the arena itself) should continue or terminate these vistas and circulation spines with useful and significant architectural and public realm responses.


· The project should strive to be a seamless extension of the neighborhood public realm and accessible to the general public at all normal hours. The site should physically and psychologically invite casual daily usage by area residents, workers and non-arena patrons as an extension of the neighborhood. 


· The architecture should avoid any overt “theming” or prominent branding of the site as a whole, its public spaces, signage, or its retail components. 


· The arena, open spaces and other buildings should be a part of the urban pattern, with similar relationships to the adjacent streets as other buildings. Public spaces should be deliberate and well defined, and the buildings should have a direct and urban relationship to most of the streets around the site, that respects the streetwall along its edges. 


· The project should create an active interface with the public streets by providing: 1) public spaces that have adjacent activating uses; and 2) active commercial uses at the street level which improve the pedestrian environment. The project should avoid blank and high walls.


· Office buildings, retail components and other non-arena buildings should be sited and designed (along with adjoining public spaces and circulation) so as feel like they are responsive to and part of the broader fabric of the neighborhood and the City, and not only responsive to their relationship to the arena.


2. Design project to be transit- and pedestrian-oriented.



· Accommodate major pedestrian flows from the light rail stop at 3rd/South Street. Also, consider other major pedestrian desire lines and provide seamless connections from existing streets connecting to or terminating at the site (eg Illinois Street, Bridgeview Way. 


· Coordinate with the SFMTA, and study the circulation and operations of all relevant transportation systems to maximize walking, bicycling, taxi and transit access.  Clearly define access and staging/storage locations for private limo, para-transit andcharter bus/shuttles.  Consider the potential for a future ferry landing at the terminus of 16th Street, and plan public space in a manner that could accommodate passengers who are alighting or embarking, and design this space as part of the overall site plan and building design.


· Keep on-site parking to a minimum, and design it to be shared to serve both the commercial uses and the arena.  Parking facility entries should be carefully evaluated for their potential impact on the adjacent transit, pedestrian or bicycle networks.  Work closely with the SFMTA to organize access points in a way that will be the most effect and the least disruptive to the surrounding network, especially during large events where there will be peak arrival and departure times at the facility.


· Explore shared use of existing and planned parking facilities in Mission Bay to minimize automobile reliance and the need for additional automobile parking.  These facilities have capacity during evenings and weekends when arena events occur. Consider the existing facilities in UCSF (access to the various parking structures), Block 27 (access to the parking garage), Block 28 (Old Navy loading dock) and Block X4 (409-499 Illinois Street, parking access along 16th Street and parking and loading access along Illinois Street), as well as those further away.



· As noted in the Urban Character discussion, screen automobile parking from view all visible frontages, preferably by fronting it with active uses. Any above-grade parking should not compromise the pedestrian experience, including both around the perimeter of the site (eg ground floor/sidewalk interface) or within the site.


· Minimize the number of driveways into the facility, and minimize their widths. Coordinate the  visual appearance of driveways into the context of the adjacent sidewalks without minimizing a safe visual and physical separation. 


· Plan for significant bicycle transportation to both the arena and other site uses. Note that Planning Code has recently-adopted minimum standards for on-site bike valet for visitors for arenas/large venues, and this should be considered as a benchmark. The SFMTA recommends to reach out to the San Francisco Bicycle Coalition (SFBC) to plan for a valet operation for events. Coordinate with the SFMTA to include/sponsor/plan for City Bike Share facilities and other bike parking distributed throughout the site. Bike parking could be located and designed as an active use on Terry Francois Boulevard and 16th Street.



3. Design project as a major civic facility with public amenity.


· The project design should engage the public and demonstrate a civic spirit. The building and public open spaces should strive to become gathering spots providing public amenity for people who are not attending events within the arena and also when no events are occurring.  


· The site and arena, should open to the public and include programmatic features that provide public amenity could include: recreation, sustainability (eg water, energy, habitat, urban agriculture), ability for non-ticket holders to see inside the main space of the arena, public art, and other ways to inhabit or interact in a tactile or sensory way with the building and its landscape. Local examples include: the viewing tower and free interior and exterior circulation areas at the DeYoung Museum; the 5-acre park on the roof of the Transbay Transit Center; the outfield free viewing arcade at the Giants ballpark; and the upper level accessible ramp view areas in the prior Pier 30-32 arena proposal. 


· Program the site and its public open spaces such that it serves the needs of the immediate neighborhood, the city, and the region. For the open space, consider passive and active walking, sitting, biking, outdoor courts, observation, eating, and the like.


· Strive for 24-hour activity and interest. Achieve this through a dramatic balance of siting, building, and public accommodation that welcomes and draws people in whether the arena is in use or not, and that therefore does not need to depend on restaurant or retail use to achieve a comforting level of activity. Specifically, the site uses should add a heightened level of activity to an already lively place. 


· Strive for a mix of retail and other uses that relies upon and showcases local businesses or some new niche that satisfies local needs. Place local-serving, local business uses in the street frontages.


· The arena should have a distinctive and expressive roof design and the roofscape should be deliberately designed as a “fifth façade” since the arena will also be viewed from above (eg from Potrero Hill).


4. Design public space to respond and connect to the surrounding public landscape and environment. 


· Provide iconic public forecourt(s) to the arena that serve as a memorable point of orientation and meeting places.



· Provide strong visual access and physical connections to the water.



· Provide multiple levels of public space that offer a variety of vantage points.



· Provide the highest levels of ecologically sustainable design. Provide an honest, visible demonstration of sustainability and sustainable design principles, including strong connection to the water and environmental processes.



Specific Comments



Applying the General Principles identified above, the following are specific comments related to the design concept presented to OCII/City staff on July 22.  The comments below do not reflect any changes after the July 22 designs.


· Reduce elevation of the main plaza, particularly around the edges, so as to achieve porosity and a more gradual and fluid connections to the streets. Strongly recommend reducing the elevation to not more than 4 feet above sidewalk grade. This would benefit physical and visual connections to and through the site from surrounding sidewalks by allowing the heads of most adult pedestrians to be above the height of the podium.



· Consider ways to open up the ground floor along Terry Francois Boulevard as much as possible; consider internal circulation of the theater and the introduction of other active uses such as bike storage facilities.



· The small pavilion building along 3rd Street anchoring the west side of the main plaza is a positive gesture toward activating the 3rd Street edge and serving a visual foil to the arena. Continue to study its size and positioning relative to sight lines and circulation pathways to inadvertent pinch points.



· Improve the South Street and 16th Streets ground floor interface with the sidewalk; these remain inactive sides of the site with overly extensive lengths of blank and inactive walls.  Enhance South Street as a means of accessing the plaza, the arena, and uses along Terry Francois Boulevard (eg market hall). This can be accomplished by providing an active edge and creating a wider mid-block opening that aligns with Bridgeview Way. The project should expect that many people heading directly from 3rd Street (esp. the rail stop) to uses and public spaces along Terry Francois Boulevard will walk along South Street. 



· As currently designed, much of the space at corner of the South and 3rd Streets is dedicated to ramps and stairs, resulting in a lack of non-circulation space for queuing and gathering.  To better accommodate surges of transit users before and after events explore the following:


a) Reduction of the main plaza elevation to eliminate or minimize the extent of ramps and stairs at or near the corner to create a larger forecourt and reservoir space for pedestrians and to provide a more fluid connection for pedestrians to the Plaza level. This may involve adjusting the building location.



b) Street enhancements to the South Street southern sidewalk that may help create a more welcoming alternative access to the plaza and arena. The mid-block connection of the Plaza to South Street should be widened to further accommodate this access.



· Further explore a means of creating a significant, memorable, and useful termination to Illinois Street for pedestrians and bikes. Explore shifting and minimizing the width of the combined garage and loading entrance along 16th Street. Consider adding additional major pedestrian connection mid-block on 16th in the vicinity of Illinois Street that connects from the main plaza to the west of the driveway in order to avoid pedestrian conflicts with the driveway and provide a direct path for those headed south/southwest. At present the only connection to 16th Street (the ramp through the atrium) is very directionally pointed eastward along 16th Street on the east side of the driveway. (Josh – what do you think about the atrium – do we want to shift them from connecting the buildings along 16th (ie, preserve an actual physical separation between the arena and the office building, or allow them to connect them as long as the atrium is transparent).  They are really tied to the atrium concept.)


· Continue to develop and enhance the “tower/viewing platform” element at the northwest corner of the site to provide a physical landmark element and unique public amenity. 



· While there is every confidence that the architecture framing the southeast corner forecourt will be iconic, the strong relationship with the major park (P22) across Terry Francois Blvd has not been yet been demonstrated.  The plaza size is appropriate, though attention will need to be paid to ensure that it is not simply leftover space between the buildings and the streets that define it. 


· As you move into the schematic design phase, ensure that the exterior design of the various components of the projects (two office buildings, arena, and market hall) are designed such that they work together, but also visually appear to be distinct parts of a whole.  The arena and office buildings especially should be designed such that their appearances are expressly distinct from each other.  (Josh – what do you think about this concept.  Want to make sure we state if we want the schematic design to break up the project, or if we are ok with a more comphensive design theme through-out. Feel free to play with the language.)


�Hope you don’t mind a little bit of editing the writing as well ;)  I thought this was sort of a single sentence that had a lot of words without a lot of clarity.
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From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: Re: GSW Questions
Date: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 6:11:58 PM


Let me look at budget again re: comments. I will do that ASAP. I think we can take
a check. Do talk to Merrick. We get checks from developers all the time. 


Let's give the schedule project to Phillip. He is always hungry for more substantive
work and he'll be great at it. I'll ask him tonight and get back to you. 


On Jul 29, 2014, at 5:59 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Jennifer – I had a couple favors to ask you.
 
#1 – Lila is working on the budget and we are also thinking about the structure to get
folks paid.  The less that has to come through us is best (lack of MOUs and with
dissolution running money through us has extra layers of complexity).  We are going to
talk with Merrick at OEWD, but wanted to see if you know if we could bill the Warriors
for OEWD’s work, but have them cut you a check directly.  The City Attorney is able to
do that, but some departments have a harder time accepting money, so wasn’t sure
about OEWD.  Also, if you have any comments on the draft budget that Lila sent over
last week, let us know.
 
#2 – I need to put together a more detailed schedule and am running short staffed. 
Would anyone from your staff that is good with excel or Project be available to help
mock something up with my help.  This is the draft internal/not for distribute schedule
that we discussed.
 
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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: MB CAC recap
Date: Monday, July 14, 2014 8:48:00 AM
Attachments: image001.png


I think the only other thing would to add WEDA meeting under the Transportation section.  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: Gavin, John (MYR) 
Sent: Friday, July 11, 2014 5:15 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: MB CAC recap
 
Here’s what I have so far:
 
1.            GENERAL UPDATES


a. Project Description status, square footage allocation, project schedule, staff changes to
project, etc.


b. Mission Bay CAC – Thursday 7/10 meeting recap
 
2.            DESIGN REVIEW


a.            workshop updates
 
3.            TRANSPORTATION


a.            SFMTA & Planning meeting recap
b.            WTA update


 
4.            NEXT STEPS/UPCOMING MEETINGS
                a. Meeting with GSW on Thursday 7/17
 
 
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 (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 11, 2014 3:22 PM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: MB CAC recap
 
Thanks – what do you have on the agenda so far? 
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Friday, July 11, 2014 3:07 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: MB CAC recap
 
Sounds good.  I’m happy to help schedule the Quality of Life meeting.


I’ll be sending out an agenda for next week’s Tuesday internal meeting shortly.  Is there anything
you’d like to see on it?
 
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: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 11, 2014 1:47 PM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: MB CAC recap
 
Hey there – meeting went well. Nothing on the Warriors (Julie was there, so may have identified
some non-Warriors items that were interested to the Warriors).
 
If you would like to help schedule the quality of life meeting, that would be great.  I can get you the
names that should be included.  Otherwise, it is on my list to get to (but more than willing to accept
help in meeting scheduling, especially since this is a topic that your office has so much background
on).
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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/
 


From: Gavin, John (MYR) 
Sent: Friday, July 11, 2014 1:05 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: MB CAC recap
 
Hi Catherine,


I hope your day is going well.


Just wanted to check with you on how last night went, and if there were any pressing
issues/questions regarding the Warriors’ project etc.
 
I have a meeting at 2pm, but should be free to recap any time after 3pm. 
 
Also, yesterday, Adam and I had our weekly check-in with Jennifer, and she mentioned you are
looking to calendar a meeting regarding quality of life issues/property management and want to
bring together interested parties to begin these discussions(w/o the Warriors).  Let me know if you
need help coordinating this meeting.


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
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From: Jones, Natasha (OCII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: FYI: the following attendees were taken off the invite per Planning request ( GSW Design Meeting on June 19)
Date: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 12:37:13 PM


 
Kelley, Gil (CPC) <Gil.Kelley@sfgov.org>;
Joslin, Jeff (CPC) <jeff.joslin@sfgov.org>; <
Wise, Viktoriya (CPC) <viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org>
 
___________________________________________
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: Hussain, Lila (CII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Re: GSW Questions
Date: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 7:37:24 PM


Yay!  I really like phillip!


Sent from my iPhone


On Jul 29, 2014, at 6:33 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Sweet. Phillip would be terrific! Thanks and we will wander by Merrick
tomorrow.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)"
Date:07/29/2014 6:11 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Cc: "Hussain, Lila (CII)"
Subject: Re: GSW Questions


Let me look at budget again re: comments. I will do that ASAP. I think
we can take a check. Do talk to Merrick. We get checks from developers
all the time. 


Let's give the schedule project to Phillip. He is always hungry for more
substantive work and he'll be great at it. I'll ask him tonight and get back
to you. 


On Jul 29, 2014, at 5:59 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Jennifer – I had a couple favors to ask you.
 
#1 – Lila is working on the budget and we are also thinking about the
structure to get folks paid.  The less that has to come through us is best
(lack of MOUs and with dissolution running money through us has extra
layers of complexity).  We are going to talk with Merrick at OEWD, but
wanted to see if you know if we could bill the Warriors for OEWD’s work,
but have them cut you a check directly.  The City Attorney is able to do
that, but some departments have a harder time accepting money, so
wasn’t sure about OEWD.  Also, if you have any comments on the draft
budget that Lila sent over last week, let us know.
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#2 – I need to put together a more detailed schedule and am running
short staffed.  Would anyone from your staff that is good with excel or
Project be available to help mock something up with my help.  This is the
draft internal/not for distribute schedule that we discussed.
 
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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: MB CAC recap
Date: Friday, July 11, 2014 5:19:00 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Thanks for putting this together –off the top of my head I would take the CAC off since nothing
much happened, but maybe we include Schedule as a topic either stand alone, or under General
Updates, and we can touch on that CAC and mention the big one coming in August.  I would also add
“budgets” under General Updates in case we need to remind folks to create a budget.  I will ponder
a bit more on the weekend since I have to run.  Have a great one!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Friday, July 11, 2014 5:15 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: MB CAC recap
 
Here’s what I have so far:
 
1.            GENERAL UPDATES


a. Project Description status, square footage allocation, project schedule, staff changes to
project, etc.


b. Mission Bay CAC – Thursday 7/10 meeting recap
 
2.            DESIGN REVIEW


a.            workshop updates
 
3.            TRANSPORTATION


a.            SFMTA & Planning meeting recap
b.            WTA update


 
4.            NEXT STEPS/UPCOMING MEETINGS
                a. Meeting with GSW on Thursday 7/17
 
 
John L. Gavin
Project Manager
Office of Economic and Workforce Development
City Hall Room 448
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San Francisco, CA 94102
John.Gavin@sfgov.org
415.554.6122
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 11, 2014 3:22 PM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: MB CAC recap
 
Thanks – what do you have on the agenda so far? 
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Friday, July 11, 2014 3:07 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: MB CAC recap
 
Sounds good.  I’m happy to help schedule the Quality of Life meeting.


I’ll be sending out an agenda for next week’s Tuesday internal meeting shortly.  Is there anything
you’d like to see on it?
 
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: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 11, 2014 1:47 PM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: MB CAC recap
 
Hey there – meeting went well. Nothing on the Warriors (Julie was there, so may have identified
some non-Warriors items that were interested to the Warriors).
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If you would like to help schedule the quality of life meeting, that would be great.  I can get you the
names that should be included.  Otherwise, it is on my list to get to (but more than willing to accept
help in meeting scheduling, especially since this is a topic that your office has so much background
on).
 
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: Gavin, John (MYR) 
Sent: Friday, July 11, 2014 1:05 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: MB CAC recap
 
Hi Catherine,


I hope your day is going well.


Just wanted to check with you on how last night went, and if there were any pressing
issues/questions regarding the Warriors’ project etc.
 
I have a meeting at 2pm, but should be free to recap any time after 3pm. 
 
Also, yesterday, Adam and I had our weekly check-in with Jennifer, and she mentioned you are
looking to calendar a meeting regarding quality of life issues/property management and want to
bring together interested parties to begin these discussions(w/o the Warriors).  Let me know if you
need help coordinating this meeting.


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
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From: Emily Fancher
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Fact-check on commercial properties in Mission Bay
Date: Monday, June 09, 2014 12:25:02 PM
Attachments: For Catherine Reilly.xlsx


Hi Catherine-


Please see attached. Feel free to make changes to the excel and bold the
changes and send it back.
Any chance I can get this back by tomorrow morning?


Thanks,
Emily


-- 
Emily Fancher
Senior Editor 
San Francisco Business Times
Sanfranciscobusinesstimes.com
Phone: 415-288-4948
Follow me on: twitter.com/SFBIZ_smallbiz
Follow SFBT on:
twitter.com/SFBusinessTimes
facebook.com/SFBusinessTimes
linkedin.com/company/san-francisco-business-times
Get our FREE Daily Update email and weekly real estate newsletter:
Www.sanfranciscobusinesstimes.com/newsletters


On 6/5/14 5:26 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hi, Emily – just getting through emails.  Here is the residential (some of the completion
dates I have not confirmed the actual date they opened).  I haven’t updated the
commercial recently, so what might be easiest is if you send me what you have and I
can take a look.  The big changes are to update the Block 33/34 as 500K of commercial
development to UCSF (under contract), 1M in development to the warriors for Blocks
29-32 for the arena and office buildings (under contract), and of course the recent sale
to Kilroy of Block 40.
 
I have added you to the CAC agenda list.  I am working on the agenda today and will be
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Sheet1


						Sources: Architects, developers, S.F. Planning Department, CBRE.


						2013 San Francisco office and R&D pipeline


									Proposed			 





						Under Construction


						UCSF Children’s, Women’s and Cancer Hospital			Hospital			UCSF			2014			869,000


						Mission Hall: Global Health & Clinical Sciences Building, 550 16th St.			Office			UCSF			2014			266,000			WSRN Studio


						1600 Owens St. (Parcel 4)			Medical office			Kaiser / Alexandria			2015			246,000








						Approved


						Mission Bay Hotel, Block 1			Hotel			SOMA Hotel			2016			250 rooms			jk story


						Block 40, 1800 Owens			Office			Kilroy Realty Corp.			2016			680,000			Blanca Story


						650 Terry Francois Blvd.			Life science			TBD			2012+			330,000


						600 Terry Francois Blvd.			Life science			TBD			2012+			300,000


						660 Third St.			Office			Polatnick Properties			2016+			80,000			CBRE


						1450 Owens St.			Life science			TBD						59,000





						In planning, design or conception


			 			UCSF Mission Bay,  lots 33 and 34			Office, R&D			UCSF			2019+			300,000			Ron story


						Mission Rock, Seawall lot 337 and Pier 48*			Offices, retail, entertainment,brewery			SWL 337 Associates LLC (SF Giants)			2018+			1,300,000-1,700,000  


						Warriors Arena, Mission Bay			18,000-seat basketball arena			Warriors owners group			2017+			700,000


						Block 1, Mission Bay			Retail			Strada Investment Group			2017			25,000


						* The Giants have said they plan to downsize the project, but it's not clear by how much


						Sources: S.F. planning department, developers, architects, S.F. office of community investment and infrastructure















sending it out tomorrow (nothing too exciting to be truthful and nothing new to report
on the Warrior).
 
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: Emily Fancher [mailto:efancher@bizjournals.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 04, 2014 11:00 AM
To:  Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Mission Bay pipeline request
Importance:  High


Hi Catherine-


I hope all is well with you. I wanted to please request the updated
Mission Bay pipeline report for commercial and residential projects.
I’m updating our development pipeline and map for the S.F.
Structures publication. If I can get that by tomorrow morning, that
would be great. 


Also, I see there’s a citizen’s advisory committee meeting for Mission
Bay next week.
What will the agenda be and how do I get on the mailing list for
those meetings?


Thanks,
Emily
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From: Emily Fancher [mailto:efancher@bizjournals.com] 
Sent: Monday, March 24, 2014 9:31 AM
To:  Reilly, Catherine
Subject: Checking in on Mission Bay fire


Hi Catherine-


I hope you are well. Thanks for helping with the Mission Bay
supplement. Elizabeth Browne said it was great to work with
you this year.


I just wanted to touch base about the Mission Bay fire to see
if there’s any update on either the cause or whether the
project might be rebuilt. Perhaps the decision about whether
or not to rebuild must wait until after the BRE merger closes,
but thought I’d ask for your insight  on background.


Best,
Emily


------ End of Forwarded Message


------ End of Forwarded Message
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From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Cc: Winslow, David (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Miller-Blankinship, Erin (MTA); Arce, Pedro (CII)
Subject: Re: GSW Site Visit
Date: Tuesday, July 22, 2014 11:55:24 AM


I didn't hear back from folks about Warriors coming to talk with us. I've gone ahead
and invited them to join us at 1:30 for 30 minutes. See you in a few! 


On Jul 18, 2014, at 3:32 PM, "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)" <jennifer.matz@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Can we allot 2 hours? If this group is comfortable, can we invite Strada
into the room for the last 30 minutes and give them a real-time rough
dump of our thoughts? We can keep this tentative. If we have some
preliminary thoughts I know they'd love to hear them as Craig is coming
back to town next week and the Warriors team has an internal working
design day planned for Wednesday. Anything we give them by way of
feedback or ideas would be genuinely useful. 


On Jul 18, 2014, at 4:44 PM, "Switzky, Joshua (CPC)"
<joshua.switzky@sfgov.org> wrote:


Ok here too. How long are we planning for?


Sent from my iPhone


On Jul 18, 2014, at 8:34 AM, "Winslow, David (CPC)"
<david.winslow@sfgov.org> wrote:


Okay with me.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 18, 2014 6:57 AM
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Miller, Erin (MTA); Winslow, David
(CPC); Arce, Pedro (CII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: GSW Site Visit
 
Would noon work instead? Jennifer will be joining and
noon will be better. Can turn it into a brown bag
meeting.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone
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-------- Original message --------
From: "Switzky, Joshua (CPC)"
Date:07/17/2014 5:45 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,"Miller, Erin (MTA)"
,"Winslow, David (CPC)" ,"Arce, Pedro (CII)"
Subject: RE: GSW Site Visit
 
Fine with me.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:43 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Winslow, David (CPC); Switzky, Joshua
(CPC); Arce, Pedro (CII)
Subject: RE: GSW Site Visit
 
Josh – would 11AM work for you?  Thanks all
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 2:25 PM
To: Winslow, David (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Switzky,
Joshua (CPC); Arce, Pedro (CII)
Subject: RE: GSW Site Visit
 
Before 2 works best for me
 
Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Development & Transportation Integration
Urban Planning Initiatives
 
SFMTA|Municipal Transportation Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
 
415.701.5490 (o)
415.971.7429 (m)
 


From: Winslow, David (CPC) [mailto:david.winslow@sfgov.org]


Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 2:16 PM
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To: Reilly, Catherine; Miller, Erin; Switzky, Joshua; Arce, Pedro
Subject: RE: GSW Site Visit
 
Free between 11:00 and 3:00
David Winslow Architect, LEED AP
Design Review | Urban Design
Planning Department | City and Country of San Francisco
415-575-9159 |david.winslowl@sfgov.org
 
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 2:03 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Winslow, David
(CPC); Arce, Pedro (CII)
Subject: GSW Site Visit
 
Hello all – Could you please let me know when you are
available on next Tuesday so that we can tie down a time to
go to Strada’s offices (or confirm the times I wrote down
below). 
 


-          Pedro – all day
-          Erin – before 2 and after 3
-          Josh – all day???
-          David – unknown


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 (CII)
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: MB CAC recap
Date: Friday, July 11, 2014 5:19:00 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Thanks for putting this together –off the top of my head I would take the CAC off since nothing
much happened, but maybe we include Schedule as a topic either stand alone, or under General
Updates, and we can touch on that CAC and mention the big one coming in August.  I would also add
“budgets” under General Updates in case we need to remind folks to create a budget.  I will ponder
a bit more on the weekend since I have to run.  Have a great one!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Friday, July 11, 2014 5:15 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: MB CAC recap
 
Here’s what I have so far:
 
1.            GENERAL UPDATES


a. Project Description status, square footage allocation, project schedule, staff changes to
project, etc.


b. Mission Bay CAC – Thursday 7/10 meeting recap
 
2.            DESIGN REVIEW


a.            workshop updates
 
3.            TRANSPORTATION


a.            SFMTA & Planning meeting recap
b.            WTA update


 
4.            NEXT STEPS/UPCOMING MEETINGS
                a. Meeting with GSW on Thursday 7/17
 
 
John L. Gavin
Project Manager
Office of Economic and Workforce Development
City Hall Room 448
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San Francisco, CA 94102
John.Gavin@sfgov.org
415.554.6122
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 11, 2014 3:22 PM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: MB CAC recap
 
Thanks – what do you have on the agenda so far? 
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Friday, July 11, 2014 3:07 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: MB CAC recap
 
Sounds good.  I’m happy to help schedule the Quality of Life meeting.


I’ll be sending out an agenda for next week’s Tuesday internal meeting shortly.  Is there anything
you’d like to see on it?
 
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: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 11, 2014 1:47 PM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: MB CAC recap
 
Hey there – meeting went well. Nothing on the Warriors (Julie was there, so may have identified
some non-Warriors items that were interested to the Warriors).
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If you would like to help schedule the quality of life meeting, that would be great.  I can get you the
names that should be included.  Otherwise, it is on my list to get to (but more than willing to accept
help in meeting scheduling, especially since this is a topic that your office has so much background
on).
 
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: Gavin, John (MYR) 
Sent: Friday, July 11, 2014 1:05 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: MB CAC recap
 
Hi Catherine,


I hope your day is going well.


Just wanted to check with you on how last night went, and if there were any pressing
issues/questions regarding the Warriors’ project etc.
 
I have a meeting at 2pm, but should be free to recap any time after 3pm. 
 
Also, yesterday, Adam and I had our weekly check-in with Jennifer, and she mentioned you are
looking to calendar a meeting regarding quality of life issues/property management and want to
bring together interested parties to begin these discussions(w/o the Warriors).  Let me know if you
need help coordinating this meeting.


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
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From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Fwd: Flow Projections for New Warriors SF Arena
Date: Monday, July 28, 2014 1:35:10 PM


Do you want to handle this through Barbara Moy and the working group? DPW
should not be reaching out to Warriors expect through you or me. They should not
expect a reply from Warriors and should work through us. 


I'll call you soon about tomorrow. 


Begin forwarded message:


From: Jesse Blout <jblout@stradasf.com>
Date: July 28, 2014 at 12:59:44 PM PDT
To: Jennifer Matz <jennifer.entine.matz@gmail.com>
Cc: Clarke Miller <CMiller@stradasf.com>
Subject: Fwd: Flow Projections for New Warriors SF Arena


This is bizarre - please advise on how to handle. Thx


Sent from i Phone


Begin forwarded message:


From: PJ Johnston<pj@pjcommunications.com>
Date: July 28, 2014 at 3:32:41 PM EDT
To: Jesse Blout <jblout@stradasf.com>, Clarke Miller
<CMiller@stradasf.com>
Cc: Ryan Donough <rdonough@warriors.com>, David Carlock
<david.carlock@machetegroup.com>
Subject: Fwd: Flow Projections for New Warriors SF
Arena


Why is DPW calling the public input phone number about this?


Sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: Ryan Donough <rdonough@warriors.com>
Date: July 28, 2014 at 11:30:46 AM GMT-6
To: PJ Johnston <pj@pjcommunications.com>
Subject: FW: Flow Projections for New
Warriors SF Arena
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PJ,
 
Don’t know what to tell this guy. This was the voicemail I
sent you last week and below is the response I received.
 
Please advise and let me know if there’s anything you need
me to do with it.
 
Thanks,
Ryan
 


From: Aldhafari, Bassam [mailto:Bassam.Aldhafari@sfdpw.org]


Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 9:14 AM
To: Ryan Donough
Subject: Flow Projections for New Warriors SF Arena
 
Ryan,
Thanks for returning my call. It is understood that plans for
the arena are in the early stages of design. What I was
interested in are any planning documents that give flow
projections (sanitary and storm) for the stadium (these can
be older planning documents that were used for previous
planning efforts) so we incorporate into our planning work
which includes a portion of Mission Bay Development.
 
Thanks in advance
 
Bassam A. Aldhafari
Department of Public Works
Infrastructure Division-Hydraulics Section
1680 Mission Street, 2nd floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Office: 415-437-7046  Fax: 415-554-8308
Email:   bassam.aldhafari@sfdpw.org
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From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Cc: Winslow, David (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Miller-Blankinship, Erin (MTA); Arce, Pedro (CII)
Subject: Re: GSW Site Visit
Date: Friday, July 18, 2014 3:32:56 PM


Can we allot 2 hours? If this group is comfortable, can we invite Strada into the
room for the last 30 minutes and give them a real-time rough dump of our
thoughts? We can keep this tentative. If we have some preliminary thoughts I know
they'd love to hear them as Craig is coming back to town next week and the
Warriors team has an internal working design day planned for Wednesday. Anything
we give them by way of feedback or ideas would be genuinely useful. 


On Jul 18, 2014, at 4:44 PM, "Switzky, Joshua (CPC)" <joshua.switzky@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Ok here too. How long are we planning for?


Sent from my iPhone


On Jul 18, 2014, at 8:34 AM, "Winslow, David (CPC)"
<david.winslow@sfgov.org> wrote:


Okay with me.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 18, 2014 6:57 AM
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Miller, Erin (MTA); Winslow, David (CPC); Arce,
Pedro (CII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: GSW Site Visit
 
Would noon work instead? Jennifer will be joining and noon will be
better. Can turn it into a brown bag meeting.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Switzky, Joshua (CPC)"
Date:07/17/2014 5:45 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,"Miller, Erin (MTA)" ,"Winslow,
David (CPC)" ,"Arce, Pedro (CII)"
Subject: RE: GSW Site Visit
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Fine with me.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:43 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Winslow, David (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Arce,
Pedro (CII)
Subject: RE: GSW Site Visit
 
Josh – would 11AM work for you?  Thanks all
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 2:25 PM
To: Winslow, David (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Switzky, Joshua (CPC);
Arce, Pedro (CII)
Subject: RE: GSW Site Visit
 
Before 2 works best for me
 
Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Development & Transportation Integration
Urban Planning Initiatives
 
SFMTA|Municipal Transportation Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
 
415.701.5490 (o)
415.971.7429 (m)
 


From: Winslow, David (CPC) [mailto:david.winslow@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 2:16 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine; Miller, Erin; Switzky, Joshua; Arce, Pedro
Subject: RE: GSW Site Visit
 
Free between 11:00 and 3:00
David Winslow Architect, LEED AP
Design Review | Urban Design
Planning Department | City and Country of San Francisco
415-575-9159 |david.winslowl@sfgov.org
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 2:03 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC); Arce,
Pedro (CII)
Subject: GSW Site Visit
 
Hello all – Could you please let me know when you are available on next
Tuesday so that we can tie down a time to go to Strada’s offices (or
confirm the times I wrote down below). 
 


-          Pedro – all day
-          Erin – before 2 and after 3
-          Josh – all day???
-          David – unknown


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: Joyce Hsiao
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Fwd: GSW - Comparison of transportation analyses
Date: Monday, July 28, 2014 3:05:47 PM
Attachments: 1998 MiB-GSW Transportation Comparison 7-25-14.xlsx.pdf


Attached Message Part


Joyce S. Hsiao
Principal
Orion Environmental Associates
211 Sutter Street, #803
San Francisco, CA 94108
Phone (415) 951-9503
joyce@orionenvironment.com


-------- Original Message --------
Subject:GSW - Comparison of transportation analyses


Date:Fri, 25 Jul 2014 12:22:20 -0700
From:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com <lubaw@lcwconsulting.com>


To:Joyce Hsiao <joyce@orionenvironment.com>
CC:Paul Mitchell <PMitchell@esassoc.com>, Karl Heisler


<kheisler@esassoc.com>, Jose Farran <jifarran@adavantconsulting.com>


Hi Joyce
Per our discussion yesterday, attached is a comparison between the transportation
analysis conducted for the 1998 Mission Bay SEIR, and what is currently in our scope
reflecting the current EP requirements.
Let me know if you have any questions or suggestions to make it more useful for
next Wednesday's meeting.
Have a great weekend.
Luba
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1998	  MiB-‐GSW	  Transportation	  Comparison	  7-‐25-‐14.xlsx Comparison



GSW Mission Bay Multi-Purpose Event Center & Ancillary Development SEIR



Project Buildout of Mission Bay Plan MB Blocks 29-32 Development Revised Phase II Plan, plus Candlestick Point 



Analysis  Hours Weekday PM Peak Hour Weekday PM, Evening, and Late PM Peak Hours Weekday AM and PM
Giants event discussed qualitatively Saturday Evening Peak Hour Sunday Midday



without and with Giants Game without and with 49ers Game for Sunday analysis



Analysis Scenarios Existing (1996) Existing (2014) Existing
Existing plus Plan Buildout Existing plus GSW Project 2030 Cumulative No Project (also an alternative)
2015 Cumulative (including Plan Buildout) for traffic, transit, and peds 2040 Cumulative for all modes (assuming MB buildout and 2030 Cumulative plus Project



UCSF Med Center and N. Campus Expansion)



Traffic 1996 traffic volume data 2013/2014 traffic volume data
Freeway volumes and v/c ratios at 5 locations
41 study intersections (16 common with GSW list) 23 study intersections (16 common with 1998 MB)
Qualitative discussion of impacts in Potrero area and Ballpark



Transit Assignment to regional carriers - outbound Assignment to regional screenlines
Project local screenlines Downtown screenlines
4 major routes serving area (22, 30, and proposed T and MMX) Routes serving project



Pedestrians Crosswalka at Third/King and Fourth/King Crosswalks at 3 intersections adjacent to site
Sidewalks at 1 location adjacent to site



Bicycles Qualitative discussion Existing counts
Bicycle parking demand and supply Qualitative discussion of existing and planned facilities



Giants Ballpark Qualitative discussion/summary of Ballpark EIR Analysis of conditions for project scenarios for all modes
ballpark did not exist 



Buildout Issues Qualitative discussion of phasing, interim uses NA
Rail Qualitative discussion NA
Loading Overall Plan demand versus supply Project-specific supply and demand



On-site loading operations
Parking Supply and demand by MB area, North and South, and total Project-specific supply and demand



Existing on-street parking changes
Spillover into Lower Potrero and Potrero Hill



Construction Qualitative for plan Project-specific
Emergency Vehicle Access NA Qualitative discussion



Notes:
(a) Final Mission Bay Subsequent EIR, September 17, 1998, Planning Department File No. 96.771E, Vol. 1, for Proposed Project
on pages V.E.69 to V.E.71 and Comibnation of Variants in Volume II on page VII.58. Proposed Project/Combination of Variants
(b) Current Draft Transportation scope of work for proposed GSW project.
(c) CP-HPS Phase II Development Plan EIR.



1998 Mission Bay SEIR GSW at Mission Bay South Area Blocks 29-32 CP-HPS Phase II Development Plan EIR











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


(c) 415-385-7031














From: Gavin, John (MYR)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: MB CAC recap
Date: Friday, July 11, 2014 5:14:46 PM
Attachments: image003.png


Here’s what I have so far:
 
1.            GENERAL UPDATES


a. Project Description status, square footage allocation, project schedule, staff changes to
project, etc.


b. Mission Bay CAC – Thursday 7/10 meeting recap
 
2.            DESIGN REVIEW


a.            workshop updates
 
3.            TRANSPORTATION


a.            SFMTA & Planning meeting recap
b.            WTA update


 
4.            NEXT STEPS/UPCOMING MEETINGS
                a. Meeting with GSW on Thursday 7/17
 
 
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: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 11, 2014 3:22 PM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: MB CAC recap
 
Thanks – what do you have on the agenda so far? 
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Friday, July 11, 2014 3:07 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: MB CAC recap
 
Sounds good.  I’m happy to help schedule the Quality of Life meeting.


I’ll be sending out an agenda for next week’s Tuesday internal meeting shortly.  Is there anything
you’d like to see on it?
 
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: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 11, 2014 1:47 PM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: MB CAC recap
 
Hey there – meeting went well. Nothing on the Warriors (Julie was there, so may have identified
some non-Warriors items that were interested to the Warriors).
 
If you would like to help schedule the quality of life meeting, that would be great.  I can get you the
names that should be included.  Otherwise, it is on my list to get to (but more than willing to accept
help in meeting scheduling, especially since this is a topic that your office has so much background
on).
 
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: Gavin, John (MYR) 
Sent: Friday, July 11, 2014 1:05 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: MB CAC recap



http://www.oewd.org/Development-Projects-Waterfront-Development-Projects.aspx

mailto:John.Gavin@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/





 
Hi Catherine,


I hope your day is going well.


Just wanted to check with you on how last night went, and if there were any pressing
issues/questions regarding the Warriors’ project etc.
 
I have a meeting at 2pm, but should be free to recap any time after 3pm. 
 
Also, yesterday, Adam and I had our weekly check-in with Jennifer, and she mentioned you are
looking to calendar a meeting regarding quality of life issues/property management and want to
bring together interested parties to begin these discussions(w/o the Warriors).  Let me know if you
need help coordinating this meeting.


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
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From: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
To: Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Miller-Blankinship, Erin (MTA); Arce, Pedro (CII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: Re: GSW Site Visit
Date: Friday, July 18, 2014 1:44:38 PM


Ok here too. How long are we planning for?


Sent from my iPhone


On Jul 18, 2014, at 8:34 AM, "Winslow, David (CPC)" <david.winslow@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Okay with me.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 18, 2014 6:57 AM
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Miller, Erin (MTA); Winslow, David (CPC); Arce, Pedro (CII);
Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: GSW Site Visit
 
Would noon work instead? Jennifer will be joining and noon will be better. Can
turn it into a brown bag meeting.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Switzky, Joshua (CPC)"
Date:07/17/2014 5:45 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,"Miller, Erin (MTA)" ,"Winslow, David (CPC)"
,"Arce, Pedro (CII)"
Subject: RE: GSW Site Visit
 
Fine with me.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:43 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Winslow, David (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Arce, Pedro (CII)
Subject: RE: GSW Site Visit
 
Josh – would 11AM work for you?  Thanks all
 
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/
 


From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 2:25 PM
To: Winslow, David (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Arce, Pedro
(CII)
Subject: RE: GSW Site Visit
 
Before 2 works best for me
 
Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Development & Transportation Integration
Urban Planning Initiatives
 
SFMTA|Municipal Transportation Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
 
415.701.5490 (o)
415.971.7429 (m)
 


From: Winslow, David (CPC) [mailto:david.winslow@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 2:16 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine; Miller, Erin; Switzky, Joshua; Arce, Pedro
Subject: RE: GSW Site Visit
 
Free between 11:00 and 3:00
David Winslow Architect, LEED AP
Design Review | Urban Design
Planning Department | City and Country of San Francisco
415-575-9159 |david.winslowl@sfgov.org
 
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 2:03 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC); Arce, Pedro (CII)
Subject: GSW Site Visit
 
Hello all – Could you please let me know when you are available on next Tuesday so
that we can tie down a time to go to Strada’s offices (or confirm the times I wrote
down below). 
 


-          Pedro – all day
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-          Erin – before 2 and after 3
-          Josh – all day???
-          David – unknown


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: Tiffany.Bohee@sfgov.org
To: Nguyen, Lucinda (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Fwd: GSW Design Meeting - CHANGE OF TIME SURVEY
Date: Monday, July 07, 2014 5:50:07 PM


Lucinda - please see below and respond to Catherine with my availability.  Thanks.


Tiffany Bohee
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
415.749.2588


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
Date: July 7, 2014 at 5:09:12 PM PDT
To: "Rahaim, John (CPC)" <john.rahaim@sfgov.org>, "Switzky, Joshua
(CPC)" <joshua.switzky@sfgov.org>, "Watty, Elizabeth (CPC)"
<elizabeth.watty@sfgov.org>, "Arce, Pedro (OCII)"
<pedro.arce@sfgov.org>, "Winslow, David (CPC)"
<david.winslow@sfgov.org>, "Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)"
<tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org>, "Miller, Erin (MTA)"
<erin.miller@sfmta.com>, "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)"
<jennifer.matz@sfgov.org>, "Van de Water, Adam (MYR)"
<adam.vandewater@sfgov.org>, "Gavin, John (MYR)"
<john.gavin@sfgov.org>
Subject: GSW Design Meeting - CHANGE OF TIME SURVEY


Craig is no longer able to make the follow-up design meeting on Tuesday the 15th. 


They would like to meet on Thursday the 17th, preferably the morning.  Could you


please email me with your availability on Thursday the 17th?


Thank you
 
PS – They have asked to meet with myself and David this week to do a sneak preview of
where they are going to make sure they are moving in the right direction.  If you have
concerns about that, please let me know, otherwise we will let the group know what
we see.  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 (CII)
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: MB CAC recap
Date: Friday, July 11, 2014 3:22:00 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Thanks – what do you have on the agenda so far? 
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Friday, July 11, 2014 3:07 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: MB CAC recap
 
Sounds good.  I’m happy to help schedule the Quality of Life meeting.


I’ll be sending out an agenda for next week’s Tuesday internal meeting shortly.  Is there anything
you’d like to see on it?
 
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: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 11, 2014 1:47 PM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: MB CAC recap
 
Hey there – meeting went well. Nothing on the Warriors (Julie was there, so may have identified
some non-Warriors items that were interested to the Warriors).
 
If you would like to help schedule the quality of life meeting, that would be great.  I can get you the
names that should be included.  Otherwise, it is on my list to get to (but more than willing to accept
help in meeting scheduling, especially since this is a topic that your office has so much background
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on).
 
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: Gavin, John (MYR) 
Sent: Friday, July 11, 2014 1:05 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: MB CAC recap
 
Hi Catherine,


I hope your day is going well.


Just wanted to check with you on how last night went, and if there were any pressing
issues/questions regarding the Warriors’ project etc.
 
I have a meeting at 2pm, but should be free to recap any time after 3pm. 
 
Also, yesterday, Adam and I had our weekly check-in with Jennifer, and she mentioned you are
looking to calendar a meeting regarding quality of life issues/property management and want to
bring together interested parties to begin these discussions(w/o the Warriors).  Let me know if you
need help coordinating this meeting.


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
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From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Jesse Blout; Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: Re: GSW schedule review
Date: Monday, June 30, 2014 4:20:56 PM


3pm or even 4pm PT works for me. 


On Jun 30, 2014, at 7:19 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:


Jennifer,
I have a UCSF meeting from 12:30-2:30pm PT tomorrow, so please let us know if there
is a good time for you to talk later in the afternoon.
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, June 30, 2014 4:04 PM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Clarke Miller
Cc: Jesse Blout; Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: GSW schedule review
 
I am open all day except for the morning design meeting.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)"
Date:06/30/2014 12:48 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" ,Jesse Blout ,"Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com)"
Subject: Re: GSW schedule review
 
Can we move this to 12:30pm or 1pm California time? 


> On Jun 30, 2014, at 2:57 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
> 
> Dial-in: 424-203-8400
> Code: 321545#
> 
> <meeting.ics>
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From: Gavin, John (MYR)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: MB CAC recap
Date: Friday, July 11, 2014 3:07:14 PM
Attachments: image003.png


Sounds good.  I’m happy to help schedule the Quality of Life meeting.


I’ll be sending out an agenda for next week’s Tuesday internal meeting shortly.  Is there anything
you’d like to see on it?
 
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: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 11, 2014 1:47 PM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: MB CAC recap
 
Hey there – meeting went well. Nothing on the Warriors (Julie was there, so may have identified
some non-Warriors items that were interested to the Warriors).
 
If you would like to help schedule the quality of life meeting, that would be great.  I can get you the
names that should be included.  Otherwise, it is on my list to get to (but more than willing to accept
help in meeting scheduling, especially since this is a topic that your office has so much background
on).
 
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: Gavin, John (MYR) 
Sent: Friday, July 11, 2014 1:05 PM
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To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: MB CAC recap
 
Hi Catherine,


I hope your day is going well.


Just wanted to check with you on how last night went, and if there were any pressing
issues/questions regarding the Warriors’ project etc.
 
I have a meeting at 2pm, but should be free to recap any time after 3pm. 
 
Also, yesterday, Adam and I had our weekly check-in with Jennifer, and she mentioned you are
looking to calendar a meeting regarding quality of life issues/property management and want to
bring together interested parties to begin these discussions(w/o the Warriors).  Let me know if you
need help coordinating this meeting.


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
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From: Immanuel Bereket
To: Bereket, Immanuel (CII)
Subject: Fwd: GSW Weekly CEQA Team Meeting
Date: Monday, July 28, 2014 4:31:13 PM
Attachments: 2014_07_30_GSW CEQA Meeting_Agenda.docx


---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Kern, Chris (CPC) <chris.kern@sfgov.org>
Date: Mon, Jul 28, 2014 at 4:23 PM
Subject: RE: GSW Weekly CEQA Team Meeting
To: "Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)" <viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org>, "Clarke Miller
(CMiller@stradasf.com)" <CMiller@stradasf.com>, "Jesse Blout
(jblout@stradasf.com)" <jblout@stradasf.com>, "Murphy, Mary G.
(MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com)" <MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com>,
"nsekhri@gibsondunn.com" <nsekhri@gibsondunn.com>, "Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com)" <kaufhauser@warriors.com>, "David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com)" <david.carlock@machetegroup.com>, "David
Kelly (dkelly@warriors.com)" <dkelly@warriors.com>,
"Immanuel.Bereket@gmail.com" <Immanuel.Bereket@gmail.com>, "Reilly,
Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>, "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)"
<jennifer.matz@sfgov.org>, "Malamut, John (CAT)" <john.malamut@sfgov.org>,
"jim.morales@sfgov.org" <jim.morales@sfgov.org>, "Van de Water, Adam (MYR)"
<adam.vandewater@sfgov.org>, "Karl Heisler (KHeisler@esassoc.com)"
<KHeisler@esassoc.com>, "Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com)"
<joyce@orionenvironment.com>, "Paul Mitchell (pmitchell@esassoc.com)"
<pmitchell@esassoc.com>, "Jose Farran (jifarran@adavantconsulting.com)"
<jifarran@adavantconsulting.com>


See attached agenda for our meeting this Wednesday and conference call number below for those
that can’t attend in person.
 
Call-in Number:                1-855-339-3724
Conference ID#:               1047
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
 
 
-----Original Appointment-----
From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) 
Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 10:28 AM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Clarke Miller
(CMiller@stradasf.com); Jesse Blout (jblout@stradasf.com); Murphy, Mary G.
(MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com); nsekhri@gibsondunn.com; Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com);
David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); David Kelly (dkelly@warriors.com);
Immanuel.Bereket@gmail.com; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Malamut, John (CAT);
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CASE NO. 200X.XXXXE
[Address]
)Motion No. XXXXXX


Hearing Date: [XXXX]








AGENDA





Event Center and Mixed Use Development in Mission Bay


CEQA Environmental Review Meeting





Wednesday, July 30, 2014, 1:00 p.m. to 3 p.m.


San Francisco Planning Department











1. CEQA Analytic Approach 


· Overall Redevelopment Plan  in 1998 EIR vs. Redevelopment Plan for Blocks 29-32 vs. current site development assumptions 


· Appropriate baseline for analysis 


· Comparison of approach for Transportation and AQ sections


· New environmental topics to be considered


· Significance criteria to be applied


· Assumptions for cumulative impacts



2. [bookmark: _GoBack]Questions regarding Preliminary Data Request?



3. Next Steps/Schedule Milestones Status
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jim.morales@sfgov.org; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Karl Heisler (KHeisler@esassoc.com); Joyce Hsiao
(joyce@orionenvironment.com); Paul Mitchell (pmitchell@esassoc.com)
Subject: GSW Weekly CEQA Team Meeting
When: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 1:00 PM-3:00 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).
Where: CPC 1650 Mission Street Room 431
 
 
Agendas will be sent out to all meeting attendees prior to each weekly meeting.
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From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Jesse Blout; Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: Re: GSW schedule review
Date: Monday, June 30, 2014 4:20:56 PM


3pm or even 4pm PT works for me. 


On Jun 30, 2014, at 7:19 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:


Jennifer,
I have a UCSF meeting from 12:30-2:30pm PT tomorrow, so please let us know if there
is a good time for you to talk later in the afternoon.
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, June 30, 2014 4:04 PM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Clarke Miller
Cc: Jesse Blout; Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: GSW schedule review
 
I am open all day except for the morning design meeting.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)"
Date:06/30/2014 12:48 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" ,Jesse Blout ,"Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com)"
Subject: Re: GSW schedule review
 
Can we move this to 12:30pm or 1pm California time? 


> On Jun 30, 2014, at 2:57 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
> 
> Dial-in: 424-203-8400
> Code: 321545#
> 
> <meeting.ics>
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From: Immanuel Bereket
To: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: Fwd: GSW Weekly CEQA Team Meeting
Date: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 10:34:33 AM
Attachments: invite.ics


---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) <brett.bollinger@sfgov.org>
Date: Wed, Jun 11, 2014 at 10:27 AM
Subject: GSW Weekly CEQA Team Meeting
To: "Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)" <viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org>, "Kern, Chris (CPC)"
<chris.kern@sfgov.org>, "Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com)"
<CMiller@stradasf.com>, "Jesse Blout (jblout@stradasf.com)"
<jblout@stradasf.com>, "Murphy, Mary G. (MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com)"
<MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com>, "nsekhri@gibsondunn.com"
<nsekhri@gibsondunn.com>, "Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)"
<kaufhauser@warriors.com>, "David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)"
<david.carlock@machetegroup.com>, "David Kelly (dkelly@warriors.com)"
<dkelly@warriors.com>, "Immanuel.Bereket@gmail.com"
<Immanuel.Bereket@gmail.com>, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>, "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)" <jennifer.matz@sfgov.org>,
"Malamut, John (CAT)" <john.malamut@sfgov.org>, "jim.morales@sfgov.org"
<jim.morales@sfgov.org>, "Van de Water, Adam (MYR)"
<adam.vandewater@sfgov.org>, "Karl Heisler (KHeisler@esassoc.com)"
<KHeisler@esassoc.com>, "Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com)"
<joyce@orionenvironment.com>, "Paul Mitchell (pmitchell@esassoc.com)"
<pmitchell@esassoc.com>


Agendas will be sent out to all meeting attendees prior to each weekly meeting.
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BEGIN:VCALENDAR
METHOD:REQUEST
PRODID:Microsoft Exchange Server 2010
VERSION:2.0
BEGIN:VTIMEZONE
TZID:Pacific Standard Time
BEGIN:STANDARD
DTSTART:16010101T020000
TZOFFSETFROM:-0700
TZOFFSETTO:-0800
RRULE:FREQ=YEARLY;INTERVAL=1;BYDAY=1SU;BYMONTH=11
END:STANDARD
BEGIN:DAYLIGHT
DTSTART:16010101T020000
TZOFFSETFROM:-0800
TZOFFSETTO:-0700
RRULE:FREQ=YEARLY;INTERVAL=1;BYDAY=2SU;BYMONTH=3
END:DAYLIGHT
END:VTIMEZONE
BEGIN:VEVENT
ORGANIZER;CN="Bollinger, Brett (CPC)":MAILTO:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org
ATTENDEE;ROLE=REQ-PARTICIPANT;PARTSTAT=NEEDS-ACTION;RSVP=TRUE;CN="Wise, Vikt
 oriya (CPC)":MAILTO:viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org
ATTENDEE;ROLE=REQ-PARTICIPANT;PARTSTAT=NEEDS-ACTION;RSVP=TRUE;CN="Kern, Chri
 s (CPC)":MAILTO:chris.kern@sfgov.org
ATTENDEE;ROLE=REQ-PARTICIPANT;PARTSTAT=NEEDS-ACTION;RSVP=TRUE;CN=Clarke Mil
 ler (CMiller@stradasf.com):MAILTO:CMiller@stradasf.com
ATTENDEE;ROLE=REQ-PARTICIPANT;PARTSTAT=NEEDS-ACTION;RSVP=TRUE;CN=Jesse Blou
 t (jblout@stradasf.com):MAILTO:jblout@stradasf.com
ATTENDEE;ROLE=REQ-PARTICIPANT;PARTSTAT=NEEDS-ACTION;RSVP=TRUE;CN="Murphy, Ma
 ry G. (MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com)":MAILTO:MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com
ATTENDEE;ROLE=REQ-PARTICIPANT;PARTSTAT=NEEDS-ACTION;RSVP=TRUE;CN=nsekhri@gi
 bsondunn.com:MAILTO:nsekhri@gibsondunn.com
ATTENDEE;ROLE=REQ-PARTICIPANT;PARTSTAT=NEEDS-ACTION;RSVP=TRUE;CN=Kate Aufha
 user (kaufhauser@warriors.com):MAILTO:kaufhauser@warriors.com
ATTENDEE;ROLE=REQ-PARTICIPANT;PARTSTAT=NEEDS-ACTION;RSVP=TRUE;CN=David Carl
 ock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com):MAILTO:david.carlock@machetegroup.com
ATTENDEE;ROLE=REQ-PARTICIPANT;PARTSTAT=NEEDS-ACTION;RSVP=TRUE;CN=David Kell
 y (dkelly@warriors.com):MAILTO:dkelly@warriors.com
ATTENDEE;ROLE=REQ-PARTICIPANT;PARTSTAT=NEEDS-ACTION;RSVP=TRUE;CN=Immanuel.B
 ereket@gmail.com:MAILTO:Immanuel.Bereket@gmail.com
ATTENDEE;ROLE=REQ-PARTICIPANT;PARTSTAT=NEEDS-ACTION;RSVP=TRUE;CN="Reilly, Ca
 therine (OCII)":MAILTO:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org
ATTENDEE;ROLE=REQ-PARTICIPANT;PARTSTAT=NEEDS-ACTION;RSVP=TRUE;CN="Matz, Jenn
 ifer (MYR)":MAILTO:jennifer.matz@sfgov.org
ATTENDEE;ROLE=REQ-PARTICIPANT;PARTSTAT=NEEDS-ACTION;RSVP=TRUE;CN="Malamut, J
 ohn (CAT)":MAILTO:john.malamut@sfgov.org
ATTENDEE;ROLE=REQ-PARTICIPANT;PARTSTAT=NEEDS-ACTION;RSVP=TRUE;CN=jim.morale
 s@sfgov.org:MAILTO:jim.morales@sfgov.org
ATTENDEE;ROLE=REQ-PARTICIPANT;PARTSTAT=NEEDS-ACTION;RSVP=TRUE;CN="Van de Wat
 er, Adam (MYR)":MAILTO:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org
ATTENDEE;ROLE=REQ-PARTICIPANT;PARTSTAT=NEEDS-ACTION;RSVP=TRUE;CN=Karl Heisl
 er (KHeisler@esassoc.com):MAILTO:KHeisler@esassoc.com
ATTENDEE;ROLE=REQ-PARTICIPANT;PARTSTAT=NEEDS-ACTION;RSVP=TRUE;CN=Joyce Hsia
 o (joyce@orionenvironment.com):MAILTO:joyce@orionenvironment.com
ATTENDEE;ROLE=REQ-PARTICIPANT;PARTSTAT=NEEDS-ACTION;RSVP=TRUE;CN=Paul Mitch
 ell (pmitchell@esassoc.com):MAILTO:pmitchell@esassoc.com
DESCRIPTION;LANGUAGE=en-US:Agendas will be sent out to all meeting attendee
 s prior to each weekly meeting.\n\n
RRULE:FREQ=WEEKLY;UNTIL=20150527T200000Z;INTERVAL=1;BYDAY=WE;WKST=SU
SUMMARY;LANGUAGE=en-US:GSW Weekly CEQA Team Meeting
DTSTART;TZID=Pacific Standard Time:20140709T130000
DTEND;TZID=Pacific Standard Time:20140709T150000
UID:040000008200E00074C5B7101A82E00800000000403A37485F85CF01000000000000000
 010000000474D0D1E3F18A641B304E2593D43F9DB
CLASS:PUBLIC
PRIORITY:5
DTSTAMP:20140611T172739Z
TRANSP:OPAQUE
STATUS:CONFIRMED
SEQUENCE:0
LOCATION;LANGUAGE=en-US:CPC 1650 Mission Street Room 431
X-MICROSOFT-CDO-APPT-SEQUENCE:0
X-MICROSOFT-CDO-OWNERAPPTID:1718314974
X-MICROSOFT-CDO-BUSYSTATUS:TENTATIVE
X-MICROSOFT-CDO-INTENDEDSTATUS:BUSY
X-MICROSOFT-CDO-ALLDAYEVENT:FALSE
X-MICROSOFT-CDO-IMPORTANCE:1
X-MICROSOFT-CDO-INSTTYPE:1
X-MICROSOFT-DISALLOW-COUNTER:FALSE
BEGIN:VALARM
ACTION:DISPLAY
DESCRIPTION:REMINDER
TRIGGER;RELATED=START:-PT15M
END:VALARM
END:VEVENT
END:VCALENDAR








From: Gavin, John (MYR)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: MB CAC recap
Date: Monday, July 14, 2014 9:56:19 AM
Attachments: image001.png


Understood.  Will send out shortly...
________________________________________
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Sent: Monday, July 14, 2014 9:28 AM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: MB CAC recap


Make that WETA, not WEDA (you will find my spelling isn’t always what it should be). ☺


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Friday, July 11, 2014 5:15 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: MB CAC recap


Here’s what I have so far:


1.            GENERAL UPDATES
a. Project Description status, square footage allocation, project schedule, staff changes to project, etc.
b. Mission Bay CAC – Thursday 7/10 meeting recap


2.            DESIGN REVIEW
a.            workshop updates


3.            TRANSPORTATION
a.            SFMTA & Planning meeting recap
b.            WTA update


4.            NEXT STEPS/UPCOMING MEETINGS
                a. Meeting with GSW on Thursday 7/17


John L. Gavin
Project Manager
Office of Economic and Workforce Development<http://www.oewd.org/Development-Projects-
Waterfront-Development-Projects.aspx>
City Hall Room 448
San Francisco, CA 94102
John.Gavin@sfgov.org<mailto:John.Gavin@sfgov.org>
415.554.6122


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Sent: Friday, July 11, 2014 3:22 PM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
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Subject: RE: MB CAC recap


Thanks – what do you have on the agenda so far?


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Friday, July 11, 2014 3:07 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: MB CAC recap


Sounds good.  I’m happy to help schedule the Quality of Life meeting.


I’ll be sending out an agenda for next week’s Tuesday internal meeting shortly.  Is there anything you’d
like to see on it?


Thanks,
John


John L. Gavin
Project Manager
Office of Economic and Workforce Development<http://www.oewd.org/Development-Projects-
Waterfront-Development-Projects.aspx>
City Hall Room 448
San Francisco, CA 94102
John.Gavin@sfgov.org<mailto:John.Gavin@sfgov.org>
415.554.6122


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Sent: Friday, July 11, 2014 1:47 PM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: MB CAC recap


Hey there – meeting went well. Nothing on the Warriors (Julie was there, so may have identified some
non-Warriors items that were interested to the Warriors).


If you would like to help schedule the quality of life meeting, that would be great.  I can get you the
names that should be included.  Otherwise, it is on my list to get to (but more than willing to accept
help in meeting scheduling, especially since this is a topic that your office has so much background on).


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: Gavin, John (MYR)
Sent: Friday, July 11, 2014 1:05 PM
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To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: MB CAC recap


Hi Catherine,


I hope your day is going well.


Just wanted to check with you on how last night went, and if there were any pressing issues/questions
regarding the Warriors’ project etc.


I have a meeting at 2pm, but should be free to recap any time after 3pm.


Also, yesterday, Adam and I had our weekly check-in with Jennifer, and she mentioned you are looking
to calendar a meeting regarding quality of life issues/property management and want to bring together
interested parties to begin these discussions(w/o the Warriors).  Let me know if you need help
coordinating this meeting.


Thanks,
jg


John L. Gavin
Project Manager
Office of Economic and Workforce Development<http://www.oewd.org/Development-Projects-
Waterfront-Development-Projects.aspx>
City Hall Room 448
San Francisco, CA 94102
John.Gavin@sfgov.org<mailto:John.Gavin@sfgov.org>
415.554.6122



http://www.oewd.org/Development-Projects-Waterfront-Development-Projects.aspx

http://www.oewd.org/Development-Projects-Waterfront-Development-Projects.aspx

mailto:John.Gavin@sfgov.org






From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Jesse Blout; Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: Re: GSW schedule review
Date: Monday, June 30, 2014 12:49:02 PM


I'm on the east coast and unavailable from 9-noon tomorrow.


> On Jun 30, 2014, at 2:57 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
>
> Dial-in: 424-203-8400
> Code: 321545#
>
> <meeting.ics>
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From: Immanuel Bereket
To: Bereket, Immanuel (CII)
Subject: Fwd: GSW Weekly CEQA Team Meeting
Date: Monday, July 28, 2014 4:31:13 PM
Attachments: 2014_07_30_GSW CEQA Meeting_Agenda.docx


---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Kern, Chris (CPC) <chris.kern@sfgov.org>
Date: Mon, Jul 28, 2014 at 4:23 PM
Subject: RE: GSW Weekly CEQA Team Meeting
To: "Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)" <viktoriya.wise@sfgov.org>, "Clarke Miller
(CMiller@stradasf.com)" <CMiller@stradasf.com>, "Jesse Blout
(jblout@stradasf.com)" <jblout@stradasf.com>, "Murphy, Mary G.
(MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com)" <MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com>,
"nsekhri@gibsondunn.com" <nsekhri@gibsondunn.com>, "Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com)" <kaufhauser@warriors.com>, "David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com)" <david.carlock@machetegroup.com>, "David
Kelly (dkelly@warriors.com)" <dkelly@warriors.com>,
"Immanuel.Bereket@gmail.com" <Immanuel.Bereket@gmail.com>, "Reilly,
Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>, "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)"
<jennifer.matz@sfgov.org>, "Malamut, John (CAT)" <john.malamut@sfgov.org>,
"jim.morales@sfgov.org" <jim.morales@sfgov.org>, "Van de Water, Adam (MYR)"
<adam.vandewater@sfgov.org>, "Karl Heisler (KHeisler@esassoc.com)"
<KHeisler@esassoc.com>, "Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com)"
<joyce@orionenvironment.com>, "Paul Mitchell (pmitchell@esassoc.com)"
<pmitchell@esassoc.com>, "Jose Farran (jifarran@adavantconsulting.com)"
<jifarran@adavantconsulting.com>


See attached agenda for our meeting this Wednesday and conference call number below for those
that can’t attend in person.
 
Call-in Number:                1-855-339-3724
Conference ID#:               1047
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
 
 
-----Original Appointment-----
From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) 
Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 10:28 AM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Clarke Miller
(CMiller@stradasf.com); Jesse Blout (jblout@stradasf.com); Murphy, Mary G.
(MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com); nsekhri@gibsondunn.com; Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com);
David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); David Kelly (dkelly@warriors.com);
Immanuel.Bereket@gmail.com; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Malamut, John (CAT);
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CASE NO. 200X.XXXXE
[Address]
)Motion No. XXXXXX


Hearing Date: [XXXX]








AGENDA





Event Center and Mixed Use Development in Mission Bay


CEQA Environmental Review Meeting





Wednesday, July 30, 2014, 1:00 p.m. to 3 p.m.


San Francisco Planning Department











1. CEQA Analytic Approach 


· Overall Redevelopment Plan  in 1998 EIR vs. Redevelopment Plan for Blocks 29-32 vs. current site development assumptions 


· Appropriate baseline for analysis 


· Comparison of approach for Transportation and AQ sections


· New environmental topics to be considered


· Significance criteria to be applied


· Assumptions for cumulative impacts



2. [bookmark: _GoBack]Questions regarding Preliminary Data Request?



3. Next Steps/Schedule Milestones Status
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jim.morales@sfgov.org; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Karl Heisler (KHeisler@esassoc.com); Joyce Hsiao
(joyce@orionenvironment.com); Paul Mitchell (pmitchell@esassoc.com)
Subject: GSW Weekly CEQA Team Meeting
When: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 1:00 PM-3:00 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).
Where: CPC 1650 Mission Street Room 431
 
 
Agendas will be sent out to all meeting attendees prior to each weekly meeting.
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From: Terezia Nemeth
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: MB traffic studies
Date: Monday, June 30, 2014 8:19:10 PM


Thanks Jose was very helpful.


How likely is it that the TEP recommendations inside MB will take place?  Taking 2 lanes out of 16th
Street will be harsh on traffic, especially during game days I would think!


TEREZIA NEMETH
Consultant
Alexandria Real Estate Equities, Inc.
M 415.559.1732
tnemeth@are.com
www.are.com


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org]
Sent: Thursday, June 26, 2014 11:04 PM
To: Terezia Nemeth
Subject: RE: MB traffic studies


The Warriors is under preparation and won't be available to the public for awhile.  UCSF will be
releasing their EIR for the LRDP late summer/early fall.  Both Family House and Block 1 had studies
done, as well as the Kasier Secondary Use (I think that may have been the most recent).  I can get you
some when I get back, or if you want to call Jose Farran he can let you know what is the best source
of publicly available traffic info (the TEP also looked at the MB area).


Bugging the last person on the other item - sorry for the delay.


Catherine
________________________________________
From: Terezia Nemeth <tnemeth@are.com>
Sent: Wednesday, June 25, 2014 1:48 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: MB traffic studies


Hi Catherine
I know there have been multiple traffic studies done for portions of MB. Are these anywhere easily
accessible or do they need to be requested - if so from whom?


I'm pretty sure there was a study done when the Hospital was conceived. Was. One done for the Hotel
changes?  How about the new UCSF LRDP?


Also - I assume one will be done for the Warriors project?  What is timeframe for that?
Thanks
Terezia


Terezia Nemeth
Consultant
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415-559-1732
Tnemeth@are.com


PLEASE READ MESSAGE VERY CAREFULLY.  As of August 29, I am no longer an ARE Asset Services
employee.


For all Property related matters please contact Jeanevy Abata at 415-554-8844 or at jabata@are.com. 
For specific MB Building issues please contact Larry Gleason at (415) 407-5880, Goden Lontoc at (510)
755-0325, or Javier Sanchez at (650) 444-0658.  For 7000 Shoreline Building Issues please contact
Patrick Harrison at (650) 288-9954.  For AFTER-HOURS EMERGENCIES, please call 650 399-6500.








From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Jesse Blout; Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: Re: GSW schedule review
Date: Monday, June 30, 2014 12:48:39 PM


Can we move this to 12:30pm or 1pm California time?


> On Jun 30, 2014, at 2:57 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
>
> Dial-in: 424-203-8400
> Code: 321545#
>
> <meeting.ics>
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From: Hussain, Lila (CII)
To: Moy, Barbara (DPW)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Fwd: Reminder on Warriors Budget
Date: Monday, July 14, 2014 5:54:08 PM


Barbara,


Just a quick reminder on GSW budget.  Is it possible to get it by COB tomorrow?  


Thanks!


Lila


Sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
Date: July 9, 2014 at 12:16:47 PM PDT
To: "Moy, Barbara (DPW)" <barbara.moy@sfdpw.org>
Cc: "Hussain, Lila (OCII)" <lila.hussain@sfgov.org>
Subject: Reminder on Warriors Budget


Hi, Barbara – sorry to bug, but wanted to see if you had had a chance to talk with Bruce
about the lead for the Warrior’s mapping, and also to put together a draft budget for
the work the Task Force/Bruce’s office would do for the mapping.  We’re getting
pressure to get something to the Warriors asap, so if you could get it to use later this
week, we’d really appreciate it.  Let us know what we 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/
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Terezia Nemeth
Subject: RE: MB traffic studies
Date: Thursday, June 26, 2014 11:04:16 PM


The Warriors is under preparation and won't be available to the public for awhile.  UCSF will be
releasing their EIR for the LRDP late summer/early fall.  Both Family House and Block 1 had studies
done, as well as the Kasier Secondary Use (I think that may have been the most recent).  I can get you
some when I get back, or if you want to call Jose Farran he can let you know what is the best source
of publicly available traffic info (the TEP also looked at the MB area).


Bugging the last person on the other item - sorry for the delay.


Catherine
________________________________________
From: Terezia Nemeth <tnemeth@are.com>
Sent: Wednesday, June 25, 2014 1:48 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: MB traffic studies


Hi Catherine
I know there have been multiple traffic studies done for portions of MB. Are these anywhere easily
accessible or do they need to be requested - if so from whom?


I'm pretty sure there was a study done when the Hospital was conceived. Was. One done for the Hotel
changes?  How about the new UCSF LRDP?


Also - I assume one will be done for the Warriors project?  What is timeframe for that?
Thanks
Terezia


Terezia Nemeth
Consultant
415-559-1732
Tnemeth@are.com


PLEASE READ MESSAGE VERY CAREFULLY.  As of August 29, I am no longer an ARE Asset Services
employee.


For all Property related matters please contact Jeanevy Abata at 415-554-8844 or at jabata@are.com. 
For specific MB Building issues please contact Larry Gleason at (415) 407-5880, Goden Lontoc at (510)
755-0325, or Javier Sanchez at (650) 444-0658.  For 7000 Shoreline Building Issues please contact
Patrick Harrison at (650) 288-9954.  For AFTER-HOURS EMERGENCIES, please call 650 399-6500.
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From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Jesse Blout; Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: Re: GSW schedule review
Date: Monday, June 30, 2014 4:41:56 PM


Great! It turns out that I am not available for the 9am PT design meeting, which is a
huge bummer and I'm sorry for the late notice. I am available later tonight for a
preview or tomorrow morning right up UNTIL 9am PT. Thanks for your flex! 


On Jun 30, 2014, at 7:32 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:


4pm PT works well on our end. Thanks, Jen.
I’ll update the invite now.
Clarke
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) [mailto:jennifer.matz@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, June 30, 2014 4:21 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Jesse Blout; Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: Re: GSW schedule review
 
3pm or even 4pm PT works for me. 


On Jun 30, 2014, at 7:19 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:


Jennifer,
I have a UCSF meeting from 12:30-2:30pm PT tomorrow, so please let us
know if there is a good time for you to talk later in the afternoon.
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, June 30, 2014 4:04 PM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Clarke Miller
Cc: Jesse Blout; Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: GSW schedule review
 
I am open all day except for the morning design meeting.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)"
Date:06/30/2014 12:48 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" ,Jesse Blout ,"Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com)"
Subject: Re: GSW schedule review
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Can we move this to 12:30pm or 1pm California time? 


> On Jun 30, 2014, at 2:57 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
> 
> Dial-in: 424-203-8400
> Code: 321545#
> 
> <meeting.ics>
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From: corinnewoods@cs.com
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: Fwd: There"s an app for that...
Date: Thursday, July 31, 2014 9:37:30 AM


Just got another notice about the PUC's two open houses in August - I think it might be more useful to forward
the meeting notices to our Mission Bay lists than to have the PUC come to a MBCAC meeting.  Did you hear
back from them?  I can probably go to the one at the NABE on 8/12 and report to the MBCAC about the one on
the 19th if it looks like it would be useful.


Corinne


-----Original Message-----
From: SF Public Utilities Commission <ssip@sfwater.org>
To: corinnewoods <corinnewoods@cs.com>
Sent: Wed, Jul 30, 2014 9:10 am
Subject: There's an app for that...


Join Us!
 
Join us at a Community Open House for the
Central Bayside Improvement Project. At these
meetings, you will learn about the range of
potential improvement options we are
investigating, which includes both green and grey
infrastructure components.  We want to hear from
you as we plan for this project. Project team
members will be 
on-hand to answer your questions.
 


Tuesday, August 12, 2014
6:00pm - 8:00pm (presentation at 6:30pm)


Portrero Hill Neighborhood House 
953 De Haro Street, San Francisco, CA


Tuesday, August 19, 2014
6:00pm - 8:00pm (presentation at 6:30pm)


Mission Creek Senior Center 
225 Berry Street, San Francisco CA


 
Please share this event with your friends, neighborhood groups, and colleagues.  We hope you can join
us! For more information on this project, please visit www.sfwater.org/centralbayside.  


 


 


Recycled Water in Time of Drought
Have you spotted City trucks cleaning the sidewalk, and
worried about this use of precious water while we're in a
drought? If so, you can rest assured the City is doing it
part to conserve water. The SFPUC is working with the
Department of Public Works to use recycled water
produced at the Southeast Treatment Plant for street
cleaning, irrigation of roadway and freeway landscaping,
dust control, and sewer flushing.  Visit our website for
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ways you can conserve water in your home.
 


Exploring the Westside Watersheds
 
Join us for a lunchtime webinar next Wednesday, August 6th
from 12:00pm - 1:00pm to learn about San Francisco's
Westside watersheds, including the sewer and stormwater
challenges in the Richmond, Sunset and Lake Merced
Watersheds. The team will also be available to answer your
questions about the Urban Watershed Assessment. Click
here to register for the webinar.  


Sincerely,


The SFPUC Sewer System Communications Team


Contact Us 
ssip@sfwater.org
sfwater.org


Stay Connected
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Terezia Nemeth
Subject: RE: MB traffic studies
Date: Sunday, July 06, 2014 5:28:18 PM


I am not certain.  I know the City is heavily shopping the TEP program on 16th Street to identify
funding, so they are doing what they can to work towards it.  Let me know when is a good time to chat
tomorrow afternoon on the X-4 question.


Thanks!


Catherine
________________________________________
From: Terezia Nemeth <tnemeth@are.com>
Sent: Monday, June 30, 2014 8:18 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: MB traffic studies


Thanks Jose was very helpful.


How likely is it that the TEP recommendations inside MB will take place?  Taking 2 lanes out of 16th
Street will be harsh on traffic, especially during game days I would think!


TEREZIA NEMETH
Consultant
Alexandria Real Estate Equities, Inc.
M 415.559.1732
tnemeth@are.com
www.are.com


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org]
Sent: Thursday, June 26, 2014 11:04 PM
To: Terezia Nemeth
Subject: RE: MB traffic studies


The Warriors is under preparation and won't be available to the public for awhile.  UCSF will be
releasing their EIR for the LRDP late summer/early fall.  Both Family House and Block 1 had studies
done, as well as the Kasier Secondary Use (I think that may have been the most recent).  I can get you
some when I get back, or if you want to call Jose Farran he can let you know what is the best source
of publicly available traffic info (the TEP also looked at the MB area).


Bugging the last person on the other item - sorry for the delay.


Catherine
________________________________________
From: Terezia Nemeth <tnemeth@are.com>
Sent: Wednesday, June 25, 2014 1:48 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: MB traffic studies


Hi Catherine
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I know there have been multiple traffic studies done for portions of MB. Are these anywhere easily
accessible or do they need to be requested - if so from whom?


I'm pretty sure there was a study done when the Hospital was conceived. Was. One done for the Hotel
changes?  How about the new UCSF LRDP?


Also - I assume one will be done for the Warriors project?  What is timeframe for that?
Thanks
Terezia


Terezia Nemeth
Consultant
415-559-1732
Tnemeth@are.com


PLEASE READ MESSAGE VERY CAREFULLY.  As of August 29, I am no longer an ARE Asset Services
employee.


For all Property related matters please contact Jeanevy Abata at 415-554-8844 or at jabata@are.com. 
For specific MB Building issues please contact Larry Gleason at (415) 407-5880, Goden Lontoc at (510)
755-0325, or Javier Sanchez at (650) 444-0658.  For 7000 Shoreline Building Issues please contact
Patrick Harrison at (650) 288-9954.  For AFTER-HOURS EMERGENCIES, please call 650 399-6500.








From: Beauchamp, Kevin
To: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); White, Melissa; Bagot-Lopez, Barbara
Subject: Re: Informational Presentation on UCSF Draft 2014 LRDP to OCII Commission and Mission Bay CAC
Date: Thursday, July 03, 2014 3:54:20 PM


I will be doing the presentation.


Kevin


On Jul 3, 2014, at 3:46 PM, "Hussain, Lila (OCII)" <lila.hussain@sfgov.org> wrote:


Kevin,
 
Who will be giving the presentation at the CAC?
 
Thanks,
 
Lila
 


From: Beauchamp, Kevin [mailto:KBeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 10:56 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: White, Melissa; Bagot-Lopez, Barbara; Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: RE: Informational Presentation on UCSF Draft 2014 LRDP to OCII Commission and Mission
Bay CAC
 
Catherine—
 
Here is a short blurb for the CAC agenda:
 


UCSF Draft 2014 Long Range Development Plan (LRDP).  UCSF has published the draft
of its 2014 Long Range Development Plan (LRDP), which will guide physical development
at all UCSF locations through 2035, including at the Mission Bay campus site.  The full
Draft LRDP and additional background information, including a summary of LRDP
highlights, can be found at www.ucsf.edu/LRDP.


 


The presentation would be based on the material we presented at the June 18th LRDP
Community Meeting at Genentech Hall
(
http://www.ucsf.edu/sites/default/files/fields/field_insert_file/LRDP%20Community%20Workshop%206-
16-201_MB%20FINAL_0.pdf).  Could you take a look at that presentation and let us know what
you would like us to focus on for the Mission Bay CAC.
 
I got your voice message and will call you this afternoon at 1 p.m.  Our appraiser has some
questions for you, but I can fill you in on what he’s looking for at 1 and then we can schedule
some time for us all to talk on the phone thereafter.
 
Thanks--
 
Kevin
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 8:37 AM
To: Beauchamp, Kevin
Cc: White, Melissa; Bagot-Lopez, Barbara; Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: RE: Informational Presentation on UCSF Draft 2014 LRDP to OCII Commission and
Mission Bay CAC
 
I will double check with Tiffany this morning.  If you are able to make next week’s meeting, then
we won’t cancel it (August is going to be the Warriors, so may be best to stack what we can on
this month).  Could you please write up a quick 2 sentence summary of what you are going to be
presenting for the agenda (feel free to include the website with the LRDP).
 
I will give you a call on the other item late morning (have a couple meetings first).
 
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: Beauchamp, Kevin [mailto:KBeauchamp@planning.ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 7:42 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: White, Melissa; Bagot-Lopez, Barbara; Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: Informational Presentation on UCSF Draft 2014 LRDP to OCII Commission and Mission Bay
CAC
 
Catherine—
 
Now that we have published the Draft 2014 LRDP, we have scheduled another informational


briefing for the San Francisco Planning Commission to occur on September 18th.  Were you able
to find out if Tiffany and Sally want us to come back for another briefing for the OCII Commission
as well?
 
Also, did you want us to do a presentation for the Mission Bay CAC?  If so, would next week’s
CAC meeting, work, or sometime later?  One consideration is to do the presentation before the
LRDP EIR is published in mid-August, so there is no confusion as to whether comments from the
public are comments on the Plan or on the EIR, but we can work around that if we need to.
 
Thanks--
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Kevin
 
 
 


From: Beauchamp, Kevin 
Sent: Tuesday, May 13, 2014 7:50 AM
To: 'Reilly, Catherine (OCII)'
Cc: White, Melissa; Bagot-Lopez, Barbara; Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: RE: Publication of UCSF Draft LRDP
 
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] 
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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 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—



http://www.ucsf.edu/LRDP

http://www.ucsf.edu/about/cgr/current-projects/lrdp-past-meetings





 
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: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: Fwd: Tomorrow with Dan Barrett
Date: Monday, July 28, 2014 8:03:40 AM


Are you available tomorrow at these times? Thanks


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)"
Date:07/28/2014 7:51 AM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Cc: "Wong, Phillip (MYR)" ,"Gavin, John (MYR)"
Subject: Tomorrow with Dan Barrett


Hi folks,


Catherine, can we connect today about our meetings tomorrow with Dan? I am glad you're finally going
meet him. 


John and Phillip, when does Dan land  in SF? And where is the 11am meeting? I am thinking of picking
up Dan at the airport and seeing if we can visit the arena site to start the day. If possible, I'd like to
meet up with you, Catherine, by 10am so you can give him some much needed background on Mission
Bay and the history of the site. Ideally, between 10-11, we can also discuss with Dan the broad outlines
of how the project will proceed through approvals. 


John and/or Phillip, can you write out and send to this group the schedule for Dan's time in SF.
When/where/with whom are meetings? I am working on lunch with Warriors.  


Thanks all. 


Jennifer
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: "corinnewoods@cs.com"; Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: RE: MBCAC July 10th Meeting?
Date: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 3:43:00 PM


I just talked with John regarding the website at OEWD and he is working internally on a larger
revamp to their website and Lila and I will be meeting with him early next week to decide what goes
on their site for this project and what stays on our (in addition to the rest of the stuff we want to
add).  Do you have a list of what you’d like to see in general (I know the Warriors, park design, and
minutes). 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: corinnewoods@cs.com [mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 3:01 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: Re: MBCAC July 10th Meeting?
 
PUC doesn't sound urgent.  Ellis Act preference sounds like the flavor of the month - what happens to
formerly homeless and/or Certificate of Preference people?  That may be something of a debate, but I
wouldn't mind postponing it till August unless we need to discuss before OCII Commission needs to
address it sooner.  What's the difference between a workout studio and the fitness centers in many of
the buildings?  Can't imagine anyone having a problem unless it would replace public oriented
neighborhood retail.


If we have Warriors and parks construction schedule in August, I wouldn't mind skipping July.   I can't
think of anything else. Let me know.


Corinne
 
 
 
-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) (OCII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
To: corinnewoods <corinnewoods@cs.com>; Hussain, Lila (OCII) (OCII) <lila.hussain@sfgov.org>
Sent: Tue, Jul 1, 2014 2:40 pm
Subject: RE: MBCAC July 10th Meeting?


The Warriors will most likely come in August with initial site plan proposal and no other update for July
(other than to let folks know that).  As for website, I will check with OEWD, but we haven’t done
anything with ours due to vacation (but both back in town now).
 
The PUC wants to come, but I don’t think we’ll be ready since we won’t be meeting with them and
FOCIL until next week (and the project won’t be starting for several years).
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The only other thing I have on my list is that the Housing Department wants to come and discuss the
potential for giving Ellis Act evictees (that meet the income requirements) priority for OCII projects.  I
don’t know that it will be beefy enough to warrant a whole meeting – can you think of anything else to
discuss?  If you or Lila, when she gets in tomorrow, do not have anything else, I would vote for giving
folks July off and just doing an email on the Ellis Act so that they can contact staff and discuss directly
if they have concerns/comments (will be going to our Commission in early August, unless it slides).
 
It would mean that we many have the PUC and potentially the Ellis Act on the same day as the
Warriors in August, but both of those two items should be short and I doubt will raise any significant
concerns with the CAC so would fit into the discussion.
 
Oh, just remembered, someone is asking about doing a workout studio in one of the Avalon buildings. 
It would probably require a secondary use.  We could have them come, but would still be a pretty weak
meeting.  I will give them a call to see how serious they are and if they could wait until August.
 
Anything else on your end or thoughts?
 
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: corinnewoods@cs.com [mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 2:32 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: Re: MBCAC July 10th Meeting?
 
OK - any update on Warriors/website/etc.?


Corinne
 
 
 
-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) (OCII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
To: corinnewoods <corinnewoods@cs.com>; Hussain, Lila (OCII) (OCII) <lila.hussain@sfgov.org>
Sent: Tue, Jul 1, 2014 1:17 pm
Subject: RE: MBCAC July 10th Meeting?


I do think we’ll be having one next week (need to sort out the agenda list when Lila comes back
tomorrow) – we have one or two smaller items, so I need to double check if there is anything else we
can add to make it a worthwhile meeting.  I need to check with Luke/Seth, but think it will be August for
the park schedule.
 
Catherine 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: corinnewoods@cs.com [mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 10:52 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: MBCAC July 10th Meeting?
 
Are we going to have a meeting July 10th?  There's a 12:45 game that day - parking may clear out by
5 but traffic will be heavy.  Will we have a park construction schedule this month or in August?


Thanks,


Corinn
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From: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: Re: Last Minute Meeting
Date: Thursday, June 19, 2014 10:13:35 PM


I am sorry, but I already have a meeting at that time.


Viktoriya Wise


pls. excuse errors, sent from a mobile device.


On Jun 19, 2014 7:52 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:
Brett/Viktoriya – I apologize for not realizing earlier that it would be good to have someone from the
CEQA team at a meeting we are holding with the Warriors tomorrow at 11AM here at OCII.  We are
going to start talking about AB900 with regards to this project.  I know Chris is out tomorrow, so
wanted to see if either of you were available to sit in.  If no one is available, since I dropped the ball,
I will pass on the information that comes out of the meeting.
 
Thanks and sorry again for not inviting you all earlier.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 (CII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Fwd: Warriors staffing budget for Mission Bay site
Date: Wednesday, July 09, 2014 3:08:20 PM


I'll send Jen over our budget.  I will do some minor clean up (ray's hours etc) but
overall do you feel good about the hour percentages.  
Sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)" <jennifer.matz@sfgov.org>
Date: July 9, 2014 at 1:22:14 PM PDT
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
Cc: "Hussain, Lila (CII)" <lila.hussain@sfgov.org>, "Gavin, John (MYR)"
<john.gavin@sfgov.org>, "Van de Water, Adam (MYR)"
<adam.vandewater@sfgov.org>, "Pascual, Merrick (MYR)"
<merrick.pascual@sfgov.org>
Subject: Re: Warriors staffing budget for Mission Bay site


Yes, send to me first. Adam and John, are you working on staffing level
estimates? If so, let's discuss this week. If not, I need you to work on
this. 


On Jul 9, 2014, at 12:06 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Will do.  Lila is taking the lead and I think we'd like to send it
to you first (going to be a big one).  Has OEWD put together
something yet to add in?  We'll have to nudge MTA and DPW
again, otherwise we have ours and the proposed Planning
budget.


Catherine Reilly


Project Manager 


Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 


  Successor 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/


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


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 


Sent: Wednesday, July 09, 2014 11:50 AM


To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Pascual, Merrick (MYR)


Cc: Howard, Kate (MYR)


Subject: Warriors staffing budget for Mission Bay site


Hi Catherine,


Thanks for working with your staff and relevant city
departments to put together the staff budget for the Warriors
project. When ready, please send Kate a draft of the budget.
I'd like for her to get an early review of projected staffing
levels and rates. Thanks much! 


Jennifer
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: "corinnewoods@cs.com"; Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: RE: MBCAC July 10th Meeting?
Date: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 3:09:00 PM


Thanks.  When Lila gets back I’ll check in with her since she is the lead on the agenda setting.
 
As for the studio, I have no idea why they decided it is ok in some areas and not in others (guessing
the assumption was loud music so residential buildings with less retail need to make sure that it is
ok, vs. along King Street where loud already.  Personally, I’d be ok with both as primary, but it is
what is is…..
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: corinnewoods@cs.com [mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 3:01 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: Re: MBCAC July 10th Meeting?
 
PUC doesn't sound urgent.  Ellis Act preference sounds like the flavor of the month - what happens to
formerly homeless and/or Certificate of Preference people?  That may be something of a debate, but I
wouldn't mind postponing it till August unless we need to discuss before OCII Commission needs to
address it sooner.  What's the difference between a workout studio and the fitness centers in many of
the buildings?  Can't imagine anyone having a problem unless it would replace public oriented
neighborhood retail.


If we have Warriors and parks construction schedule in August, I wouldn't mind skipping July.   I can't
think of anything else. Let me know.


Corinne
 
 
 
-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) (OCII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
To: corinnewoods <corinnewoods@cs.com>; Hussain, Lila (OCII) (OCII) <lila.hussain@sfgov.org>
Sent: Tue, Jul 1, 2014 2:40 pm
Subject: RE: MBCAC July 10th Meeting?


The Warriors will most likely come in August with initial site plan proposal and no other update for July
(other than to let folks know that).  As for website, I will check with OEWD, but we haven’t done
anything with ours due to vacation (but both back in town now).
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The PUC wants to come, but I don’t think we’ll be ready since we won’t be meeting with them and
FOCIL until next week (and the project won’t be starting for several years).
 
The only other thing I have on my list is that the Housing Department wants to come and discuss the
potential for giving Ellis Act evictees (that meet the income requirements) priority for OCII projects.  I
don’t know that it will be beefy enough to warrant a whole meeting – can you think of anything else to
discuss?  If you or Lila, when she gets in tomorrow, do not have anything else, I would vote for giving
folks July off and just doing an email on the Ellis Act so that they can contact staff and discuss directly
if they have concerns/comments (will be going to our Commission in early August, unless it slides).
 
It would mean that we many have the PUC and potentially the Ellis Act on the same day as the
Warriors in August, but both of those two items should be short and I doubt will raise any significant
concerns with the CAC so would fit into the discussion.
 
Oh, just remembered, someone is asking about doing a workout studio in one of the Avalon buildings. 
It would probably require a secondary use.  We could have them come, but would still be a pretty weak
meeting.  I will give them a call to see how serious they are and if they could wait until August.
 
Anything else on your end or thoughts?
 
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: corinnewoods@cs.com [mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 2:32 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: Re: MBCAC July 10th Meeting?
 
OK - any update on Warriors/website/etc.?


Corinne
 
 
 
-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) (OCII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
To: corinnewoods <corinnewoods@cs.com>; Hussain, Lila (OCII) (OCII) <lila.hussain@sfgov.org>
Sent: Tue, Jul 1, 2014 1:17 pm
Subject: RE: MBCAC July 10th Meeting?


I do think we’ll be having one next week (need to sort out the agenda list when Lila comes back
tomorrow) – we have one or two smaller items, so I need to double check if there is anything else we
can add to make it a worthwhile meeting.  I need to check with Luke/Seth, but think it will be August for
the park schedule.
 
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/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 
From: corinnewoods@cs.com [mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 10:52 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: MBCAC July 10th Meeting?
 
Are we going to have a meeting July 10th?  There's a 12:45 game that day - parking may clear out by
5 but traffic will be heavy.  Will we have a park construction schedule this month or in August?


Thanks,


Corinn
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From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Re: Last Minute Meeting
Date: Friday, June 20, 2014 8:09:26 AM


I'm available to meet at 11am. 


On Jun 19, 2014, at 7:52 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Brett/Viktoriya – I apologize for not realizing earlier that it would be good to have
someone from the CEQA team at a meeting we are holding with the Warriors
tomorrow at 11AM here at OCII.  We are going to start talking about AB900 with
regards to this project.  I know Chris is out tomorrow, so wanted to see if either of you
were available to sit in.  If no one is available, since I dropped the ball, I will pass on the
information that comes out of the meeting.
 
Thanks and sorry again for not inviting you all earlier.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Karl  Heisler; Joyce Hsiao; Paul Mitchell; Jose Farran
Subject: GSW - Transportation Scope of Work
Date: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 4:27:54 PM
Attachments: MB Blocks 29-32 Draft Transportation SOW 2014_7_30 Markup.docx


ATT00001.htm
MB Blocks 29-32 Draft Transportation SOW 2014_7_30 CLEAN.docx
ATT00002.htm


Hi Viktoriya and Brett
Per our conversation following our project meeting today, attached is a slightly 
updated version of the transportation scope of work that removes the variants and 
adds back in two alternatives to the project. Also, as discussed, the revised scope of 
work also removes two intersections.  The two intersections on The Embarcadero at 
Harrison and at Bryant weren't analyzed in the 1998 Mission Bay SEIR, and it would 
make the analysis/comparison more straight-forward if we did not have to include 
them.  


A markup of the July 14th version of the transportation scope of work, and a CLEAN 
copy is attached.


We look forward to your review of the transportation scope of work.
Thank you,
Luba
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Scope of Work


[bookmark: _GoBack]Transportation Analysis for the proposed Event Center and Mixed Use Development at Mission Bay South Area Blocks 29-32 EIR 


Second Draft: July 3014, 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


The San Francisco 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 project variantalternatives;


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 the project variantalternatives 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 (e.g., office, retail, restaurant, athletic club, movie theater, live theater) 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-related transportation improvements, background traffic assumptions, and parking assumptions. The proposed project and project variant travel demand will be presented for each analysis scenario.  This technical memorandum will be presented to the Planning Department for review and approval prior to proceeding with the transportation impact analysis.  


The transportation consultants will work with Environmental Planning and the project sponsor to develop the definition of the project variantalternatives.





			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 Variant


			1


			


			1


			


			


			


			


			2





			Future Year 2040 Cumulative


			


			


			


			


			


			


			


			





			Project - No Event


			1


			


			


			


			


			1


			


			2





			Project – with Event 


- with Basketball Game


- with Convention Event


			


1


1


			


			


			


			


			1


			


			


2


1





			Project Variant – No Event 


			1


			


			


			


			


			


			


			1





			TOTAL


			97


			2


			32


			2


			2


			5


			2


			2522











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 and June 2014, as appropriate.


			Table 2a - Intersection Analysis Locations





			Location


			Location





			1


			The Embarcadero/Harrison St


			113


			Terry Francois Blvd/16th St [a]





			2


			The Embarcadero/Bryant St


			124


			Illinois St/16th St





			31


			King St/Third St


			135


			Third St/16th St





			42


			King St/Fourth St


			146


			Fourth St/16th St





			53


			King St/Fifth St/I-280 on-/off-ramps


			157


			Owens St/16th St





			64


			Fifth/Harrison/I-80 WB off-ramp


			186


			Seventh St/Mississippi St/16th St





			75


			Fifth/Bryant.I-80 EB on-ramp


			197


			Illinois St/Mariposa St





			86


			Third St/Channel St


			2018


			Third St/Mariposa St





			97


			Fourth St/Channel St


			2119


			Mariposa St/I-280 NB off-ramp





			108


			Seventh St/Mission Bay Drive


			2220


			Mariposa St/I-280 SB on-ramp





			119


			Terry Francois Blvd/South St


			231


			Third St/Cesar Chavez St





			102


			Third St/South St


			


			





			Note:


[a] Future analysis location.











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


			


			





			3


			Terry Francois Blvd/South St [b]


			


			





			Notes:


[a] All crosswalks at the listed intersections.


[b] Future analysis location.











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 describe 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 and at 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 site, 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 Variant 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 variant 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, office, athletic club, restaurant, movie theater, live theater) 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 parking lots 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 facilities 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 the project variant component 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 variant 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 the transportation impacts associated with the proposed project and the project variant 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 - no Event


Future year 2040 Cumulative - with Event


Table 1 on page 3 details the number of Existing plus Pproject, project variant, 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’s and project variant’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 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’s/project variant’s 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/project variant’s 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 - no Event 


Future year 2040 Cumulative – with Event


Table 1 on page 3 details the number of Existing plus Pproject, project variant 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 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 variant.  The proposed on-site loading supply will be compared to the Mission Bay South Area D4D 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 and project variant project.  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 the project variant. 


Task 6.7 – Construction Impacts


The transportation consultants will qualitatively assess any potential temporary construction-related transportation impacts that would be generated by the proposed project and the project variant.  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 variant.  Handicapped-accessible, bicycle and carshare spaces supplied by the proposed project and project variant will be identified.  The proposed parking supply will be compared to the requirements of the Mission Bay South Area D4D.  Any exceptions to the Mission Bay South Area D4D will be noted. 


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 Alternative (approved Mission Bay Plan uses on the project site) and a Lesser Intensity Alternative will be assessed qualitatively for all transportation analysis topics. Travel demand estimates will be prepared for each alternative based on the travel demand methodology presented in Task 5.  


Task 98 – 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 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 project variantalternatives to the project;


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 109 – 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 101:  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 112 – 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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Scope of Work


[bookmark: _GoBack]Transportation Analysis for the proposed Event Center and Mixed Use Development at Mission Bay South Area Blocks 29-32 EIR 


Second Draft: July 30, 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


The San Francisco 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 alternatives;


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 the alternatives 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 (e.g., office, retail, restaurant, movie theater, live theater) 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-related transportation improvements, background traffic assumptions, and parking assumptions. The proposed project travel demand will be presented for each analysis scenario.  This technical memorandum will be presented to the Planning Department for review and approval prior to proceeding with the transportation impact analysis.  


The transportation consultants will work with Environmental Planning and the project sponsor to develop the definition of the project alternatives.





			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





			Future Year 2040 Cumulative


			


			


			


			


			


			


			


			





			Project - No Event


			1


			


			


			


			


			1


			


			2





			Project – with Event 


- with Basketball Game


- with Convention Event


			


1


1


			


			


			


			


			1


			


			


2


1





			TOTAL


			7


			2


			2


			2


			2


			5


			2


			22











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 and June 2014, as appropriate.


			Table 2a - Intersection Analysis Locations





			Location


			Location





			1


			King St/Third St


			11


			Terry Francois Blvd/16th St [a]





			2


			King St/Fourth St


			12


			Illinois St/16th St





			3


			King St/Fifth St/I-280 on-/off-ramps


			13


			Third St/16th St





			4


			Fifth/Harrison/I-80 WB off-ramp


			14


			Fourth St/16th St





			5


			Fifth/Bryant.I-80 EB on-ramp


			15


			Owens St/16th St





			6


			Third St/Channel St


			16


			Seventh St/Mississippi St/16th St





			7


			Fourth St/Channel St


			17


			Illinois St/Mariposa St





			8


			Seventh St/Mission Bay Drive


			18


			Third St/Mariposa St





			9


			Terry Francois Blvd/South St


			19


			Mariposa St/I-280 NB off-ramp





			10


			Third St/South St


			20


			Mariposa St/I-280 SB on-ramp





			


			


			21


			Third St/Cesar Chavez St





			Note:


[a] Future analysis location.











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


			


			





			3


			Terry Francois Blvd/South St [b]


			


			





			Notes:


[a] All crosswalks at the listed intersections.


[b] Future analysis location.











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 describe 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 and at 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 site, 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 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, office, restaurant, movie theater, live theater) 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 parking lots 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 facilities 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 component 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 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 the transportation impacts associated with the proposed project 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 - no Event


Future year 2040 Cumulative - with Event


Table 1 on page 3 details the number of Existing plus Project 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’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 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’s 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 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 - no Event 


Future year 2040 Cumulative – with Event


Table 1 on page 3 details the number of Existing plus Project 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 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.  The proposed on-site loading supply will be compared to the Mission Bay South Area D4D 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.  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. 


Task 6.7 – Construction Impacts


The transportation consultants will qualitatively assess any potential temporary construction-related transportation impacts that would be generated by the proposed project.  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.  Handicapped-accessible, bicycle and carshare spaces supplied by the proposed project will be identified.  The proposed parking supply will be compared to the requirements of the Mission Bay South Area D4D.  Any exceptions to the Mission Bay South Area D4D will be noted. 


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 Alternative (approved Mission Bay Plan uses on the project site) and a Lesser Intensity Alternative will be assessed qualitatively for all transportation analysis topics. Travel demand estimates will be prepared for each alternative based on the travel demand methodology presented in Task 5.  


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 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 alternatives to the project;


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.








Event Center at Mission Bay South Area Blocks 29-32	July 30, 2014


2012.0718E – Draft Transportation Scope of Work	Page 1


	





1














Event Center at Mission Bay South Area Blocks 29-32 	July 30, 2014


2012.0718E – Draft Transportation Scope of Work	Page 2





image2.jpeg





image3.jpeg





image1.jpeg








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


(c) 415-385-7031














From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: "corinnewoods@cs.com"; Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: RE: MBCAC July 10th Meeting?
Date: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 2:40:00 PM


The Warriors will most likely come in August with initial site plan proposal and no other update for
July (other than to let folks know that).  As for website, I will check with OEWD, but we haven’t done
anything with ours due to vacation (but both back in town now).
 
The PUC wants to come, but I don’t think we’ll be ready since we won’t be meeting with them and
FOCIL until next week (and the project won’t be starting for several years).
 
The only other thing I have on my list is that the Housing Department wants to come and discuss the
potential for giving Ellis Act evictees (that meet the income requirements) priority for OCII projects. 
I don’t know that it will be beefy enough to warrant a whole meeting – can you think of anything
else to discuss?  If you or Lila, when she gets in tomorrow, do not have anything else, I would vote
for giving folks July off and just doing an email on the Ellis Act so that they can contact staff and
discuss directly if they have concerns/comments (will be going to our Commission in early August,
unless it slides).
 
It would mean that we many have the PUC and potentially the Ellis Act on the same day as the
Warriors in August, but both of those two items should be short and I doubt will raise any significant
concerns with the CAC so would fit into the discussion.
 
Oh, just remembered, someone is asking about doing a workout studio in one of the Avalon
buildings.  It would probably require a secondary use.  We could have them come, but would still be
a pretty weak meeting.  I will give them a call to see how serious they are and if they could wait until
August.
 
Anything else on your end or thoughts?
 
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: corinnewoods@cs.com [mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 2:32 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Hussain, Lila (OCII)



mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com

mailto:lila.hussain@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/





Subject: Re: MBCAC July 10th Meeting?
 
OK - any update on Warriors/website/etc.?


Corinne
 
 
 
-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) (OCII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
To: corinnewoods <corinnewoods@cs.com>; Hussain, Lila (OCII) (OCII) <lila.hussain@sfgov.org>
Sent: Tue, Jul 1, 2014 1:17 pm
Subject: RE: MBCAC July 10th Meeting?


I do think we’ll be having one next week (need to sort out the agenda list when Lila comes back
tomorrow) – we have one or two smaller items, so I need to double check if there is anything else we
can add to make it a worthwhile meeting.  I need to check with Luke/Seth, but think it will be August for
the park schedule.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: corinnewoods@cs.com [mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 10:52 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: MBCAC July 10th Meeting?
 
Are we going to have a meeting July 10th?  There's a 12:45 game that day - parking may clear out by
5 but traffic will be heavy.  Will we have a park construction schedule this month or in August?


Thanks,


Corinn



mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com

mailto:lila.hussain@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com

mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com?






From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: Re: Link to Warriors RFQ
Date: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 4:43:58 PM


Naomi Kelly et al. 


On Jun 3, 2014, at 4:30 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


The Warriors RFQ for their team is on the street with the pre-bid meeting this coming
Monday at 3.30.  Here is the link for your reading pleasure.  Anyone else you think
should be notified from the City family?
 
http://mission.sfgov.org/OCABidPublication/BidDetail.aspx?K=8153
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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:/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 (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Karl  Heisler; Joyce Hsiao; Paul Mitchell; Jose Farran
Subject: GSW - Transportation Scope of Work
Date: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 4:27:58 PM
Attachments: MB Blocks 29-32 Draft Transportation SOW 2014_7_30 Markup.docx


ATT00001.htm
MB Blocks 29-32 Draft Transportation SOW 2014_7_30 CLEAN.docx
ATT00002.htm


Hi Viktoriya and Brett
Per our conversation following our project meeting today, attached is a slightly 
updated version of the transportation scope of work that removes the variants and 
adds back in two alternatives to the project. Also, as discussed, the revised scope of 
work also removes two intersections.  The two intersections on The Embarcadero at 
Harrison and at Bryant weren't analyzed in the 1998 Mission Bay SEIR, and it would 
make the analysis/comparison more straight-forward if we did not have to include 
them.  


A markup of the July 14th version of the transportation scope of work, and a CLEAN 
copy is attached.


We look forward to your review of the transportation scope of work.
Thank you,
Luba



mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com
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Scope of Work


[bookmark: _GoBack]Transportation Analysis for the proposed Event Center and Mixed Use Development at Mission Bay South Area Blocks 29-32 EIR 


Second Draft: July 3014, 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


The San Francisco 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 project variantalternatives;


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 the project variantalternatives 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 (e.g., office, retail, restaurant, athletic club, movie theater, live theater) 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-related transportation improvements, background traffic assumptions, and parking assumptions. The proposed project and project variant travel demand will be presented for each analysis scenario.  This technical memorandum will be presented to the Planning Department for review and approval prior to proceeding with the transportation impact analysis.  


The transportation consultants will work with Environmental Planning and the project sponsor to develop the definition of the project variantalternatives.





			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 Variant


			1


			


			1


			


			


			


			


			2





			Future Year 2040 Cumulative


			


			


			


			


			


			


			


			





			Project - No Event


			1


			


			


			


			


			1


			


			2





			Project – with Event 


- with Basketball Game


- with Convention Event


			


1


1


			


			


			


			


			1


			


			


2


1





			Project Variant – No Event 


			1


			


			


			


			


			


			


			1





			TOTAL


			97


			2


			32


			2


			2


			5


			2


			2522











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 and June 2014, as appropriate.


			Table 2a - Intersection Analysis Locations





			Location


			Location





			1


			The Embarcadero/Harrison St


			113


			Terry Francois Blvd/16th St [a]





			2


			The Embarcadero/Bryant St


			124


			Illinois St/16th St





			31


			King St/Third St


			135


			Third St/16th St





			42


			King St/Fourth St


			146


			Fourth St/16th St





			53


			King St/Fifth St/I-280 on-/off-ramps


			157


			Owens St/16th St





			64


			Fifth/Harrison/I-80 WB off-ramp


			186


			Seventh St/Mississippi St/16th St





			75


			Fifth/Bryant.I-80 EB on-ramp


			197


			Illinois St/Mariposa St





			86


			Third St/Channel St


			2018


			Third St/Mariposa St





			97


			Fourth St/Channel St


			2119


			Mariposa St/I-280 NB off-ramp





			108


			Seventh St/Mission Bay Drive


			2220


			Mariposa St/I-280 SB on-ramp





			119


			Terry Francois Blvd/South St


			231


			Third St/Cesar Chavez St





			102


			Third St/South St


			


			





			Note:


[a] Future analysis location.











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


			


			





			3


			Terry Francois Blvd/South St [b]


			


			





			Notes:


[a] All crosswalks at the listed intersections.


[b] Future analysis location.











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 describe 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 and at 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 site, 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 Variant 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 variant 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, office, athletic club, restaurant, movie theater, live theater) 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 parking lots 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 facilities 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 the project variant component 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 variant 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 the transportation impacts associated with the proposed project and the project variant 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 - no Event


Future year 2040 Cumulative - with Event


Table 1 on page 3 details the number of Existing plus Pproject, project variant, 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’s and project variant’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 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’s/project variant’s 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/project variant’s 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 - no Event 


Future year 2040 Cumulative – with Event


Table 1 on page 3 details the number of Existing plus Pproject, project variant 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 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 variant.  The proposed on-site loading supply will be compared to the Mission Bay South Area D4D 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 and project variant project.  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 the project variant. 


Task 6.7 – Construction Impacts


The transportation consultants will qualitatively assess any potential temporary construction-related transportation impacts that would be generated by the proposed project and the project variant.  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 variant.  Handicapped-accessible, bicycle and carshare spaces supplied by the proposed project and project variant will be identified.  The proposed parking supply will be compared to the requirements of the Mission Bay South Area D4D.  Any exceptions to the Mission Bay South Area D4D will be noted. 


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 Alternative (approved Mission Bay Plan uses on the project site) and a Lesser Intensity Alternative will be assessed qualitatively for all transportation analysis topics. Travel demand estimates will be prepared for each alternative based on the travel demand methodology presented in Task 5.  


Task 98 – 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 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 project variantalternatives to the project;


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 109 – 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 101:  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 112 – 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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Scope of Work


[bookmark: _GoBack]Transportation Analysis for the proposed Event Center and Mixed Use Development at Mission Bay South Area Blocks 29-32 EIR 


Second Draft: July 30, 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


The San Francisco 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 alternatives;


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 the alternatives 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 (e.g., office, retail, restaurant, movie theater, live theater) 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-related transportation improvements, background traffic assumptions, and parking assumptions. The proposed project travel demand will be presented for each analysis scenario.  This technical memorandum will be presented to the Planning Department for review and approval prior to proceeding with the transportation impact analysis.  


The transportation consultants will work with Environmental Planning and the project sponsor to develop the definition of the project alternatives.





			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





			Future Year 2040 Cumulative


			


			


			


			


			


			


			


			





			Project - No Event


			1


			


			


			


			


			1


			


			2





			Project – with Event 


- with Basketball Game


- with Convention Event


			


1


1


			


			


			


			


			1


			


			


2


1





			TOTAL


			7


			2


			2


			2


			2


			5


			2


			22











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 and June 2014, as appropriate.


			Table 2a - Intersection Analysis Locations





			Location


			Location





			1


			King St/Third St


			11


			Terry Francois Blvd/16th St [a]





			2


			King St/Fourth St


			12


			Illinois St/16th St





			3


			King St/Fifth St/I-280 on-/off-ramps


			13


			Third St/16th St





			4


			Fifth/Harrison/I-80 WB off-ramp


			14


			Fourth St/16th St





			5


			Fifth/Bryant.I-80 EB on-ramp


			15


			Owens St/16th St





			6


			Third St/Channel St


			16


			Seventh St/Mississippi St/16th St





			7


			Fourth St/Channel St


			17


			Illinois St/Mariposa St





			8


			Seventh St/Mission Bay Drive


			18


			Third St/Mariposa St





			9


			Terry Francois Blvd/South St


			19


			Mariposa St/I-280 NB off-ramp





			10


			Third St/South St


			20


			Mariposa St/I-280 SB on-ramp





			


			


			21


			Third St/Cesar Chavez St





			Note:


[a] Future analysis location.











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


			


			





			3


			Terry Francois Blvd/South St [b]


			


			





			Notes:


[a] All crosswalks at the listed intersections.


[b] Future analysis location.











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 describe 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 and at 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 site, 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 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, office, restaurant, movie theater, live theater) 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 parking lots 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 facilities 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 component 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 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 the transportation impacts associated with the proposed project 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 - no Event


Future year 2040 Cumulative - with Event


Table 1 on page 3 details the number of Existing plus Project 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’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 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’s 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 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 - no Event 


Future year 2040 Cumulative – with Event


Table 1 on page 3 details the number of Existing plus Project 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 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.  The proposed on-site loading supply will be compared to the Mission Bay South Area D4D 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.  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. 


Task 6.7 – Construction Impacts


The transportation consultants will qualitatively assess any potential temporary construction-related transportation impacts that would be generated by the proposed project.  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.  Handicapped-accessible, bicycle and carshare spaces supplied by the proposed project will be identified.  The proposed parking supply will be compared to the requirements of the Mission Bay South Area D4D.  Any exceptions to the Mission Bay South Area D4D will be noted. 


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 Alternative (approved Mission Bay Plan uses on the project site) and a Lesser Intensity Alternative will be assessed qualitatively for all transportation analysis topics. Travel demand estimates will be prepared for each alternative based on the travel demand methodology presented in Task 5.  


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 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 alternatives to the project;


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


(c) 415-385-7031














From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: "corinnewoods@cs.com"; Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: RE: MBCAC July 10th Meeting?
Date: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 12:11:00 PM


Corinne – as often happens new things have come to life, so we are going to have a meeting next
week.  UCSF will present the LRDP since it is out on the street.  We’ll start with the Ellis Act item so
they can run over to Transbay, and we’ll end with the Secondary Use at Avalon III.  Not the most
exciting meeting, but since we hopefully will have the Warriors next month, we’d like to get some
out of the way.
 
Lila will send over a draft agenda later today/early tomorrow.
 
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: corinnewoods@cs.com [mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 3:01 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: Re: MBCAC July 10th Meeting?
 
PUC doesn't sound urgent.  Ellis Act preference sounds like the flavor of the month - what happens to
formerly homeless and/or Certificate of Preference people?  That may be something of a debate, but I
wouldn't mind postponing it till August unless we need to discuss before OCII Commission needs to
address it sooner.  What's the difference between a workout studio and the fitness centers in many of
the buildings?  Can't imagine anyone having a problem unless it would replace public oriented
neighborhood retail.


If we have Warriors and parks construction schedule in August, I wouldn't mind skipping July.   I can't
think of anything else. Let me know.


Corinne
 
 
 
-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) (OCII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
To: corinnewoods <corinnewoods@cs.com>; Hussain, Lila (OCII) (OCII) <lila.hussain@sfgov.org>
Sent: Tue, Jul 1, 2014 2:40 pm
Subject: RE: MBCAC July 10th Meeting?


The Warriors will most likely come in August with initial site plan proposal and no other update for July



mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com

mailto:lila.hussain@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org
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(other than to let folks know that).  As for website, I will check with OEWD, but we haven’t done
anything with ours due to vacation (but both back in town now).
 
The PUC wants to come, but I don’t think we’ll be ready since we won’t be meeting with them and
FOCIL until next week (and the project won’t be starting for several years).
 
The only other thing I have on my list is that the Housing Department wants to come and discuss the
potential for giving Ellis Act evictees (that meet the income requirements) priority for OCII projects.  I
don’t know that it will be beefy enough to warrant a whole meeting – can you think of anything else to
discuss?  If you or Lila, when she gets in tomorrow, do not have anything else, I would vote for giving
folks July off and just doing an email on the Ellis Act so that they can contact staff and discuss directly
if they have concerns/comments (will be going to our Commission in early August, unless it slides).
 
It would mean that we many have the PUC and potentially the Ellis Act on the same day as the
Warriors in August, but both of those two items should be short and I doubt will raise any significant
concerns with the CAC so would fit into the discussion.
 
Oh, just remembered, someone is asking about doing a workout studio in one of the Avalon buildings. 
It would probably require a secondary use.  We could have them come, but would still be a pretty weak
meeting.  I will give them a call to see how serious they are and if they could wait until August.
 
Anything else on your end or thoughts?
 
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: corinnewoods@cs.com [mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 2:32 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: Re: MBCAC July 10th Meeting?
 
OK - any update on Warriors/website/etc.?


Corinne
 
 
 
-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) (OCII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
To: corinnewoods <corinnewoods@cs.com>; Hussain, Lila (OCII) (OCII) <lila.hussain@sfgov.org>
Sent: Tue, Jul 1, 2014 1:17 pm
Subject: RE: MBCAC July 10th Meeting?


I do think we’ll be having one next week (need to sort out the agenda list when Lila comes back
tomorrow) – we have one or two smaller items, so I need to double check if there is anything else we
can add to make it a worthwhile meeting.  I need to check with Luke/Seth, but think it will be August for
the park schedule.
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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/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 
From: corinnewoods@cs.com [mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 10:52 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: MBCAC July 10th Meeting?
 
Are we going to have a meeting July 10th?  There's a 12:45 game that day - parking may clear out by
5 but traffic will be heavy.  Will we have a park construction schedule this month or in August?


Thanks,


Corinn



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com

mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com?






From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Link to Warriors RFQ
Date: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 7:40:36 PM


I was thinking Bill Barnes but am sure he's seen it. Thanks much. 


On Jun 3, 2014, at 4:49 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


PS – anyone specific for the “et al” or just Naomi. 
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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, June 03, 2014 4:44 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: Re: Link to Warriors RFQ
 
Naomi Kelly et al. 


On Jun 3, 2014, at 4:30 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


The Warriors RFQ for their team is on the street with the pre-bid meeting
this coming Monday at 3.30.  Here is the link for your reading pleasure. 
Anyone else you think should be notified from the City family?
 
http://mission.sfgov.org/OCABidPublication/BidDetail.aspx?K=8153
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor 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.
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From: Kern, Chris (CPC)
To: Michael Keinath; Catherine Mukai (cmukai@environcorp.com) (cmukai@environcorp.com)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Clarke Miller; Paul Mitchell (PMitchell@esassoc.com); Joyce Hsiao


(joyce@orionenvironment.com)
Subject: GSW 7/30 CEQA meeting
Date: Monday, July 28, 2014 2:34:26 PM


Hi Michael and Catherine,
We are not planning to discuss the Air Quality SOW at the GSW meeting this Wednesday, so you
don’t need to attend.
 
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: "corinnewoods@cs.com"; Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: RE: MBS Block 6E RFP - CAC Panel Member
Date: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 4:00:00 PM


Yes – we have a bunch of small things that added up to a meeting.  I’ll work on the agenda later this
week, but basically we have:
 


-          PUC’s tunnel project (or something like that)
-          Park update/reminder of design (P23, 24, 26)
-          MBDG updates (been awhile since we’ve had a detailed one)
-          Proposed secondary use – one of the offices wants to have a permit for inside music for


“hackatons” – sounds like they won’t have any impacts, but as it would be a a secondary use
(and next to the Radiance), I wanted to fully vet with the community to avoid any surprises.


 
Anything else you are aware of?  We can do a verbal update of the Warriors (ie, still in kick off stage,
so nothing to report) so folks don’t think we’ve forgotten them.


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: corinnewoods@cs.com [mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 3:56 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: Fwd: MBS Block 6E RFP - CAC Panel Member
 
Kevin won't be at June CAC meeting.  Are we having one?


Corinne
 
 
-----Original Message-----
From: Kevin Simons <kevin_simons@yahoo.com>
To: corinnewoods <corinnewoods@cs.com>
Sent: Mon, Jun 2, 2014 2:13 pm
Subject: Re: MBS Block 6E RFP - CAC Panel Member


Thank you, Corrinne!  And as long as we're talking about summer vacations, I'll be in
Kauai next week so unfortunately I will be missing the CAC meeting.  
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-Kevin
 


From: "corinnewoods@cs.com" <corinnewoods@cs.com>
To: ethan.warsh@sfgov.org 
Cc: catherine.reilly@sfgov.org; jeffrey.white@sfgov.org; kevin_simons@yahoo.com;
pam.sims@sfgov.org 
Sent: Monday, June 2, 2014 2:09 PM
Subject: Re: MBS Block 6E RFP - CAC Panel Member
 
I'm asking Sarah Davis and Jennifer Pratt-Mead if either of them can do it.  Will let you know
what I hear from them.


Corinne
 
 
 
-----Original Message-----
From: Warsh, Ethan (OCII) (OCII) <ethan.warsh@sfgov.org>
To: corinnewoods <corinnewoods@cs.com>
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) (OCII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>; White, Jeffrey (OCII) (OCII)
<jeffrey.white@sfgov.org>; kevin_simons <kevin_simons@yahoo.com>; Sims, Pam (OCII)
(OCII) <pam.sims@sfgov.org>
Sent: Mon, Jun 2, 2014 1:21 pm
Subject: RE: MBS Block 6E RFP - CAC Panel Member


Hi Corinne,
 
Kevin just let me know that he’s scheduled to be on vacation on the week of August 4, which
is when we will be requiring the participation of the evaluation panel member.  Are you able to
identify someone else from the CAC that is interested in participating?
 
Thanks
Ethan
 
_____________________________________________________
Ethan Warsh
Office of Community Investment & Infrastructure
Successor to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 5th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
(415) 749-2577
ethan.warsh@sfgov.org
 
 
 
From: corinnewoods@cs.com [mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 13, 2014 8:06 AM
To: Sims, Pam (OCII); Warsh, Ethan (OCII)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Hussain, Lila (OCII); White, Jeffrey (OCII);
kevin_simons@yahoo.com
Subject: Re: MBS Block 6E RFP - CAC Panel Member
 
Hi, Pam,


Our Mission Bay CAC Vice Chair, Kevin Simons, has said he'll be happy to serve on the
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panel.  Please contact Kevin directly with the details.


Thanks,


Corinne Woods
 
 
 
-----Original Message-----
From: Sims, Pam (MYR) (RED) (MYR) (RED) <pam.sims@sfgov.org>
To: corinnewoods <corinnewoods@cs.com>; Warsh, Ethan (OCII) (OCII)
<ethan.warsh@sfgov.org>
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) (OCII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>; Hussain, Lila (OCII) (OCII)
<lila.hussain@sfgov.org>; White, Jeffrey (OCII) (OCII) <jeffrey.white@sfgov.org>
Sent: Thu, May 8, 2014 9:28 am
Subject: RE: MBS Block 6E RFP - CAC Panel Member


Hi Corinne –
Thank you for your clarifying questions.  Here’s how I anticipate the panel evaluation process
composition and how it will be proceeding: 
1.       The interview panel will include representatives from HSA (as the referral agency for the
20% set-aside “formerly homeless” units), MOHCD as the housing successor agency, which
will accept the asset once construction has been completed, the MB CAC as the member who
has design and contextual knowledge of the area, and OCII staff consisting of (some
combination of) Catherine, Ethan, Jeff, Pedro and me as members who have an overarching
knowledge of Mission Bay, affordable housing, financing, design and/or service provision.
2.       The panel will be evaluating, scoring the development teams for the “proposed
development concept” (including massing concept, financial feasibility and level of OCII
subsidy, proposed services plan, proposed marketing plan and proposed concept for
neighborhood serving retail), and “developer team experience and capacity” (including
development experience with marketing, affordable housing, green design), developer
workload capacity and workforce compliance, architect experience, service provision
experience, and property management experience.
3.       As for the time required by this task – it really depends on the number of proposals we
receive.  But if we receive three proposals – it would probably take a couple of days to
thoroughly review and then a full day to interview all three teams, and then agree on a
recommendation to move forward.  So all together probably a week (maximum) – however, it
might end up being a few days one week, and then a day another week. 
 
I hope this explanation helps a bit.  In case you have additional questions, I’m happy to
respond.
 
Thanks –
Pam
__________________
Pamela Sims
Office of Community Investment
    and Infrastructure
1 South Van Ness Avenue 5th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
(415)701-5564
 
 
 
 
From: corinnewoods@cs.com [mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com] 
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Sent: Wednesday, May 07, 2014 7:12 PM
To: Warsh, Ethan (OCII)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Hussain, Lila (OCII); White, Jeffrey (OCII); Sims, Pam (MYR)
Subject: Re: MBS Block 6E RFP - CAC Panel Member
 
What will the panel be doing?  Choosing a developer?  Reviewing design?  How much time
per week during August?


We can solicit interest at tomorrow;s MBCAC meeting if you can tell me what you're looking
for.


Thanks,


Corinne
 
 
 
-----Original Message-----
From: Warsh, Ethan (OCII) (OCII) <ethan.warsh@sfgov.org>
To: Corinne Woods (corinnewoods@cs.com) <corinnewoods@cs.com>
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) (OCII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>; Hussain, Lila (OCII) (OCII)
<lila.hussain@sfgov.org>; White, Jeffrey (OCII) (OCII) <jeffrey.white@sfgov.org>; Sims, Pam
(MYR) (MYR) <pam.sims@sfgov.org>
Sent: Wed, May 7, 2014 6:44 pm
Subject: MBS Block 6E RFP - CAC Panel Member


Good Afternoon Corinne,
 
Hope all is well with you. 
 
I’m getting in touch because we’re finalizing the RFP for the affordable housing project at
Block 6E that I had presented to the CAC a while back, and was wondering if you’ve identified
a member of the CAC who would like to serve on the review panel?
 
We’re hoping for the RFP to be considered at the May 20 OCII Commission meeting, and if it
is, it will likely be released the following day.  Assuming the schedule holds, it will require a
time commitment throughout the month of August. Please let us know in the coming weeks
who from the CAC will be participating as a panel member.
 
Please don’t hesitate to get in touch with any questions – I’ll be out of town beginning
tomorrow and back next Tuesday, but my colleague Jeff White, copied on this email, is also
available to answer any questions.
 
Thanks,
Ethan
 
_____________________________________________________
Ethan Warsh
Office of Community Investment & Infrastructure
Successor to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 5th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
(415) 749-2577
ethan.warsh@sfgov.org
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From: corinnewoods@cs.com
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: Re: MBCAC July 10th Meeting?
Date: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 2:32:42 PM


OK - any update on Warriors/website/etc.?


Corinne


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) (OCII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
To: corinnewoods <corinnewoods@cs.com>; Hussain, Lila (OCII) (OCII) <lila.hussain@sfgov.org>
Sent: Tue, Jul 1, 2014 1:17 pm
Subject: RE: MBCAC July 10th Meeting?


I do think we’ll be having one next week (need to sort out the agenda list when Lila comes
back tomorrow) – we have one or two smaller items, so I need to double check if there is
anything else we can add to make it a worthwhile meeting.  I need to check with
Luke/Seth, but think it will be August for the park schedule.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: corinnewoods@cs.com [mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 10:52 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: MBCAC July 10th Meeting?
 
Are we going to have a meeting July 10th?  There's a 12:45 game that day - parking may clear out by
5 but traffic will be heavy.  Will we have a park construction schedule this month or in August?


Thanks,


Corinn
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From: Joyce Hsiao
To: Kern, Chris (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Range, Jessica (CPC)
Cc: Paul Mitchell; Chris Sanchez; Catherine Mukai; Michael Keinath; Karl  Heisler; Gary Oates
Subject: GSW AQ issues, comparison of sig thresholds
Date: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 12:42:57 PM
Attachments: Current SF and 1998 AQ Thresholds_ 072914.docx


All,
As a follow-up to last week's conference call and for possible use during tomorrow's
CEQA meeting, attached please find a table summarizing the Air Quality significance
thresholds used in the 1998 MB FEIR and the current Planning Dept protocol.


Joyce
-- 
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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Comparison of AQ Thresholds of Significance, 2014 SF Planning Protocol vs. 1998 Mission Bay SEIR, 
with 1998 SEIR Mitigation Measures


			Scenario


			2014 SF Planning Significance Threshold


			1998 Significance Threshold (Plan-Level Analysis in SEIR)


			1998 SEIR Mitigation and Significance Determination





			Construction impacts,
criteria air pollutants (CAP) mass emissions


			•  ROG threshold of 54 lb/day
•  NOx threshold of 54 lb/day
•  PM2.5 threshold of 54 lb/day
•  PM10 threshold of 82 lb/day


			 Dust Control Measures for sites > 4 acres


No CAP threshold (Construction CAPs included in SIP)


			14 BAAQMD dust control measures (MM F.2) 


(LTS)





			Construction impacts, cancer risk and health effects, 
expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations 


			•  Risk of 10 in one million
•  Chronic Hazard Index of 1.0
•  Acute Hazard Index of 1.0


			 None
(DPM identified as a TAC this year)


			None





			Construction impacts, PM2.5  concentrations,
expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations


			•  PM2.5 concentration of 0.3 µg/m3 


			 None


			None





			Operational impacts, criteria air pollutants mass emissions


			•  ROG threshold of 10 tpy and 54 lb/day


•  NOx threshold of 10 tpy and 54 lb/day


•  PM2.5 threshold of 10 tpy and 54 lb/day


•  PM10 threshold of 15 tpy and 82 lb/day


			•  ROG threshold of 15 tpy and 80 lb/day


•  NOx threshold of 15 tpy and 80 lb/day


•  PM2.5 threshold None


•  PM10 threshold of 15 tpy and 80 lb/day


			Transportation system management plan  (MM F.1) 


(SU)





			Operational impacts, cancer risk, 
expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations


			In Air Pollution Exposure Zone: 
7 in one million





Outside Air Pollution Exposure Zone: 100 in one million cumulative exposure


			 10 in one million increased cancer risk





Health index contribution of 1


			TAC sources require BAAQMD verification regarding need for a permit. (Does not apply to UCSF, which would do HRA) (F.3) 


Operate meteorological  station (F.4)





Prohibit dry cleaners in residential areas (F.5)


(SU)


Child care buffer zones through BAAQMD and DPH consultation (F.6) 





			Operational impacts, PM2.5  concentrations
expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations


			In Air Pollution Exposure Zone: 0.2 ug/m3 contribution





Outside Air Pollution Exposure Zone: 10 ug/m3 cumulative exposure


			 None


			None





			Clean Air Plan Consistency


			•  Conflict with, or obstruct implementation of the 2010 Clean Air Plan


			· Population growth exceed that in GP


· Increase in vmt > increase in population


			Same as Operational impacts for criteria air pollutant mass emissions (SU)





			Odors


			•  Create objectionable odors that would affect a substantial number of people


			•  Create objectionable odors that would affect a substantial number of people


			No analysis in SEIR or IS, but odors from combined sewer system discussed in RTC under Hydro and WQ (Vol 3, page XII.394).








			Carbon Monoxide (CO)


			24,000 vph screening threshold for urban canyon





Refined thresholds:


9 ppm 8-hour average


20 ppm 1-hour average


			550 ppd proxy screening threshold 





Refined thresholds: 


9 ppm 8-hour average


20 ppm 1-hour average


			Same as operation 


(SU in short term; LTS in 2015)





			Cumulative impacts,


Criteria Air Pollutants (CAP)


			Construction and operation CAP mass emissions thresholds are  cumulatively considerable contributions





			No separate identification


			No separate analysis





			Cumulative impacts, 


Toxic Air Contaminants (TAC),  


Operations and project construction


			In Air Pollution Exposure Zone: 7 in one million is cumulatively considerable contribution





Outside Air Pollution Exposure Zone: 100 in one million cumulative exposure


			No separate threshold


			No analysis





			Cumulative TAC – 


Other project construction


			[bookmark: _GoBack]Qualitative discussion;  TAC estimates for other construction sites generally not available


			No separate threshold


			No analysis





			Greenhouse Gas (GHG) Emissions 


			•  Compliance with Qualified GHG Reduction Strategy


             OR


•  1,100 MT of CO2e/yr 


             OR


•  4.6 MT CO2e/SP/yr (residents+employees)


			None


			No analysis
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: "corinnewoods@cs.com"; Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Cc: Luke Stewart (LStewart@mbaydevelopment.com)
Subject: RE: MBS Block 6E RFP - CAC Panel Member
Date: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 4:28:00 PM


Yes, both P3 and P22 are appropriate for the CAC, but since those will (may for P3) require changes
and discussion with the CAC they will be future items with the design team there to have a more
detailed discussion.  Since we haven’t really done many changes to P23, 24 and 26, or have some
minor ones per the Arts Commission, this item will be to remind folks of the designs since we’ll be
starting construction soon.
 
I have cc-ed Luke so he can be prepared to discuss the phasing issue.
 
As for the Warriors – I need to get our website cleaned up as well (started a month ago).  We are
still working on a schedule – it is also on my list this week to try and get a general outline so that we
can run internally to get people’s initial take on, but probably will not have anything I would feel
comfortable presenting at the CAC, since I doubt it will be vetted.  We will present what we can. 
Snohetta will be the “ideas architect” with another architect(s) doing a lot of the heavy lifting. 
There is a pre-bid conference next Monday to start the process for filling out the rest of the team. 
Here is a link for your reading pleasure.  http://mission.sfgov.org/OCABidPublication/BidDetail.aspx?
K=8153
 
For the PUC, yes, I think that is the project.  Have to admit they called me so long ago on this that I
don’t rightly remember why they want to come.  But, they have promised me a title in a day so I’ll
be reminded then.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: corinnewoods@cs.com [mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 4:13 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: Re: MBS Block 6E RFP - CAC Panel Member
 
MBDG - park construction schedule. I'd like something to refer to other than a powerpoint presentation. 
I think we need to review designs for P3 (Creek edge treatment) and P22 (programming with Warriors
coming as well as sea level rise considerations) but don't know if the CAC is the place to do that.


Warriors - I'm meeting with John Gavin of OEWD on Friday to try and clean up the website, see if
they're closer to having a schedule.  Rick Welts told me last night that Snohetta will be the architect,
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but they haven't announced it yet.  Can it be a Chair update with the website link on the agenda?


PUC tunnel - is this the 2nd force main they're planning?


Corinne
 
 
-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) (OCII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
To: corinnewoods <corinnewoods@cs.com>; Hussain, Lila (OCII) (OCII) <lila.hussain@sfgov.org>
Sent: Tue, Jun 3, 2014 4:00 pm
Subject: RE: MBS Block 6E RFP - CAC Panel Member


Yes – we have a bunch of small things that added up to a meeting.  I’ll work on the agenda later this
week, but basically we have:
 


          PUC’s tunnel project (or something like that)
          Park update/reminder of design (P23, 24, 26)
          MBDG updates (been awhile since we’ve had a detailed one)
          Proposed secondary use – one of the offices wants to have a permit for inside music for “hackatons”


– sounds like they won’t have any impacts, but as it would be a a secondary use (and next to the
Radiance), I wanted to fully vet with the community to avoid any surprises.
 
Anything else you are aware of?  We can do a verbal update of the Warriors (ie, still in kick off stage,
so nothing to report) so folks don’t think we’ve forgotten them.
   f
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: corinnewoods@cs.com [mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 3:56 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: Fwd: MBS Block 6E RFP - CAC Panel Member
 
Kevin won't be at June CAC meeting.  Are we having one?


Corinne
 
 
-----Original Message-----
From: Kevin Simons <kevin_simons@yahoo.com>
To: corinnewoods <corinnewoods@cs.com>
Sent: Mon, Jun 2, 2014 2:13 pm
Subject: Re: MBS Block 6E RFP - CAC Panel Member


Thank you, Corrinne!  And as long as we're talking about summer vacations, I'll be in Kauai next week
so unfortunately I will be missing the CAC meeting.  
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-Kevin
 


From: "corinnewoods@cs.com" <corinnewoods@cs.com>
To: ethan.warsh@sfgov.org 
Cc: catherine.reilly@sfgov.org; jeffrey.white@sfgov.org; kevin_simons@yahoo.com;
pam.sims@sfgov.org 
Sent: Monday, June 2, 2014 2:09 PM
Subject: Re: MBS Block 6E RFP - CAC Panel Member
 
I'm asking Sarah Davis and Jennifer Pratt-Mead if either of them can do it.  Will let you know
what I hear from them.


Corinne
 
 
 
-----Original Message-----
From: Warsh, Ethan (OCII) (OCII) <ethan.warsh@sfgov.org>
To: corinnewoods <corinnewoods@cs.com>
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) (OCII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>; White, Jeffrey (OCII) (OCII)
<jeffrey.white@sfgov.org>; kevin_simons <kevin_simons@yahoo.com>; Sims, Pam (OCII)
(OCII) <pam.sims@sfgov.org>
Sent: Mon, Jun 2, 2014 1:21 pm
Subject: RE: MBS Block 6E RFP - CAC Panel Member


Hi Corinne,
 
Kevin just let me know that he’s scheduled to be on vacation on the week of August 4, which
is when we will be requiring the participation of the evaluation panel member.  Are you able to
identify someone else from the CAC that is interested in participating?
 
Thanks
Ethan
 
_____________________________________________________
Ethan Warsh
Office of Community Investment & Infrastructure
Successor to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 5th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
(415) 749-2577
ethan.warsh@sfgov.org
 
 
 
From: corinnewoods@cs.com [mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 13, 2014 8:06 AM
To: Sims, Pam (OCII); Warsh, Ethan (OCII)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Hussain, Lila (OCII); White, Jeffrey (OCII);
kevin_simons@yahoo.com
Subject: Re: MBS Block 6E RFP - CAC Panel Member
 
Hi, Pam,


Our Mission Bay CAC Vice Chair, Kevin Simons, has said he'll be happy to serve on the
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panel.  Please contact Kevin directly with the details.


Thanks,


Corinne Woods
 
 
 
-----Original Message-----
From: Sims, Pam (MYR) (RED) (MYR) (RED) <pam.sims@sfgov.org>
To: corinnewoods <corinnewoods@cs.com>; Warsh, Ethan (OCII) (OCII)
<ethan.warsh@sfgov.org>
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) (OCII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>; Hussain, Lila (OCII) (OCII)
<lila.hussain@sfgov.org>; White, Jeffrey (OCII) (OCII) <jeffrey.white@sfgov.org>
Sent: Thu, May 8, 2014 9:28 am
Subject: RE: MBS Block 6E RFP - CAC Panel Member


Hi Corinne –
Thank you for your clarifying questions.  Here’s how I anticipate the panel evaluation process
composition and how it will be proceeding: 
1.       The interview panel will include representatives from HSA (as the referral agency for
the 20% set-aside “formerly homeless” units), MOHCD as the housing successor agency,
which will accept the asset once construction has been completed, the MB CAC as the
member who has design and contextual knowledge of the area, and OCII staff consisting of
(some combination of) Catherine, Ethan, Jeff, Pedro and me as members who have an
overarching knowledge of Mission Bay, affordable housing, financing, design and/or service
provision.
2.       The panel will be evaluating, scoring the development teams for the “proposed
development concept” (including massing concept, financial feasibility and level of OCII
subsidy, proposed services plan, proposed marketing plan and proposed concept for
neighborhood serving retail), and “developer team experience and capacity” (including
development experience with marketing, affordable housing, green design), developer
workload capacity and workforce compliance, architect experience, service provision
experience, and property management experience.
3.       As for the time required by this task – it really depends on the number of proposals we
receive.  But if we receive three proposals – it would probably take a couple of days to
thoroughly review and then a full day to interview all three teams, and then agree on a
recommendation to move forward.  So all together probably a week (maximum) – however, it
might end up being a few days one week, and then a day another week. 
 
I hope this explanation helps a bit.  In case you have additional questions, I’m happy to
respond.
 
Thanks –
Pam
__________________
Pamela Sims
Office of Community Investment
    and Infrastructure
1 South Van Ness Avenue 5th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
(415)701-5564
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From: corinnewoods@cs.com [mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 07, 2014 7:12 PM
To: Warsh, Ethan (OCII)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Hussain, Lila (OCII); White, Jeffrey (OCII); Sims, Pam (MYR)
Subject: Re: MBS Block 6E RFP - CAC Panel Member
 
What will the panel be doing?  Choosing a developer?  Reviewing design?  How much time
per week during August?


We can solicit interest at tomorrow;s MBCAC meeting if you can tell me what you're looking
for.


Thanks,


Corinne
 
 
 
-----Original Message-----
From: Warsh, Ethan (OCII) (OCII) <ethan.warsh@sfgov.org>
To: Corinne Woods (corinnewoods@cs.com) <corinnewoods@cs.com>
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) (OCII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>; Hussain, Lila (OCII) (OCII)
<lila.hussain@sfgov.org>; White, Jeffrey (OCII) (OCII) <jeffrey.white@sfgov.org>; Sims, Pam
(MYR) (MYR) <pam.sims@sfgov.org>
Sent: Wed, May 7, 2014 6:44 pm
Subject: MBS Block 6E RFP - CAC Panel Member


Good Afternoon Corinne,
 
Hope all is well with you. 
 
I’m getting in touch because we’re finalizing the RFP for the affordable housing project at
Block 6E that I had presented to the CAC a while back, and was wondering if you’ve identified
a member of the CAC who would like to serve on the review panel?
 
We’re hoping for the RFP to be considered at the May 20 OCII Commission meeting, and if it
is, it will likely be released the following day.  Assuming the schedule holds, it will require a
time commitment throughout the month of August. Please let us know in the coming weeks
who from the CAC will be participating as a panel member.
 
Please don’t hesitate to get in touch with any questions – I’ll be out of town beginning
tomorrow and back next Tuesday, but my colleague Jeff White, copied on this email, is also
available to answer any questions.
 
Thanks,
Ethan
 
_____________________________________________________
Ethan Warsh
Office of Community Investment & Infrastructure
Successor to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 5th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
(415) 749-2577
ethan.warsh@sfgov.org
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From: corinnewoods@cs.com
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: Re: MBCAC July 10th Meeting?
Date: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 3:07:18 PM


PUC doesn't sound urgent.  Ellis Act preference sounds like the flavor of the month - what happens to
formerly homeless and/or Certificate of Preference people?  That may be something of a debate, but I
wouldn't mind postponing it till August unless we need to discuss before OCII Commission needs to
address it sooner.  What's the difference between a workout studio and the fitness centers in many of
the buildings?  Can't imagine anyone having a problem unless it would replace public oriented
neighborhood retail.


If we have Warriors and parks construction schedule in August, I wouldn't mind skipping July.   I can't
think of anything else. Let me know.


Corinne


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) (OCII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
To: corinnewoods <corinnewoods@cs.com>; Hussain, Lila (OCII) (OCII) <lila.hussain@sfgov.org>
Sent: Tue, Jul 1, 2014 2:40 pm
Subject: RE: MBCAC July 10th Meeting?


The Warriors will most likely come in August with initial site plan proposal and no other
update for July (other than to let folks know that).  As for website, I will check with OEWD,
but we haven’t done anything with ours due to vacation (but both back in town now).
 
The PUC wants to come, but I don’t think we’ll be ready since we won’t be meeting with
them and FOCIL until next week (and the project won’t be starting for several years).
 
The only other thing I have on my list is that the Housing Department wants to come and
discuss the potential for giving Ellis Act evictees (that meet the income requirements)
priority for OCII projects.  I don’t know that it will be beefy enough to warrant a whole
meeting – can you think of anything else to discuss?  If you or Lila, when she gets in
tomorrow, do not have anything else, I would vote for giving folks July off and just doing an
email on the Ellis Act so that they can contact staff and discuss directly if they have
concerns/comments (will be going to our Commission in early August, unless it slides).
 
It would mean that we many have the PUC and potentially the Ellis Act on the same day
as the Warriors in August, but both of those two items should be short and I doubt will
raise any significant concerns with the CAC so would fit into the discussion.
 
Oh, just remembered, someone is asking about doing a workout studio in one of the
Avalon buildings.  It would probably require a secondary use.  We could have them come,
but would still be a pretty weak meeting.  I will give them a call to see how serious they are
and if they could wait until August.
 
Anything else on your end or thoughts?
 
Thanks
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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/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July
1, 2014.
 
From: corinnewoods@cs.com [mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 2:32 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: Re: MBCAC July 10th Meeting?
 
OK - any update on Warriors/website/etc.?


Corinne
 
 
 
-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) (OCII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
To: corinnewoods <corinnewoods@cs.com>; Hussain, Lila (OCII) (OCII) <lila.hussain@sfgov.org>
Sent: Tue, Jul 1, 2014 1:17 pm
Subject: RE: MBCAC July 10th Meeting?


I do think we’ll be having one next week (need to sort out the agenda list when Lila comes back
tomorrow) – we have one or two smaller items, so I need to double check if there is anything else we
can add to make it a worthwhile meeting.  I need to check with Luke/Seth, but think it will be August for
the park schedule.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: corinnewoods@cs.com [mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 10:52 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: MBCAC July 10th Meeting?
 
Are we going to have a meeting July 10th?  There's a 12:45 game that day - parking may clear out by
5 but traffic will be heavy.  Will we have a park construction schedule this month or in August?


Thanks,


Corinn
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From: Catherine Mukai
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Range, Jessica (CPC)
Cc: Paul Mitchell; Chris Sanchez (CSanchez@esassoc.com); Joyce Hsiao; Michael Keinath
Subject: GSW AQ meeting agenda
Date: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 9:03:37 PM
Attachments: Piers 30-32 and SWL 330 Final AQ Scope of Work_2014-02-27.pdf


Just a reminder for our call tomorrow morning. We’d like to discuss the AQ plan for the Mission Bay
project, specifically each item below. I’ve also attached the approved SOW for Piers 30-32 project.
 


1.     Construction
a.     Emissions, including fugitive dust
b.     HRA
c.      Mitigation measures


2.     Operation
a.     Emissions
b.     HRA


3.     Documentation—AQTR?
a.     SEIR to be written by ESA


 
Thanks and looking forward to talking with you,
 
Catherine
 


 


Catherine Mukai, PE | Manager
ENVIRON International Corporation
201 California Street, Suite 1200 | San Francisco, CA 94111
T: +1 415 426 5014 | F: +1 415 398 5812
cmukai@environcorp.com
 


This message contains information that may be confidential, privileged or otherwise
protected by law from disclosure. It is intended for the exclusive use of the
Addressee(s). Unless you are the addressee or authorized agent of the addressee,
you may not review, copy, distribute or disclose to anyone the message or any
information contained within. If you have received this message in error, please
contact the sender by electronic reply to email@environcorp.com and immediately
delete all copies of the message.
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Introduction 1 ENVIRON 



1 Introduction 
At the request of Environmental Science Associates (ESA), on behalf of the Golden State 
Warriors (GSW or Sponsor), ENVIRON International Corporation (ENVIRON) will conduct a 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) analysis of criteria air pollutants and precursors, 
as well as local risk and hazard impacts associated with the proposed construction of an event 
center and mixed use development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330 (SWL 330) in San 
Francisco, CA (“Project” or “Site”).1 The analysis prepared by ENVIRON will become an Air 
Quality Technical Appendix (AQTA) to the environmental impact report (EIR) on the project. 
This Air Quality Protocol describes the methodology for evaluation of air quality and health 
impacts from construction equipment exhaust and operational sources at on-site and adjacent 
receptors. This analysis will be performed to support the Project’s CEQA documentation at the 
request of the San Francisco Planning Department’s Environmental Planning (EP) Division. 



Construction and operation of the proposed Project may impact the air quality of existing nearby 
receptors. As the Project proposes to construct residences on the Project site, Project 
operations may also impact on-site receptors. The receptor grid to be used in this analysis is, as 
discussed below, the same as that in the City of San Francisco Community Risk Reduction Plan 
(CRRP). For all receptors, a 70-year lifetime exposure is assumed, to conservatively assess the 
impacts of the proposed Project on nearby populations. The analysis will conservatively assume 
that a nearby receptor is a child at the time Project construction begins. 



1.1 Project Understanding 



The proposed Project would be located at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330, and at that same 
site, one variant to the project is to be analyzed, the ferry stop dock variant. In addition, a 
second variant, the distributed parking variant, is also to be analyzed, which would involve 
additional parking at adjacent sites, as discussed in Section 1.1.2. In addition, five alternatives, 
including two off-site alternative sites are to be considered, as discussed below. 



Table 1: Level of Analysis shows, for the Project, variants, and alternatives, the level of detail for 
the construction, operational, and cumulative analyses. 



1.1.1 Proposed Project 



The Project would be located at Piers 30-32 and at SWL 330 within the Rincon Point-South 
Beach neighborhood of San Francisco. Piers 30-32 are bounded by The Embarcadero to the 
west and by the San Francisco Bay in all other directions. SWL 330 is bounded by The 
Embarcadero to the east, Bryant Street to the north and northwest, and Beale Street to the 
south and southwest. Piers 30-32 is an approximately 12.7-acre wooden pier structure with no 
existing on-deck structures, except for Red’s Java House in its northwest corner. SWL 330 is an 
approximately 2.3-acre paved, inland site, located directly across The Embarcadero from Piers 
30-32. No housing is currently located on the Site. Currently there are residential land uses to 
the west and southwest of the proposed Project site. 



                                                 
1 A separate greenhouse gas inventory will be prepared using similar methods as part of an application 



for judicial streamlining under Senate Bill 743. 
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Introduction 2 ENVIRON 



The Golden State Warriors, the Project proponent, propose to create a new waterfront attraction 
on Piers 30-32 and SWL 330. Based on data provided by the GSW, the Project build-out for 
Piers 30-32 would include approximately 694,944 gross square feet (GSF) for a multi-use 
events center and 25,946 GSF for an event hall; 7.26 acres of public open space; 18,143 GSF 
for the relocation of the San Francisco Fire Department boat facility and station house; 234,411 
GSF of parking (500 spaces); 1,820 GSF of the relocated Red’s Java House; and 103,172 GSF 
of visitor-serving retail, restaurants, and entertainment.2 The privately financed events center 
would host the Bay Area’s National Basketball Association (NBA) basketball team, the GSW, 
during the NBA season, as well as provide a year-round venue for a variety of other uses, 
including, but not limited to, concerts, cultural events, family shows, conferences, and 
conventions. 



Piers 30-32 would include several proposed maritime uses, including a SFFD fire boat berth (to 
accommodate the SFFD's two existing fire boats and one proposed new fire boat) and water 
taxi stop dock along the north side of the piers. In addition, as under existing conditions, the 
east side of Piers 30-32 would continue to be used to accommodate occasional large vessel 
berthing, including cruise ships. A mooring dolphin is also proposed in the southeast corner of 
Piers 30-32 to provide an extended berthing point for large deep water vessels on the east side 
of Piers 30-32. The dolphin would be located about 130 feet south of the trimmed southeast 
corner of the proposed Piers 30-32 deck (or approximately 60 feet south of the southeast corner 
of the existing Piers 30-32 deck). The dolphin would consist of an above-water concrete 
platform (approximately 36 square feet in surface area) with a single mooring post, and would 
be attached to the seabed with piles. The Project would include substantial repair and structural 
upgrades to the currently underutilized and deteriorating Piers 30-32. 



The proposed project will also include a number of public benefit improvements along the Bay 
shoreline. The potential improvements that could be implemented include removal of Pier 28, 
including removal of the shed and pier structure but retaining the bulkhead structure.  



The build-out for SWL 330 would include approximately 208,844 GSF of residential space, 
178,406 GSF of hotel space, 29,854 GSF of retail uses, 11,447 GSF of shared space and 
106,339 GSF of parking (259 parking spaces).1 The Project will also include new back-up 
generators and new emergency fire pumps, and potentially on-site alternative power sources. 



Marine uses associated with the Project or Variants may include fire boats, water taxis, and 
ferries. There are occasional existing cruise ship and other deep water vessel operations at 
Piers 30-32, which now serve as an occasional secondary backup location for cruise ship 
berthing on days when both Pier 27 (the Cruise Ship Terminal) and the Pier 35 north or south 
berths (the primary backup cruise ship berthing location) are occupied with cruise ships or 
otherwise are unavailable. Historically, in the last ten years, Piers 30-32 has been used as a 
backup berth for cruise ships an average of two days per year. When Piers 30-32 have been 
used as a backup berth for cruise ships, berthing has been during the day only, that is, there 
has been no overnight berthing at Piers 30-32. In addition to cruise ships, the east berth of Piers 
30-32 is currently used for occasional ceremonial and temporary berthing of ships and vessels 



                                                 
2 Preliminary Draft Project Description, Table 3-1. December 18, 2013. 
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in San Francisco for cultural, educational, and special events, such as Fleet Week. These 
occasional uses are expected to continue in the same manner when the Project is implemented. 



The proposed site design will be described in the Project Description chapter of the 
Environmental Impact Report (EIR), and will be the basis for this Air Quality analysis as it is 
provided by the Planning Department or ESA. The preliminary, proposed layout is shown in 
Figure 1 of this Air Quality Protocol, although the ferry dock stop shown in the figure would no 
longer be part of the proposed project, but would be part of the Ferry Dock Variant. 



Construction of the Project is anticipated to proceed in two phases, the arena and Piers 30-32 
phase and the SWL 330 phase. The air quality analysis will use the construction schedule and 
phases proposed by the Project Sponsor to estimate construction impacts. 
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Figure 1. Proposed Project Site 



 



 
Variant 2 only 
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1.1.2 Project Variants 



The EIR will analyze two variants at an equal level of detail as the proposed Project: the 
Distributed Parking Variant and the Ferry Stop Dock Variant. 



1. In the Distributed Parking Variant scenario, parking at Piers 30-32 would consist of a 
total of 350 parking spaces. Additional parking would be provided to serve the Project 
sites at one or more of the following locations: 



 Location 1: SWL 330 Addition of Basement Parking - One level of subsurface 
parking with a building area of 95,800 GSF would be added to the proposed SWL 
330 development. The additional level would raise the total to 302 spaces at SWL 
330. All other aspects of the SWL 330 and Piers 30-32 development would remain 
unchanged. 



 Location 2: Addition of Parking at 434 Main Street - Parking would be created at an 
off‐site lot located under the Bay Bridge at 434 Main Street, directly across Bryant 
Street from Seawall Lot 330. The 2.1-acre lot is currently owned by Caltrans and 
serves as the Bridge Maintenance Station. The Variant could include full or partial 
removal of non-essential structures on the lot and construction of a 186-space 
surface parking lot on half of the parcel. 



 Location 3: Addition of Parking at SWL 328 - Parking would be created at an off‐site 
lot on Seawall Lot 328. The 0.7-acre lot is located directly under the Bay Bridge and 
bound by the Embarcadero on the east and Spear Street on the southwest. This lot 
is currently owned by the Port of San Francisco and leased for use as parking. The 
surface lot could be striped for up to 85 parking spaces in the Distributed Parking 
Variant. 



From an air quality perspective, this variant is expected to deviate from the Project in 
terms of traffic distribution (based on different parking locations), different construction 
assumptions, and consumer products and architectural coating use for operation. As 
such, additional criteria air pollutant and risk analyses for both construction and 
operational emissions will be required. 



2. In the Ferry Stop Dock Variant, a ferry landing would be included on the northeast corner 
of Piers 30-32. As such, there will be some additional level of ferry service from Piers 30-
32 to the East Bay, the emissions and air quality impacts of which the EIR will analyze. 
All other aspects of the SWL 330 and Piers 30-32 development would remain 
unchanged. 



From an air quality perspective, this variant is expected to deviate from the Project in 
terms of additional marine emissions for operation and some additional construction 
activity. As such, additional criteria air pollutant and risk analyses for both construction 
and operational emissions will be required. 
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1.1.3 Project Alternatives 



Five Alternatives to the proposed Project location will be considered. Below we list a description 
of these alternatives and how we propose to evaluate each for the AQTA. 



Alternative A: No Project 



No construction would occur under the first alternative, and all aspects of the current 
operation at Oracle Arena in Oakland are retained. 



ENVIRON will not evaluate Alternative A. 



Alternative B: Code Compliant at Seawall Lot 330 



Under Alternative B, Seawall Lot 330 would be developed without the hotel and with 
increased residential units as compared to the Project, as shown below. Adjustments will 
also be made to retail uses, restaurant uses, and parking spaces at Seawall Lot 330. All 
other aspects of the proposed Project will remain unchanged. 



Land Use at SWL 330 Project Size (GSF) Alternative B Size (GSF)
Residential 208,844 370,300 
Hotel 178,406 None 
Retail 29,854 26,000 
Restaurant 7,464 6,000 
Parking 106,339 



(259 spaces) 
(325 spaces) 



 



From an air quality perspective, this Alternative is expected to deviate from the Project 
because the additional residential uses may generate different air quality effects than the 
hotel uses of the Project. As such, criteria air pollutant and risk analyses for operational 
emissions will be required for this alternative at the same level of specificity as the 
Project. The adjustments to retail uses, restaurant uses, and parking spaces will also 
require specific criteria air pollutant and risk analyses. 



Alternative C: Reduced Intensity at Seawall Lot 330 



Under Alternative C, Seawall Lot 330 would also be developed without the hotel and with 
more residential units than the Project. Adjustments will also be made to retail uses, 
restaurant uses, and parking spaces at Seawall Lot 330. Additionally, the number of 
parking spaces and the size of the parking and loading area at the Event Center will be 
reduced. All other aspects of the proposed Project will remain unchanged. 



Land Use at SWL 330 Project Size (GSF) Alternative C Size (GSF)
Residential 208,844 274,500 
Hotel 178,406 None 
Retail 29,854 40,700 
Restaurant 7,464 7,100 
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Parking 106,339 
(259 spaces) 



(322 spaces) 



 



From an air quality perspective, this Alternative is expected to have less significant 
impacts as compared to the Project due to its reduced intensity. Construction emissions 
and health impacts are expected to be reduced from the Project because there will be 
fewer square feet of developed space in Alternative C. Operational emissions and health 
impacts are also expected to be reduced from the Project because, while the retail uses, 
restaurant uses, and parking spaces at Seawall Lot 330 will change, the changes will be 
offset by the removal of the proposed hotel and residential uses. 



Evaluations of the Project and Project Variant 1 represent the highest-intensity scenarios 
considered, and emissions and health impacts from Alternative C would be below those 
of the Project and Project Variant 1. 



Alternative D: Off-site Location at Seawall Lot 337 



Under Alternative D, an arena of essentially the same size as the Project arena would be 
built on Seawall Lot 337 but would not include any adjacent retail, restaurant, office, 
residential, or hotel uses. No development would occur at SWL 330 in Alternative D. The 
air quality analysis would not require evaluating marine construction sources. There are 
existing residential land uses on all sides but the east of this Alternative site. These 
receptors would be affected during both construction and operation of the arena, 
however there would be no on-site receptors during arena operation as there are no 
residences proposed under this alternative. Under a cumulative scenario, it would be 
assumed that other mixed-use development, such as a portion of the SF Giants Mission 
Rock development, could occur adjacent to this alternative site. To be conservative, 
Alternative D impacts will be added to the cumulative CRRP-HRA model without 
adjusting for decreases in the Mission Rock development due to Alternative D. 



Alternative D will be analyzed at the same level of specificity as the Project. The 
construction contractors will advise on any differences from the Project in terms of 
construction equipment. Otherwise, construction emissions from Alternative D are 
assumed to be equivalent to those from Piers 30-32, less those emissions from marine 
construction. 



The operational criteria air pollutants and health risk assessment and modeling will be 
specific to the Alternative D location, including on-road sources. The same construction 
emissions inventory will be used for Alternatives D and E. 



Alternative E: Off-site Location at Former Potrero Power Plant Site 



Under Alternative E, an arena of essentially the same size as the Project arena would be 
built on the former Potrero Power Plant site, located on Illinois Street between 22nd and 
23rd Streets, but would not include any adjacent retail, restaurant, office, residential, or 
hotel uses. No development would occur at SWL 330 in Alternative E. There are existing 
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residential land uses to the west of this proposed Alternative site. These receptors would 
be affected during both construction and operation of the arena, however there would be 
no on-site receptors during arena operation as there are no residences proposed. 



Alternative E will be analyzed at an equal level as the Project. The construction 
contractors will advise on any differences from the Project in terms of construction 
equipment. Otherwise, construction emissions at Alternative E are assumed to be 
equivalent to those from Piers 30-32, less those emissions from marine construction. 



The operational criteria air pollutants and health risk assessment and modeling will be 
specific to the Alternative E location, including on-road sources. The same construction 
emissions inventory will be used for Alternatives D and E. 



ENVIRON will not evaluate Alternative A. For Alternatives B, C, D, and E, we assume that 
estimates of travel demand and trip distribution on the street network will be provided. For these 
Alternatives, we will prepare operational criteria pollutant inventories and separate operational 
risk assessments. For Alternatives B and C, we will not explicitly evaluate construction criteria 
air pollutants or health risks. However, for Alternatives D and E, we will prepare a revised 
construction CAP emissions inventory without the marine component. Additionally, for these two 
off-site Alternatives, ENVIRON will provide a risk assessment of construction impacts in these 
Alternative locations. 



Modeling will be performed for these Alternative locations in support of a health risk 
assessment, with the receptors selected from the SF CRRP grid as done for the proposed 
Project site. 



1.2 Objective 



The purpose of the air quality analysis is to assess potential criteria pollutant emissions, ozone 
precursor emissions, and health risks that would result from construction and operation of the 
proposed Project consistent with guidelines and methodologies from air quality agencies, 
specifically, the BAAQMD, the California Air Resources Board (ARB), the California Office of 
Environmental Health Hazard Assessment (OEHHA), and the US Environmental Protection 
Agency (USEPA). Consistent with guidelines and recommended methods from these agencies, 
the Health Risk Assessment (HRA) evaluates the estimated cancer risk from DPM and TOGs 
and PM2.5 (particulate matter less than 2.5 microns in aerodynamic diameter) concentrations 
associated with diesel exhaust that will be emitted by construction activities and operational 
emissions (e.g., diesel generators). The cumulative analysis estimates excess lifetime cancer 
risks and PM2.5 concentrations that are attributable to other mobile and stationary sources as 
calculated in the CRRP in addition to effects from the Project. 



Consistent with CEQA requirements, this Air Quality Analysis Protocol evaluates: 



1. Mass emissions of criteria air pollutants (CAP) from both construction and operational 
activities (including traffic generated from the proposed Project); 
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2. Project-level health risk assessment of cancer risk impacts and fine particulate matter 
(PM2.5) concentrations from construction and operational emissions on off-site populations 
(including on-site receptors for operational impacts); and 



3. Cumulative health risk assessment of cancer risk impacts and fine particulate matter 
concentrations (to both on-site and off-site receptors) resulting from the proposed Project 
operation in addition to risks from other sources of stationary, area, and mobile emissions as 
calculated  in the CRRP. 



1.3 Project Methodology 



It is ENVIRON’s understanding that there will be operational emissions associated with the 
Project from traffic-related sources, stationary sources such as standby emergency generators 
(the number, type and location to be determined with ESA and the Sponsor), and new marine 
sources, such as fireboats or ferries. We also understand that the City of San Francisco, in 
conjunction with the BAAQMD, has recently completed a City-wide HRA to evaluate cumulative 
cancer risks and PM2.5 concentrations from existing stationary, mobile, and other area sources 
as part of the development of a CRRP. For purposes of this proposal, the database developed 
for this effort is referred to as the CRRP-HRA. Consistent with the database, ENVIRON will 
evaluate cancer risks and PM2.5 concentrations. 



To meet these objectives, the HRA will be conducted consistent with the following guidance: 



 Air Toxics Hot Spots Program Risk Assessment Guidelines (California Environmental 
Protection Agency [Cal/EPA] 2003); 



 The San Francisco Community Risk Reduction Plan: Technical Support Documentation, 
V10 (BAAQMD 2012b); 



 May 2011 BAAQMD CEQA Guidelines (BAAQMD 2011); 



 BAAQMD Recommended Methods for Screening and Modeling Local Risks and 
Hazards (BAAQMD 2012a); and 



 California Air Pollution Control Officer’s Association (CAPCOA) Health Risk Assessment 
for Proposed Land Use Projects (CAPCOA 2009). 



ENVIRON will evaluate cancer risk impacts and fine particulate matter concentrations by 
implementing the methodology for the scenarios below, based on the results of the CAP 
inventories. ENVIRON will use the same methodology for the Project, Project variants, and 
Alternatives, which are discussed in Sections 1.1.2 and 1.1.3. The “Project Methodology” 
discussed throughout this document applies to all variants and alternatives. 



1.3.1 Project-level Impacts at Build-Out  



ENVIRON will evaluate the cancer risk impacts and fine particulate matter (PM2.5) 
concentrations for each of the following four sources of emissions in the Project build-out year, 
which will be specified by the Project Sponsor. For the construction years, ENVIRON assumes 
unmitigated emissions based on the construction fleet statewide average for that year. For 
example, in 2015, the fleet-average emission factor for 2015 will be used, and in 2016 the fleet-
average emission factor for 2016 will be used. ENVIRON will work with ESA and the CEQA 
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transportation analysts to determine appropriate assumptions for trip lengths and origin of 
vehicles. Estimation of trip lengths may rely on state survey data and season ticket holder 
addresses. 



The four sources of emissions considered are: 



1. Project construction (both without implementation of measures to reduce Project impacts 
and with mitigation measures in place as per Section 5 of this protocol) 



a. Piers 30-32 and SWL 330 construction will be evaluated separately and then 
summed for final analysis; 



2. Project stationary source emissions in the first Project operation year; 



3. Project marine source emissions in the first Project operation year; and 
4. Project traffic emissions in the first Project operation year. 



The same analysis will be conducted for the Variants and Alternatives that require more refined 
emission inventories or site-specific modeling, as discussed in Sections 1.1.2 and 1.1.3. In all 
cases, the same methodology as used for the Project will be applied to the Variants and 
Alternatives. 



1.3.2 Cumulative Impacts at Project Horizon Year (2040) 



As part of the cumulative health risk assessment, ENVIRON will evaluate the cancer risk 
impacts and PM2.5 concentrations for each of the following six sources of emissions in the 
Project Horizon Year (2040): 



1. Project construction (without implementation of measures to reduce Project impacts) 



2. Project stationary source emissions in 2040; 



3. Project marine source emissions in 2040; 



4. Project traffic emissions in 2040; 



5. Non-Project cumulative traffic emissions in 2040; and 



6. Non-Project stationary source emissions in 2040. 



Project stationary source emissions in the Project Horizon Year (2040) are assumed to be 
identical to the emissions at Project build-out. Emissions from marine sources will be refined 
assuming project-specific model years and the corresponding emission factors from Emissions 
Estimation Methodology for Commercial Harbor Craft Operating in California (ARB 2012). Thus, 
ENVIRON will perform one round of modeling for the Project stationary and marine sources and 
present the risks for each set of emissions separately. 



Project traffic in 2040 will be based on Project-specific traffic data provided by the traffic 
consultants to account for the Project’s contribution to cumulative traffic in 2040. The 
corresponding PM2.5 concentrations and cancer risk will be calculated based on 2040 emissions 
and CRRP-HRA exposure assumptions. ENVIRON will also determine impacts due to non-
Project cumulative traffic in 2040. ENVIRON will do so by incorporating PM2.5 concentrations 
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and cancer risk results due to cumulative traffic from the SFCHAMP model for 2040 from the 
San Francisco County Transportation Authority (SFCTA) and subtracting out Project traffic 
impacts in 2040 for these same segments. The approach allows for the determination of the 
Project’s contribution to cumulative air quality impacts. 



Impacts due to nearby non-Project stationary sources will be retrieved from the latest CRRP-
HRA database and presented with the above source categories in order to evaluate the 
cumulative excess lifetime cancer risk and PM2.5 concentrations at the receptors. 



ENVIRON will add a cancer risk field and a PM2.5 concentration field to the CRRP-HRA 
database (Year 2040) for emissions related to Project construction and Project non-traffic 
operational sources. For construction emissions, the fields will be added for all offsite receptors 
within 1,000 feet of the Project. For non-traffic operational emissions, the fields will be added for 
all onsite and offsite receptors within 1,000 feet of the Project. The evaluation of cumulative 
traffic impacts from all sources in the 1,000-foot zone of influence is already incorporated in the 
existing CRRP database. 



ENVIRON will conduct the same analysis for the Variants and Alternatives that require more 
refined emission inventories or site-specific modeling. 



1.4 Deliverables and Schedule 



Based on our understanding, there are two pieces of traffic data on which we base our analysis: 
1) trip generation for use in operational CAP emissions estimates and 2) trip distribution on the 
street network for use in the operational HRA. We understand that trip distribution will become 
available either after comments from the City have been received on Traffic Impact Study Draft 
#1 or after Traffic Impact Study Draft #2 is prepared. As such, ENVIRON will prepare the 
operational CAP and HRA analyses separately. ENVIRON will analyze the alternatives 
separately for inclusion in their own chapter, as well. 



Prior to finalizing analyses for each ADEIR submittal, ENVIRON will prepare a list of 
assumptions for both construction and operation and present them to EP and other 
stakeholders (e.g., Project Sponsor, Port) for approval and verification. ENVIRON will develop 
the AQTA concurrently with the ADEIR sections defined below. 



Analyses will be completed on the following schedule: 



 ADEIR submittal #1B: Analysis of Project and variants operational CAP emissions and 
construction HRA. Assuming ENVIRON receives all necessary information to conduct 
this analysis in a timely fashion, a work session to preview these impacts is scheduled 
for March 5, 2014, and ENVIRON will submit results to ESA by March 14, 2014 for 
incorporation into ADEIR #1B, which is scheduled to be submitted to the Planning 
Department on March 24, 2014. 



 ADEIR submittal #1C: When trip distribution data are provided to ENVIRON, they will be 
analyzed for inclusion in ADEIR submittal #1C. This will include the operational HRA. 
Assuming ENVIRON receives all necessary information to conduct this analysis in a 
timely fashion, a work session to preview these impacts is scheduled for May 28, 2014, 
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and ENVIRON will submit results to ESA by May 30, 2014 for incorporation into ADEIR 
#1C, which is scheduled to be submitted to the Planning Department on June 2, 2014. 



 ADEIR submittal #1D: Air quality analyses for the Alternatives. Assuming ENVIRON 
receives all necessary information to conduct this analysis in a timely fashion, a work 
session to preview these impacts is scheduled for June 4 and 11, 2014, and ENVIRON 
will submit results to ESA by June 13, 2014 for incorporation into ADEIR #1D, which is 
scheduled to be submitted to the Planning Department on June 18, 2014. 



 Screencheck ADEIR: Air quality technical appendix, scheduled for submittal on July 31, 
2014. 



ENVIRON will present draft results for review by EP, in person at a work session or via 
teleconference, prior to presentation of the final results in a technical appendix to the EIR. The 
goal of this preliminary review would be to assess results and determine if model refinements 
are necessary. Furthermore, if required, the review will help identify feasible measures to 
reduce Project impacts and the methodology for evaluating the effectiveness of those 
measures. 



For the Project and each variant and Alternative, as discussed in Sections 1.1.2 and 1.1.3, 
ENVIRON will also provide a modified CRRP database with the Project, variant, or alternative 
impacts added. 



1.5 Document Organization 



This document is divided into six sections as follows: 



Section 1.0 – Introduction: describes the purpose and scope of the air quality analysis, the 
objectives and methodology used, and outlines the document organization. 



Section 2.0 – Emissions Estimates: describes the methods used to estimate CAP emissions 
and the ambient air concentrations of toxic air contaminants (TACs) emitted from the Project 
and other sources included in the cumulative analysis. 



Section 3.0 – Estimated Air Concentrations: discusses the air dispersion modeling, the selection 
of the dispersion models, the data to be used in the dispersion models (e.g., terrain, 
meteorology, source characterization), and the identification of receptor locations evaluated in 
the HRA. 



Section 4.0 – Risk Characterization Methods: provides an overview of the methodology for 
conducting the HRA. 



Section 5.0 – Measures to reduce Project impacts: If required by EP, ENVIRON, in coordination 
with EP and the Project Sponsor, will identify feasible mitigation measures. These measures will 
be evaluated and incorporated into the results as well as the CRRP-HRA + Project databases. 



Section 6.0 – References: includes a listing of all references cited in this document. 
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2 Emissions Estimates 
The methods used to estimate the ambient air concentrations of CAPs and TACs emitted from 
the Project and other sources in the zone of influence is described here. Because estimation 
techniques are different for construction and operation, they are discussed separately below. 



2.1 Calculation Methodologies for Construction Emission Sources 



Construction emission calculation methodologies cover off-road equipment, which is primarily 
diesel-fueled, on-road vehicles, and in-water construction sources. Calculation methodologies 
for each type of emissions are explained separately. 



2.1.1 Off-road Diesel Equipment 



Project-specific construction equipment inventories that include details on the type, quantity, 
construction schedule, and hours of operation anticipated for each piece of equipment for each 
construction phase will be used as provided by the Sponsor. For the diesel-fueled equipment, 
ENVIRON will use methodologies consistent with California Emissions Estimator Model 
(CalEEMod®) to estimate emissions.3 Where Project-specific equipment information is not 
available, CalEEMod® default values will be used. Load factors for each piece of equipment will 
be based on the default load factor in ARB’s 2011 Off-Road Equipment Model 
(OFFROAD2011). The methodology used to calculate emissions from off-road equipment is 
presented in Table 2: Emissions Calculations Methodology on page T-4. 



2.1.2 On-road Haul Trucks and Delivery Trucks and Vans 



On-road truck emissions will be calculated using the total number of trucks provided by the 
Sponsor as part of the EIR project description and emission factors from ARB’s EMission 
FACtor model (EMFAC2011) model. For haul trucks, a 20-mile one-way trip length was used, 
based on CalEEMod® default truck trip lengths, and for vendor trucks a 7.3-mile trip length was 
used, based on the regional default vendor trip length from CalEEMod®. The emission factors 
for running emissions for criteria pollutants will be generated with the current version of the 
EMFAC2011, released on September 30, 2011, and updated in January 2013. This version 
reflects the emissions benefits of recent ARB rulemakings including on-road diesel fleet rules, 
Pavley Clean Car Standards, and the Low Carbon Fuel Standard (LCFS). The model also 
includes updated information on California’s car and truck fleets and travel activity. 



Emissions reported by the model will be converted to units of grams of pollutant emitted per 
vehicle mile traveled (VMT) or trip using the daily VMT or trips. The methodology used to 
calculate emissions is presented in Table 2: Emissions Calculations Methodology on page T-4. 



2.1.3 Construction Worker Commuting Vehicles 



Due to the limited scope and duration of the Project, the estimated number of the incremental 
worker trips is small. The number of trips by workers will be estimated based on data received 
from ESA in coordination with the Sponsor with regard to Construction Phasing. Based on 
current Project understanding, if Project-generated trips were to be compared to traffic along 
surrounding roadways (as evaluated in the cumulative analysis discussed later), the 



                                                 
3 



http://caleemod.com/ 
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corresponding health impacts would be de minimis. Therefore, worker trips will not be evaluated 
in this analysis. However, if worker trucks have the potential to exceed 5% of total PM10 
emissions, ENVIRON will consult with EP to determine whether or how to account for these 
trips. 



2.1.4 In-Water Construction Sources 



Due to the marine construction requirements of the Project, including the retrofit of Piers 30-32, 
dredging, pile driving, and other activities, the in-water construction emissions inventory will rely 
on Project-specific information prepared by ESA in coordination with the Sponsor and its design 
team. Emissions from marine vessels deployed for in-water construction, such as barges and 
tug boats, will be calculated according to the Emissions Estimation Methodology for Commercial 
Harbor Craft Operating in California (ARB 2012). The detailed analysis will rely on data 
collected from the GSW and appropriate default values or assumptions, including engine 
horsepower, engine model year, and hours of operation. Additional emissions from off-road 
equipment used for in-water construction, such as pile-driving cranes and hammers, will be 
determined based on methodologies consistent with CalEEMod and OFFROAD2011, as 
mentioned in Section 2.1.1. 



2.1.5 Architectural Coating Emissions 



ENVIRON will use CalEEMod® to estimate TOG emissions from architectural coating. 
ENVIRON will assume compliance with BAAQMD regulations restricting the VOC content of 
commercial paints. 



2.1.6 Summary of Project Construction Criteria Pollutant Emissions 



CAPs from Project construction phases will be added and then normalized over the number of 
work days in the construction period. All diesel particulate matter (DPM) emissions will be 
conservatively assumed to be equal to PM10 or PM2.5 emissions from diesel equipment.  



2.2 Calculation Methodologies for Operational Emission Sources 



Operational emission calculation methodologies are divided into stationary, area, mobile, and 
marine sources. For each category, emissions will be estimated based on data from the Project 
Sponsor. 



2.2.1 Stationary Sources 



The proposed Project will include new diesel back-up generators and emergency fire pumps, 
the number, type, and location of which are to be provided by ESA and the Sponsor. Emissions 
will be calculated according to information provided by the Project Sponsor using the methods in 
Table 2: Emissions Calculations Methodology on page T-4. If project-specific information is 
unavailable, emissions will be estimated assuming Tier 2 ARB and USEPA off-road diesel 
engine standards (ARB 2013). It should be noted that these stationary sources will be permitted 
with the BAAQMD and all sources are expected to comply with applicable Best Available 
Control Technology (BACT) and Best Available Control Technology for Toxics (TBACT) 
requirements. 











 Air Quality Analysis Protocol 
 Event Center and Mixed-Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330 



Emissions Estimates 15 ENVIRON 



2.2.2 Area Sources 



The proposed Project includes area sources such as natural gas combustion in stoves and 
consumer products use. These emissions will be estimated using CalEEMod, based on the type 
and size of land uses associated with the Project, as well as the estimated number of residents. 



2.2.3 Mobile Sources 



The proposed Project would generate vehicle trips, which will be provided by EIR transportation 
analysts in coordination with ESA. Project traffic will be evaluated using EMFAC2011 for the 
vehicle fleet mix in San Francisco County. Additionally, Project-specific types of traffic such as 
delivery trucks will be evaluated using vehicle-type specific emission factors from EMFAC2011, 
based on Project-specific traffic data as provided by ESA in coordination with the Sponsor. 



Diesel particulate matter and speciated TOG from gasoline engines will be evaluated for cancer 
risk from mobile sources. 



2.2.4 Marine Sources 



The proposed Project would generate emissions from new marine uses such as water taxis, 
ferries, and potentially revised fire boat operations, which will be included in this inventory. 
Similar to marine vessels deployed for in-water construction, operational emissions from marine 
uses will be estimated according to ARB’s methodology for commercial harbor craft (ARB 
2012). The analysis will rely on project-specific information on water taxis, ferries, and fire boat 
operations to be provided by ESA in coordination with the Port of San Francisco, as well as 
default values and assumptions, including engine horsepower, engine model year and hours of 
operation. 



There are currently two fire boats in use, with a third fire boat being considered for purchase. If 
a third fire boat is purchased, its addition is not part of the Project, because its purchase is not 
dependent on the relocation of the fire house or approval of the Project. However, risks from fire 
boats will be modeled at the Project site, because they will move from Pier 22 ½. Emissions 
from cruise ships (which are an existing source at Piers 30-32), will not be included as they are 
captured in the baseline condition. 



2.2.5 Summary of Project Operational Criteria Pollutant Emissions 



CAPs from operations will be estimated and presented to EP before inclusion in the EIR, as 
discussed in Section 1.3. All DPM emissions will be conservatively assumed to be equal to PM10 
or PM2.5 emissions from diesel equipment. 
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3 Estimated Air Concentrations 
Consistent with the CRRP-HRA, the air toxics analysis will evaluate health risks and PM2.5 
concentrations resulting from the Project upon the surrounding community. For the Project, this 
would include emissions during construction activities, as well as operational emissions in the 
Project build-out year and 2040 (Project horizon year). The methodologies used to evaluate 
emissions for the Project and cumulative HRA are based on the most recent BAAQMD CEQA 
Guidelines (BAAQMD 2011). 



3.1 Chemical Selection 
The cancer risk analysis in the HRA is based on DPM concentrations and total organic gases 
(TOGs) from diesel equipment and on-road gasoline vehicles. Diesel exhaust, a complex 
mixture that includes hundreds of individual constituents (Cal/EPA 1998), is identified by the 
State of California as a known carcinogen (Cal/EPA 2011). Under California regulatory 
guidelines, DPM is used as a surrogate measure of carcinogen exposure for the mixture of 
chemicals that make up diesel exhaust as a whole (Cal/EPA 2011). Cal/EPA and other 
proponents of using the surrogate approach to quantifying cancer risks associated with the 
diesel mixture indicate that this method is preferable to a component-based approach. A 
component-based approach involves estimating risks for each of the individual components of a 
mixture. Critics of the component-based approach believe it will underestimate the risks 
associated with diesel as a whole because the identity of all chemicals in the mixture may not 
be known or exposure and health effects information for all chemicals identified within the 
mixture may not be available. Furthermore, Cal/EPA has concluded that “potential cancer risk 
from inhalation exposure to whole diesel exhaust will exceed the multi-pathway cancer risk from 
the speciated components (Cal/EPA 2003).” The analysis of DPM for this Project will be based 
on the surrogate approach, as recommended by Cal/EPA. 



3.2 Project Sources and Background Traffic 



Near-field air dispersion modeling of DPM and PM2.5 from Project construction and operational 
sources will be conducted using the United States Environmental Protection Agency’s 
(USEPA’s) AERMOD model.4 For each receptor location, the model generates average air 
concentrations (or air dispersion factors as unit emissions will be modeled) that result from 
emissions from multiple sources. 



Air dispersion models such as AERMOD require a variety of inputs such as source parameters, 
meteorological parameters, topography information, and receptor parameters. When site-
specific information is unknown, ENVIRON will use default parameter sets that are designed to 
produce conservative (i.e., overestimated) air concentrations. 



3.2.1 Meteorological Data 



Air dispersion modeling applications require the use of meteorological data that ideally are 
spatially and temporally representative of conditions in the immediate vicinity of the site under 



                                                 
4 On November 9, 2005, the USEPA promulgated final revisions to the federal Guideline on Air Quality Models, in which it 



recommended that AERMOD be used for dispersion modeling evaluations of criteria air pollutant and toxic air pollutant emissions 
from typical industrial facilities. 
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consideration. For this HRA, BAAQMD’s Mission Bay meteorological data for the year 2008 will 
be used, which aligns with the San Francisco CRRP-HRA Methodology (BAAQMD 2012b). 



3.2.2 Terrain Considerations 



Elevation and land use data will be imported from the National Elevation Dataset (NED) 
maintained by the United States Geological Survey (USGS). An important consideration in an 
air dispersion modeling analysis is the selection of whether or not to model an urban area. Due 
to the urban nature of San Francisco, the site will be modeled with the urban population of 
805,235, corresponding to the 2010 US Census. 



3.2.3 Emission Rates 



Emitting activities will be modeled to reflect the actual hours of construction or operation. 
Emissions will be modeled using the /Q (“chi over q”) method, such that each phase has unit 
emission rates (i.e., 1 gram per second [g/s]), and the model estimates dispersion factors (with 
units of [µg/m3]/[g/s]). 



For annual average ambient air concentrations, the estimated annual average dispersion factors 
are multiplied by the annual average emission rates. The emission rates will vary day to day, 
with some days having no emissions. For simplicity, the model will assume a constant emission 
rate during the entire year. 



In the construction model, modeled meteorological hours of the day are restricted to 7:00 am to 
6:00 pm, the likely hours for emissions to occur. This way, only representative meteorological 
data will be considered in determining the dispersion factors. To reflect the probable daily 
construction schedule, the emissions rates in grams per second will be calculated based on the 
modeled activity. Thus, the model will provide an annual average concentration that can be 
incorporated directly into the health risk calculations assuming 24 hours of daily exposure, as 
discussed below in Section 3.2.6. 



3.2.4 Source Parameters 



Source location and parameters are necessary to model the dispersion of air emissions. The 
duration of Piers 30-32 construction is anticipated to be up to 30 months, and the duration of 
construction on SWL 330 is anticipated to be 22 months, concurrent with construction at Piers 
30-32. At any given time there will be multiple emissions sources associated with construction 
equipment within the construction zone. 



The construction area will be modeled as an Area source encompassing the entire Project site, 
following CRRP-HRA Methodology. A release height of 5 meters will be used, with an initial 
vertical dimension of 1.4 meters. Emissions will be distributed uniformly throughout the area 
source representing construction of that phase. In-water construction sources will be modeled 
as an area source surrounding Piers 30-32 to an extent of 250 feet. 



In addition, off-site trucks (trucks going to and from construction zones5) will be modeled as 
volume sources, but the initial lateral dimension will be calculated by dividing the width of the 



                                                 
5  ENVIRON will assume a 20 mile one-way trip length for Construction Hauling, based on CalEEModTM default values, if Project-



specific data is not available. 
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roadway by 2.15, consistent with USEPA guidance (1995) for modeling adjacent volume 
sources as a line source. Details of the construction source parameters to be used for this HRA 
are presented in Table 3: Modeling Parameters on page T-6. 



Following CRRP-HRA Methodology, on-road emissions during Project operation will be 
modeled in AERMOD as adjacent volume sources, with the number of sources dependent on 
the length and width of the roadway segment. ENVIRON will include traffic segments that are 
included in the Project traffic study. For AERMOD modeling, the release height of each volume 
source will be set to 2.5 meters, the initial lateral dimension will be variable (dependent on 
roadway width), and the initial vertical dimension will be set at 2.3 meters, following CRRP-HRA 
Methodology. 



Maneuvering and idling emissions associated with marine vessels will be distributed uniformly 
and modeled as an area source surrounding Piers 30-32. Consistent with CRRP-HRA 
Methodology, a release height of 6 meters and a corresponding initial vertical dimension of 1.4 
meters will be used. Transit emissions emitted far from berth will not be modeled. Twenty 
percent of total harbor craft emissions will be modeled at berth, following CRRP-HRA 
Methodology. 



For operation, the location of the diesel backup generators is to be determined by the Sponsor. 
Refined modeling of the operational emissions will be performed for the new emergency 
generators and fire pumps (the number, type, and locations of which are to be determined with 
ESA and the Sponsor). Each generator or fire pump will be modeled as a point source, with a 
release height of 3.66 meters, a stack exit temperature of 739.8 Kelvin, a stack exit velocity of 
45.3 meters per second, and a stack diameter of 0.183 meters, consistent with the CRRP-HRA 
Methodology. If actual stack parameters are available for the proposed generators, the actual 
parameters will be used preferentially over the CRRP-HRA parameters. Building downwash (the 
wake effects caused by air flow around buildings) caused by the Project buildings, as well as 
neighboring buildings, will be accounted for in the operational modeling. 



3.2.5 Receptors 



In order to evaluate health impacts to onsite receptors, during operations and at project build-
out, and offsite receptors, receptors will be placed at locations collocated with the receptors 
used in the CRRP-HRA and within 1,000 feet of the Project site. Receptors will be modeled at a 
height of 1.8 meters above terrain height, a default breathing height for ground-floor receptors, 
consistent with the CRRP-HRA analysis. As discussed previously, maximum average annual 
dispersion factors will be estimated for each receptor location. The types of receptors in the 
area are discussed in more detail in Section 4.1. 



3.2.6 Modeling Adjustment Factors 



Cal/EPA (2003) recommends applying an adjustment factor to the annual average 
concentration modeled assuming continuous emissions (i.e., 24 hours per day, 7 days per 
week), when the actual emissions are less than 24 hours per day and exposures are concurrent 
with construction and operation activities occurring at the Project. The modeling adjustment 
factors are discussed below. 
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Off-site residents are assumed to be exposed to construction and operation emissions 24 hours 
per day, seven days per week. This assumption is consistent with the modeled annual average 
air concentration (24 hours per day, 7 days per week). Thus, the annual average concentration 
need not be adjusted. 



Exposure to construction activities is conservatively assumed to occur for 24 hours per day, 
seven days per week. However, actual construction operations may occur for fewer than 24 
hours per day and fewer than 7 days per week. This approach simplifies the model set up, yet 
does not underestimate exposure since ENVIRON is evaluating chronic health risk impacts, and 
follows CRRP-HRA Methodology. 
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4 Risk Characterization Methods 
The following sections discuss in detail the various components required to conduct the HRA. 



4.1 Sources Evaluated 



As discussed in Section 1.2, ENVIRON will evaluate cancer risks and PM2.5 concentrations for 
the following scenarios and years. 



1. Project construction; 



2. Project stationary sources in the Project build-out year and 2040 (Project Horizon Year); 



3. Project marine sources in the Project build-out year and 2040; 



4. Project traffic in the Project build-out year and 2040; and 



5. Non-Project cumulative traffic in 2040 for all road segments within 1,000 feet of Project. 



The EIR transportation analysts in coordination with ESA will provide Project traffic counts for 
evaluation of Item 4 above. The 2040 Cumulative analysis will be based on the San Francisco 
County Transportation Authority’s (SFCTA) SF CHAMP model runs, which already include 
Project traffic. Therefore, the project’s contribution to traffic-related air quality impacts in 2040 is 
readily available by comparison of cumulative 2040 traffic with project-generated traffic in 2040 
and identifying the project’s percent contribution. 



4.2 Exposure Assessment 



4.2.1 Potentially Exposed Populations 



The HRA will conservatively evaluate the following receptor populations: 



 Off-site Child Residents for construction scenario.6  



 On-site and off-site 70-year lifetime cancer risks to residents from operation of the 
proposed Project. 



As the residential exposure assumptions are more conservative than those for other sensitive 
receptor types, a conservative approach of considering all receptors as residential receptors will 
be used in this HRA. We will model all receptors using the existing CRRP-HRA grid, which has 
20-m spacing. 



4.2.2 Exposure Assumptions 



The exposure parameters used to estimate excess lifetime cancer risks for all potentially 
exposed populations for the construction and operation scenarios are based on risk assessment 
guidelines from Cal/EPA (2003) and BAAQMD (2010), unless otherwise noted, and are 
presented in the attached Table 4: Exposure Parameters – Construction and Table 5: Exposure 
Parameters – Operation on pages T-8 and T-9, respectively. 



                                                 
6 As Child Resident exposure assumptions are more conservative than those for Adult Residents, a conservative approach of 



considering all off-site receptors as Child Residents during Construction scenario will be used in this HRA. 
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4.2.3 Calculation of Intake 



The dose estimated for each exposure pathway is a function of the concentration of a chemical 
and the intake of that chemical. The intake factor for inhalation, IFinh, can be calculated as 
follows: 



IFinh = DBR * ET * EF * ED * CF 
       AT 



Where: 



IFinh = Intake Factor for Inhalation (m3/kg-day) 



DBR = Daily Breathing Rate (L/kg-day) 



ET = Exposure Time (hours/24 hours) 



EF = Exposure Frequency (days/year) 



ED = Exposure Duration (years) 



AT = Averaging Time (days) 



CF  =  Conversion Factor, 0.001 (m3/L) 



The chemical intake or dose is estimated by multiplying the inhalation intake factor, IFinh, by the 
chemical concentration in air, Ci. When coupled with the chemical concentration, this calculation 
is mathematically equivalent to the dose algorithm given in OEHHA Hot Spots guidance 
(Cal/EPA 2003). 



4.3 Toxicity Assessment 



The toxicity assessment characterizes the relationship between the magnitude of exposure and 
the nature and magnitude of adverse health effects that may result from such exposure.  



Following CRRP-HRA Methodology for cancer risk calculations, ENVIRON will include toxicity for 
DPM for all source categories, and additionally include organic gases from on-road gasoline-
powered vehicles, marine sources, and other pollutants from permitted stationary sources (e.g., 
DPM from emergency generators).  



Toxicity values are summarized in Table 6: Carcinogenic Toxicity Values on page T-10. 



4.4 Calculated Age-Specific Sensitivity Factors 



The estimated excess lifetime cancer risks for a resident child will be adjusted using the age 
sensitivity factors (ASFs) recommended in the Cal/EPA OEHHA Technical Support Document 
(TSD) (2009) and the cancer risk adjustment factors (CRAFs) recommended by BAAQMD 
(2010). This approach accounts for an “anticipated special sensitivity to carcinogens” of infants 
and children. Cancer risk estimates are weighted by a factor of 10 for exposures that occur from 
the third trimester of pregnancy to two years of age and by a factor of three for exposures that 
occur from two years through 15 years of age. No weighting factor (i.e., an ASF of one, which is 
equivalent to no adjustment) is applied to ages 16 to 70 years. Table 7: Age Sensitivity Factors 
(ASFs) - Construction on page T-11 shows the ASFs used for child residents for a construction 
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period lasting approximately 30 months. Table 8: Age Sensitivity Factors (ASFs) - Operation on 
page T-12 shows the ASF used for 70-year lifetime residents in the operation scenario. 



4.5 Estimation of Cancer Risks 



Excess lifetime cancer risks are estimated as the upper-bound incremental probability that an 
individual will develop cancer over a lifetime as a direct result of exposure to potential 
carcinogens. The estimated risk is expressed as a unitless probability. The cancer risk attributed 
to a chemical is calculated by multiplying the chemical intake or dose at the human exchange 
boundaries (e.g., lungs) by the chemical-specific CPF. 



The equation used to calculate the potential excess lifetime cancer risk for the inhalation 
pathway is as follows: 



Riskinh =Ci x CF x IFinh x CPF x ASF 



Where: 



Riskinh = Cancer Risk; the incremental probability of an individual 
developing cancer as a result of inhalation exposure to a particular 
potential carcinogen (unitless) 



Ci = Annual Average Air Concentration for Chemicali (µg/m3) 



CF = Conversion Factor (mg/µg) 



IFinh = Intake Factor for Inhalation (m3/kg-day) 



CPFI = Cancer Potency Factor for Chemicali  
(mg chemical/kg body weight-day)-1 



ASF = Age Sensitivity Factor (unitless) 











 Air Quality Analysis Protocol 
 Event Center and Mixed-Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330 



Measures to Reduce Project Impacts 23 ENVIRON 



5 Measures to Reduce Project Impacts 
Based on the analysis above and in consultation with EP and ESA, ENVIRON will coordinate 
with EP and the Project sponsor to identify and develop feasible measures that would reduce 
Project impacts. These measures will either be presented as mitigation measures for significant 
impacts, improvement measures for less-than-significant impacts, or if approved by the Project 
Sponsor, be incorporated into the proposed Project. ENVIRON will work with EP and ESA to 
determine appropriate methodologies for assessing the benefits of such measures, which may 
include either qualitative or quantitative analysis. Any such identified measures and 
methodology for analyzing the effectiveness of those measures will be presented and described 
in the project EIR and may require updates to the final CRRP-HRA + Project database. 
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Table 1: Level of Analysis 
Event Center and Mixed-Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330 



San Francisco, California 



  Project 
Variant 1 



Distributed Parking 
Variant 2 



Ferry Dock 
Alternative A 



No Project 



Alternative B 
Code Compliant at 



SWL330 



Alternative C 
Reduced Intensity 



Alternative D 
Arena Only at SWL337 



Alternative E 
Arena Only at Potrero 



Power Plant Site 



Construction 



Emission Categories 



Off-Road Source 
Emissions 



Based on construction 
contractor information 



Evaluate incremental 
increase for 



excavation due to 
additional parking 



See Project 



N/A 



See Project See Project 



See Project Piers 30-32 
uses only; construction 
contractor to confirm 



differences in construction 
equipment 



Same as Alternative D 



On-Road Haul and 
Vendor Sources 
Emissions 



Based on construction 
contractor offhaul & 



material delivery 
estimates 



See Project See Project See Project See Project 
Construction contractor to 



confirm differences in 
offhaul & material delivery 



Same as Alternative D 



On-Road Worker Trip 
Emissions 



Will be evaluated to 
determine if de minimis 



See Project See Project See Project See Project 
Assume the same as 



Project Piers 30-32 uses 
only 



Assume the same as 
Project Piers 30-32 



uses only 



Marine Emissions 
Based on construction 
contractor information 



Same as Project Same as Project Same as Project Same as Project N/A N/A 



Analyses 



Criteria Air Pollutant 
Emissions 



Sum of four source 
categories described 



above 



Project plus 
incremental increase 
for extra excavation 



See Project 



N/A 



See Project See Project 



Non-marine emissions 
from Project Piers 30-32 



uses only; no marine 
emissions  



Same as Alternative D 



Modeling and Project 
Build-Out Year Health 
Risk Assessment 



HRA of four source 
categories described 



above 



Project plus 
incremental increase 
for extra excavation 



See Project See Project See Project Site-Specific Modeling Site-Specific Modeling 
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  Project 
Variant 1 



Distributed Parking 
Variant 2 



Ferry Dock 
Alternative A 



No Project 



Alternative B 
Code Compliant at 



SWL330 



Alternative C 
Reduced Intensity 



Alternative D 
Arena Only at SWL337 



Alternative E 
Arena Only at Potrero 



Power Plant Site 



Operational 



Emission Categories 



Stationary Sources 
Emissions 



Based on Project 
Sponsor data 



Same as Project Same as Project 



N/A 



Same as Project Same as Project 
Assume the same as 



Project Piers 30-32 only 
Assume the same as 



Project Piers 30-32 only



Area Source Emissions 
CalEEMod analysis 
based on land use 



characteristics 



CalEEMod analysis 
based on land use 



characteristics 
Same as Project 



CalEEMod analysis 
based on land use 



characteristics 



CalEEMod analysis based 
on land use characteristics 



CalEEMod analysis based 
on land use characteristics 



CalEEMod analysis 
based on land use 



characteristics 



Traffic Emissions 
Based on trip 



generation from traffic 
consultants 



Based on trip 
generation from traffic 



consultants 
Same as Project 



Based on trip generation 
from traffic consultants 



Based on trip generation 
from traffic consultants 



Based on trip generation 
from traffic consultants 



Based on trip 
generation from traffic 



consultants 



Marine Emissions 
Includes fire boats and 



water taxis 
Same as Project 



Worst case because of 
ferry uses; includes fire 
boats and water taxis 



Same as Project Same as Project N/A N/A 



Analyses 



Criteria Air Pollutant 
Emissions 



Separate emission 
inventory based on 
detailed land use 



characteristics 



Separate emission 
inventory based on 
detailed land use 



characteristics 



Separate emission 
inventory based on 
detailed land use 



characteristics 



N/A 



Separate emission 
inventory based on 
detailed land use 



characteristics 



Separate emission 
inventory based on 
detailed land use 



characteristics 



Separate emission 
inventory based on 
detailed land use 



characteristics 



Separate emission 
inventory based on 
detailed land use 



characteristics 



Modeling and Project 
Build-Out Year Health 
Risk Assessment 



Modeling at Piers 30-32 
and SWL330 using 



turning volumes from 
traffic consultants 



Additional modeling 
for distributed parking 
using turning volumes 
from traffic consultants 



Additional modeling for 
ferries 



Modeling same as 
Project; different 



emissions 



Modeling same as Project; 
different emissions 



Site-Specific Modeling Site-Specific Modeling 
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  Project 
Variant 1 



Distributed Parking 
Variant 2 



Ferry Dock 
Alternative A 
No Project 



Alternative B 
Code Compliant at 



SWL330 



Alternative C 
Reduced Intensity 



Alternative D 
Arena Only at SWL337 



Alternative E 
Arena Only at Potrero 



Power Plant Site 



Cumulative Health Risk Assessment 



Source Categories 



Project Construction 
Same as Project 
discussed above 



Same as Variant 1 
discussed above 



See Project 



N/A 



See Project See Project 
Same as Alternative D 
construction impacts 



Same as Alternative E 
construction impacts 



Project Stationary 
Sources 2040 



Assume same as 
Project build-out year 



impacts 
Same as Project Same as Project Same as Project Same as Project 



Assume same as 
Alternative D build-out 



year impacts 



Assume same as 
Alternative E build-out 



year impacts 



Project Operational 
Marine 2040 



Project impacts 
adjusted for 2040 
marine emissions 



Same as Project 
Project Variant 2 



impacts adjusted for 
2040 marine emissions 



Same as Project Same as Project N/A N/A 



Project Traffic 2040 



Project impacts 
adjusted for 2040 traffic 
volumes and emission 



factors 



Assume same as 
Project 



Same as Project Assume same as Project Assume same as Project 



Alternative D impacts 
adjusted for 2040 traffic 
volumes and emission 



factors 



Alternative E impacts 
adjusted for 2040 traffic 
volumes and emission 



factors 



Non-Project Cumulative 
Traffic 2040 



Cumulative 2040 CRRP 
traffic impacts less 
2040 Project traffic 



impacts 



Assume same as 
Project 



Same as Project Assume same as Project Assume same as Project 



Cumulative 2040 CRRP 
traffic impacts less 2040 



Project Alternative D traffic 
impacts 



Cumulative 2040 CRRP 
traffic impacts less 



2040 Project Alternative 
E traffic impacts 



Non-Project Stationary 
Sources 



From latest SF CRRP 
database 



Same as Project Same as Project Same as Project Same as Project 
From latest SF CRRP 



database 
From latest SF CRRP 



database 



 



 











 Air Quality Analysis Protocol 
 Event Center and Mixed-Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330 



Tables T-4 ENVIRON 



Table 2: Emissions Calculations Methodology 
Event Center and Mixed-Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330 



San Francisco, California 



Type Source Methodology and Formula Reference 



Construction Equipment 



Off-Road Equipment1 Ec = Σ(EFc * HP * LF * Hr * C) 



ARB/USEPA 



Engine 



Standards 



USEPA 



NONROAD  



Marine Vessels2 
EM = 



EF0*F*(1+D*A/UL)*HP*LF*Hr 



ARB 



Commercial 



Harbor Craft 



Emissions 



Estimation 



Methodology 



Marine Equipment – 



Piling 
Ec = Σ(EFc * HP * LF * Hr * C) 



ARB/USEPA 



Engine 



Standards 



USEPA 



NONROAD 



Construction and 



Operational On-Road 



Mobile Sources3 



Running Exhaust and 



Running Losses 



ER = Σ(EFR * VMT * C) , where 



VMT = Trip Length * Trip 



Number 



EMFAC2011 



Starting Exhaust and 



Evaporative ROG 
ES = Σ(EFS * Trip Number* C) EMFAC2011 



Idling Exhaust 
EI = Σ(EFI * Trip Number *TI* 



C) 
EMFAC2011 



Operation 



Generator4 E = EF * HP * Hr 



ARB/USEPA 



Off-Road 



Engine 



Standards 



Marine Vessels2 
EM = 



EF0*F*(1+D*A/UL)*HP*LF*Hr 



ARB 



Commercial 



Harbor Craft 



Emissions 



Estimation 



Methodology 
 
Notes: 
1. Ec: off-road equipment exhaust emissions (lb). 
  EFc: emission factor (g/hp-hr). CalEEMod 2011.1.1 default emission factors used. 
  HP: equipment horsepower. OFFROAD2011. 
  LF: equipment load factor. OFFROAD2011. 
  Hr: equipment hours. 
  C: unit conversion factor.  
2. EM: marine vessel emissions (lb). 
  EF0: model year, horsepower and engine use (propulsion or auxiliary) specific zero hour emission factor (when engine is new). 
  F: fuel correction factor which accounts for emission reduction benefits from burning cleaner fuel. 
  D: horsepower and pollutant specific engine deterioration factor 
  A: age of the engine when the emissions are estimated. 
  UL: vessel type and engine use specific engine useful life. 
 











 Air Quality Analysis Protocol 
 Event Center and Mixed-Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330 



Tables T-5 ENVIRON 



3. On-road mobile sources include all diesel truck trips. Emissions associated with mobile sources were calculated using the 
following formulas. 



 



ER: running exhaust and running losses emissions (lb).  



EFR: running emission factor (g/mile). From EMFAC2011.  



VMT: vehicle miles traveled 



C: unit conversion factor. 



The calculation involves the following assumptions: 



      a. All material transporting and soil hauling trucks are heavy-heavy duty trucks. 



Trip Length: The one-way trip length as calculated based on the truck route.  



Trip Number: provided by the construction contractor or estimated in CalEEMod . 



 



Es: vehicle starting exhaust and evaporative ROG emissions (lb). 



EFs: vehicle starting or evaporative ROG emission factor (g/trip). From EMFAC2011. EMFAC reports emission rates in 
g/vehicle/day, vehicle population and trips in trips/day. The emission factor is calculated as the product of emission rates and 
vehicle population, divided by the daily trips.  



C: unit conversion factor. 



 



EI: vehicle idling emissions (lb). 



EFI: vehicle idling emission factor (g/hr-trip). From EMFAC2011. 



TI: idling time 



C: unit conversion factor. 



 



4. E: generator engine emissions 
EF: compression-ignition (diesel) engine emission factor. ARB/USEPA engine PM standard based on engine tier will be used. 
HP: generator horsepower.  
Hr: generator hours. If usage not known, will assume 50 hours of operation annually as a conservative assumption. 
 
Abbreviations: 
ARB: California Air Resources Board 
BAAQMD: Bay Area Air Quality Management District 
CalEEMod: CAlifornia Emissions Estimator MODel 
EF: Emission Factor 
EMFAC: EMission FACtor Model 
EP: Environmental Planning 
g: gram 
HP: Horsepower 
lb: pound 
LF: Load Factor 
mi: mile 
USEPA: United States Environmental Protection Agency 
VMT: vehicle miles traveled 
 
References: 
ARB/USEPA. 2013. Table 1: ARB and USEPA Off-Road Compression-Ignition (Diesel) Engine Standards. Available online at: 



http://www.arb.ca.gov/msprog/ordiesel/documents/Off-Road_Diesel_Stds.xls 
ARB. 2011. EMission FACtors Model, 2011 (EMFAC2011). Available online at: 



http://www.arb.ca.gov/msei/modeling.htm#emfac2011_web_based_data. 
ARB. 2012. Appendix B: Emissions Estimation Methodology for Commercial Harbor Craft Operating in California. Available online 



at: http://www.arb.ca.gov/msei/chc-appendix-b-emission-estimates-ver02-27-2012.pdf. 
 











 Air Quality Analysis Protocol 
 Event Center and Mixed-Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330 



Tables T-6 ENVIRON 



Table 3: Modeling Parameters 
Event Center and Mixed-Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330 



San Francisco, California 
 



Period Source 
Source 
Type1 



Source 
Dimension Number 



of 
Sources2



Release 
Height3,4 



Exit 
Temperature4



Exit 
Velocity4 



Exit 
Diameter4 



Initial 
Vertical 



Dimension5



Initial 
Lateral 



Dimension6 



[m] [m] [K] [m/s] [m] [m] [m] 



Construction 
Construction 



Equipment 
Area  



Project 



Area 
2 5.0       1.4 N/A 



Construction 



Marine 



Equipment – 



Piling 



Area 
Project 



Area 
1 5.0    1.4 N/A 



Construction 
On-Road 



Trucks 
Volume Variable TBD 4.0    0.9 Variable 



Construction 
Marine 



Vessels 
Area Area 1 6.0    1.4 N/A 



Operation 



On-Road 



Fleet 



(Traffic) 



Volume Variable TBD 2.5    2.3 Variable 



Operation 
Back-up 



Generator 
Point   1 3.66 739.8 45.3 0.183     



Operation 
Marine 



Vessels 
Area  1 6    1.4 N/A 



 
  











 Air Quality Analysis Protocol 
 Event Center and Mixed-Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330 



Tables T-7 ENVIRON 



Table 2: Modeling Parameters (notes) 
 
Notes: 
1. Due to lack of specific instructions on modeling of construction emissions from BAAQMD, ENVIRON will use methodology from the CRRP-HRA when setting up the model. According to the CRRP-HRA 



methodology, construction sources will be modeled as area sources. 
2. The number of sources is to be determined based on the geometry of the truck routes. 
3. According to the CRRP-HRA methodology, release height of the modeled volume sources representing construction equipment was set to 5 meters; release height of modeled marine area sources was set to 



6m. Release height of roadway sources was back-calculated using the CRRP initial vertical dimension of 2.3m and assuming that the release height is half of the vertical dimension. 
4. Source parameters for the generator are based on CRRP-HRA default values. 
5. According to the CRRP-HRA methodology, initial vertical dimension of the modeled construction equipment volume sources and marine area sources was set to 1.4 meters; initial vertical dimension of the 



operational traffic volume sources was set to 2.3 meters.  
6. According to USEPA ISC3 User's Guide Volume II, initial lateral dimension of single volume sources is length of side divided by 4.3. For a line source modeled as adjacent volume sources, the initial lateral 



dimension is the length of the side divided by 2.15.  
 
Abbreviations: 
BAAQMD: Bay Area Air Quality Management District    
g: gram         
hp: horsepower        
ISC: Industrial Source Complex Model      
K: Kelvin         
LST: Local Significance Threshold 
m: meter 
s: second 
SCAQMD: South Coast Air Quality Management District 
STI: Sonoma Technology, Inc. 
USEPA: United States Environmental Protection Agency 
 
Sources: 
BAAQMD, 2012. The San Francisco Community Risk Reduction Plan: Technical Support Documentation, V9. 
SCAQMD. 2008. Final Localized Significance Threshold (LST) Methodology. July. Available at http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/handbook/lst/Method_final.pdf 
USEPA. 1995. User's Guide for the Industrial Source Complex (ISC3) Dispersion Models. Volume II - Description of Model Algorithms. September. Available at 



http://www.epa.gov/scram001/userg/regmod/isc3v2.pdf 











 Air Quality Analysis Protocol 
 Event Center and Mixed-Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330 



Tables T-8 ENVIRON 



Table 4: Exposure Parameters – Construction 
Event Center and Mixed-Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330 



San Francisco, California 



Exposure Parameter Units 



Construction 



Child Resident 



Daily Breathing Rate (DBR)1 [L/kg-day] 581 



Exposure Time (ET)2 [hours/24 hours] 24 



Exposure Frequency (EF)3 [days/year] 350 



Exposure Duration (ED)4 [years] 2.5 



Averaging Time (AT) [days] 25550 



Intake Factor, Inhalation (IFinh) [m3/kg-day] 0.020 



 



Notes: 
1. Daily breathing rate for child resident reflects default breathing rate from BAAQMD 2010. 
2. Exposure time for child resident reflects default exposure time from BAAQMD 2010. 
3. Exposure frequency for child resident reflects default exposure frequency from BAAQMD 2010. 
4. The exposure duration was assumed to be 2.5 years for child resident reflecting the actual construction duration. 
 
Calculation: 
Child resident: 
IFinh = D 
BR * ET * EF * ED * CF / AT 
CF = 0.001 (m3/L) 
 
Abbreviations: 
BAAQMD = Bay Area Air Quality Management District 
L = liter 
kg = kilogram 
m3 = cubic meter 
 
References: 
BAAQMD. 2010b. Air Toxics NSR Program Health Risk Screening Analysis (HRSA) Guidelines. January.











 Air Quality Analysis Protocol 
 Event Center and Mixed-Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330 



Tables T-9 ENVIRON 



Table 5: Exposure Parameters – Operation 
Event Center and Mixed-Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330 



San Francisco, California 



Exposure Parameter Units 



Operation 



Resident  
(70 Year) 



Daily Breathing Rate (DBR)1 [L/kg-day] 302 



Exposure Time (ET)2 [hours/24 hours] 24 



Exposure Frequency (EF)3 [days/year] 350 



Exposure Duration (ED)4 [years] 70 



Averaging Time (AT) [days] 25550 



Intake Factor, Inhalation (IFinh) [m3/kg-day] 0.29 



Notes: 
1. Daily breathing rate for resident receptor reflects default breathing rate from BAAQMD 2010. 
2. Exposure time for resident reflects default exposure time from BAAQMD 2010. 
3. Exposure frequency for resident reflects default exposure frequency from BAAQMD 2010. 
4. The exposure duration for resident reflects default exposure duration from BAAQMD 2010. 
 
Calculation: 
Resident: 
IFinh = DBR * ET * EF * ED * CF / AT 
CF = 0.001 (m3/L) 
 
Abbreviations: 
BAAQMD = Bay Area Air Quality Management District 



L = liter 



kg = kilogram 
m3 = cubic meter 
 
References: 
BAAQMD. 2010b. Air Toxics NSR Program Health Risk Screening Analysis (HRSA) Guidelines. January. 



 
  











 Air Quality Analysis Protocol 
 Event Center and Mixed-Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330 



Tables T-10 ENVIRON 



Table 6: Carcinogenic Toxicity Values 
Event Center and Mixed-Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330 



San Francisco, California 



Source Analysis Chemical 
Cancer Potency Factor 



[mg/kg-day]-1 



Construction and Operation Cancer Risk Diesel PM 1.1 



On-Road Vehicles Cancer Risk 



1,3-Butadiene 0.6 



Acetaldehyde 0.01 



Benzene 0.1 



Ethylbenzene 0.0087 



Formaldehyde 0.021 



Naphthalene 0.12 
 
Notes: 
1. Values presented in this table reflect values used in this analysis. 
 
Abbreviations: 
µg/m3: micrograms per cubic meter 
ARB: Air Resources Board 
Cal/EPA: California Environmental Protection Agency 
HI: Hazard Index 
mg/kg-day: per milligram per kilogram-day 
OEHHA - Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment 
PM: Particulate Matter 
 
References: 
Cal/EPA. 2012. OEHHA/ARB Consolidated Table of Approved Risk Assessment Health Values. May 3.  











 Air Quality Analysis Protocol 
 Event Center and Mixed-Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330 



Tables T-11 ENVIRON 



Table 7: Age Sensitivity Factors (ASFs) - Construction 



Event Center and Mixed-Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330 
San Francisco, California 



 



Receptor Age Sensitivity Factor (ASF)  



Child Resident1,2 9.3  



Notes: 
1. Based on BAAQMD 2010. 
2. Resident child is assumed to be exposed from the third trimester of pregnancy to 2.25 years of age (which reflects 



2.5 years of construction activity). 
 
Abbreviations: 
ASF: Age Sensitivity Factor 
BAAQMD: Bay Area Air Quality Management District 
 
References: 
BAAQMD. 2010b. Air Toxics NSR Program Health Risk Screening Analysis (HRSA) Guidelines. January. 
 



 











 Air Quality Analysis Protocol 
 Event Center and Mixed-Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330 



Tables T-12 ENVIRON 



Table 8: Age Sensitivity Factors (ASFs) - Operation
Event Center and Mixed-Use Development at Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330 



San Francisco, California 
 



Receptor Age Sensitivity Factor (ASF) 



Resident (70 years)1,2 1.7 



Notes: 
1. Based on BAAQMD 2010. 
2. A resident is assumed to represent lifetime exposure. 
 
Abbreviations: 
ASF: Age Sensitivity Factor 
BAAQMD: Bay Area Air Quality Management District 
 
References: 
BAAQMD. 2010b. Air Toxics NSR Program Health Risk Screening Analysis (HRSA) Guidelines. January. 
 



 













From: DeMartini, Keith (CPC)
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Nguyen, Hien (CPC)
Subject: RE: MOU with OCII
Date: Monday, June 02, 2014 2:09:34 PM
Attachments: Work Order Budget Template FY14-15.xlsx
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Hi Viktoriya,
 
Thank you for the opportunity to review.  The MOU looks great.  I have 3 comments.  Let me know if
you have any questions or would like to discuss further.  Thank you!


1.        The hourly rates you used on your spreadsheet don’t appear to have been adjusted for the
3% MOU increase in FY14-15.  I also couldn’t confirm the most updated fringe and overhead
rate.  The attached spreadsheet has all of the current rates, including updated hourly base
rates adjusted up by 3%.  Can you use this to update your spreadsheet?


2.        On the MOU, it says that Planning Staff will only be reimbursed for hourly and fringe costs. 
It doesn’t speak to overhead.  I strongly recommend that we bill our fully loaded (base +
fringe + overhead) rate, so that language should be updated.


3.        Hien is researching how best to receive payment from OCII now.  Since they’re a quasi-city
agency, it’s more complicated than setting up a work order.  I think they’ll just have to cut us
a check, but Hien will confirm.  If that’s the case, I think the MOU should speak to that and


direct payment to 1650 Mission St, 4th floor, SF, CA 94103 Attn: Karen Zhu.
 
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: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC) 
Sent: Sunday, June 01, 2014 7:32 AM
To: DeMartini, Keith (CPC)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: MOU with OCII
 
Hi Keith,
As you may have heard or read in the papers, the Warriors project is now being proposed in the
Mission Bay area and OCII is the lead agency.  However, OCII would like to have our environmental
and design review services to process the project.  To facilitate this, we have drafted a MOU
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Budget


			San Francisco Planning Department


			Work Order Budget - FY14-15


																					FY14-15 Assumptions:


			Project Name:																		Fringe Rate:			49.1%


			CPC Project Manager:																		Overhead Rate:			90%


			Sponsoring Dept:


			Dept Project Manager:


			Project Start Date:


			Project End Date:


			Job Class Title			Job Class			FTE			Base Hourly Rate FY14-15


Keith DeMartini: Keith DeMartini:
Assume Step 5 at the end of the fiscal year.			Fully Loaded Hourly Rate


Keith DeMartini: Keith DeMartini:
You can search position classifications and hourly rate assumptions using the City's Classification and Compensation Database (http://www.sfdhr.org/index.aspx?page=32)			Number of Hours			Total Project			Notes





			Salaries


			Planner I			5277			0.00			$35.1745			$84.10			1			$84.10


			Planner II			5278			0.00			$42.7450			$102.20			1			$102.20


			Planner III			5291			0.00			$50.7275			$121.29			1			$121.29


			Planner IV			5293			0.00			$60.1520			$143.82			1			$143.82


			Deputy Director CP			0923			0.00			$64.9212			$155.23			1			$155.23


			Deputy Director EP			0932			0.00			$64.9212			$155.23			1			$155.23


			Planner Technician			5275			0.00			$30.6039			$73.17			1			$73.17


			Senior Clerk			1406			0.00			$26.8315			$64.15			1			$64.15


			Intern			5276			0.00			$29.0718			$69.51			1			$69.51


			Other						0.00						$0.00			0			$0.00


			Subtotal						0.00									9			$968.71





			Supplies & Materials																		$0.00





			Total																		$968.71











&8File: &Z&F, Tab: &A
Date Printed: &D, &T		




















between our two agencies that is specific to the Warriors project. 
 
Would you mind taking a look at Section II, Budget Amount and Reimbursement, of the MOU
(starting @ the bottom of page 5)?  Please let me know if you have any edits or concerns about the
content.  If possible, could I have your input by mid-week? 
 
The budget is available for review on the I drive:  I:\Cases\2012\2012.0718 - Warriors Arena\Scope
and Budget\Budget for Planning Support.xlsx. 
 
Thank you. 



file:////citypln-InfoVol/InfoDrive/Cases/2012/2012.0718%20-%20Warriors%20Arena/Scope%20and%20Budget/Budget%20for%20Planning%20Support.xlsx

file:////citypln-InfoVol/InfoDrive/Cases/2012/2012.0718%20-%20Warriors%20Arena/Scope%20and%20Budget/Budget%20for%20Planning%20Support.xlsx






From: corinnewoods@cs.com
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: Re: MBS Block 6E RFP - CAC Panel Member
Date: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 4:13:58 PM


MBDG - park construction schedule. I'd like something to refer to other than a powerpoint
presentation.  I think we need to review designs for P3 (Creek edge treatment) and P22 (programming
with Warriors coming as well as sea level rise considerations) but don't know if the CAC is the place to
do that.


Warriors - I'm meeting with John Gavin of OEWD on Friday to try and clean up the website, see if
they're closer to having a schedule.  Rick Welts told me last night that Snohetta will be the architect,
but they haven't announced it yet.  Can it be a Chair update with the website link on the agenda?


PUC tunnel - is this the 2nd force main they're planning?


Corinne


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) (OCII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
To: corinnewoods <corinnewoods@cs.com>; Hussain, Lila (OCII) (OCII) <lila.hussain@sfgov.org>
Sent: Tue, Jun 3, 2014 4:00 pm
Subject: RE: MBS Block 6E RFP - CAC Panel Member


Yes – we have a bunch of small things that added up to a meeting.  I’ll work on the
agenda later this week, but basically we have:
 


          PUC’s tunnel project (or something like that)
          Park update/reminder of design (P23, 24, 26)
          MBDG updates (been awhile since we’ve had a detailed one)
          Proposed secondary use – one of the offices wants to have a permit for inside music for


“hackatons” – sounds like they won’t have any impacts, but as it would be a a secondary
use (and next to the Radiance), I wanted to fully vet with the community to avoid any
surprises.
 
Anything else you are aware of?  We can do a verbal update of the Warriors (ie, still in kick
off stage, so nothing to report) so folks don’t think we’ve forgotten them.
   f
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: corinnewoods@cs.com [mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com] 
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Sent: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 3:56 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: Fwd: MBS Block 6E RFP - CAC Panel Member
 
Kevin won't be at June CAC meeting.  Are we having one?


Corinne
 
 
-----Original Message-----
From: Kevin Simons <kevin_simons@yahoo.com>
To: corinnewoods <corinnewoods@cs.com>
Sent: Mon, Jun 2, 2014 2:13 pm
Subject: Re: MBS Block 6E RFP - CAC Panel Member


Thank you, Corrinne!  And as long as we're talking about summer vacations, I'll be in Kauai next week
so unfortunately I will be missing the CAC meeting.  
 
-Kevin
 


From: "corinnewoods@cs.com" <corinnewoods@cs.com>
To: ethan.warsh@sfgov.org 
Cc: catherine.reilly@sfgov.org; jeffrey.white@sfgov.org; kevin_simons@yahoo.com;
pam.sims@sfgov.org 
Sent: Monday, June 2, 2014 2:09 PM
Subject: Re: MBS Block 6E RFP - CAC Panel Member
 
I'm asking Sarah Davis and Jennifer Pratt-Mead if either of them can do it.  Will let you know
what I hear from them.


Corinne
 
 
 
-----Original Message-----
From: Warsh, Ethan (OCII) (OCII) <ethan.warsh@sfgov.org>
To: corinnewoods <corinnewoods@cs.com>
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) (OCII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>; White, Jeffrey (OCII) (OCII)
<jeffrey.white@sfgov.org>; kevin_simons <kevin_simons@yahoo.com>; Sims, Pam (OCII)
(OCII) <pam.sims@sfgov.org>
Sent: Mon, Jun 2, 2014 1:21 pm
Subject: RE: MBS Block 6E RFP - CAC Panel Member


Hi Corinne,
 
Kevin just let me know that he’s scheduled to be on vacation on the week of August 4, which
is when we will be requiring the participation of the evaluation panel member.  Are you able to
identify someone else from the CAC that is interested in participating?
 
Thanks
Ethan
 
_____________________________________________________
Ethan Warsh
Office of Community Investment & Infrastructure
Successor to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency



mailto:kevin_simons@yahoo.com

mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com

mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com

mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com

mailto:ethan.warsh@sfgov.org

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:jeffrey.white@sfgov.org

mailto:kevin_simons@yahoo.com

mailto:pam.sims@sfgov.org

mailto:ethan.warsh@sfgov.org

mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:jeffrey.white@sfgov.org

mailto:kevin_simons@yahoo.com

mailto:pam.sims@sfgov.org





One South Van Ness Avenue, 5th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
(415) 749-2577
ethan.warsh@sfgov.org
 
 
 
From: corinnewoods@cs.com [mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 13, 2014 8:06 AM
To: Sims, Pam (OCII); Warsh, Ethan (OCII)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Hussain, Lila (OCII); White, Jeffrey (OCII);
kevin_simons@yahoo.com
Subject: Re: MBS Block 6E RFP - CAC Panel Member
 
Hi, Pam,


Our Mission Bay CAC Vice Chair, Kevin Simons, has said he'll be happy to serve on the
panel.  Please contact Kevin directly with the details.


Thanks,


Corinne Woods
 
 
 
-----Original Message-----
From: Sims, Pam (MYR) (RED) (MYR) (RED) <pam.sims@sfgov.org>
To: corinnewoods <corinnewoods@cs.com>; Warsh, Ethan (OCII) (OCII)
<ethan.warsh@sfgov.org>
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) (OCII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>; Hussain, Lila (OCII) (OCII)
<lila.hussain@sfgov.org>; White, Jeffrey (OCII) (OCII) <jeffrey.white@sfgov.org>
Sent: Thu, May 8, 2014 9:28 am
Subject: RE: MBS Block 6E RFP - CAC Panel Member


Hi Corinne –
Thank you for your clarifying questions.  Here’s how I anticipate the panel evaluation process
composition and how it will be proceeding: 
1.       The interview panel will include representatives from HSA (as the referral agency for the
20% set-aside “formerly homeless” units), MOHCD as the housing successor agency, which
will accept the asset once construction has been completed, the MB CAC as the member who
has design and contextual knowledge of the area, and OCII staff consisting of (some
combination of) Catherine, Ethan, Jeff, Pedro and me as members who have an overarching
knowledge of Mission Bay, affordable housing, financing, design and/or service provision.
2.       The panel will be evaluating, scoring the development teams for the “proposed
development concept” (including massing concept, financial feasibility and level of OCII
subsidy, proposed services plan, proposed marketing plan and proposed concept for
neighborhood serving retail), and “developer team experience and capacity” (including
development experience with marketing, affordable housing, green design), developer
workload capacity and workforce compliance, architect experience, service provision
experience, and property management experience.
3.       As for the time required by this task – it really depends on the number of proposals we
receive.  But if we receive three proposals – it would probably take a couple of days to
thoroughly review and then a full day to interview all three teams, and then agree on a
recommendation to move forward.  So all together probably a week (maximum) – however, it
might end up being a few days one week, and then a day another week. 
 
I hope this explanation helps a bit.  In case you have additional questions, I’m happy to
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respond.
 
Thanks –
Pam
__________________
Pamela Sims
Office of Community Investment
    and Infrastructure
1 South Van Ness Avenue 5th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
(415)701-5564
 
 
 
 
From: corinnewoods@cs.com [mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 07, 2014 7:12 PM
To: Warsh, Ethan (OCII)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Hussain, Lila (OCII); White, Jeffrey (OCII); Sims, Pam (MYR)
Subject: Re: MBS Block 6E RFP - CAC Panel Member
 
What will the panel be doing?  Choosing a developer?  Reviewing design?  How much time
per week during August?


We can solicit interest at tomorrow;s MBCAC meeting if you can tell me what you're looking
for.


Thanks,


Corinne
 
 
 
-----Original Message-----
From: Warsh, Ethan (OCII) (OCII) <ethan.warsh@sfgov.org>
To: Corinne Woods (corinnewoods@cs.com) <corinnewoods@cs.com>
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) (OCII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>; Hussain, Lila (OCII) (OCII)
<lila.hussain@sfgov.org>; White, Jeffrey (OCII) (OCII) <jeffrey.white@sfgov.org>; Sims, Pam
(MYR) (MYR) <pam.sims@sfgov.org>
Sent: Wed, May 7, 2014 6:44 pm
Subject: MBS Block 6E RFP - CAC Panel Member


Good Afternoon Corinne,
 
Hope all is well with you. 
 
I’m getting in touch because we’re finalizing the RFP for the affordable housing project at
Block 6E that I had presented to the CAC a while back, and was wondering if you’ve identified
a member of the CAC who would like to serve on the review panel?
 
We’re hoping for the RFP to be considered at the May 20 OCII Commission meeting, and if it
is, it will likely be released the following day.  Assuming the schedule holds, it will require a
time commitment throughout the month of August. Please let us know in the coming weeks
who from the CAC will be participating as a panel member.
 
Please don’t hesitate to get in touch with any questions – I’ll be out of town beginning
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tomorrow and back next Tuesday, but my colleague Jeff White, copied on this email, is also
available to answer any questions.
 
Thanks,
Ethan
 
_____________________________________________________
Ethan Warsh
Office of Community Investment & Infrastructure
Successor to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 5th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
(415) 749-2577
ethan.warsh@sfgov.org
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From: Michael Keinath
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Catherine Mukai
Subject: GSW Air Quality Tech Report for SEIR
Date: Wednesday, July 16, 2014 1:53:18 PM


Chris and Catherine,
 
As you may have heard from the Golden State Warriors and ESA, ENVIRON will be preparing
emissions and the HRA for the Air Quality chapter of the GSW SEIR. For the project at Piers 30/32
and SWL 330 we had worked out an approved SOW with EP.  Now that the GSW have shared the
Project Description for the Mission Bay site, are you free for a call to discuss how our scope of work
would change for this new site, including the level of detail you’re looking for in each of the major
components below?
 


1.      Construction
a.      Emissions, including fugitive dust
b.      HRA
c.       Mitigation measures


2.      Operation
a.      Emissions
b.      HRA


3.      Documentation—AQTR?
a.      SEIR to be written by ESA


 
Could we schedule a call to discuss further?  Good times for us are tomorrow from 10-11:30, Friday
from 1 – 3:30, and Monday before 1.  Tuesday and Wednesday I’m at a conference but may be able to
break away as necessary.  Please let us know if there are good times for you all.
 
Best,
 
Michael
 
 


Michael Keinath, PE | Principal
ENVIRON International Corporation
201 California Street, Suite 1200 | San Francisco, CA 94111
T: +1 415 796 1934 | F: +1 415 398 5812 | M: +1 510 882 1734
mkeinath@environcorp.com
 


This message contains information that may be confidential, privileged or otherwise
protected by law from disclosure. It is intended for the exclusive use of the
Addressee(s). Unless you are the addressee or authorized agent of the addressee,
you may not review, copy, distribute or disclose to anyone the message or any
information contained within. If you have received this message in error, please
contact the sender by electronic reply to email@environcorp.com and immediately
delete all copies of the message.
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From: Kern, Chris (CPC)
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: RE: MOU with OCII
Date: Monday, June 02, 2014 2:42:48 PM
Attachments: image001.png
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Let me know if you’d like me to make these changes.
 


From: DeMartini, Keith (CPC) 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 2:09 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Nguyen, Hien (CPC)
Subject: RE: MOU with OCII
 
Hi Viktoriya,
 
Thank you for the opportunity to review.  The MOU looks great.  I have 3 comments.  Let me know if
you have any questions or would like to discuss further.  Thank you!


1.        The hourly rates you used on your spreadsheet don’t appear to have been adjusted for the
3% MOU increase in FY14-15.  I also couldn’t confirm the most updated fringe and overhead
rate.  The attached spreadsheet has all of the current rates, including updated hourly base
rates adjusted up by 3%.  Can you use this to update your spreadsheet?


2.        On the MOU, it says that Planning Staff will only be reimbursed for hourly and fringe costs. 
It doesn’t speak to overhead.  I strongly recommend that we bill our fully loaded (base +
fringe + overhead) rate, so that language should be updated.


3.        Hien is researching how best to receive payment from OCII now.  Since they’re a quasi-city
agency, it’s more complicated than setting up a work order.  I think they’ll just have to cut us
a check, but Hien will confirm.  If that’s the case, I think the MOU should speak to that and


direct payment to 1650 Mission St, 4th floor, SF, CA 94103 Attn: Karen Zhu.
 
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: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC) 
Sent: Sunday, June 01, 2014 7:32 AM
To: DeMartini, Keith (CPC)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
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Subject: MOU with OCII
 
Hi Keith,
As you may have heard or read in the papers, the Warriors project is now being proposed in the
Mission Bay area and OCII is the lead agency.  However, OCII would like to have our environmental
and design review services to process the project.  To facilitate this, we have drafted a MOU
between our two agencies that is specific to the Warriors project. 
 
Would you mind taking a look at Section II, Budget Amount and Reimbursement, of the MOU
(starting @ the bottom of page 5)?  Please let me know if you have any edits or concerns about the
content.  If possible, could I have your input by mid-week? 
 
The budget is available for review on the I drive:  I:\Cases\2012\2012.0718 - Warriors Arena\Scope
and Budget\Budget for Planning Support.xlsx. 
 
Thank you. 



file:////citypln-InfoVol/InfoDrive/Cases/2012/2012.0718%20-%20Warriors%20Arena/Scope%20and%20Budget/Budget%20for%20Planning%20Support.xlsx
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From: Jaime Jones
To: Bridges, George (OCII)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Mission Bay Block 13W - Interior Renderings 5-5- 14 thru 5-7-13-14 thru 6-19-14
Date: Thursday, June 19, 2014 3:04:02 PM


Hi George,


Brendan has completed that task this morning and left me a vm.  I am in South Bay 
in the city of Los Gatos today and I  will return Brendan’s  call this afternoon before 
4pm today. 


stay creative through integrity. 


Jaime Jones
CEO/Principal
J&C Consulting Services
Design, Visual + Planning
2245 82nd Avenue
Oakland, CA 94605
C: 510-851-3538
D: 415-935-4313
F: 510-633-2092
Email: jjones@jandcconsulting.com or 
jaimejones2135@yahoo.com 
linkedin: http://www.linkedin.com/in/jaimejones2135


On Jun 19, 2014, at 10:19 AM, Bridges, George (OCII) <george.bridges@sfgov.org> 
wrote:


Jamie
 
You should receive a call from Brendan with HKS.  I asked him to touch basis with you 
to make sure you felt there was resolution with the prior emails.
 
George
 
From: Jaime Jones [mailto:jjones@jandcconsulting.com] 
Sent: Friday, June 13, 2014 11:37 AM
To: Bridges, George (OCII)
Subject: Re: Mission Bay Block 13W - Interior Renderings 5-5- 14 thru 5-7-13-14 thru 6-
13-14
 
Hi George,
 
Thanks for asking. J&C will respond to this RFQ for the Warriors  interior 
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Rendering project. 
 
 
Jaime Jones
CEO/Principal
J&C Consulting Services
Design, Visual + Planning
2245 82nd Avenue
Oakland, CA 94605
C: 510-851-3538
D: 415-935-4313
F: 510-633-2092
Email: jjones@jandcconsulting.com or 
jaimejones2135@yahoo.com 
linkedin: http://www.linkedin.com/in/jaimejones2135
 
 


 
On Jun 13, 2014, at 11:07 AM, Bridges, George (OCII) 
<george.bridges@sfgov.org> wrote:


Jaime,
 
I hope all is well.
 
I just wanted to let you know that the Warriors RFQ has been released and can be 
viewed at the following site: 
http://mission.sfgov.org/OCABidPublication/BidDetail.aspx?K=8153
 
Please continue to visit the City’s website for upcoming RFQs.
 
George
 


From: Jaime Jones [mailto:jjones@jandcconsulting.com] 
Sent: Friday, June 13, 2014 8:05 AM
To: Greg Christopher
Cc: Anthony Taylor
Subject: Re: Mission Bay Block 13W - Interior Renderings 5-5- 14 thru 5-7-13-14 thru 6-
13-14
 
 
Greg, 
 
No problem. You just need to chat with your HKS team.  J&C's work speaks for 
itself so we only need clear communication from start to finish (redline, redline 
in the grayscale and editing  phases) by following the integrity of the 
architectural design and plan. Here is one of  J&C's most recent 2014 (this 
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month) projects in downtown Sacramento,  which took  ten 10 days to complete.
 
 
 
 
 
<image002.jpg>
 
 
Jaime Jones
CEO/Principal
J&C Consulting Services
Design, Visual + Planning
2245 82nd Avenue
Oakland, CA 94605
C: 510-851-3538
D: 415-935-4313
F: 510-633-2092
Email: jjones@jandcconsulting.com or 
jaimejones2135@yahoo.com 
linkedin: http://www.linkedin.com/in/jaimejones2135
 
 


 
On Jun 10, 2014, at 11:00 AM, Greg Christopher <gchristopher@eqr.com> 
wrote:


Thanks Jaime,
I had not seen these images before.


Greg Christopher
Development Director  
EQUITY RESIDENTIAL
333 Third Street Suite 210
San Francisco, California 94107
w: (650) 351-3317  c: (415) 509-0995
 
www.EquityResidential.com
Equity Residential - how home should feel
 


On Tue, Jun 10, 2014 at 10:56 AM, Jaime Jones <jjones@jandcconsulting.com> 
wrote:
Greg, 
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Jaime Jones
CEO/Principal
J&C Consulting Services
Design, Visual + Planning
2245 82nd Avenue
Oakland, CA 94605
C: 510-851-3538
D: 415-935-4313
F: 510-633-2092
Email: jjones@jandcconsulting.com or 
jaimejones2135@yahoo.com 
linkedin: http://www.linkedin.com/in/jaimejones2135
 
 


 
On Jun 10, 2014, at 10:50 AM, Greg Christopher <gchristopher@eqr.com> 
wrote:


Thanks for reaching out Jaime
We will let you know if we are interested in any additional renderings. 
Btw, can you send to me a copy of the renderings that you prepared back in 
2012.
Thanks,
--Greg


Greg Christopher
Development Director  
EQUITY RESIDENTIAL
333 Third Street Suite 210
San Francisco, California 94107
w: (650) 351-3317  c: (415) 509-0995
 
www.EquityResidential.com
Equity Residential - how home should feel
 


On Tue, Jun 10, 2014 at 10:05 AM, Jaime Jones <jjones@jandcconsulting.com> 
wrote:
Hi Greg, 
 
We had initially met Monday, June 11, 2012 when the SFRDA's new 
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commissioners first approved your project voted 6-1 abstained for the 2012 SF 
Block 13W Equity Residential Developers for SF Block 13W SF Redevelopment 
Agency City Hall Room 416. 
 
Let me know your next steps directly. 
 
 
 
Begin forwarded message:


From: <paul@pendergastconsultinggroup.com>
Subject: RE: TOMORROW: SFCTA's SBE/DBE Outreach - Treasure 
Island MMP
Date: May 15, 2014 at 10:00:50 AM PDT
To: "Jaime Jones" <jjones@jandcconsulting.com>
Cc: "Jaime Jones" <jaimejone@gmail.com>
 
Will do.  We like to keep you the mix for several reasons:
 
1. You are a business with exceptional expertise and proven track-record
2. You are a leader in the African American business community of the Bay 
Area
3. We know that you have a solid network of businesses that span a number 
of areas.
4. In a business like yours where your are at the 'front of the train' we want 
to be sure you are aware of what is going on with key projects. The TIMMP is 
one of them. 
 
At your request - we'll scale back what we send you.
 
Thanks for the e-mail!  Hope you are doing well.
 
Paul
 
<sigimg1.jpeg>
1 Avenue of the Palms Avenue
Suite 304
Treasure Island
San Francisco, CA  94130
415-621-0600 phone
415-621-0590 fax
415-290-7780 direct
paul@pendergastconsultinggroup.com
www.pendergastconsultinggroup.com
 
 
 
Jaime J. 
 
Begin forwarded message:
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From: Jaime Jones <jjones@jandcconsulting.com>
Subject: Re: Mission Bay Block 13W - Interior Renderings 5-5- 14 
thru 5-7-13-14 thru 6-2-14
Date: June 2, 2014 at 4:14:13 PM PDT
To: George Bridges <george.bridges@sfgov.org>
 
George,
 
Thanks and its up to ER if they wish  to use us again for this project.
 
Jaime
 
 
 
On Jun 2, 2014, at 4:08 PM, Bridges, George (OCII) <george.bridges@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hi Jaime
 
We have contacted the developer in hopes of following up on this matter.
 
George
 


From: Jaime Jones [mailto:jjones@jandcconsulting.com] 
Sent: Monday, May 26, 2014 2:09 PM
To: Bridges, George (OCII)
Subject: Fwd: Mission Bay Block 13W - Interior Renderings 5-5- 14 thru 5-7-13-14 _ 
5/26/14
 
Hi George,
 
I hope that you're well and had a great Memorial holiday.
 
After seventy (70) plus projects under J&C’s  project portfolio this is the first 
mix-use condo-retail project that J&C has never completed for a client. If HKS 
wants us to work with them we do it under a new scope, contract and a 
reasonable fee. 
 
You know the history of this SF MB Block13W project from the RFQ/RFP 
process to the present better than J&C!  J&C was contracted to complete two (2) 
renderings. However, my firm was paid in full from July through Sept 2012 for 
a six week project but we never received, final direction to start, nor the  interior 
finishing materials and plans, redlining/edits and a final deliverable date from 
HKS and its Project Managers!
 
The last time that J&C heard from HKS was from Raquel Bito’s email October 
22, 2012 when I  had requested if the Equity Residential (ER) Marketing team 
had made a decision Thursday, October 18 2012 DD drawings with ER 
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(Developer)? 
 
Eighteen months (18) months later J&C had received an email from HKS to say 
we’re ready to go, which J&C had explained by email both to Mr. Dunnigan and 
Mr. John Tumino that our contract has been breached by HKS and we’ll need to 
start this project all over again with the following items:
 
 


a new contract scope
retainer fee 
review  HKS's up dated CAD files, drawings floor plans, exterior and 
interior elevations plans, sections, materials….etc. 


 
Finally, this will require a new project - editing schedule in the gray scale phase 
of this project and a final deliverable date!
 
Attached are the three (3) proposal and contract draft - docs for for your review. 








From: Michael Keinath
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Catherine Mukai
Subject: GSW Air Quality Tech Report for SEIR
Date: Wednesday, July 16, 2014 1:53:17 PM


Chris and Catherine,
 
As you may have heard from the Golden State Warriors and ESA, ENVIRON will be preparing
emissions and the HRA for the Air Quality chapter of the GSW SEIR. For the project at Piers 30/32
and SWL 330 we had worked out an approved SOW with EP.  Now that the GSW have shared the
Project Description for the Mission Bay site, are you free for a call to discuss how our scope of work
would change for this new site, including the level of detail you’re looking for in each of the major
components below?
 


1.      Construction
a.      Emissions, including fugitive dust
b.      HRA
c.       Mitigation measures


2.      Operation
a.      Emissions
b.      HRA


3.      Documentation—AQTR?
a.      SEIR to be written by ESA


 
Could we schedule a call to discuss further?  Good times for us are tomorrow from 10-11:30, Friday
from 1 – 3:30, and Monday before 1.  Tuesday and Wednesday I’m at a conference but may be able to
break away as necessary.  Please let us know if there are good times for you all.
 
Best,
 
Michael
 
 


Michael Keinath, PE | Principal
ENVIRON International Corporation
201 California Street, Suite 1200 | San Francisco, CA 94111
T: +1 415 796 1934 | F: +1 415 398 5812 | M: +1 510 882 1734
mkeinath@environcorp.com
 


This message contains information that may be confidential, privileged or otherwise
protected by law from disclosure. It is intended for the exclusive use of the
Addressee(s). Unless you are the addressee or authorized agent of the addressee,
you may not review, copy, distribute or disclose to anyone the message or any
information contained within. If you have received this message in error, please
contact the sender by electronic reply to email@environcorp.com and immediately
delete all copies of the message.
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From: Miller, Erin
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: RE: MTA Budget
Date: Wednesday, July 09, 2014 2:50:04 PM


I probably did volunteer and I have dropped that ball!  I will turn my attention to that and pull
something together for you soon.
 
Erin E. Miller
 
Development & Transportation Integration
Urban Planning Initiatives
 
SFMTA|Municipal Transportation Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
 
415.701.5490 (o)
415.971.7429 (m)
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 09, 2014 12:15 PM
To: Miller, Erin
Cc: Hussain, Lila
Subject: MTA Budget
 
Hi, Erin – I wanted to check in with you on your success corralling MTA to put together a draft
budget for the Warriors project.  I believe you had volunteered to help with that (or if you didn’t do
you remember who did?).  I’ve included Lila since she is helping to collect everyone’s budgets.


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: Jaime Jones
To: Bridges, George (OCII)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Brendan Dunnigan
Subject: Re: Mission Bay Block 13W - Interior Renderings 5-5- 14 thru 5-7-13-14 thru 6-19-14
Date: Thursday, June 19, 2014 10:32:15 PM


Hi George,


Brendan and I had recently chatted to each other by cell phone late this afternoon.  
We’ve always been on good terms. However, the channels of communication and the 
design process sometimes will get side tracked when assigned project manager (s) 
who’ve not mastered this communication skill set need to be transparent until 
deliverables are completed.  


With that being said both Brendan and I’ll decided between HKS and J&C Consulting 
Services a happy medium and get this project back on track with a new scope, a 
service agreement, budget and a project work flow schedule shortly! 


Best Regards,


Jaime Jones
CEO/Principal
J&C Consulting Services
Design, Visual + Planning
2245 82nd Avenue
Oakland, CA 94605
C: 510-851-3538
D: 415-935-4313
F: 510-633-2092
Email: jjones@jandcconsulting.com or 
jaimejones2135@yahoo.com 
linkedin: http://www.linkedin.com/in/jaimejones2135


On Jun 19, 2014, at 1:17 PM, Jaime Jones <jjones@jandcconsulting.com> wrote:


Hi George,


Brendan has completed that task this morning and left me a vm.  I am in 
South Bay in the city of Los Gatos today and I  will return Brendan’s  call 
this afternoon before 4pm today. 


stay creative through integrity. 


Jaime Jones
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CEO/Principal
J&C Consulting Services
Design, Visual + Planning
2245 82nd Avenue
Oakland, CA 94605
C: 510-851-3538
D: 415-935-4313
F: 510-633-2092
Email: jjones@jandcconsulting.com or 
jaimejones2135@yahoo.com 
linkedin: http://www.linkedin.com/in/jaimejones2135


On Jun 19, 2014, at 10:19 AM, Bridges, George (OCII) 
<george.bridges@sfgov.org> wrote:


Jamie
 
You should receive a call from Brendan with HKS.  I asked him to touch 
basis with you to make sure you felt there was resolution with the prior 
emails.
 
George
 
From: Jaime Jones [mailto:jjones@jandcconsulting.com] 
Sent: Friday, June 13, 2014 11:37 AM
To: Bridges, George (OCII)
Subject: Re: Mission Bay Block 13W - Interior Renderings 5-5- 14 thru 5-7-
13-14 thru 6-13-14
 
Hi George,
 
Thanks for asking. J&C will respond to this RFQ for the Warriors  
interior Rendering project. 
 
 
Jaime Jones
CEO/Principal
J&C Consulting Services
Design, Visual + Planning
2245 82nd Avenue
Oakland, CA 94605
C: 510-851-3538
D: 415-935-4313
F: 510-633-2092
Email: jjones@jandcconsulting.com or 
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jaimejones2135@yahoo.com 
linkedin: http://www.linkedin.com/in/jaimejones2135
 
 


 
On Jun 13, 2014, at 11:07 AM, Bridges, George (OCII) 
<george.bridges@sfgov.org> wrote:


Jaime,
 
I hope all is well.
 
I just wanted to let you know that the Warriors RFQ has been released 
and can be viewed at the following site: 
http://mission.sfgov.org/OCABidPublication/BidDetail.aspx?K=8153
 
Please continue to visit the City’s website for upcoming RFQs.
 
George
 


From: Jaime Jones [mailto:jjones@jandcconsulting.com] 
Sent: Friday, June 13, 2014 8:05 AM
To: Greg Christopher
Cc: Anthony Taylor
Subject: Re: Mission Bay Block 13W - Interior Renderings 5-5- 14 thru 5-7-
13-14 thru 6-13-14
 
 
Greg, 
 
No problem. You just need to chat with your HKS team.  J&C's 
work speaks for itself so we only need clear communication from 
start to finish (redline, redline in the grayscale and editing  phases) 
by following the integrity of the architectural design and plan. Here 
is one of  J&C's most recent 2014 (this month) projects in downtown 
Sacramento,  which took  ten 10 days to complete.
 
 
 
 
 
<image002.jpg>
 
 
Jaime Jones
CEO/Principal
J&C Consulting Services
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Design, Visual + Planning
2245 82nd Avenue
Oakland, CA 94605
C: 510-851-3538
D: 415-935-4313
F: 510-633-2092
Email: jjones@jandcconsulting.com or 
jaimejones2135@yahoo.com 
linkedin: http://www.linkedin.com/in/jaimejones2135
 
 


 
On Jun 10, 2014, at 11:00 AM, Greg Christopher 
<gchristopher@eqr.com> wrote:


Thanks Jaime,
I had not seen these images before.


Greg Christopher
Development Director  
EQUITY RESIDENTIAL
333 Third Street Suite 210
San Francisco, California 94107
w: (650) 351-3317  c: (415) 509-0995
 
www.EquityResidential.com
Equity Residential - how home should feel
 


On Tue, Jun 10, 2014 at 10:56 AM, Jaime Jones 
<jjones@jandcconsulting.com> wrote:
Greg, 
 
 
 
<1_Screen Shot 2014-05-13 at 11.22.15 PM.png><2_Screen Shot 
2014-05-13 at 11.30.28 PM.png><3_Screen Shot 2014-05-13 at 
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Jaime Jones
CEO/Principal
J&C Consulting Services
Design, Visual + Planning
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2245 82nd Avenue
Oakland, CA 94605
C: 510-851-3538
D: 415-935-4313
F: 510-633-2092
Email: jjones@jandcconsulting.com or 
jaimejones2135@yahoo.com 
linkedin: http://www.linkedin.com/in/jaimejones2135
 
 


 
On Jun 10, 2014, at 10:50 AM, Greg Christopher 
<gchristopher@eqr.com> wrote:


Thanks for reaching out Jaime
We will let you know if we are interested in any additional 
renderings. 
Btw, can you send to me a copy of the renderings that you prepared 
back in 2012.
Thanks,
--Greg


Greg Christopher
Development Director  
EQUITY RESIDENTIAL
333 Third Street Suite 210
San Francisco, California 94107
w: (650) 351-3317  c: (415) 509-0995
 
www.EquityResidential.com
Equity Residential - how home should feel
 


On Tue, Jun 10, 2014 at 10:05 AM, Jaime Jones 
<jjones@jandcconsulting.com> wrote:
Hi Greg, 
 
We had initially met Monday, June 11, 2012 when the SFRDA's new 
commissioners first approved your project voted 6-1 abstained for 
the 2012 SF Block 13W Equity Residential Developers for SF Block 
13W SF Redevelopment Agency City Hall Room 416. 
 
Let me know your next steps directly. 
 
 
 
Begin forwarded message:



tel:510-851-3538

tel:415-935-4313

tel:510-633-2092

mailto:jjones@jandcconsulting.com

mailto:jaimejones2135@yahoo.com

http://www.linkedin.com/in/jaimejones2135

mailto:gchristopher@eqr.com

http://www.equityresidential.com/

mailto:jjones@jandcconsulting.com





From: <paul@pendergastconsultinggroup.com>
Subject: RE: TOMORROW: SFCTA's SBE/DBE Outreach - 
Treasure Island MMP
Date: May 15, 2014 at 10:00:50 AM PDT
To: "Jaime Jones" <jjones@jandcconsulting.com>
Cc: "Jaime Jones" <jaimejone@gmail.com>
 
Will do.  We like to keep you the mix for several reasons:
 
1. You are a business with exceptional expertise and proven 
track-record
2. You are a leader in the African American business community 
of the Bay Area
3. We know that you have a solid network of businesses that span 
a number of areas.
4. In a business like yours where your are at the 'front of the 
train' we want to be sure you are aware of what is going on with 
key projects. The TIMMP is one of them. 
 
At your request - we'll scale back what we send you.
 
Thanks for the e-mail!  Hope you are doing well.
 
Paul
 
<sigimg1.jpeg>
1 Avenue of the Palms Avenue
Suite 304
Treasure Island
San Francisco, CA  94130
415-621-0600 phone
415-621-0590 fax
415-290-7780 direct
paul@pendergastconsultinggroup.com
www.pendergastconsultinggroup.com
 
 
 
Jaime J. 
 
Begin forwarded message:


From: Jaime Jones <jjones@jandcconsulting.com>
Subject: Re: Mission Bay Block 13W - Interior Renderings 
5-5- 14 thru 5-7-13-14 thru 6-2-14
Date: June 2, 2014 at 4:14:13 PM PDT
To: George Bridges <george.bridges@sfgov.org>
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George,
 
Thanks and its up to ER if they wish  to use us again for this project.
 
Jaime
 
 
 
On Jun 2, 2014, at 4:08 PM, Bridges, George (OCII) <george.bridges@sfgov.org> 
wrote:


Hi Jaime
 
We have contacted the developer in hopes of following up on this matter.
 
George
 


From: Jaime Jones [mailto:jjones@jandcconsulting.com] 
Sent: Monday, May 26, 2014 2:09 PM
To: Bridges, George (OCII)
Subject: Fwd: Mission Bay Block 13W - Interior Renderings 5-5- 14 thru 5-
7-13-14 _ 5/26/14
 
Hi George,
 
I hope that you're well and had a great Memorial holiday.
 
After seventy (70) plus projects under J&C’s  project portfolio this is 
the first mix-use condo-retail project that J&C has never completed 
for a client. If HKS wants us to work with them we do it under a 
new scope, contract and a reasonable fee. 
 
You know the history of this SF MB Block13W project from the 
RFQ/RFP process to the present better than J&C!  J&C was 
contracted to complete two (2) renderings. However, my firm was 
paid in full from July through Sept 2012 for a six week project but 
we never received, final direction to start, nor the  interior finishing 
materials and plans, redlining/edits and a final deliverable date from 
HKS and its Project Managers!
 
The last time that J&C heard from HKS was from Raquel Bito’s 
email October 22, 2012 when I  had requested if the Equity 
Residential (ER) Marketing team had made a decision Thursday, 
October 18 2012 DD drawings with ER (Developer)? 
 
Eighteen months (18) months later J&C had received an email from 
HKS to say we’re ready to go, which J&C had explained by email 
both to Mr. Dunnigan and Mr. John Tumino that our contract has 
been breached by HKS and we’ll need to start this project all over 
again with the following items:
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a new contract scope
retainer fee 
review  HKS's up dated CAD files, drawings floor plans, 
exterior and interior elevations plans, sections, materials….etc. 


 
Finally, this will require a new project - editing schedule in the gray 
scale phase of this project and a final deliverable date!
 
Attached are the three (3) proposal and contract draft - docs for for 
your review. 








From: Hussain, Lila (CII)
To: Kwak, Grace (DPW)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Moy, Barbara (DPW)
Subject: GSW Budget and Contracting
Date: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 5:57:49 PM


Grace and Barbara,
 
Can we talk briefly tomorrow morning about scope and contracting for GSW?  Ideally we would like
DPW to bill directly to the Warriors or perhaps run it through the FOCIL contract similar to block 1.
We want to make sure you agree. 
 
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: Jones, Natasha (OCII)
Subject: RE: Meet with the Warriors project sponsor (mtg # 2)
Date: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 11:13:00 AM


Let’s hold Friday the 13th from 3-4.30 (Jennifer can jump out if it runs over an hour) and Friday the


19th from 10-11.30.  Is Room 5080 available?
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Jones, Natasha (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 10:58 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: FW: Meet with the Warriors project sponsor (mtg # 2)
 
 
Catherine – this is what we have so far. We are not able to find a 2 hour slot so far. Any
thoughts?
 
Jennifer is available as follows:


-          Friday, June 13th, 2pm – 4pm


-          Thursday, June 19th, 10am – 12pm
 
John and Tiffany are as follows:


Friday, June 13th, 3:00-5:00pm
Thursday, June 19th, 9:30-11:30am.
 
 
___________________________________________
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: Wong, Phillip (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 10:39 AM
To: Jones, Natasha (OCII)
Cc: Green, Andrea (CPC)
Subject: RE: Meet with the Warriors project sponsor (mtg # 2)
 
Hi Natasha,
 
Good morning.
 
Jennifer is available as follows:


-          Friday, June 13th, 2pm – 4pm


-          Thursday, June 19th, 10am – 12pm
 
Does this work?
 
Best,
 
Phillip C. Wong
--
Project Assistant |OEWD
Office: 415-554-6512
Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
 


From: Jones, Natasha (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 10:33 AM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Cc: Green, Andrea (CPC)
Subject: Meet with the Warriors project sponsor (mtg # 2)
 
Good morning Phillip,
 
Could you please let me know if Jennifer is available for a two-hour meeting on
on Friday, June 13th, 3:00-5:00pm or Thursday, June 19th, 9:30-11:30am.
 
Thank you.
 
___________________________________________
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: Green, Andrea (CPC) 
Sent: Friday, May 30, 2014 12:40 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Wong, Phillip (MYR); Jones, Natasha (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
 


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: Linda Hawkins
To: Hussain, Lila (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Mission Bay CAC Agenda June 12, 2014
Date: Monday, June 09, 2014 1:01:28 PM


Hi, Lila,


Thank you for sending this out & we look forward to this month's meeting.


Can you tell me if item #3 relates to the question I have raised 3 CAC meetings ago
and again 2 CAC meetings ago (not at the last mtg since that was primarily about
the Warriors).....namely asking what the schedule is for development of the
Commons Park at P15.


The last time MBDG did an update they told us that this park would not be
developed until 2020, which we all find unacceptable.  They have told us that
NOMAD gardens would be a help, which it is not...we still have a dirt lot with pallets
of wood all over and a few plant containers.  It is an eyesore and a big dirt problem.
 We pay tens of thousands of dollars each time we have our windows washed, and a
week after they are washed, the windows are coated in dirt and our decks are as
well.  Since lots 7E and 7W are going to be developed in the next year or two, we
feel strongly that the Commons lot P15 needs to be developed then or shortly
after....certainly, not in 2020.


I've raised this issue (with support from Radiance residents as well) and if I recall
correctly, Catherine asked them to come back at the next meeting to address this
concern.  That hasn't happened yet and so I'm wondering if it will be covered under
the item #3 or under #4, "Status of MB Development".  


Thanks very much for your help.


Linda Hawkins
(Madrone resident)


On Mon, Jun 9, 2014 at 12:46 PM, Hussain, Lila (OCII) <lila.hussain@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Dear Mission Bay Stakeholders,


 


Please find attached the Mission Bay CAC Agenda for June 12, 2014 and a map of
the Mission Bay Redevelopment Project Area for additional context. 


 


Thank you,


 


Lila Hussain
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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: Hussain, Lila (CII)
To: Kwak, Grace (DPW)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Moy, Barbara (DPW)
Subject: GSW Budget and Contracting
Date: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 5:57:49 PM


Grace and Barbara,
 
Can we talk briefly tomorrow morning about scope and contracting for GSW?  Ideally we would like
DPW to bill directly to the Warriors or perhaps run it through the FOCIL contract similar to block 1.
We want to make sure you agree. 
 
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: Jones, Natasha (OCII)
Subject: RE: Meet with the Warriors project sponsor (mtg # 2)
Date: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 11:25:00 AM


Let me ponder a location, but hold the times.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Jones, Natasha (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 11:25 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Meet with the Warriors project sponsor (mtg # 2)
 
Ok. 5080 is not available. Will ask planning?
 
___________________________________________
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: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 11:13 AM
To: Jones, Natasha (OCII)
Subject: RE: Meet with the Warriors project sponsor (mtg # 2)
 


Let’s hold Friday the 13th from 3-4.30 (Jennifer can jump out if it runs over an hour) and Friday the


19th from 10-11.30.  Is Room 5080 available?
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment 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.
 


From: Jones, Natasha (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 10:58 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: FW: Meet with the Warriors project sponsor (mtg # 2)
 
 
Catherine – this is what we have so far. We are not able to find a 2 hour slot so far. Any
thoughts?
 
Jennifer is available as follows:


-          Friday, June 13th, 2pm – 4pm


-          Thursday, June 19th, 10am – 12pm
 
John and Tiffany are as follows:


Friday, June 13th, 3:00-5:00pm
Thursday, June 19th, 9:30-11:30am.
 
 
___________________________________________
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: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 10:39 AM
To: Jones, Natasha (OCII)
Cc: Green, Andrea (CPC)
Subject: RE: Meet with the Warriors project sponsor (mtg # 2)
 
Hi Natasha,
 
Good morning.
 
Jennifer is available as follows:


-          Friday, June 13th, 2pm – 4pm


-          Thursday, June 19th, 10am – 12pm
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Does this work?
 
Best,
 
Phillip C. Wong
--
Project Assistant |OEWD
Office: 415-554-6512
Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
 


From: Jones, Natasha (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 10:33 AM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Cc: Green, Andrea (CPC)
Subject: Meet with the Warriors project sponsor (mtg # 2)
 
Good morning Phillip,
 
Could you please let me know if Jennifer is available for a two-hour meeting on
on Friday, June 13th, 3:00-5:00pm or Thursday, June 19th, 9:30-11:30am.
 
Thank you.
 
___________________________________________
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: Green, Andrea (CPC) 
Sent: Friday, May 30, 2014 12:40 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Wong, Phillip (MYR); Jones, Natasha (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Help with Meeting Times
 


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








From: Linda Hawkins
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Mission Bay CAC Agenda June 12, 2014
Date: Monday, June 09, 2014 1:51:37 PM


Thank you, Catherine.  We'll look forward to their July/Aug update & we'll see you
on Thursday.  I just want them to know this hasn't dropped of our radar screen.  ;-)


Linda


On Mon, Jun 9, 2014 at 1:13 PM, Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hi, Linda – we were originally going to present the park schedule as part of this meeting. 
However, in the past month or so there has been significant changes to the timing of the
development of the remaining private properties in Mission Bay South which will affect
(positively) the timing of the remaining parks.  Specifically, with the Warriors (Blocks 29-32) and
UCSF (Blocks 33-34) proposal, last week’s announcement of the sale of Block 40, and recent
marketing of Blocks 26/27 over the last few weeks, all the remaining private property that we had
assumed would be developed in the future has moved up.  We are outreaching to owners of the
parcels to identify their potential schedules (and estimating those that do not know), so that we
can work with the master developer to update the park schedule.  While we have not gotten into
the details, it will mean that some of the parks that were not triggered until the future would
speed up in the phasing.  We will be coming to the CAC with a revised schedule in July /August
and we definitely have heard from the community about the desire to bring forward the
development of P15, so that is part of the discussion as well.


 


As for what will be covered under the Mission Bay Development info item, it is the usual “what’s
going on right now in MB” item to update the group on topics such as future street closures,
development schedule of current projects, and answer any questions the group has on the
current wave of development.


 


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Linda Hawkins [mailto:linda@slhawk.com] 
Sent: Monday, June 09, 2014 1:01 PM
To: Hussain, Lila (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Mission Bay CAC Agenda June 12, 2014


 


Hi, Lila,


 


Thank you for sending this out & we look forward to this month's meeting.


 


Can you tell me if item #3 relates to the question I have raised 3 CAC meetings
ago and again 2 CAC meetings ago (not at the last mtg since that was primarily
about the Warriors).....namely asking what the schedule is for development of the
Commons Park at P15.


 


The last time MBDG did an update they told us that this park would not be
developed until 2020, which we all find unacceptable.  They have told us that
NOMAD gardens would be a help, which it is not...we still have a dirt lot with
pallets of wood all over and a few plant containers.  It is an eyesore and a big dirt
problem.  We pay tens of thousands of dollars each time we have our windows
washed, and a week after they are washed, the windows are coated in dirt and
our decks are as well.  Since lots 7E and 7W are going to be developed in the next
year or two, we feel strongly that the Commons lot P15 needs to be developed
then or shortly after....certainly, not in 2020.


 


I've raised this issue (with support from Radiance residents as well) and if I recall
correctly, Catherine asked them to come back at the next meeting to address this
concern.  That hasn't happened yet and so I'm wondering if it will be covered
under the item #3 or under #4, "Status of MB Development".  


 


Thanks very much for your help.


 


Linda Hawkins


(Madrone resident)


 


On Mon, Jun 9, 2014 at 12:46 PM, Hussain, Lila (OCII) <lila.hussain@sfgov.org>
wrote:
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Dear Mission Bay Stakeholders,


 


Please find attached the Mission Bay CAC Agenda for June 12, 2014 and a map of
the Mission Bay Redevelopment Project Area for additional context. 


 


Thank you,


 


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 (CII)
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: Welcome back
Date: Thursday, July 24, 2014 5:46:30 PM


Thanks and you must feel loved with everyone tracking you down.  I’m pretty open tomorrow.  Let’s
try to touch base in the morning.  I’m wide open the whole time and will be in around 8.30.
 
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: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2014 1:31 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Welcome back
 
Hi Catherine,
John left me a voicemail (he’s out until Monday) and I had a follow up conversation with Elaine
Warren. Jessica also checked in re the call this morning. I’m available this afternoon and tomorrow
anytime except 9:30-10:00.
Chris
 
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 (CII) 
Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2014 12:54 PM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Welcome back
 
And was wondering if you had time for a quick check in tomorrow.  Nothing too specific, but wanted
to make sure John M had contacted you, as well as Jessica.  Thanks and hope you had a nice week
off (bet too short).
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment 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/
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From: Kern, Chris (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: GSW CEQA SOW
Date: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 3:20:46 PM
Attachments: Preliminary SOW for GSW_Mission Bay_07-15-14+GSW+ck.docx


Hi Catherine,
Here’s the SOW with GSW and EP comments.
 
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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July 24, 2014





To:	Catherine Reilly	Chris Kern
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure	San Francisco Planning Department
One South Van Ness Avenue	Environmental Planning Division
5th Floor	1650 Mission Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, CA 94103	San Francisco, CA 94103





Cc:	Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 2080
San Francisco, CA 94105





Subject:	Preliminary Scope of Work for CEQA Services for the proposed Golden State Warriors Event Center Development in Mission Bay





Environmental Science Associates (ESA) submits herein a preliminary scope of work for environmental review services for the proposed Golden State Warriors (GSW) event center development within the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Area (proposed project or project). We understand that the City’s Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII), as the CEQA lead agency, in cooperation with the San Francisco Planning Department, Environmental Planning (EP) Division, has determined that a SupplementalSubsequent Environmental Impact Report (SupplementalSubsequent EIR) is required, and that the SupplementalSubsequent EIR will be tiered from the Final Mission Bay Subsequent EIR (1998). Further, we understand the OCII and EP will be responsible for day-to-day project management of the environmental review process in accordance with a Memorandum of Agreement to be executed between those two City agencies. Thus, ESA is submitting this preliminary scope of work for review and approval by OCII and EP, with input from the Project Sponsor, represented by Strada Investment Group.	Comment by Chris Kern: Since it appears we are in agreement that the project will be reviewed under 15168 as a later activity under a Program EIR, we should use the terms and processes provided under 15168 and 15162. 


In general, we understand the project, proposed on Blocks 29 to 32 of the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Area, will consist of an event center with a seating capacity the same as that proposed previously on Piers 30-32, two small live-performance theaters, office development, retail development, open space and parking facilities on the 12-acre project site in Mission Bay. A number of project details are still under development.


We also understand that the EIR would provide the environmental information necessary to support several discretionary actions to be considered by the OCII Commission, including approval of a Major Phase application and an amendment to the Mission Bay South Design for Development and the Mission Bay South Owner Participation Agreement, as well as one discretionary action by the San Francisco Planning Commission, namely the approval of allocation of office space under the City’s Office Development Annual Limit.


ESA Team and Staffing


The ESA team will be led by Paul Mitchell and Karl Heisler, as Project Manager and Project Director, respectively; Gary Oates will serve as Principal-in-Charge. Joyce Hsiao, with Orion Environmental Associates will serve as senior technical coordinator and advisor. Brian Boxer, ESA’s Community Development Practice Leader and the Project Manager for the recently completed Sacramento Kings Arena EIR, will also be available to provide senior technical review as necessary. Karl and Gary will serve as spokespeople for ESA at public hearings related to the project. This management team will be supported by a host of technical specialists, who are largely in-house ESA staff, with experience in numerous San Francisco development projects, and all of whom worked on the previous event center development proposed at Piers 30-32. ESA proposes to include the services of several specialty subconsultants, all of whom ESA has worked with on the previous event center development proposed at Piers 30-32. These subconsultants include: Orion Environmental Associates (hydrology and water quality); Fehr and Peers Transportation Consultants, Adavant Consulting and LCW Consulting (transportation). In addition Hydroconsult Engineers, Inc. is included as an optional subconsultant, if requested (for assistance with developing combined sewer/stormwater calculations). All of these subconsultants will be used in a focused manner with their particular specialty and experience, appropriate to the level of detail needed for this SupplementalSubsequent EIR. It should be noted that Orion Environmental Associates, Adavant Consulting, LCW Consulting and Hydroconsult Engineers, Inc. are all Local Business Enterprise (LBE)-certified by City.


Background


Regulation in Mission Bay South


The San Francisco Board of Supervisors established the Mission Bay North and South Redevelopment project areas in November 1998, covering 303 acres of land south of downtown between the San Francisco Bay and Interstate 280. The Mission Bay development program, of which some phases have been completed or are currently under construction, includes housing, office/life science/biotechnology commercial space, a UCSF research campus and hospital complex, city and neighborhood-serving retail space, a hotel, and a range of community facilities.


OCII, as the Successor Agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency since 2012, is authorized to implement the Mission Bay development program. OCII is governed by two bodies, the Oversight Board of the Successor Agency (which oversees certain fiscal management of former Redevelopment Agency assets) and the Commission on Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII Commission, which exercises land use, development and design approval authority for the Major Approved Development Projects). Although OCII, as the Successor Agency, is a separate legal entity from the City and County of San Francisco, pursuant to state law, the San Francisco Board of Supervisors is the legislative body of the Successor Agency. The Board of Supervisors has delegated to the OCII Commission, among other powers, the authority to act in place of the Redevelopment Agency to implement surviving redevelopment projects, including Mission Bay.


The proposed development would be primarily regulated by the Redevelopment Plan for the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Project (South Plan), the Mission Bay South Design for Development (South Design for Development), and the Mission Bay South Owner Participation Agreement (South OPA). The South Plan, adopted in 1998 and last amended in 2013, provides objectives and basic land use controls within the project area. The South Design for Development is a companion document to the South Plan, and provides specific land use controls standards and regulates height, bulk, setbacks, coverage, streetwalls, view corridors, open space, parking and other design issues. The standards of the South Design for Development supersede the San Francisco Planning Code in its entirety, except as otherwise provided in the South Plan. The South OPA establishes binding contractual rights and obligations for reviewing and approving private and public development for Mission Bay South, including specifying maximum development rights, timing of infrastructure and parks, provision of affordable housing, and programs to diversify the workforce. Other regulatory documents that apply to private developments in Mission Bay South include the Mission Bay South Streetscape Master Plan and the Mission Bay South Signage Master Plan.


Mission Bay Final Subsequent EIR (Mission Bay FSEIR)


In October 1998, the San Francisco Board of Supervisors affirmed certification of the Mission Bay Final Subsequent EIR (Mission Bay FSEIR) by the Redevelopment Agency and Planning Commission, and adopted environmental findings (and a statement of overriding considerations). The Mission Bay FSEIR is a program EIR under CEQA Guidelines 15168 and a redevelopment plan EIR under CEQA Guidelines 15180. The Mission Bay FSEIR includes a series of mitigation measures that apply to various development stages for projects in Mission Bay, and a comprehensive system for mitigation monitoring was established. Since 1998, there have been nine addenda to the Mission Bay FSEIR (completed between 2000 and 2013) for specific developments within Mission Bay that required additional environmental review of specific issues beyond those that were covered in the Mission Bay FSEIR; in all of these cases, none of the conditions triggering a Subsequent or Supplemental EIR were met. 


Prior Proposals at the Project Site


The GSW project site at Blocks 29 to 32 has been the subject of prior development proposals, including a development proposed by Alexandria Real Estate Equities, Inc., and most recently a development proposal by Salesforce.com (Salesforce). The Salesforce proposal envisioned a variety of uses on the project site (and certain adjacent and nearby parcels), including office development (as allocated by the Planning Commission under Proposition M), retail (including restaurant) space, childcare facilities and parking on Blocks 29 to 32.


Under both previous proposals, the OCII Commission determined that the projects were within the scope of the project analyzed in the Mission Bay FSEIR and addenda and that no additional environmental review was required; hence, OCII adopted findings and approved Major Phase applications for both projects. The Planning Commission also completed office development allocations subject to Proposition M for the Alexandria proposal, but not for Salesforce. However, neither of these development proposals ultimately occurred on the project site. 


Proposed GSW Project


Understanding of the Project


In April 2014, the GSW entered into a contract with Salesforce to purchase an approximately 12-acre site located within the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Project Area of San Francisco. This partially developed site consists of Blocks 29 to 32, and is bounded by Third Street on the west, 16th Street on the south, South Street on the north, and roughly by the future planned realigned Terry Francois Boulevard on the east. Paved surface metered parking facilities containing 675 parking spaces operate in the west and north portions of the site (Lots B and E, respectively). Just east of, and adjacent to, Parking Lot B is a depressed basin where stormwater runoff from the central–south portion of the project site is directed to and retained in.


The GSW propose to develop approximately 1.7 million gross square feet of development, including a 720,000 square-foot event center (including GSW practice facilities); two small theaters encompassing 27,000 square feet; approximately 550,000 square feet of office uses; 65,000 square feet of retail space; and 336,000 square feet of parking and loading. The GSW have preliminarily indicated that operation of the proposed event center would be similar in function to that previously proposed at the Piers 30-32 site, hosting the GSW basketball team during the NBA season, and providing a year-round venue for other events, including concerts, family shows, other sporting events, cultural events, conference and conventions. The proposed office development could include research and development, and biotechnical uses. The retail uses are anticipated to be restaurant uses (both sit-down and quick-serve) and in-line retail The Project Sponsor desires to have the development constructed and in operation no later than the National Basketball Association (NBA) 2017-18 season.


Proposed GSW Project Approvals


The GSW project would require approval by the OCII Commission of a new Major Phase for Blocks 29 to 32 to identify the specific uses, intensities of development, height, bulk and massing. Prior to approval, a Major Phase is referred to the Planning Department for review and comment. Following Major Phase approval, the GSW project would also require approval by the OCII Commission of individual Combined Basic Concept and Schematic Designs (Schematic Designs) for each building and private open spaces. Schematic Designs are also referred to the Planning Department for review and comment. Schematic Designs including office development will also require Planning Commission action. to release office space from the citywide Proposition M office allocation pool.


OCII has indicated that the proposed event center can be permitted as an allowed secondary use (Assembly and Entertainment: Nighttime Entertainment and/or Recreation Building) in the South Plan, and consequently, would not require an amendment to the South Plan. OCII indicates modifications to other design- and infrastructure-related documents, such as the South Design for Development, Mission Bay South Signage Master Plan, and Mission Bay South Infrastructure Plan, would be required, as applicable.


Environmental Review for GSW Project


OCII has determined that the proposed GSW project in Mission Bay will require preparation of a focused SupplementalSubsequent EIR to the Mission Bay FSEIR. Section 15168(c) of the CEQA Guidelines sets out the approach to the analysis of subsequent actions where a program EIR has been prepared and certified, clarifying that if (pursuant to CEQA Guideline 15162) no new effects could occur or new mitigation measures be required, then no further environmental review will be necessary.  Section 15168(c)(1) also states that if a later activity could have effects that were not examined in the program EIR, then an initial study should be prepared that could lead to an EIR or a negative declaration. Section 15168(d)3 of the CEQA Guidelines indicates that Supplemental Program EIRs can:(1) provide the basis in an initial study for determining whether a later activity may have any significant effects; (2) be incorporated by reference to deal with regional influences, secondary effects, cumulative impacts, broad alternatives, and other factors that apply to the program as a whole; and (3) focus an EIR on a subsequent project to permit discussion solely of new effects which had not been considered before.may be used in cases if 1) any of the conditions described in the requirements that trigger a Subsequent EIR are met; and 2) only minor additions or changes would be necessary to make the previous EIR adequately apply to the project in the changed situation. Furthermore, Section 15163 indicates that Supplemental EIRs need contain only the information necessary to make the previous EIR adequate for the project as revised. 	Comment by Chris Kern: 15168(c)(4) doesn’t apply b/c the subsequent activity in this case involves more than “site specific operations.”


[bookmark: _GoBack]Based on our preliminary understanding of the project, it is assumed that the Supplemental Subsequent EIR for the GSW project in Mission Bay would focus on the following environmental topics for detailed environmental analysis: Transportation, Air Quality (including Health Risks), Greenhouse Gases, Noise and Vibration, Wind, Shadow, and certain issues associated with Hydrology (sea level rise and flooding), potentially Utilities (water and wastewater), and potentially Public Services (police and fire). The work scopes for these environmental topics are addressed under Task 3, below. It is assumed all other environmental topics would be addressed in lesser detail in an Initial Study pursuant to Section 15168, as described in Task 2, below. As described below, the topic of Aesthetics is not proposed to be addressed in the SEIR, consistent with recent changes to the law pursuant to the proposed processing of the project under SB 743.


Tasks for Completion of the CEQA Environmental Review Process


The ESA team will conduct all activities and documentation required under the CEQA environmental review process in conjunction with, and under the direction of, OCII and EP, and consistent with procedures and format as directed by these agencies.


Task 1. Prepare Notice of Preparation, Distribute Notice of Preparation/Initial Study, and Public Scoping 


The City has requested preparation of a Notice of Preparation (NOP) to be prepared for the GSW project. ESA, in consultation with the project sponsor team, OCII and EP, will prepare the NOP for the project. The NOP will contain all information as required by the CEQA Guidelines Section 15082, and consistent with environmental review guidelines of the City. The City has also requested preparation of an Initial Study that would accompany the NOP; see Prepare Initial Study Initial Study under Task 2, below.	Comment by Chris Kern: Per comment above 15168(c)(4) doesn’t seem to apply. We should use the process described in 15168(c)(1), which calls for preparation of an “Initial Study.”


ESA will develop a mailing distribution list for the project in consultation with, and using mailing list information provided by, OCII and EP. ESA will conduct mailing of the NOP/ as requested by the City EP and OCII. It is assumed ESA will print and distribute 250 copies of the NOP, and 30 copies of the NOP with Initial Study, plus 100 CDs. ESA shall provide an electronic file of the NOP/Initial Study for posting on the Planning Department and/or OCII website.


The City has requested that a public scoping meeting occur for the project. ESA will attend the public scoping meeting. ESA will also arrange for a court reporter at the scoping meeting who will prepare transcripts.


Following the close of the 30-day public review period for the NOP, ESA will review and catalog responses to the comments received on the NOP, and provide this summary to the City.


Task 2. Prepare Initial Study


The City has requested preparation of nan Initial Study that will accompany the NOP. The Initial Study format, including, but not limited to, the environmental checklist items to be addressed and the comparative determinations, shall be approved by EP and OCII. The checklist will be adapted from the standard checklist to address the inquiry required under CEQA Guidelines Sections 15162 and 15163; that is, whether the project would result in new or substantially more severe significant effects than those identified in the Mission Bay FSEIR. This work scope assumes the following environmental topics (except where indicated otherwise, below) will be addressed in the Initial Study, in lesser detail than those items to be addressed in the SEIR:


			· Land Use


· Population and Housing


· Cultural Resources


· Recreation


· Utilities and Service Systems 
(excluding water and wastewater)


· Public Services (excluding police and fire)


			· Biological Resources


· Geology and Soils


· Hydrology and Water Quality 
(excluding sea level rise and flooding)


· Hazards and Hazardous Materials


· Mineral and Energy Resources


· Agricultural and Forest Resources











The proposed approach in the Initial Study for addressing each of the above topics is to first summarize how each of these topics were addressed for the Mission Bay project in the Mission Bay FSEIR, including identifying any applicable mitigation measures from the Mission Bay FSEIR, and conclusions reached regarding significance of effects. The Initial Study will then analyze the proposed project pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 151623 to determine if the proposed changes, circumstances under which the project is undertaken, or new information would lead to new or more severe significant environmental effects.


The Initial Study will not contain any detailed information or analysis for those environmental topics to be addressed in detail in the SEIR (i.e., transportation and circulation, air quality (including health risk), greenhouse gases noise and vibration, wind and shadow), unless there is a specific issue(s) from those topics that can be clearly focused out in the Initial Study. However, the Initial Study will inform the reader that the respective environmental topics will be addressed in full detail in the SEIR.	Comment by Chris Kern: May not be needed – see comment below.


While, as noted above, the topics to be addressed in the Initial Study are largely not anticipated to require a quantitative analysis, the City has preliminarily identified certain environmental issues, including sea level rise/flooding effects, utility demand/effects, and effects on police and fire protection services, that will merit a more quantitative and detailed analysis. For purposes of this work scope, it is assumed these issues will be addressed in the SEIR (unless, time permitting, these discrete issues can be included in the Initial Study). A scope for these issues is presented under Task 3, below.


ESA will prepare an administrative draft #1 Initial Study for review and comment by OCII, EP, and the project sponsor. We will then respond to and incorporate all comments into administrative draft #2 Initial Study, followed by preparation of a screencheck draft Initial Study, for a total of three rounds of review. Following receipt of comments on the screencheck draft Initial Study, ESA will prepare the final Initial Study for public distribution with the NOP. 


Task 3. Prepare Administrative Draft SupplementalSubsequent EIR #1


ESA will prepare an Administrative Draft SupplementalSubsequent EIR #1 (ADSEIR #1) that will include the topics and environmental issues listed below, with the exception of the administrative draft project description, which will be submitted in advance of the ADSEIR #1 for review. A brief discussion of the level of detail for each section is also shown below, in the order in which they will appear in the Draft SupplementalSubsequent EIR. All resource topics will include an analysis of cumulative impacts based on an assessment of other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable projects in the vicinity that could contribute to effects on the same resources, including, where applicable, citywide and regional growth projections and specific major projects that could affect resources also affected by the project, as set forth in EP guidance for cumulative impact analysis. ESA will work with OCII and EP to develop the list of projects and assumptions to consider for the various cumulative analyses. For each area of cumulative analysis, ESA will describe the relevant geographic area of impact; will identify cumulative impacts to which both the project and other projects would contribute; will determine if the project’s incremental contribution to each such impact is cumulatively considerable; and, where applicable, will identify feasible mitigation measures to reduce the project’s contribution to the cumulative significant impact.


Based on discussions with Strada, and as further discussed below, it is our understanding that certain technical studies and analyses will be conducted by the sponsor’s consultant, including quantitative air quality emissions estimates and health risk assessment (to be conducted by Environ), and a wind study (assumed to be conducted by RWDI but could be done by ESA as an option) that will serve as a basis for information in developing the respective SupplementalSubsequent EIR sections. Nevertheless, working together the sponsor’s consultants, ESA’s own in-house technical experts, will prepare the actual Air Quality (including Health Risks), Greenhouse Gas, Wind, and Shadow sections of the SupplementalSubsequent EIR.	Comment by Chris Kern: This should be an optional task per comments below.


· Introduction — This section will include a description of the purpose and function of the SupplementalSubsequent EIR, CEQA environmental review process, and summary of public comments received during the scoping period.


· Project Description — The project description will be based in part on the project description prepared for the NOP, and expanded as needed for the focused environmental analysis as additional project detail is made available by the sponsor team. It is expected that the level of detail for the SupplementalSubsequent EIR project description would be commensurate with the overall level of detail that is typically used for Major Phase submittals in Mission Bay South, along with appropriate construction/operational-related information needed to conduct quantitative impact analyses, where relevant (e.g., transportation, air quality). The project description will include project objectives. Upon receipt of comments received on the first administrative draft project description, it is assumed that there would be no further substantive changes to the project description.


· Plans and Policies — Relevant OCII and City documents to be reviewed to identify apparent conflicts with the project would include, but not be limited to, the Redevelopment Plan for the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Project, South Design for Development, and the San Francisco General Plan., the City’s Sustainability Plan, Climate Action Plan, Better Streets Plan, and Bicycle Plan. Applicable federal, regional and/or state plans/policies to be discussed would include, but not limited to, those of the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Bay Area Air Quality Management District, and Association of Bay Area Governments; as well as applicable legislation, such as Senate Bill 743 (SB 743).	Comment by Chris Kern: These plans are relevant to air quality, GHG, and transportation analyses. Why delete?


· Transportation and Circulation — See Attachment A, Transportation Scope of Work from Fehr and Peers, Adavant Consulting and LCW Consulting.


· Noise and Vibration — Although the project site is in a primarily commercial area, there are certain existing/proposed residential land uses in the project vicinity including UCSF student housing and multi-family dwellings north/west of the site. The UCSF hospital will also be considered a sensitive receptor. During construction, these and other nearby land uses would be exposed to elevated noise levels, particularly to noise generated by piledriving activities. ESA has recently conducted ambient noise measurements in support of the environmental review being prepared for the nearby UCSF LRDP project that would be used, as applicable, for the proposed GSW project. ESA would supplement this with other limited short- and/or long-term noise monitoring, as needed. If determined to be necessary, ESA will work with OCII and EP to determine the location and number of additional noise measurements; for the purpose of this scope of work, it is assumed that ESA will conduct no more than three long-term noise measurements and six short-term measurements. Construction noise impacts will be quantitatively analyzed relative to the City’s noise ordinance and applicable significance thresholds; construction vibration impacts from pile driving will also be analyzed. Operational noise impacts to be analyzed include stationary sources, crowd noise, entertainment noise, and project-generated traffic noise at up to 10 roadway segments. Tasks are anticipated to include measurement of existing ambient noise in the project site vicinity, including at the nearest sensitive receptors, and possibly additional measurements at appropriate locations to gather information on event facility noise conditions. Where required, feasible mitigation measures beyond those in the Mission Bay FSEIR will be identified.


· Air Quality (including Health Risk) — Both construction and operation of the project would result in air pollutant emissions. Construction activities would generate dust and diesel emissions (including diesel particulate matter, a toxic air contaminant). ESA will rely on an assessment of project construction and operational air emissions, and project-specific health risk assessment, to be prepared by the project sponsor’s consultant, Environ. (It is assumed that EP will review and approve a separate work scope for the air quality analysis, to be prepared by Environ; we further assume that if EP requires a stand-alone Air Quality Technical Report, this AQTR will be prepared by Environ.) ESA will collaborate with Environ as needed to ensure consistency in project understanding, and analysis methodology and approach, and will peer review Environ’s results for accuracy. ESA will use the assessment from Environ as a basis for writing the Air Quality (including Health Risks) section of the SEIR. The air quality analysis will also address construction dust, odor impacts, and consistency with the Clean Air Plan. Where required, feasible mitigation measures beyond those in the Mission Bay FSEIR will be identified.	Comment by Chris Kern: HRA should be optional task per comment below.	Comment by Chris Kern: Site is not in a hot spot zone. Project specific HRA should be an optional task in the case that project could result in increased emissions over that assumed for prior approved development for the site assumed in the 1998 SEIR substantial enough to create a new hot spot.	Comment by Chris Kern: See above comment.


· Greenhouse Gas Emissions — The City does not require quantification of estimated greenhouse gas emissions in CEQA analysis for construction or operation of a project. Rather, the approach to this analysis is to confirm that the project will be consistent with the City’s Strategies to Address Greenhouse Gas Emissions. This determination is made on the basis of a checklist developed by EP. Much of the information in the checklist—such as how the project will comply with various aspects of the City’s Green Building Ordinance, water conservation and stormwater requirements, and recycling and composting requirements—must be supplied by the project design team, to the extent that this information is available at the time that CEQA review is under way. ESA will complete the checklist in coordination with the project sponsor. However, it is noted that SB 743 processing requires documentation of no net additional  increase in greenhouse gas emissions, and therefore ESA will also coordinate the EIR’s greenhouse gas emissions analysis with the work being performed by Environ in support of the sponsor’s proposed processing of the project under SB743.


· Wind — Two potential options are provided for the Wind analyses, as follows: 


Option A. Peer Review of Wind-Tunnel Analysis and Preparation of SEIR Wind Section. Under this option, ESA will rely on an assessment of wind impacts – both direct project impacts and cumulative impacts  to be prepared by the project sponsor’s consultant, RWDI. ESA will consult with RWDI as needed to ensure consistency in project understanding, and analysis methodology and approach, and will peer review RWDI’s results for accuracy. It is assumed RWDI will conduct wind-tunnel testing of the project site, and prepare a wind technical report that will provide wind data results sufficient to evaluate project impacts in accordance with the requirements for wind analysis in the Design for Development. The wind technical memorandum prepared by RWDI will serve as the basis for the SEIR Wind section to be prepared by ESA. 


Option B. Wind-Tunnel Testing and Preparation of SEIR Wind Section. Under this option, ESA will conduct the wind assessment and also prepare the SEIR wind section using our in-house wind experts. Using ESA’s existing 1"=50' scale model of Mission Bay, ESA would build and add in a model of the Warriors project development proposed on Blocks 29 to 32 based on development plans from the Warriors. As needed, ESA would update and add any other future non-project cumulative development anticipated in the vicinity. ESA, in consultation with the City, will identify the number and location of wind test points to study. The model would be delivered to U.C. Davis’s wind tunnel facility, where the wind modeling would be conducted. Wind conditions will be analyzed for the existing setting, existing plus project conditions and cumulative conditions for primary wind directions. ESA will then prepare a technical memorandum that will document the approach, methods, assumptions, and results of the wind test. This memorandum will serve as the basis for the SEIR section on wind that ESA will also prepare.  If needed, feasible mitigation measures will be identified to address any significant wind impacts.


· Shadow — ESA will evaluate shadow effects consistent with the Design for Development’s guidelines for “Sunlight Access to Open Space,” and prepare the SEIR Shadow section. ESA will build a digital model of the proposed project and cast shadow on the potentially affected public and publicly accessible open spaces that could be affected, in particular, the planned Bayfront Park east of the project site and the realigned Terry Francois Boulevard, as well as UCSF-owned publicly accessible open space both north and south of Gene Friend Way. ESA will include in the analysis graphical illustrations of project shadow on locations and at times of the year and day to be determined in consultation with EP and OCII. At a minimum, it is assumed that net new shadow will be depicted on Bayfront Park. The Design for Development establishes a recommended limit for total shadow on Bayfront Park: no more than 20 percent of the overall park (extending from Mission Bay Commons south to Mariposa Street) should be continuously shaded for an hour or more during the period 10:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m., March to September. If needed, feasible mitigation measures will be identified to address any significant shadow impacts.


· Sea Level Rise/Flooding Effects — The project site is an area subject to the potential effects of sea level rise. ESA will review the latest available policy and research on sea level rise, including but not limited to, the 2012 National Research Council publication “Sea-Level Rise for the Coasts of California, Oregon, and Washington: Past, Present, and Future.” In consultation with City staff, ESA will identify the best sea level rise inundation maps available for the project area [if available, this may include the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC) sea level rise inundation maps for San Francisco’s Bay shoreline that are scheduled be published soon]. Based on this mapping, ESA will identify the design year sea level riseflood level for the project site taking into consideration for a range of potential sea level projections. ESA will consult with the sponsor to identify any design features proposed as part of the project to address future sea level riseflood risk if necessary. As needed, ESA will identify feasible mitigation measures for addressing sea level rise, which may include preparation of a risk assessment by the sponsor and identification of additional potential design solutions and adaptation measures to avoid or minimize sea level rise effectsflood impacts.	Comment by Chris Kern: This is now available.


· Utility Demands/Effects — The proposed project will generate a demand for water, generate wastewater and require wastewater and stormwater collection and treatment. In consultation with the OCII and SFPUC, ESA will update as needed the description of public utility system improvements serving the project site vicinity, and document if there are any known existing or future deficiencies in water supply/distribution using a Water Supply Assessment (WSA) prepared by the SFPUC, and wastewater/stormwater collection and treatment. Using existing information in the Mission Bay FSEIR, ESA will derive the estimated project site water demand/wastewater generation estimates originally assumed for the Block 29-32 project site in the Mission Bay FSEIR. The project sponsor’s engineers will provide ESA with a description of proposed utility system improvements to serve the project site, including proposed water utilities, water reduction measures/systems, wastewater collection utilities, stormwater collection, storage and/or treatment utilities; as well as projected utility demands for the project, including water demand, wastewater generation and stormflows. ESA will present preliminary utility information and results to, and consult with, City staff to determine what, if any, additional utilities information or analysis may be needed for the environmental document.


Optional Task: Hydrologic Modeling of Effects on the City’s Combined Sewer/Stormwater System. The above scope of work does not provide for any quantitative analysis using the Bayside Planning Model or other hydrologic model that may be recommended by OCII, EP and/or SFPUC to estimate potential changes in project/cumulative combined sewer flows and discharges. However, if based on the results of the preliminary tasks discussed above, OCII and EP determines that hydrologic modeling of the combined sewer/stormwater flows is required to quantify potential changes in effects on the combined system, ESA proposes to use Hydroconsult Engineers, Inc., to conduct this effort as an optional task. The scope of work for this task would be developed in consultation with OCII, EP, SFPUC and the project sponsor.


As discussed below, this scope of work assumes the project sponsor will process the project under SB 743. The eligibility of the proposed project under SB743 would provide that aesthetic impacts of the proposed project shall not be considered significant impacts on the environment. Accordingly, as was the approach for the Piers 30-32 site, the aesthetics impacts will not be analyzed in the SupplementalSubsequent EIR. This work scope therefore does not include the preparation or inclusion of any visual simulations for the proposed project in the SEIR.


Based on preliminary discussions to date with EP and OCII, it is assumed that tThethe SEIR will not require analysis of any new CEQA alternatives, but can instead can rely on the alternatives analysis in the Mission Bay FSEIR, as well as analyzing alternatives to the project under consideration in the SubsequentSubsequent EIR.. At this time, it is also assumed that the SEIR will describe and analyze one version of the proposed project only, and that there will be no Variants to the project.


Task 4. Prepare Administrative Draft SupplementalSubsequent EIR #2 and Screencheck Draft SupplementalSubsequent EIR 


This task consists of reviewing and responding to comments on the ADSEIR #1 and preparing an Administrative Draft SupplementalSubsequent EIR #2 (ADSEIR #2). Following receipt of comments on ADSEIR #2, a Screencheck Draft SEIR will be submitted to OCII and EP, including the Environmental Review Officer (ERO), for review and final comment prior to publication. Three rounds of review are included in this task (review of ADSEIR #1, ADSEIR #2, and Screencheck Draft SEIR) as well as work sessions to resolve issues that arise with each round of review. (In this way, the work session to review/revise the Screencheck Draft will, in effect, produce a Printcheck Draft in the process of developing the Public Draft SEIR for printing and distribution.) The drafts may be prepared and reviewed in two groupings, A and B , with the later set (B) covering topics requiring longer preparation time, such as Transportation and Air Quality.  This proposal assumes review only by OCII, EP, City Attorney, other relevant City staff (e.g., MTA, SFPUC), and the project sponsor team. Additional review of any administrative draft EIR sections by any other entities – and ESA’s responding to those comments  is not provided for in the work scope, budget and schedule.


Task 5. Prepare and Distribute Draft SEIR and Conduct Public Hearings


ESA will prepare a Notice of Completion (NOC) and Notice of Availability (NOA) for distribution at the same time as issuance of the public Draft SEIR. In conjunction with OCII and EP, ESA will prepare a mailing list and distribute the NOAs and Draft SEIR to the mailing list, and send the NOC to the State Clearinghouse, along with either 15 copies of the Draft SEIR (likely in electronic form, along with printed copies of the summary). It is assumed ESA will print and distribute 125 copies of the Draft SEIR plus 200 CDs and 500 copies of the NOA. ESA will also be responsible for on-site posting of the NOA of the Draft SEIR for public review. At the time that the Draft SEIR is published, ESA will provide OCII and EP with a complete set of all references cited in the Draft SEIR in electronic format. ESA will assist OCII and EP in planning and preparing for a public hearing to receive oral comments on the Draft SEIR, including providing a court reporter at the hearing who will prepare transcripts to be used in responding to comments.


Task 6. Responses to Comments Document and MMRP


At this time, the number, nature, and extent of comments on the Draft SEIR cannot be predicted. ESA has assumed a reasonable budget sufficient to respond to a reasonable number of comments given the potentially controversial nature of the project, but for the purposes of this scope of work, we assume that responses will not require major new analysis in any resource area, any substantive changes to the Project Description, or any new quantitative analysis of a substantive nature. ESA will review, bracket/code, organize, and synthesize comments received on the Draft SEIR, including preparing a matrix of all comments received to facilitate preparation of responses. The matrix will identify the commenter, comment code, primary and secondary topic, person(s) responsible for preparing the response, additional information needs, and issues to be resolved, and the matrix can be sorted as needed for various purposes. Consistent with EP format, the Responses to Comments (RTC) document will be organized by resource topic, and ESA will work with the project sponsor, OCII, EP, and other City staff as applicable to strategize in the most efficient way to prepare responses and structure the RTC document. Similar to the process for the Draft SEIR, the RTC will require preparation of two rounds of the administrative draft RTC document for iterative review and comment before preparing and distributing the public RTC document. At the time that the RTC document is published, ESA will provide OCII and EP with an updated set of all references cited in the Draft SEIR and RTC document in electronic format. 


Following publication of the RTC document, ESA will prepare the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) as required by CEQA and consistent with OCII and EP requirements.  We assumed one round of review for the MMRP.


ESA will print 75 hard copies of the RTC document, 100 CD copies, and 10 copies of the MMRP. 


Task 7. SEIR Certification, Appeal, Final SEIR, and Notice of Determination 


ESA will assist OCII prior to and during the certification hearing on the Final SEIR before the OCII Commission, providing technical and administrative assistance as needed. It is assumed that the OCII will be responsible for preparing the CEQA Findings. Following certification of the SEIR, this scope of work assumes at least one appeal of the SEIR certification will be filed to the San Francisco Board of Supervisors (BOS), as the legislative body for the Successor Agency. ESA will provide technical and administrative support to OCII and EP during the appeal process, including preparation of draft and final appeal response materials and attendance and support at the appeal hearing; this scope of work assumed that certain issues would require discussion/clarification and response during the appeal process but no additional analysis will be required. It is assumed that the project sponsor will be responsible for all filing fees, including the California Department of Fish and Wildlife CEQA fees.	Comment by Chris Kern: This can be an optional task (and the SOW doesn’t need to specify who would hear the appeal if this is the concern), but the SOW should include support for an administrative appeal.


Following filing of the NOD, ESA, will prepare a consolidated Final SEIR that combines and integrates the contents of the Draft SEIR and the RTC document. 


Task 8. Project Management and Meetings


This task covers regular progress meetings and/or conference calls as well as day-to-day coordination and consultation with the project sponsor, design team, OCII, EP, and other CCSF staff; formal and informal meetings; and additional administrative duties, including subconsultant coordination. The ESA team will coordinate work efforts, maintain consistency in project understanding and approach, maintain action item lists and information requests, address and respond to issues as they arise, and distribute the project information needed for preparation of the CEQA documentation. For all CEQA meetings and work sessions, ESA will prepare an agenda prior to the meeting.  


This task also includes monitoring project status in terms of staffing, budget, schedule, and coordinating the work of all subconsultants. ESA will prepare updates to the project schedule on a weekly basis, or more frequently, if neededas needed. 	Comment by Chris Kern: Note: EP will not review schedules at this frequency as this is not a good use of staff resources (updates “as needed” is acceptable/appropriate).


Task 9. Administrative Record and SB 743 Compliance Support


The project sponsor is proposing to apply for certification of the project under SB 743. Among other requirements, SB 743 requires preparation of an electronic administrative record concurrently with the administrative process (including placement on the internet) and certification of the final administrative record within specific timeframes. ESA will manage the administrative record process for this project and provide SB 743 compliance support.


A detailed description of ESA’s proposed scope for preparation, management of the Administrative Record and SB 743 compliance support is presented in Attachment B. Within 10 days of the Governor certifying the environmental leadership development project, ESA will prepare and distribute the public notice that the applicant has elected to proceed under Chapter 6.5 of the Public Resources Code. For purposes of scoping/costing, it is assumed the Administrative Record for this project under SB 743 begins with submittal of an application for the new Environmental Evaluation (EE) Application review of the project to OCII, and will be maintained until the City renders a final decision on the project. If desired by the City, ESA would establish and maintain a project-specific email address for the receipt of electronic documents submitted. If requested, ESA can also include ESA’s physical address and/or facsimile address in all forthcoming project notices for the receipt of printed materials which ESA would then convert to an electronic format. All documents received will be indexed and organized by ESA as outlined in Attachment B. The Administrative Record will include an Administrative Record Index that includes live links to all indexed documents as well as the documents themselves. OCII and EP shall approve the format of Administrative Record Index, and prepare and/or approve the process for which project materials shall be included in the Administrative Record. 


ESA will support the OCII and the City in making all documents and other Administrative Record materials available to the public in a readily accessible, downloadable electronic format. As directed by OCII and EP, the City would host a link to its website that would direct users to an off-site, cloud-based server, which we assume will need to be in operation from publication of the Draft SEIR through a final decision on the project. ESA will design and build the user interface page (format and content to be approved by the OCII and EP), providing background information about the project and the CEQA process as well as access to the Administrative Record. ESA’s Website Lead will design, build, maintain, and troubleshoot the site. Commencing with the date of the release of the Draft SEIR, ESA will upload a current Administrative Record Index and electronic copy of submitted documents within the prescribed timelines outlined in Attachment B. ESA will provide the final Index and Administrative Record materials for the City’s certification so that the City can meet the statutory obligation to certify the final Administrative Record within five days of project approval.
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ATTACHMENT B
SCOPE OF WORK: ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD AND SB 743 COMPLIANCE SUPPORT


Prepare and Distribute Notice that Applicant has Elected to Proceed under Chapter 6.5 of the Public Resources Code


ESA, in consultation with the project sponsor team, OCII and EP, will prepare the public notice required by Public Resources Code section 21187 that the applicant has elected to proceed under Chapter 6.5 of the Public Resources Code. Pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21187, within 10 days of the Governor certifying the environmental leadership development project, the City must issue a notice in no less than 12-point type stating the following:


“THE APPLICANT HAS ELECTED TO PROCEED UNDER CHAPTER 6.5 (COMMENCING WITH SECTION 21178) OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE, WHICH PROVIDES, AMONG OTHER THINGS, THAT ANY JUDICIAL ACTION CHALLENGING THE CERTIFICATION OF THE EIR OR THE APPROVAL OF THE PROJECT DESCRIBED IN THE EIR IS SUBJECT TO THE PROCEDURES SET FORTH IN SECTIONS 21185 TO 21186, INCLUSIVE OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE. A COPY OF CHAPTER 6.5 (COMMENCING WITH SECTION 21178) OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE IS INCLUDED BELOW.”


ESA will also develop a mailing list for the project in consultation with, and using mailing list information provided by, OCII and EP. ESA will conduct mailing of the notice as well. The public notice shall be distributed as required for public notices pursuant to Section 21092(b)(3) – the same as that required for a Notice of Preparation of an EIR. 


Administrative Record Preparation and Maintenance


ESA will prepare the Administrative Record for the project concurrently with the City’s CEQA administrative process based on information generated by ESA as well as input and materials received from the City and project sponsor.


It is assumed the Administrative Record for this project begins with submittal of the Environmental Evaluation (EE) Application in June 2014, and ESA will maintain the Administrative Record until the City renders a final decision on the project. For purposes of costing, it is assumed that ESA’s Administrative Record Lead’s duties would continue through September 2015 (the estimated amount of time to complete the environmental review and entitlements process for the project.)


The Administrative Record will include an Administrative Record Index, prepared in Excel, that would include live links to all indexed documents as well as to the documents themselves. A sample Administrative Record Index to be used for the project is included in Table 1, below. It is assumed the OCII, EP and project sponsor will review and confirm that the proposed index format is acceptable for this project prior to ESA’s formal setup and use of this index.


Based on input provided by the OCII and the City, ESA will establish and maintain the CEQA administrative record of all materials determined to be appropriate for inclusion. ESA will establish and maintain a project-specific email address for the receipt of documents prepared by or on behalf of the OCII and the City; submitted by the project sponsor; and provided by other agencies, interested organizations, and members of the public. Documents delivered to the project email box will generally be indexed and organized by ESA within two business days of receipt. The preferred format for all documents to be included in the Administrative Record is a downloadable electronic format in pdf format. However, if the OCII and the City requests, ESA can include ESA’s physical address in all forthcoming project notices for the delivery of printed materials; and can also include ESA’s facsimile address in all project notices as an additional delivery option. Documents received by either of these methods that do not duplicate previously received electronic copies would be scanned or otherwise converted to an electronic format, indexed, and organized, generally within four business days of receipt.


ESA will support the OCII and the City in making all documents and other Administrative Record materials available to the public in a readily accessible, downloadable electronic format via a website maintained by the City (Pub. Res. Code §21186(b)). ESA proposes to outsource file storage to a hosted cloud-based server farm that would provide up to 30 GB capacity, managed application infrastructure, public access 24/7, and back-up of all files. ESA will work closely with the OCII and the City to make sure the site has a look and feel that is similar to or seamless relative to other City website products.


· The City would host a link on the a City website (as directed by OCII and the City) that would direct users to an off-site server. It would appear to members of the public viewing materials on-line that they have remained on the City’s website.


· ESA will design and build the user interface page (format and content to be approved by the OCII and the City). The page will provide background information about the project and the CEQA process as well as access to the Administrative Record. ESA’s word processing staff would optimize the files for website viewing; ESA’s website lead will design, build, maintain, and troubleshoot the site over the anticipated length of time between issuance of the Draft SEIR and the City’s certification of the Administrative Record.


· Commencing with the date of the release of the Draft SEIR:


· Lead Agency and project sponsor documents: ESA will upload a current Administrative Record Index and electronic copy of documents prepared by the City or submitted by the project sponsor within five (5) business days of receiving such a document (Pub. Res. Code §21186(d)).


· Public comments received in an electronic format: ESA will upload a current Administrative Record Index and electronic copy of documents provided by other agencies and members of the public in an electronic format within five (5) business days of receiving such a document (Pub. Res. Code §21186(e)).


· Public comments not in an electronic format: ESA will upload a current Administrative Record Index and electronic copy of documents provided by other agencies and members of the public not in an electronic format within seven (7) business days of receiving such a document (Pub. Res. Code §21186(f)).


· Pursuant to Pub. Res. Code §21186(g), for those documents submitted to or relied on by the City that were not prepared specifically for the project and are copyright protected are not required to be made readily accessible in an electronic format, but will be included in the Administrative Record Index. ESA will upload a current Administrative Record Index of the copyright protected documents provided by other agencies and members of the public in an electronic format within five (5) business days of receiving such a document. The Administrative Record Index will specify the library or lead agency offices in which hardcopies of the copyrighted materials are available for public review.


· The site would be hosted by a third-party contractor and maintained by ESA for an assumed duration of 12 months (i.e., from release of the Draft SEIR through the completion of the entitlements process for the project). The site would be available to the public the same day that the Notice of Completion of the Draft SEIR is received by the State Clearinghouse and would be maintained through the end of the calendar month in which the City issues its final decision on the project.


Certification of the Administrative Record


ESA will provide the final Index and Administrative Record materials for the City’s certification within two (2) days of the City’s decision on the project so that the City may meet the statutory obligation to certify the final Administrative Record within five (5) days of project approval (Pub. Res. Code §21186(g)).
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From: Pamela Lewis
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Meeting with Warriors
Date: Monday, June 02, 2014 7:26:27 AM


Good morning,
 
No I have not received a call from the Warriors. Let’s try and set something up.
 
Pam Lewis
General Manager
Mission Bay Maintenance Corporation
410 China Basin|San Francisco|CA, 94158
FirstService Residential Management, Inc.
Pamela.lewis@fsresidential.com
415-355-6689
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: June-01-14 12:51 PM
To: Pamela Lewis
Subject: Meeting with Warriors
 
Pam – has anyone from the Warriors team outreached to you to start the conversation about the
TMA, etc.?  If not, we should probably get one on the books for a couple weeks out (you and I can
meet before if you want).  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: "Clarke Miller"
Subject: RE: data request of brokers
Date: Friday, June 20, 2014 9:44:00 AM


Did you mean this 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/
 
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: Friday, June 20, 2014 9:10 AM
To: Michael Keinath (mkeinath@environcorp.com); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: data request of brokers
 
Michael, Catherine,
Just following up, do you have a data request you’d like me to ask of some brokers? Please shoot it
over when you’re ready.
Thanks,
Clarke
 
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
101 Mission 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






From: Kern, Chris (CPC)
To: Paul Mitchell (PMitchell@esassoc.com); Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Clarke Miller; Mary Murphy
Subject: GSW CEQA SOW
Date: Thursday, July 31, 2014 5:17:23 PM
Attachments: Preliminary SOW for GSW_Mission Bay_07-15-14+GSW+ck.docx


Hi Paul and Joyce,
Please see EP and GSW comments on the SOW in the attached version. Catherine will send any
additional comments from OCII to you directly.
Thanks,
Chris
 
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:PMitchell@esassoc.com

mailto:joyce@orionenvironment.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com

mailto:MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com

mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org

http://www.sfplanning.org/



			[image: corp]


			Preliminary Scope of Work for CEQA Services for the proposed 
Golden State Warriors Event Center Development in Mission Bay











Catherine Reilly; Chris Kern
July 24, 2014
Page B-4


July 24, 2014





To:	Catherine Reilly	Chris Kern
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure	San Francisco Planning Department
One South Van Ness Avenue	Environmental Planning Division
5th Floor	1650 Mission Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, CA 94103	San Francisco, CA 94103





Cc:	Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
100 Spear Street, Suite 2080
San Francisco, CA 94105





Subject:	Preliminary Scope of Work for CEQA Services for the proposed Golden State Warriors Event Center Development in Mission Bay





Environmental Science Associates (ESA) submits herein a preliminary scope of work for environmental review services for the proposed Golden State Warriors (GSW) event center development within the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Area (proposed project or project). We understand that the City’s Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII), as the CEQA lead agency, in cooperation with the San Francisco Planning Department, Environmental Planning (EP) Division, has determined that a SupplementalSubsequent Environmental Impact Report (SupplementalSubsequent EIR) is required, and that the SupplementalSubsequent EIR will be tiered from the Final Mission Bay Subsequent EIR (1998). Further, we understand the OCII and EP will be responsible for day-to-day project management of the environmental review process in accordance with a Memorandum of Agreement to be executed between those two City agencies. Thus, ESA is submitting this preliminary scope of work for review and approval by OCII and EP, with input from the Project Sponsor, represented by Strada Investment Group.	Comment by Chris Kern: Since it appears we are in agreement that the project will be reviewed under 15168 as a later activity under a Program EIR, we should use the terms and processes provided under 15168 and 15162. 


In general, we understand the project, proposed on Blocks 29 to 32 of the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Area, will consist of an event center with a seating capacity the same as that proposed previously on Piers 30-32, two small live-performance theaters, office development, retail development, open space and parking facilities on the 12-acre project site in Mission Bay. A number of project details are still under development.


We also understand that the EIR would provide the environmental information necessary to support several discretionary actions to be considered by the OCII Commission, including approval of a Major Phase application and an amendment to the Mission Bay South Design for Development and the Mission Bay South Owner Participation Agreement, as well as one discretionary action by the San Francisco Planning Commission, namely the approval of allocation of office space under the City’s Office Development Annual Limit.


ESA Team and Staffing


The ESA team will be led by Paul Mitchell and Karl Heisler, as Project Manager and Project Director, respectively; Gary Oates will serve as Principal-in-Charge. Joyce Hsiao, with Orion Environmental Associates will serve as senior technical coordinator and advisor. Brian Boxer, ESA’s Community Development Practice Leader and the Project Manager for the recently completed Sacramento Kings Arena EIR, will also be available to provide senior technical review as necessary. Karl and Gary will serve as spokespeople for ESA at public hearings related to the project. This management team will be supported by a host of technical specialists, who are largely in-house ESA staff, with experience in numerous San Francisco development projects, and all of whom worked on the previous event center development proposed at Piers 30-32. ESA proposes to include the services of several specialty subconsultants, all of whom ESA has worked with on the previous event center development proposed at Piers 30-32. These subconsultants include: Orion Environmental Associates (hydrology and water quality); Fehr and Peers Transportation Consultants, Adavant Consulting and LCW Consulting (transportation). In addition Hydroconsult Engineers, Inc. is included as an optional subconsultant, if requested (for assistance with developing combined sewer/stormwater calculations). All of these subconsultants will be used in a focused manner with their particular specialty and experience, appropriate to the level of detail needed for this SupplementalSubsequent EIR. It should be noted that Orion Environmental Associates, Adavant Consulting, LCW Consulting and Hydroconsult Engineers, Inc. are all Local Business Enterprise (LBE)-certified by City.


Background


Regulation in Mission Bay South


The San Francisco Board of Supervisors established the Mission Bay North and South Redevelopment project areas in November 1998, covering 303 acres of land south of downtown between the San Francisco Bay and Interstate 280. The Mission Bay development program, of which some phases have been completed or are currently under construction, includes housing, office/life science/biotechnology commercial space, a UCSF research campus and hospital complex, city and neighborhood-serving retail space, a hotel, and a range of community facilities.


OCII, as the Successor Agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency since 2012, is authorized to implement the Mission Bay development program. OCII is governed by two bodies, the Oversight Board of the Successor Agency (which oversees certain fiscal management of former Redevelopment Agency assets) and the Commission on Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII Commission, which exercises land use, development and design approval authority for the Major Approved Development Projects). Although OCII, as the Successor Agency, is a separate legal entity from the City and County of San Francisco, pursuant to state law, the San Francisco Board of Supervisors is the legislative body of the Successor Agency. The Board of Supervisors has delegated to the OCII Commission, among other powers, the authority to act in place of the Redevelopment Agency to implement surviving redevelopment projects, including Mission Bay.


The proposed development would be primarily regulated by the Redevelopment Plan for the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Project (South Plan), the Mission Bay South Design for Development (South Design for Development), and the Mission Bay South Owner Participation Agreement (South OPA). The South Plan, adopted in 1998 and last amended in 2013, provides objectives and basic land use controls within the project area. The South Design for Development is a companion document to the South Plan, and provides specific land use controls standards and regulates height, bulk, setbacks, coverage, streetwalls, view corridors, open space, parking and other design issues. The standards of the South Design for Development supersede the San Francisco Planning Code in its entirety, except as otherwise provided in the South Plan. The South OPA establishes binding contractual rights and obligations for reviewing and approving private and public development for Mission Bay South, including specifying maximum development rights, timing of infrastructure and parks, provision of affordable housing, and programs to diversify the workforce. Other regulatory documents that apply to private developments in Mission Bay South include the Mission Bay South Streetscape Master Plan and the Mission Bay South Signage Master Plan.


Mission Bay Final Subsequent EIR (Mission Bay FSEIR)


In October 1998, the San Francisco Board of Supervisors affirmed certification of the Mission Bay Final Subsequent EIR (Mission Bay FSEIR) by the Redevelopment Agency and Planning Commission, and adopted environmental findings (and a statement of overriding considerations). The Mission Bay FSEIR is a program EIR under CEQA Guidelines 15168 and a redevelopment plan EIR under CEQA Guidelines 15180. The Mission Bay FSEIR includes a series of mitigation measures that apply to various development stages for projects in Mission Bay, and a comprehensive system for mitigation monitoring was established. Since 1998, there have been nine addenda to the Mission Bay FSEIR (completed between 2000 and 2013) for specific developments within Mission Bay that required additional environmental review of specific issues beyond those that were covered in the Mission Bay FSEIR; in all of these cases, none of the conditions triggering a Subsequent or Supplemental EIR were met. 


Prior Proposals at the Project Site


The GSW project site at Blocks 29 to 32 has been the subject of prior development proposals, including a development proposed by Alexandria Real Estate Equities, Inc., and most recently a development proposal by Salesforce.com (Salesforce). The Salesforce proposal envisioned a variety of uses on the project site (and certain adjacent and nearby parcels), including office development (as allocated by the Planning Commission under Proposition M), retail (including restaurant) space, childcare facilities and parking on Blocks 29 to 32.


Under both previous proposals, the OCII Commission determined that the projects were within the scope of the project analyzed in the Mission Bay FSEIR and addenda and that no additional environmental review was required; hence, OCII adopted findings and approved Major Phase applications for both projects. The Planning Commission also completed office development allocations subject to Proposition M for the Alexandria proposal, but not for Salesforce. However, neither of these development proposals ultimately occurred on the project site. 


Proposed GSW Project


Understanding of the Project


In April 2014, the GSW entered into a contract with Salesforce to purchase an approximately 12-acre site located within the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Project Area of San Francisco. This partially developed site consists of Blocks 29 to 32, and is bounded by Third Street on the west, 16th Street on the south, South Street on the north, and roughly by the future planned realigned Terry Francois Boulevard on the east. Paved surface metered parking facilities containing 675 parking spaces operate in the west and north portions of the site (Lots B and E, respectively). Just east of, and adjacent to, Parking Lot B is a depressed basin where stormwater runoff from the central–south portion of the project site is directed to and retained in.


The GSW propose to develop approximately 1.7 million gross square feet of development, including a 720,000 square-foot event center (including GSW practice facilities); two small theaters encompassing 27,000 square feet; approximately 550,000 square feet of office uses; 65,000 square feet of retail space; and 336,000 square feet of parking and loading. The GSW have preliminarily indicated that operation of the proposed event center would be similar in function to that previously proposed at the Piers 30-32 site, hosting the GSW basketball team during the NBA season, and providing a year-round venue for other events, including concerts, family shows, other sporting events, cultural events, conference and conventions. The proposed office development could include research and development, and biotechnical uses. The retail uses are anticipated to be restaurant uses (both sit-down and quick-serve) and in-line retail The Project Sponsor desires to have the development constructed and in operation no later than the National Basketball Association (NBA) 2017-18 season.


Proposed GSW Project Approvals


The GSW project would require approval by the OCII Commission of a new Major Phase for Blocks 29 to 32 to identify the specific uses, intensities of development, height, bulk and massing. Prior to approval, a Major Phase is referred to the Planning Department for review and comment. Following Major Phase approval, the GSW project would also require approval by the OCII Commission of individual Combined Basic Concept and Schematic Designs (Schematic Designs) for each building and private open spaces. Schematic Designs are also referred to the Planning Department for review and comment. Schematic Designs including office development will also require Planning Commission action. to release office space from the citywide Proposition M office allocation pool.


OCII has indicated that the proposed event center can be permitted as an allowed secondary use (Assembly and Entertainment: Nighttime Entertainment and/or Recreation Building) in the South Plan, and consequently, would not require an amendment to the South Plan. OCII indicates modifications to other design- and infrastructure-related documents, such as the South Design for Development, Mission Bay South Signage Master Plan, and Mission Bay South Infrastructure Plan, would be required, as applicable.


Environmental Review for GSW Project


OCII has determined that the proposed GSW project in Mission Bay will require preparation of a focused SupplementalSubsequent EIR to the Mission Bay FSEIR. Section 15168(c) of the CEQA Guidelines sets out the approach to the analysis of subsequent actions where a program EIR has been prepared and certified, clarifying that if (pursuant to CEQA Guideline 15162) no new effects could occur or new mitigation measures be required, then no further environmental review will be necessary.  Section 15168(c)(1) also states that if a later activity could have effects that were not examined in the program EIR, then an initial study should be prepared that could lead to an EIR or a negative declaration. Section 15168(d)3 of the CEQA Guidelines indicates that Supplemental Program EIRs can:(1) provide the basis in an initial study for determining whether a later activity may have any significant effects; (2) be incorporated by reference to deal with regional influences, secondary effects, cumulative impacts, broad alternatives, and other factors that apply to the program as a whole; and (3) focus an EIR on a subsequent project to permit discussion solely of new effects which had not been considered before.may be used in cases if 1) any of the conditions described in the requirements that trigger a Subsequent EIR are met; and 2) only minor additions or changes would be necessary to make the previous EIR adequately apply to the project in the changed situation. Furthermore, Section 15163 indicates that Supplemental EIRs need contain only the information necessary to make the previous EIR adequate for the project as revised. 	Comment by Chris Kern: 15168(c)(4) doesn’t apply b/c the subsequent activity in this case involves more than “site specific operations.”


[bookmark: _GoBack]Based on our preliminary understanding of the project, it is assumed that the Supplemental Subsequent EIR for the GSW project in Mission Bay would focus on the following environmental topics for detailed environmental analysis: Transportation, Air Quality (including Health Risks), Greenhouse Gases, Noise and Vibration, Wind, Shadow, and certain issues associated with Hydrology (sea level rise and flooding), potentially Utilities (water and wastewater), and potentially Public Services (police and fire). The work scopes for these environmental topics are addressed under Task 3, below. It is assumed all other environmental topics would be addressed in lesser detail in an Initial Study pursuant to Section 15168, as described in Task 2, below. As described below, the topic of Aesthetics is not proposed to be addressed in the SEIR, consistent with recent changes to the law pursuant to the proposed processing of the project under SB 743.


Tasks for Completion of the CEQA Environmental Review Process


The ESA team will conduct all activities and documentation required under the CEQA environmental review process in conjunction with, and under the direction of, OCII and EP, and consistent with procedures and format as directed by these agencies.


Task 1. Prepare Notice of Preparation, Distribute Notice of Preparation/Initial Study, and Public Scoping 


The City has requested preparation of a Notice of Preparation (NOP) to be prepared for the GSW project. ESA, in consultation with the project sponsor team, OCII and EP, will prepare the NOP for the project. The NOP will contain all information as required by the CEQA Guidelines Section 15082, and consistent with environmental review guidelines of the City. The City has also requested preparation of an Initial Study that would accompany the NOP; see Prepare Initial Study Initial Study under Task 2, below.	Comment by Chris Kern: Per comment above 15168(c)(4) doesn’t seem to apply. We should use the process described in 15168(c)(1), which calls for preparation of an “Initial Study.”


ESA will develop a mailing distribution list for the project in consultation with, and using mailing list information provided by, OCII and EP. ESA will conduct mailing of the NOP/ as requested by the City EP and OCII. It is assumed ESA will print and distribute 250 copies of the NOP, and 30 copies of the NOP with Initial Study, plus 100 CDs. ESA shall provide an electronic file of the NOP/Initial Study for posting on the Planning Department and/or OCII website.


The City has requested that a public scoping meeting occur for the project. ESA will attend the public scoping meeting. ESA will also arrange for a court reporter at the scoping meeting who will prepare transcripts.


Following the close of the 30-day public review period for the NOP, ESA will review and catalog responses to the comments received on the NOP, and provide this summary to the City.


Task 2. Prepare Initial Study


The City has requested preparation of nan Initial Study that will accompany the NOP. The Initial Study format, including, but not limited to, the environmental checklist items to be addressed and the comparative determinations, shall be approved by EP and OCII. The checklist will be adapted from the standard checklist to address the inquiry required under CEQA Guidelines Sections 15162 and 15163; that is, whether the project would result in new or substantially more severe significant effects than those identified in the Mission Bay FSEIR. This work scope assumes the following environmental topics (except where indicated otherwise, below) will be addressed in the Initial Study, in lesser detail than those items to be addressed in the SEIR:


			· Land Use


· Population and Housing


· Cultural Resources


· Recreation


· Utilities and Service Systems 
(excluding water and wastewater)


· Public Services (excluding police and fire)


			· Biological Resources


· Geology and Soils


· Hydrology and Water Quality 
(excluding sea level rise and flooding)


· Hazards and Hazardous Materials


· Mineral and Energy Resources


· Agricultural and Forest Resources











The proposed approach in the Initial Study for addressing each of the above topics is to first summarize how each of these topics were addressed for the Mission Bay project in the Mission Bay FSEIR, including identifying any applicable mitigation measures from the Mission Bay FSEIR, and conclusions reached regarding significance of effects. The Initial Study will then analyze the proposed project pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 151623 to determine if the proposed changes, circumstances under which the project is undertaken, or new information would lead to new or more severe significant environmental effects.


The Initial Study will not contain any detailed information or analysis for those environmental topics to be addressed in detail in the SEIR (i.e., transportation and circulation, air quality (including health risk), greenhouse gases noise and vibration, wind and shadow), unless there is a specific issue(s) from those topics that can be clearly focused out in the Initial Study. However, the Initial Study will inform the reader that the respective environmental topics will be addressed in full detail in the SEIR.	Comment by Chris Kern: May not be needed – see comment below.


While, as noted above, the topics to be addressed in the Initial Study are largely not anticipated to require a quantitative analysis, the City has preliminarily identified certain environmental issues, including sea level rise/flooding effects, utility demand/effects, and effects on police and fire protection services, that will merit a more quantitative and detailed analysis. For purposes of this work scope, it is assumed these issues will be addressed in the SEIR (unless, time permitting, these discrete issues can be included in the Initial Study). A scope for these issues is presented under Task 3, below.


ESA will prepare an administrative draft #1 Initial Study for review and comment by OCII, EP, and the project sponsor. We will then respond to and incorporate all comments into administrative draft #2 Initial Study, followed by preparation of a screencheck draft Initial Study, for a total of three rounds of review. Following receipt of comments on the screencheck draft Initial Study, ESA will prepare the final Initial Study for public distribution with the NOP. 


Task 3. Prepare Administrative Draft SupplementalSubsequent EIR #1


ESA will prepare an Administrative Draft SupplementalSubsequent EIR #1 (ADSEIR #1) that will include the topics and environmental issues listed below, with the exception of the administrative draft project description, which will be submitted in advance of the ADSEIR #1 for review. A brief discussion of the level of detail for each section is also shown below, in the order in which they will appear in the Draft SupplementalSubsequent EIR. All resource topics will include an analysis of cumulative impacts based on an assessment of other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable projects in the vicinity that could contribute to effects on the same resources, including, where applicable, citywide and regional growth projections and specific major projects that could affect resources also affected by the project, as set forth in EP guidance for cumulative impact analysis. ESA will work with OCII and EP to develop the list of projects and assumptions to consider for the various cumulative analyses. For each area of cumulative analysis, ESA will describe the relevant geographic area of impact; will identify cumulative impacts to which both the project and other projects would contribute; will determine if the project’s incremental contribution to each such impact is cumulatively considerable; and, where applicable, will identify feasible mitigation measures to reduce the project’s contribution to the cumulative significant impact.


Based on discussions with Strada, and as further discussed below, it is our understanding that certain technical studies and analyses will be conducted by the sponsor’s consultant, including quantitative air quality emissions estimates and health risk assessment (to be conducted by Environ), and a wind study (assumed to be conducted by RWDI but could be done by ESA as an option) that will serve as a basis for information in developing the respective SupplementalSubsequent EIR sections. Nevertheless, working together the sponsor’s consultants, ESA’s own in-house technical experts, will prepare the actual Air Quality (including Health Risks), Greenhouse Gas, Wind, and Shadow sections of the SupplementalSubsequent EIR.	Comment by Chris Kern: This should be an optional task per comments below.


· Introduction — This section will include a description of the purpose and function of the SupplementalSubsequent EIR, CEQA environmental review process, and summary of public comments received during the scoping period.


· Project Description — The project description will be based in part on the project description prepared for the NOP, and expanded as needed for the focused environmental analysis as additional project detail is made available by the sponsor team. It is expected that the level of detail for the SupplementalSubsequent EIR project description would be commensurate with the overall level of detail that is typically used for Major Phase submittals in Mission Bay South, along with appropriate construction/operational-related information needed to conduct quantitative impact analyses, where relevant (e.g., transportation, air quality). The project description will include project objectives. Upon receipt of comments received on the first administrative draft project description, it is assumed that there would be no further substantive changes to the project description.


· Plans and Policies — Relevant OCII and City documents to be reviewed to identify apparent conflicts with the project would include, but not be limited to, the Redevelopment Plan for the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Project, South Design for Development, and the San Francisco General Plan., the City’s Sustainability Plan, Climate Action Plan, Better Streets Plan, and Bicycle Plan. Applicable federal, regional and/or state plans/policies to be discussed would include, but not limited to, those of the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Bay Area Air Quality Management District, and Association of Bay Area Governments; as well as applicable legislation, such as Senate Bill 743 (SB 743).	Comment by Chris Kern: These plans are relevant to air quality, GHG, and transportation analyses. Why delete?


· Transportation and Circulation — See Attachment A, Transportation Scope of Work from Fehr and Peers, Adavant Consulting and LCW Consulting.


· Noise and Vibration — Although the project site is in a primarily commercial area, there are certain existing/proposed residential land uses in the project vicinity including UCSF student housing and multi-family dwellings north/west of the site. The UCSF hospital will also be considered a sensitive receptor. During construction, these and other nearby land uses would be exposed to elevated noise levels, particularly to noise generated by piledriving activities. ESA has recently conducted ambient noise measurements in support of the environmental review being prepared for the nearby UCSF LRDP project that would be used, as applicable, for the proposed GSW project. ESA would supplement this with other limited short- and/or long-term noise monitoring, as needed. If determined to be necessary, ESA will work with OCII and EP to determine the location and number of additional noise measurements; for the purpose of this scope of work, it is assumed that ESA will conduct no more than three long-term noise measurements and six short-term measurements. Construction noise impacts will be quantitatively analyzed relative to the City’s noise ordinance and applicable significance thresholds; construction vibration impacts from pile driving will also be analyzed. Operational noise impacts to be analyzed include stationary sources, crowd noise, entertainment noise, and project-generated traffic noise at up to 10 roadway segments. Tasks are anticipated to include measurement of existing ambient noise in the project site vicinity, including at the nearest sensitive receptors, and possibly additional measurements at appropriate locations to gather information on event facility noise conditions. Where required, feasible mitigation measures beyond those in the Mission Bay FSEIR will be identified.


· Air Quality (including Health Risk) — Both construction and operation of the project would result in air pollutant emissions. Construction activities would generate dust and diesel emissions (including diesel particulate matter, a toxic air contaminant). ESA will rely on an assessment of project construction and operational air emissions, and project-specific health risk assessment, to be prepared by the project sponsor’s consultant, Environ. (It is assumed that EP will review and approve a separate work scope for the air quality analysis, to be prepared by Environ; we further assume that if EP requires a stand-alone Air Quality Technical Report, this AQTR will be prepared by Environ.) ESA will collaborate with Environ as needed to ensure consistency in project understanding, and analysis methodology and approach, and will peer review Environ’s results for accuracy. ESA will use the assessment from Environ as a basis for writing the Air Quality (including Health Risks) section of the SEIR. The air quality analysis will also address construction dust, odor impacts, and consistency with the Clean Air Plan. Where required, feasible mitigation measures beyond those in the Mission Bay FSEIR will be identified.	Comment by Chris Kern: HRA should be optional task per comment below.	Comment by Chris Kern: Site is not in a hot spot zone. Project specific HRA should be an optional task in the case that project could result in increased emissions over that assumed for prior approved development for the site assumed in the 1998 SEIR substantial enough to create a new hot spot.	Comment by Chris Kern: See above comment.


· Greenhouse Gas Emissions — The City does not require quantification of estimated greenhouse gas emissions in CEQA analysis for construction or operation of a project. Rather, the approach to this analysis is to confirm that the project will be consistent with the City’s Strategies to Address Greenhouse Gas Emissions. This determination is made on the basis of a checklist developed by EP. Much of the information in the checklist—such as how the project will comply with various aspects of the City’s Green Building Ordinance, water conservation and stormwater requirements, and recycling and composting requirements—must be supplied by the project design team, to the extent that this information is available at the time that CEQA review is under way. ESA will complete the checklist in coordination with the project sponsor. However, it is noted that SB 743 processing requires documentation of no net additional  increase in greenhouse gas emissions, and therefore ESA will also coordinate the EIR’s greenhouse gas emissions analysis with the work being performed by Environ in support of the sponsor’s proposed processing of the project under SB743.


· Wind — Two potential options are provided for the Wind analyses, as follows: 


Option A. Peer Review of Wind-Tunnel Analysis and Preparation of SEIR Wind Section. Under this option, ESA will rely on an assessment of wind impacts – both direct project impacts and cumulative impacts  to be prepared by the project sponsor’s consultant, RWDI. ESA will consult with RWDI as needed to ensure consistency in project understanding, and analysis methodology and approach, and will peer review RWDI’s results for accuracy. It is assumed RWDI will conduct wind-tunnel testing of the project site, and prepare a wind technical report that will provide wind data results sufficient to evaluate project impacts in accordance with the requirements for wind analysis in the Design for Development. The wind technical memorandum prepared by RWDI will serve as the basis for the SEIR Wind section to be prepared by ESA. 


Option B. Wind-Tunnel Testing and Preparation of SEIR Wind Section. Under this option, ESA will conduct the wind assessment and also prepare the SEIR wind section using our in-house wind experts. Using ESA’s existing 1"=50' scale model of Mission Bay, ESA would build and add in a model of the Warriors project development proposed on Blocks 29 to 32 based on development plans from the Warriors. As needed, ESA would update and add any other future non-project cumulative development anticipated in the vicinity. ESA, in consultation with the City, will identify the number and location of wind test points to study. The model would be delivered to U.C. Davis’s wind tunnel facility, where the wind modeling would be conducted. Wind conditions will be analyzed for the existing setting, existing plus project conditions and cumulative conditions for primary wind directions. ESA will then prepare a technical memorandum that will document the approach, methods, assumptions, and results of the wind test. This memorandum will serve as the basis for the SEIR section on wind that ESA will also prepare.  If needed, feasible mitigation measures will be identified to address any significant wind impacts.


· Shadow — ESA will evaluate shadow effects consistent with the Design for Development’s guidelines for “Sunlight Access to Open Space,” and prepare the SEIR Shadow section. ESA will build a digital model of the proposed project and cast shadow on the potentially affected public and publicly accessible open spaces that could be affected, in particular, the planned Bayfront Park east of the project site and the realigned Terry Francois Boulevard, as well as UCSF-owned publicly accessible open space both north and south of Gene Friend Way. ESA will include in the analysis graphical illustrations of project shadow on locations and at times of the year and day to be determined in consultation with EP and OCII. At a minimum, it is assumed that net new shadow will be depicted on Bayfront Park. The Design for Development establishes a recommended limit for total shadow on Bayfront Park: no more than 20 percent of the overall park (extending from Mission Bay Commons south to Mariposa Street) should be continuously shaded for an hour or more during the period 10:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m., March to September. If needed, feasible mitigation measures will be identified to address any significant shadow impacts.


· Sea Level Rise/Flooding Effects — The project site is an area subject to the potential effects of sea level rise. ESA will review the latest available policy and research on sea level rise, including but not limited to, the 2012 National Research Council publication “Sea-Level Rise for the Coasts of California, Oregon, and Washington: Past, Present, and Future.” In consultation with City staff, ESA will identify the best sea level rise inundation maps available for the project area [if available, this may include the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC) sea level rise inundation maps for San Francisco’s Bay shoreline that are scheduled be published soon]. Based on this mapping, ESA will identify the design year sea level riseflood level for the project site taking into consideration for a range of potential sea level projections. ESA will consult with the sponsor to identify any design features proposed as part of the project to address future sea level riseflood risk if necessary. As needed, ESA will identify feasible mitigation measures for addressing sea level rise, which may include preparation of a risk assessment by the sponsor and identification of additional potential design solutions and adaptation measures to avoid or minimize sea level rise effectsflood impacts.	Comment by Chris Kern: This is now available.


· Utility Demands/Effects — The proposed project will generate a demand for water, generate wastewater and require wastewater and stormwater collection and treatment. In consultation with the OCII and SFPUC, ESA will update as needed the description of public utility system improvements serving the project site vicinity, and document if there are any known existing or future deficiencies in water supply/distribution using a Water Supply Assessment (WSA) prepared by the SFPUC, and wastewater/stormwater collection and treatment. Using existing information in the Mission Bay FSEIR, ESA will derive the estimated project site water demand/wastewater generation estimates originally assumed for the Block 29-32 project site in the Mission Bay FSEIR. The project sponsor’s engineers will provide ESA with a description of proposed utility system improvements to serve the project site, including proposed water utilities, water reduction measures/systems, wastewater collection utilities, stormwater collection, storage and/or treatment utilities; as well as projected utility demands for the project, including water demand, wastewater generation and stormflows. ESA will present preliminary utility information and results to, and consult with, City staff to determine what, if any, additional utilities information or analysis may be needed for the environmental document.


Optional Task: Hydrologic Modeling of Effects on the City’s Combined Sewer/Stormwater System. The above scope of work does not provide for any quantitative analysis using the Bayside Planning Model or other hydrologic model that may be recommended by OCII, EP and/or SFPUC to estimate potential changes in project/cumulative combined sewer flows and discharges. However, if based on the results of the preliminary tasks discussed above, OCII and EP determines that hydrologic modeling of the combined sewer/stormwater flows is required to quantify potential changes in effects on the combined system, ESA proposes to use Hydroconsult Engineers, Inc., to conduct this effort as an optional task. The scope of work for this task would be developed in consultation with OCII, EP, SFPUC and the project sponsor.


As discussed below, this scope of work assumes the project sponsor will process the project under SB 743. The eligibility of the proposed project under SB743 would provide that aesthetic impacts of the proposed project shall not be considered significant impacts on the environment. Accordingly, as was the approach for the Piers 30-32 site, the aesthetics impacts will not be analyzed in the SupplementalSubsequent EIR. This work scope therefore does not include the preparation or inclusion of any visual simulations for the proposed project in the SEIR.


Based on preliminary discussions to date with EP and OCII, it is assumed that tThethe SEIR will not require analysis of any new CEQA alternatives, but can instead can rely on the alternatives analysis in the Mission Bay FSEIR, as well as analyzing alternatives to the project under consideration in the SubsequentSubsequent EIR.. At this time, it is also assumed that the SEIR will describe and analyze one version of the proposed project only, and that there will be no Variants to the project.


Task 4. Prepare Administrative Draft SupplementalSubsequent EIR #2 and Screencheck Draft SupplementalSubsequent EIR 


This task consists of reviewing and responding to comments on the ADSEIR #1 and preparing an Administrative Draft SupplementalSubsequent EIR #2 (ADSEIR #2). Following receipt of comments on ADSEIR #2, a Screencheck Draft SEIR will be submitted to OCII and EP, including the Environmental Review Officer (ERO), for review and final comment prior to publication. Three rounds of review are included in this task (review of ADSEIR #1, ADSEIR #2, and Screencheck Draft SEIR) as well as work sessions to resolve issues that arise with each round of review. (In this way, the work session to review/revise the Screencheck Draft will, in effect, produce a Printcheck Draft in the process of developing the Public Draft SEIR for printing and distribution.) The drafts may be prepared and reviewed in two groupings, A and B , with the later set (B) covering topics requiring longer preparation time, such as Transportation and Air Quality.  This proposal assumes review only by OCII, EP, City Attorney, other relevant City staff (e.g., MTA, SFPUC), and the project sponsor team. Additional review of any administrative draft EIR sections by any other entities – and ESA’s responding to those comments  is not provided for in the work scope, budget and schedule.


Task 5. Prepare and Distribute Draft SEIR and Conduct Public Hearings


ESA will prepare a Notice of Completion (NOC) and Notice of Availability (NOA) for distribution at the same time as issuance of the public Draft SEIR. In conjunction with OCII and EP, ESA will prepare a mailing list and distribute the NOAs and Draft SEIR to the mailing list, and send the NOC to the State Clearinghouse, along with either 15 copies of the Draft SEIR (likely in electronic form, along with printed copies of the summary). It is assumed ESA will print and distribute 125 copies of the Draft SEIR plus 200 CDs and 500 copies of the NOA. ESA will also be responsible for on-site posting of the NOA of the Draft SEIR for public review. At the time that the Draft SEIR is published, ESA will provide OCII and EP with a complete set of all references cited in the Draft SEIR in electronic format. ESA will assist OCII and EP in planning and preparing for a public hearing to receive oral comments on the Draft SEIR, including providing a court reporter at the hearing who will prepare transcripts to be used in responding to comments.


Task 6. Responses to Comments Document and MMRP


At this time, the number, nature, and extent of comments on the Draft SEIR cannot be predicted. ESA has assumed a reasonable budget sufficient to respond to a reasonable number of comments given the potentially controversial nature of the project, but for the purposes of this scope of work, we assume that responses will not require major new analysis in any resource area, any substantive changes to the Project Description, or any new quantitative analysis of a substantive nature. ESA will review, bracket/code, organize, and synthesize comments received on the Draft SEIR, including preparing a matrix of all comments received to facilitate preparation of responses. The matrix will identify the commenter, comment code, primary and secondary topic, person(s) responsible for preparing the response, additional information needs, and issues to be resolved, and the matrix can be sorted as needed for various purposes. Consistent with EP format, the Responses to Comments (RTC) document will be organized by resource topic, and ESA will work with the project sponsor, OCII, EP, and other City staff as applicable to strategize in the most efficient way to prepare responses and structure the RTC document. Similar to the process for the Draft SEIR, the RTC will require preparation of two rounds of the administrative draft RTC document for iterative review and comment before preparing and distributing the public RTC document. At the time that the RTC document is published, ESA will provide OCII and EP with an updated set of all references cited in the Draft SEIR and RTC document in electronic format. 


Following publication of the RTC document, ESA will prepare the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) as required by CEQA and consistent with OCII and EP requirements.  We assumed one round of review for the MMRP.


ESA will print 75 hard copies of the RTC document, 100 CD copies, and 10 copies of the MMRP. 


Task 7. SEIR Certification, Appeal, Final SEIR, and Notice of Determination 


ESA will assist OCII prior to and during the certification hearing on the Final SEIR before the OCII Commission, providing technical and administrative assistance as needed. It is assumed that the OCII will be responsible for preparing the CEQA Findings. Following certification of the SEIR, this scope of work assumes at least one appeal of the SEIR certification will be filed to the San Francisco Board of Supervisors (BOS), as the legislative body for the Successor Agency. ESA will provide technical and administrative support to OCII and EP during the appeal process, including preparation of draft and final appeal response materials and attendance and support at the appeal hearing; this scope of work assumed that certain issues would require discussion/clarification and response during the appeal process but no additional analysis will be required. It is assumed that the project sponsor will be responsible for all filing fees, including the California Department of Fish and Wildlife CEQA fees.	Comment by Chris Kern: This can be an optional task (and the SOW doesn’t need to specify who would hear the appeal if this is the concern), but the SOW should include support for an administrative appeal.


Following filing of the NOD, ESA, will prepare a consolidated Final SEIR that combines and integrates the contents of the Draft SEIR and the RTC document. 


Task 8. Project Management and Meetings


This task covers regular progress meetings and/or conference calls as well as day-to-day coordination and consultation with the project sponsor, design team, OCII, EP, and other CCSF staff; formal and informal meetings; and additional administrative duties, including subconsultant coordination. The ESA team will coordinate work efforts, maintain consistency in project understanding and approach, maintain action item lists and information requests, address and respond to issues as they arise, and distribute the project information needed for preparation of the CEQA documentation. For all CEQA meetings and work sessions, ESA will prepare an agenda prior to the meeting.  


This task also includes monitoring project status in terms of staffing, budget, schedule, and coordinating the work of all subconsultants. ESA will prepare updates to the project schedule on a weekly basis, or more frequently, if neededas needed. 	Comment by Chris Kern: Note: EP will not review schedules at this frequency as this is not a good use of staff resources (updates “as needed” is acceptable/appropriate).


Task 9. Administrative Record and SB 743 Compliance Support


The project sponsor is proposing to apply for certification of the project under SB 743. Among other requirements, SB 743 requires preparation of an electronic administrative record concurrently with the administrative process (including placement on the internet) and certification of the final administrative record within specific timeframes. ESA will manage the administrative record process for this project and provide SB 743 compliance support.


A detailed description of ESA’s proposed scope for preparation, management of the Administrative Record and SB 743 compliance support is presented in Attachment B. Within 10 days of the Governor certifying the environmental leadership development project, ESA will prepare and distribute the public notice that the applicant has elected to proceed under Chapter 6.5 of the Public Resources Code. For purposes of scoping/costing, it is assumed the Administrative Record for this project under SB 743 begins with submittal of an application for the new Environmental Evaluation (EE) Application review of the project to OCII, and will be maintained until the City renders a final decision on the project. If desired by the City, ESA would establish and maintain a project-specific email address for the receipt of electronic documents submitted. If requested, ESA can also include ESA’s physical address and/or facsimile address in all forthcoming project notices for the receipt of printed materials which ESA would then convert to an electronic format. All documents received will be indexed and organized by ESA as outlined in Attachment B. The Administrative Record will include an Administrative Record Index that includes live links to all indexed documents as well as the documents themselves. OCII and EP shall approve the format of Administrative Record Index, and prepare and/or approve the process for which project materials shall be included in the Administrative Record. 


ESA will support the OCII and the City in making all documents and other Administrative Record materials available to the public in a readily accessible, downloadable electronic format. As directed by OCII and EP, the City would host a link to its website that would direct users to an off-site, cloud-based server, which we assume will need to be in operation from publication of the Draft SEIR through a final decision on the project. ESA will design and build the user interface page (format and content to be approved by the OCII and EP), providing background information about the project and the CEQA process as well as access to the Administrative Record. ESA’s Website Lead will design, build, maintain, and troubleshoot the site. Commencing with the date of the release of the Draft SEIR, ESA will upload a current Administrative Record Index and electronic copy of submitted documents within the prescribed timelines outlined in Attachment B. ESA will provide the final Index and Administrative Record materials for the City’s certification so that the City can meet the statutory obligation to certify the final Administrative Record within five days of project approval.
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ATTACHMENT B
SCOPE OF WORK: ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD AND SB 743 COMPLIANCE SUPPORT


Prepare and Distribute Notice that Applicant has Elected to Proceed under Chapter 6.5 of the Public Resources Code


ESA, in consultation with the project sponsor team, OCII and EP, will prepare the public notice required by Public Resources Code section 21187 that the applicant has elected to proceed under Chapter 6.5 of the Public Resources Code. Pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21187, within 10 days of the Governor certifying the environmental leadership development project, the City must issue a notice in no less than 12-point type stating the following:


“THE APPLICANT HAS ELECTED TO PROCEED UNDER CHAPTER 6.5 (COMMENCING WITH SECTION 21178) OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE, WHICH PROVIDES, AMONG OTHER THINGS, THAT ANY JUDICIAL ACTION CHALLENGING THE CERTIFICATION OF THE EIR OR THE APPROVAL OF THE PROJECT DESCRIBED IN THE EIR IS SUBJECT TO THE PROCEDURES SET FORTH IN SECTIONS 21185 TO 21186, INCLUSIVE OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE. A COPY OF CHAPTER 6.5 (COMMENCING WITH SECTION 21178) OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE IS INCLUDED BELOW.”


ESA will also develop a mailing list for the project in consultation with, and using mailing list information provided by, OCII and EP. ESA will conduct mailing of the notice as well. The public notice shall be distributed as required for public notices pursuant to Section 21092(b)(3) – the same as that required for a Notice of Preparation of an EIR. 


Administrative Record Preparation and Maintenance


ESA will prepare the Administrative Record for the project concurrently with the City’s CEQA administrative process based on information generated by ESA as well as input and materials received from the City and project sponsor.


It is assumed the Administrative Record for this project begins with submittal of the Environmental Evaluation (EE) Application in June 2014, and ESA will maintain the Administrative Record until the City renders a final decision on the project. For purposes of costing, it is assumed that ESA’s Administrative Record Lead’s duties would continue through September 2015 (the estimated amount of time to complete the environmental review and entitlements process for the project.)


The Administrative Record will include an Administrative Record Index, prepared in Excel, that would include live links to all indexed documents as well as to the documents themselves. A sample Administrative Record Index to be used for the project is included in Table 1, below. It is assumed the OCII, EP and project sponsor will review and confirm that the proposed index format is acceptable for this project prior to ESA’s formal setup and use of this index.


Based on input provided by the OCII and the City, ESA will establish and maintain the CEQA administrative record of all materials determined to be appropriate for inclusion. ESA will establish and maintain a project-specific email address for the receipt of documents prepared by or on behalf of the OCII and the City; submitted by the project sponsor; and provided by other agencies, interested organizations, and members of the public. Documents delivered to the project email box will generally be indexed and organized by ESA within two business days of receipt. The preferred format for all documents to be included in the Administrative Record is a downloadable electronic format in pdf format. However, if the OCII and the City requests, ESA can include ESA’s physical address in all forthcoming project notices for the delivery of printed materials; and can also include ESA’s facsimile address in all project notices as an additional delivery option. Documents received by either of these methods that do not duplicate previously received electronic copies would be scanned or otherwise converted to an electronic format, indexed, and organized, generally within four business days of receipt.


ESA will support the OCII and the City in making all documents and other Administrative Record materials available to the public in a readily accessible, downloadable electronic format via a website maintained by the City (Pub. Res. Code §21186(b)). ESA proposes to outsource file storage to a hosted cloud-based server farm that would provide up to 30 GB capacity, managed application infrastructure, public access 24/7, and back-up of all files. ESA will work closely with the OCII and the City to make sure the site has a look and feel that is similar to or seamless relative to other City website products.


· The City would host a link on the a City website (as directed by OCII and the City) that would direct users to an off-site server. It would appear to members of the public viewing materials on-line that they have remained on the City’s website.


· ESA will design and build the user interface page (format and content to be approved by the OCII and the City). The page will provide background information about the project and the CEQA process as well as access to the Administrative Record. ESA’s word processing staff would optimize the files for website viewing; ESA’s website lead will design, build, maintain, and troubleshoot the site over the anticipated length of time between issuance of the Draft SEIR and the City’s certification of the Administrative Record.


· Commencing with the date of the release of the Draft SEIR:


· Lead Agency and project sponsor documents: ESA will upload a current Administrative Record Index and electronic copy of documents prepared by the City or submitted by the project sponsor within five (5) business days of receiving such a document (Pub. Res. Code §21186(d)).


· Public comments received in an electronic format: ESA will upload a current Administrative Record Index and electronic copy of documents provided by other agencies and members of the public in an electronic format within five (5) business days of receiving such a document (Pub. Res. Code §21186(e)).


· Public comments not in an electronic format: ESA will upload a current Administrative Record Index and electronic copy of documents provided by other agencies and members of the public not in an electronic format within seven (7) business days of receiving such a document (Pub. Res. Code §21186(f)).


· Pursuant to Pub. Res. Code §21186(g), for those documents submitted to or relied on by the City that were not prepared specifically for the project and are copyright protected are not required to be made readily accessible in an electronic format, but will be included in the Administrative Record Index. ESA will upload a current Administrative Record Index of the copyright protected documents provided by other agencies and members of the public in an electronic format within five (5) business days of receiving such a document. The Administrative Record Index will specify the library or lead agency offices in which hardcopies of the copyrighted materials are available for public review.


· The site would be hosted by a third-party contractor and maintained by ESA for an assumed duration of 12 months (i.e., from release of the Draft SEIR through the completion of the entitlements process for the project). The site would be available to the public the same day that the Notice of Completion of the Draft SEIR is received by the State Clearinghouse and would be maintained through the end of the calendar month in which the City issues its final decision on the project.


Certification of the Administrative Record


ESA will provide the final Index and Administrative Record materials for the City’s certification within two (2) days of the City’s decision on the project so that the City may meet the statutory obligation to certify the final Administrative Record within five (5) days of project approval (Pub. Res. Code §21186(g)).
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From: Bridges, George (OCII)
To: Jaime Jones
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Mission Bay Block 13W - Interior Renderings 5-5- 14 thru 5-7-13-14 thru 6-13-14
Date: Thursday, June 19, 2014 10:20:02 AM


Jamie
 
You should receive a call from Brendan with HKS.  I asked him to touch basis with you to make sure
you felt there was resolution with the prior emails.
 
George
 


From: Jaime Jones [mailto:jjones@jandcconsulting.com] 
Sent: Friday, June 13, 2014 11:37 AM
To: Bridges, George (OCII)
Subject: Re: Mission Bay Block 13W - Interior Renderings 5-5- 14 thru 5-7-13-14 thru 6-13-14
 
Hi George,
 
Thanks for asking. J&C will respond to this RFQ for the Warriors  interior Rendering
project. 
 
 
Jaime Jones
CEO/Principal
J&C Consulting Services
Design, Visual + Planning
2245 82nd Avenue
Oakland, CA 94605
C: 510-851-3538
D: 415-935-4313
F: 510-633-2092
Email: jjones@jandcconsulting.com or 
jaimejones2135@yahoo.com 
linkedin: http://www.linkedin.com/in/jaimejones2135
 
 


 
On Jun 13, 2014, at 11:07 AM, Bridges, George (OCII) <george.bridges@sfgov.org> wrote:


Jaime,
 
I hope all is well.
 
I just wanted to let you know that the Warriors RFQ has been released and can be viewed at the
following site: http://mission.sfgov.org/OCABidPublication/BidDetail.aspx?K=8153
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mailto:jjones@jandcconsulting.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:jjones@jandcconsulting.com

mailto:jaimejones2135@yahoo.com

http://www.linkedin.com/in/jaimejones2135

mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org

http://mission.sfgov.org/OCABidPublication/BidDetail.aspx?K=8153





 
Please continue to visit the City’s website for upcoming RFQs.
 
George
 


From: Jaime Jones [mailto:jjones@jandcconsulting.com] 
Sent: Friday, June 13, 2014 8:05 AM
To: Greg Christopher
Cc: Anthony Taylor
Subject: Re: Mission Bay Block 13W - Interior Renderings 5-5- 14 thru 5-7-13-14 thru 6-13-14
 
 
Greg, 
 
No problem. You just need to chat with your HKS team.  J&C's work speaks for itself so we
only need clear communication from start to finish (redline, redline in the grayscale and
editing  phases) by following the integrity of the architectural design and plan. Here is one of
 J&C's most recent 2014 (this month) projects in downtown Sacramento,  which took  ten 10
days to complete.
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Jaime Jones
CEO/Principal
J&C Consulting Services
Design, Visual + Planning
2245 82nd Avenue
Oakland, CA 94605
C: 510-851-3538
D: 415-935-4313
F: 510-633-2092
Email: jjones@jandcconsulting.com or 
jaimejones2135@yahoo.com 
linkedin: http://www.linkedin.com/in/jaimejones2135
 
 


 
On Jun 10, 2014, at 11:00 AM, Greg Christopher <gchristopher@eqr.com> wrote:


Thanks Jaime,
I had not seen these images before.



mailto:jjones@jandcconsulting.com

mailto:jjones@jandcconsulting.com

mailto:jaimejones2135@yahoo.com

http://www.linkedin.com/in/jaimejones2135

mailto:gchristopher@eqr.com





Greg Christopher
Development Director  
EQUITY RESIDENTIAL
333 Third Street Suite 210
San Francisco, California 94107
w: (650) 351-3317  c: (415) 509-0995
 
www.EquityResidential.com
Equity Residential - how home should feel
 


On Tue, Jun 10, 2014 at 10:56 AM, Jaime Jones <jjones@jandcconsulting.com> wrote:
Greg, 
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Jaime Jones
CEO/Principal
J&C Consulting Services
Design, Visual + Planning
2245 82nd Avenue
Oakland, CA 94605
C: 510-851-3538
D: 415-935-4313
F: 510-633-2092
Email: jjones@jandcconsulting.com or 
jaimejones2135@yahoo.com 
linkedin: http://www.linkedin.com/in/jaimejones2135
 
 


 
On Jun 10, 2014, at 10:50 AM, Greg Christopher <gchristopher@eqr.com> wrote:


Thanks for reaching out Jaime
We will let you know if we are interested in any additional renderings. 
Btw, can you send to me a copy of the renderings that you prepared back in 2012.
Thanks,
--Greg


Greg Christopher
Development Director  
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EQUITY RESIDENTIAL
333 Third Street Suite 210
San Francisco, California 94107
w: (650) 351-3317  c: (415) 509-0995
 
www.EquityResidential.com
Equity Residential - how home should feel
 


On Tue, Jun 10, 2014 at 10:05 AM, Jaime Jones <jjones@jandcconsulting.com> wrote:
Hi Greg, 
 
We had initially met Monday, June 11, 2012 when the SFRDA's new commissioners first
approved your project voted 6-1 abstained for the 2012 SF Block 13W Equity Residential
Developers for SF Block 13W SF Redevelopment Agency City Hall Room 416. 
 
Let me know your next steps directly. 
 
 
 
Begin forwarded message:


From: <paul@pendergastconsultinggroup.com>
Subject: RE: TOMORROW: SFCTA's SBE/DBE Outreach - Treasure Island MMP
Date: May 15, 2014 at 10:00:50 AM PDT
To: "Jaime Jones" <jjones@jandcconsulting.com>
Cc: "Jaime Jones" <jaimejone@gmail.com>
 
Will do.  We like to keep you the mix for several reasons:
 
1. You are a business with exceptional expertise and proven track-record
2. You are a leader in the African American business community of the Bay Area
3. We know that you have a solid network of businesses that span a number of areas.
4. In a business like yours where your are at the 'front of the train' we want to be sure
you are aware of what is going on with key projects. The TIMMP is one of them. 
 
At your request - we'll scale back what we send you.
 
Thanks for the e-mail!  Hope you are doing well.
 
Paul
 
<sigimg1.jpeg>
1 Avenue of the Palms Avenue
Suite 304
Treasure Island
San Francisco, CA  94130
415-621-0600 phone
415-621-0590 fax
415-290-7780 direct
paul@pendergastconsultinggroup.com
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www.pendergastconsultinggroup.com
 
 
 
Jaime J. 
 
Begin forwarded message:


From: Jaime Jones <jjones@jandcconsulting.com>
Subject: Re: Mission Bay Block 13W - Interior Renderings 5-5- 14 thru 5-7-13-14
thru 6-2-14
Date: June 2, 2014 at 4:14:13 PM PDT
To: George Bridges <george.bridges@sfgov.org>
 
George,
 
Thanks and its up to ER if they wish  to use us again for this project.
 
Jaime
 
 
 
On Jun 2, 2014, at 4:08 PM, Bridges, George (OCII) <george.bridges@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hi Jaime
 
We have contacted the developer in hopes of following up on this matter.
 
George
 


From: Jaime Jones [mailto:jjones@jandcconsulting.com] 
Sent: Monday, May 26, 2014 2:09 PM
To: Bridges, George (OCII)
Subject: Fwd: Mission Bay Block 13W - Interior Renderings 5-5- 14 thru 5-7-13-14 _ 5/26/14
 
Hi George,
 
I hope that you're well and had a great Memorial holiday.
 
After seventy (70) plus projects under J&C’s  project portfolio this is the first mix-use condo-
retail project that J&C has never completed for a client. If HKS wants us to work with them
we do it under a new scope, contract and a reasonable fee. 
 
You know the history of this SF MB Block13W project from the RFQ/RFP process to the
present better than J&C!  J&C was contracted to complete two (2) renderings. However, my
firm was paid in full from July through Sept 2012 for a six week project but we never
received, final direction to start, nor the  interior finishing materials and plans, redlining/edits
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and a final deliverable date from HKS and its Project Managers!
 
The last time that J&C heard from HKS was from Raquel Bito’s email October 22, 2012
when I  had requested if the Equity Residential (ER) Marketing team had made a decision
Thursday, October 18 2012 DD drawings with ER (Developer)? 
 
Eighteen months (18) months later J&C had received an email from HKS to say we’re ready
to go, which J&C had explained by email both to Mr. Dunnigan and Mr. John Tumino that
our contract has been breached by HKS and we’ll need to start this project all over again
with the following items:
 
 


a new contract scope
retainer fee 
review  HKS's up dated CAD files, drawings floor plans, exterior and interior
elevations plans, sections, materials….etc. 


 
Finally, this will require a new project - editing schedule in the gray scale phase of this
project and a final deliverable date!
 
Attached are the three (3) proposal and contract draft - docs for for your review. 
 
 
 
 
 
 








From: Clarke Miller
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: data request of brokers
Date: Friday, June 20, 2014 9:46:52 AM


Nope, sorry about that!
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, June 20, 2014 9:45 AM
To: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: data request of brokers
 
Did you mean this 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/
 
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: Friday, June 20, 2014 9:10 AM
To: Michael Keinath (mkeinath@environcorp.com); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: data request of brokers
 
Michael, Catherine,
Just following up, do you have a data request you’d like me to ask of some brokers? Please shoot it
over when you’re ready.
Thanks,
Clarke
 
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
101 Mission 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: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Paul Mitchell (pmitchell@esassoc.com); Joyce Hsiao


(joyce@orionenvironment.com); Karl  Heisler (KHeisler@esassoc.com)
Subject: GSW CEQA Team Meeting 7/9
Date: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 10:08:43 AM


Other than project description and CEQA schedule, do you have any additional items to add to the
agenda for the Wednesday 7/9 meeting next week?
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: "Linda Hawkins"; Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: RE: Mission Bay CAC Agenda June 12, 2014
Date: Monday, June 09, 2014 1:13:00 PM


Hi, Linda – we were originally going to present the park schedule as part of this meeting.  However,
in the past month or so there has been significant changes to the timing of the development of the
remaining private properties in Mission Bay South which will affect (positively) the timing of the
remaining parks.  Specifically, with the Warriors (Blocks 29-32) and UCSF (Blocks 33-34) proposal,
last week’s announcement of the sale of Block 40, and recent marketing of Blocks 26/27 over the
last few weeks, all the remaining private property that we had assumed would be developed in the
future has moved up.  We are outreaching to owners of the parcels to identify their potential
schedules (and estimating those that do not know), so that we can work with the master developer
to update the park schedule.  While we have not gotten into the details, it will mean that some of
the parks that were not triggered until the future would speed up in the phasing.  We will be
coming to the CAC with a revised schedule in July /August and we definitely have heard from the
community about the desire to bring forward the development of P15, so that is part of the
discussion as well.
 
As for what will be covered under the Mission Bay Development info item, it is the usual “what’s
going on right now in MB” item to update the group on topics such as future street closures,
development schedule of current projects, and answer any questions the group has on the current
wave of development.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Linda Hawkins [mailto:linda@slhawk.com] 
Sent: Monday, June 09, 2014 1:01 PM
To: Hussain, Lila (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Mission Bay CAC Agenda June 12, 2014
 
Hi, Lila,
 
Thank you for sending this out & we look forward to this month's meeting.
 
Can you tell me if item #3 relates to the question I have raised 3 CAC meetings ago and
again 2 CAC meetings ago (not at the last mtg since that was primarily about the
Warriors).....namely asking what the schedule is for development of the Commons Park at
P15.
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The last time MBDG did an update they told us that this park would not be developed until
2020, which we all find unacceptable.  They have told us that NOMAD gardens would be a
help, which it is not...we still have a dirt lot with pallets of wood all over and a few plant
containers.  It is an eyesore and a big dirt problem.  We pay tens of thousands of dollars each
time we have our windows washed, and a week after they are washed, the windows are
coated in dirt and our decks are as well.  Since lots 7E and 7W are going to be developed in
the next year or two, we feel strongly that the Commons lot P15 needs to be developed then
or shortly after....certainly, not in 2020.
 
I've raised this issue (with support from Radiance residents as well) and if I recall correctly,
Catherine asked them to come back at the next meeting to address this concern.  That hasn't
happened yet and so I'm wondering if it will be covered under the item #3 or under #4,
"Status of MB Development".  
 
Thanks very much for your help.
 
Linda Hawkins
(Madrone resident)
 


On Mon, Jun 9, 2014 at 12:46 PM, Hussain, Lila (OCII) <lila.hussain@sfgov.org> wrote:
Dear Mission Bay Stakeholders,
 
Please find attached the Mission Bay CAC Agenda for June 12, 2014 and a map of the
Mission Bay Redevelopment Project Area for additional context. 
 
Thank you,
 
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 (CII)
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: meeting today?
Date: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 9:45:00 AM


I am open.  The park/site manager is down in MB if we want to be nice and go to them (Mary comes
from Yerba Buena Gardens).  We could ask Pam if we could meet at her offices.


It does conflict with our every other week GSW check in - the only thing.


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY JULY 25th


-----Original Message-----
From: Gavin, John (MYR)
Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 9:27 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: meeting today?


Oh, right, I remember now.
 Just wanted to make sure I didn't miss something I was supposed make!


Looks like we are on for next Tuesday for quality of life.  Where should we meet?  Should we do a site
walk through, or just meet at City Hall?


-jg
_______________________________________
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 8:46 AM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: meeting today?


Hi, John - the design meeting was the smaller group that was identified as part of last week's larger
group meeting.  We do not have the next large group meeting scheduled, but will need to look for
times.


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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY JULY 25th
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-----Original Message-----
From: Gavin, John (MYR)
Sent: Tuesday, July 22, 2014 6:34 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: meeting today?


Hi Catherine,
Was there a design meeting scheduled for today at OCII that I missed? I spoke with Phillip and he
mentioned Jennifer was at a meeting at OCII.  I didn't have it calendared.


Thanks,
John








From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Miller-Blankinship, Erin (MTA); Albert, Peter (MTA)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Subject: GSW Comments
Date: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 2:10:00 PM


Hi, Erin/Peter – I just wanted to follow up and see if you had an ETA for any additional comments on
the design.  We’d like to get it to the Warriors today.  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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: "Linda Hawkins"
Subject: RE: Mission Bay CAC Agenda June 12, 2014
Date: Monday, June 09, 2014 6:21:00 PM


Don’t worry -  Corinne has been at me each month as well.  J
 
But, it really does make sense to take a month or so to readjust things with all the changes in the
market.  Otherwise, we’d just be back in a couple months.  I’ve forwarded your email as a reminder
to the developer to look at what can be done to move up P15.  See you Thursday.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Linda Hawkins [mailto:linda@slhawk.com] 
Sent: Monday, June 09, 2014 1:23 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Mission Bay CAC Agenda June 12, 2014
 
Thank you, Catherine.  We'll look forward to their July/Aug update & we'll see you on
Thursday.  I just want them to know this hasn't dropped of our radar screen.  ;-)
 
Linda
 


On Mon, Jun 9, 2014 at 1:13 PM, Reilly, Catherine (OCII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:
Hi, Linda – we were originally going to present the park schedule as part of this meeting.  However,
in the past month or so there has been significant changes to the timing of the development of the
remaining private properties in Mission Bay South which will affect (positively) the timing of the
remaining parks.  Specifically, with the Warriors (Blocks 29-32) and UCSF (Blocks 33-34) proposal,
last week’s announcement of the sale of Block 40, and recent marketing of Blocks 26/27 over the
last few weeks, all the remaining private property that we had assumed would be developed in the
future has moved up.  We are outreaching to owners of the parcels to identify their potential
schedules (and estimating those that do not know), so that we can work with the master developer
to update the park schedule.  While we have not gotten into the details, it will mean that some of
the parks that were not triggered until the future would speed up in the phasing.  We will be
coming to the CAC with a revised schedule in July /August and we definitely have heard from the
community about the desire to bring forward the development of P15, so that is part of the
discussion as well.
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As for what will be covered under the Mission Bay Development info item, it is the usual “what’s
going on right now in MB” item to update the group on topics such as future street closures,
development schedule of current projects, and answer any questions the group has on the current
wave of development.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Linda Hawkins [mailto:linda@slhawk.com] 
Sent: Monday, June 09, 2014 1:01 PM
To: Hussain, Lila (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Mission Bay CAC Agenda June 12, 2014
 
Hi, Lila,
 
Thank you for sending this out & we look forward to this month's meeting.
 
Can you tell me if item #3 relates to the question I have raised 3 CAC meetings ago and
again 2 CAC meetings ago (not at the last mtg since that was primarily about the
Warriors).....namely asking what the schedule is for development of the Commons Park at
P15.
 
The last time MBDG did an update they told us that this park would not be developed until
2020, which we all find unacceptable.  They have told us that NOMAD gardens would be a
help, which it is not...we still have a dirt lot with pallets of wood all over and a few plant
containers.  It is an eyesore and a big dirt problem.  We pay tens of thousands of dollars each
time we have our windows washed, and a week after they are washed, the windows are
coated in dirt and our decks are as well.  Since lots 7E and 7W are going to be developed in
the next year or two, we feel strongly that the Commons lot P15 needs to be developed then
or shortly after....certainly, not in 2020.
 
I've raised this issue (with support from Radiance residents as well) and if I recall correctly,
Catherine asked them to come back at the next meeting to address this concern.  That hasn't
happened yet and so I'm wondering if it will be covered under the item #3 or under #4,
"Status of MB Development".  
 
Thanks very much for your help.
 
Linda Hawkins
(Madrone resident)
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On Mon, Jun 9, 2014 at 12:46 PM, Hussain, Lila (OCII) <lila.hussain@sfgov.org> wrote:
Dear Mission Bay Stakeholders,
 
Please find attached the Mission Bay CAC Agenda for June 12, 2014 and a map of the
Mission Bay Redevelopment Project Area for additional context. 
 
Thank you,
 
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: Pangilinan, Chris
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Moy, Barbara (DPW); Miller, Don (DPW)
Subject: RE: Mission Bay DPW task force
Date: Friday, June 06, 2014 12:24:53 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Thanks Erin and Catherine!


Barbara and Don, I’ll look to set up a meeting with you and Julie Kirschbaum of Muni service
planning towards the end of June. We’d like to discuss the upcoming bus service changes and how
they relate timing wise to Long Bridge Street and the Mission Bay Circle construction.


Thanks,
Chris
 
Christopher A. Pangilinan, P.E.
Associate Engineer, Sustainable Streets Division 


 SFMTA | Municipal Transportation Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
T:  415.701.4578
 


From: Miller, Erin 
Sent: Friday, June 06, 2014 8:54 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine
Cc: Pangilinan, Chris; Moy, Barbara; Miller, Don
Subject: Re: Mission Bay DPW task force
 
Great thinks.  I didn't catch that they were a task force, but that makes total sense!  
 
Catherine, maybe I should get a basic MB contact list from you-key contacts for CAC, shuttles, UCSF,
TMA, task force(s).  If you think that it would be a useful record for my files!
 
Happy Friday. 
 
Erin 


Sent from my iPhone


On Jun 5, 2014, at 5:08 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


This is Don Miller and Barbara Moy who were at the last Warriors coordination
meeting to review the Mission Bay infrastructure and roadways.  I have cc-ed them (I
think they are in the middle of a few firedrills, so may need to look a week or two out
to meet).
 
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/
 
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: Thursday, June 05, 2014 3:58 PM
To: Pangilinan, Chris (MTA)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Mission Bay DPW task force
 
Chris,
 
I’m not sure about this task force, but you say it is related to the Longbridge Street and
the Mission Bay Loop? 
 
I’m forwarding to Catherine to see if she might point us in the right direction.
 
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: Pangilinan, Chris 
Sent: Thursday, June 05, 2014 1:44 PM
To: Miller, Erin
Subject: Mission Bay DPW task force
 
Hi Erin, do you know who the Mission Bay DPW task force is? I need to set up a
meeting with them and Julie about the Mission Bay loop.
 
Thanks,
Chris
 
Christopher A. Pangilinan, P.E.
Associate Engineer, Sustainable Streets Division 
<image001.png> SFMTA | Municipal Transportation Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor
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San Francisco, CA 94103
T:  415.701.4578
 








From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Miller-Blankinship, Erin (MTA); Albert, Peter (MTA)
Cc: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: GSW Comments
Date: Monday, July 28, 2014 10:35:00 AM
Attachments: Warriors Mission Bay Design Review Notes Draft.doc


Erin/Peter – could you please take a look and see if you have any changes/additions to the draft
comments.  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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
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July 28, 2014



To:

Strada Development Group, Golden State Warriors


From: 
Planning Department, OCII, and SFMTA staff




Joshua Switzky and David Winslow (Planning)



Catherine Reilly and Pedro Arce (OCII)



Peter Albert and Erin Miller (SFMTA)



CC:

Tiffany Bohee, Jennifer Matz, and John Rahaim


RE:

Urban Design of Mission Bay Blocks 29-32 (Warriors Arena project)


Following are both high-level principles related to the design and programming of the site as well as more detailed specific reflections on the evolution of the project design as presented to the Planning Department, OCII, SFMTA, and OEWD as of July 22, 2014.  The majority of these comments have been provided verbally during our prior meetings.


Overall, while there have been major improvements in the design since we began working with your design team, we feel that the current site design, particularly the public spaces and pedestrian circulation, still does not sufficiently or successfully integrate the site in a seamless and organic way with the neighborhood or invite the kind of casual and day-to-day use that will be necessary to make the project successful.  Specifically, the 8+-foot elevation rise of the main plaza from adjacent streets, along with the limited connections around the perimeter of the site and their lack of direct connection to visual and pedestrian corridors that terminate at the site, will limit the visual, physical and psychological access to the site, and reinforce it as an internally-oriented mega-site that sits apart from the neighborhood.


We appreciate the efforts of the design team to response to City/OCII comments to date and look forward to continuing the good working relationship that the design team has established with City/OCII staff.



General Principles



The following outlines the high-level principles that should be the basis of the overall design of the Warriors Arena project.


1. Respect the urban character of San Francisco. Design buildings and open spaces that fit their context and respect the scale of the surroundings.


· The Mission Bay grid consists of blocks that are consistent with the fabric of San Francisco. The street pattern provides legibility and view corridors, while moderating the scale of development. While the footprint of the arena may not allow for implementation of the exact alignment of ROWs (“varas”) per the Mission Bay Plan, the arena project site design must both respect and respond to these alignments as they relate to varas/streets that terminate at the site. The project should create an alternative through-site circulation and porosity (not necessarily vehicular) that achieves the spirit and intent of these planned grid extensions. Where  streets or paths (eg, Bridgeview Way, Illinois Street, UCSF Campus Lane), intersect or terminate at the project site, the site and building design (particularly the arena itself) should continue or terminate these vistas and circulation spines with useful and significant architectural and public realm responses.


· The project should strive to be a seamless extension of the neighborhood public realm and accessible to the general public at all normal hours. The site should physically and psychologically invite casual daily usage by area residents, workers and non-arena patrons as an extension of the neighborhood. 


· The architecture should avoid any overt “theming” or prominent branding of the site as a whole, its public spaces, signage, or its retail components. 


· The arena, open spaces and other buildings should be a part of the urban pattern, with similar relationships to the adjacent streets as other buildings. Public spaces should be deliberate and well defined, and the buildings should have a direct and urban relationship to most of the streets around the site, that respects the streetwall along its edges. 


· The project should create an active interface with the public streets by providing: 1) public spaces that have adjacent activating uses; and 2) active commercial uses at the street level which improve the pedestrian environment. The project should avoid blank and high walls.


· Office buildings, retail components and other non-arena buildings should be sited and designed (along with adjoining public spaces and circulation) so as feel like they are responsive to and part of the broader fabric of the neighborhood and the City, and not only responsive to their relationship to the arena.


2. Design project to be transit- and pedestrian-oriented.



· Accommodate major pedestrian flows from the light rail stop at 3rd/South Street. Also, consider other major pedestrian desire lines and provide seamless connections from existing streets connecting to or terminating at the site (eg Illinois Street, Bridgeview Way. 


· Study the circulation and operations of other transportation systems, to maximize walking, bicycling, taxi, limo, para-transit, charter bus access, and ferry access and translate them into the overall site plan and building design.


· Keep on-site parking to a minimum and design it to be shared to serve both the commercial uses and the arena. Explore shared use of existing and planned parking facilities in Mission Bay to minimize automobile reliance and the need for additional automobile parking.  These facilities have capacity during evenings and weekends when arena events occur. Consider the existing facilities in UCSF (access to the various parking structures), Block 27 (access to the parking garage), Block 28 (Old Navy loading dock) and Block X4 (409-499 Illinois Street, parking access along 16th Street and parking and loading access along Illinois Street), as well as those further away.



· Screen automobile parking from view all visible frontages, preferably by fronting it with active uses. Any above-grade parking should not compromise the pedestrian experience, including both around the perimeter of the site (eg ground floor/sidewalk interface) or within the site.


· Work with the City to minimize negative disruptions for pedestrians and cyclists traveling along the site from the functions of automobile access, loading and other service uses.  Minimize the number of service and automobile access points and minimize their widths and visual appearance. 


· Plan for significant bicycle transportation to both the arena and other site uses. Note that Planning Code has recently-adopted minimum standards for on-site bike valet for visitors for arenas/large venues and this should be considered as a benchmark. Plan for a large valet operation for events, as well as bike share and other bike parking distributed throughout the site. Bike parking could be located and designed as an active use on Terry Francois Boulevard and 16th Street.



3. Design project as a major civic facility with public amenity.


· The project design should engage the public and demonstrate a civic spirit. The building and public open spaces should strive to become gathering spots providing public amenity for people who are not attending events within the arena and also when no events are occurring.  


· The site and arena, should open to the public and include programmatic features that provide public amenity could include: recreation, sustainability (eg water, energy, habitat, urban agriculture), ability for non-ticket holders to see inside the main space of the arena, public art, and other ways to inhabit or interact in a tactile or sensory way with the building and its landscape. Local examples include: the viewing tower and free interior and exterior circulation areas at the DeYoung Museum; the 5-acre park on the roof of the Transbay Transit Center; the outfield free viewing arcade at the Giants ballpark; and the upper level accessible ramp view areas in the prior Pier 30-32 arena proposal. 


· Program the site and its public open spaces such that it serves the needs of the immediate neighborhood, the city, and the region. For the open space, consider passive and active walking, sitting, biking, outdoor courts, observation, eating, and the like.


· Strive for 24-hour activity and interest. Achieve this through a dramatic balance of siting, building, and public accommodation that welcomes and draws people in whether the arena is in use or not, and that therefore does not need to depend on restaurant or retail use to achieve a comforting level of activity. Specifically, the site uses should add a heightened level of activity to an already lively place. 


· Strive for a mix of retail and other uses that relies upon and showcases local businesses or some new niche that satisfies local needs. Place local-serving, local business uses in the street frontages.


· The arena should have a distinctive and expressive roof design and the roofscape should be deliberately designed as a “fifth façade” since the arena will also be viewed from above (eg from Potrero Hill).


4. Design public space to respond and connect to the surrounding public landscape and environment. 


· Provide iconic public forecourt(s) to the arena that serve as a memorable point of orientation and meeting places.



· Provide strong visual access and physical connections to the water.



· Provide multiple levels of public space that offer a variety of vantage points.



· Provide the highest levels of ecologically sustainable design. Provide an honest, visible demonstration of sustainability and sustainable design principles, including strong connection to the water and environmental processes.



Specific Comments



Applying the General Principles identified above, the following are specific comments related to the design concept presented to OCII/City staff on July 22.  The comments below do not reflect any changes after the July 22 designs.


· Reduce elevation of the main plaza, particularly around the edges, so as to achieve porosity and a more gradual and fluid connections to the streets. Strongly recommend reducing the elevation to not more than 4 feet above sidewalk grade. This would benefit physical and visual connections to and through the site from surrounding sidewalks by allowing the heads of most adult pedestrians to be above the height of the podium.



· Consider ways to open up the ground floor along Terry Francois Boulevard as much as possible; consider internal circulation of the theater and the introduction of other active uses such as bike storage facilities.



· The small pavilion building along 3rd Street anchoring the west side of the main plaza is a positive gesture toward activating the 3rd Street edge and serving a visual foil to the arena. Continue to study its size and positioning relative to sight lines and circulation pathways to inadvertent pinch points.



· Improve the South Street and 16th Streets ground floor interface with the sidewalk; these remain inactive sides of the site with overly extensive lengths of blank and inactive walls.  Enhance South Street as a means of accessing the plaza, the arena, and uses along Terry Francois Boulevard (eg market hall). This can be accomplished by providing an active edge and creating a wider mid-block opening that aligns with Bridgeview Way. The project should expect that many people heading directly from 3rd Street (esp. the rail stop) to uses and public spaces along Terry Francois Boulevard will walk along South Street. 



· As currently designed, much of the space at corner of the South and 3rd Streets is dedicated to ramps and stairs, resulting in a lack of non-circulation space for queuing and gathering.  To better accommodate surges of transit users before and after events explore the following:


a) Reduction of the main plaza elevation to eliminate or minimize the extent of ramps and stairs at or near the corner to create a larger forecourt and reservoir space for pedestrians and to provide a more fluid connection for pedestrians to the Plaza level. This may involve adjusting the building location.



b) Street enhancements to the South Street southern sidewalk that may help create a more welcoming alternative access to the plaza and arena. The mid-block connection of the Plaza to South Street should be widened to further accommodate this access.



· Further explore a means of creating a significant, memorable, and useful termination to Illinois Street for pedestrians and bikes. Explore shifting and minimizing the width of the combined garage and loading entrance along 16th Street. Consider adding additional major pedestrian connection mid-block on 16th in the vicinity of Illinois Street that connects from the main plaza to the west of the driveway in order to avoid pedestrian conflicts with the driveway and provide a direct path for those headed south/southwest. At present the only connection to 16th Street (the ramp through the atrium) is very directionally pointed eastward along 16th Street on the east side of the driveway. (Josh – what do you think about the atrium – do we want to shift them from connecting the buildings along 16th (ie, preserve an actual physical separation between the arena and the office building, or allow them to connect them as long as the atrium is transparent).  They are really tied to the atrium concept.)


· Continue to develop and enhance the “tower/viewing platform” element at the northwest corner of the site to provide a physical landmark element and unique public amenity. 



· While there is every confidence that the architecture framing the southeast corner forecourt will be iconic, the strong relationship with the major park (P22) across Terry Francois Blvd has not been yet been demonstrated.  The plaza size is appropriate, though attention will need to be paid to ensure that it is not simply leftover space between the buildings and the streets that define it. 


· As you move into the schematic design phase, ensure that the exterior design of the various components of the projects (two office buildings, arena, and market hall) are designed such that they work together, but also visually appear to be distinct parts of a whole.  The arena and office buildings especially should be designed such that their appearances are expressly distinct from each other.  (Josh – what do you think about this concept.  Want to make sure we state if we want the schematic design to break up the project, or if we are ok with a more comphensive design theme through-out. Feel free to play with the language.)
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From: Gavin, John (MYR)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: meeting today?
Date: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 10:14:02 AM


I will check with Jennifer. 
We are probably going to cancel our internal Tusday meeting, and those of us already together can
meet informally...
________________________________________
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 9:45 AM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: meeting today?


I am open.  The park/site manager is down in MB if we want to be nice and go to them (Mary comes
from Yerba Buena Gardens).  We could ask Pam if we could meet at her offices.


It does conflict with our every other week GSW check in - the only thing.


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY JULY 25th


-----Original Message-----
From: Gavin, John (MYR)
Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 9:27 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: meeting today?


Oh, right, I remember now.
 Just wanted to make sure I didn't miss something I was supposed make!


Looks like we are on for next Tuesday for quality of life.  Where should we meet?  Should we do a site
walk through, or just meet at City Hall?


-jg
_______________________________________
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 8:46 AM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: meeting today?


Hi, John - the design meeting was the smaller group that was identified as part of last week's larger
group meeting.  We do not have the next large group meeting scheduled, but will need to look for
times.


Thanks


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=D3FDD7FCDB634739ADBCE4142157EE0A-JOHN GAVIN
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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/


PLEASE NOTE I WILL BE OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY JULY 25th


-----Original Message-----
From: Gavin, John (MYR)
Sent: Tuesday, July 22, 2014 6:34 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: meeting today?


Hi Catherine,
Was there a design meeting scheduled for today at OCII that I missed? I spoke with Phillip and he
mentioned Jennifer was at a meeting at OCII.  I didn't have it calendared.


Thanks,
John



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/






From: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Miller-Blankinship, Erin (MTA); Winslow, David (CPC)
Subject: RE: part comments completed
Date: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 6:00:06 PM
Attachments: Warriors Mission Bay Design Review Notes Draft_em_js.doc


Catherine and Jen –
Attached are some edits on top of Erin’s version, including responses to Catherine’s questions.
Thanks.
 
-j
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 5:09 PM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Cc: Miller-Blankinship, Erin (MTA)
Subject: FW: part comments completed
 
Jennifer/Josh – here are Erin’s comments.  She is going to get the rest later today/tomorrow. I let
her know that we may need to get out what we can today to meet the commitment to the Warriors.
 
Josh – there were a couple question for you.  Could you please take a look and see what you think
about the two questions?  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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 4:48 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: part comments completed
 
Catherine,
 
Here are my comments/revisions up to #3.  I’ll finish the rest and get it to you tonight or tomorrow
am.  I have to run for today.
 
em
 



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=EB8C9358E8A64753924516E9F7D79D44-JOSHUA SWITZKY
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mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com



[image: image1.jpg][image: image2.jpg]





July 28, 2014



To:

Strada Development Group, Golden State Warriors


From: 
Planning Department, OCII, and SFMTA staff




Joshua Switzky and David Winslow (Planning)



Catherine Reilly and Pedro Arce (OCII)



Peter Albert and Erin Miller (SFMTA)



CC:

Tiffany Bohee, Jennifer Matz, and John Rahaim


RE:

Urban Design of Mission Bay Blocks 29-32 (Warriors Arena project)


Following are both high-level principles related to the design and programming of the site as well as more detailed specific reflections on the evolution of the project design as presented to the Planning Department, OCII, SFMTA, and OEWD as of July 22, 2014.  The majority of these comments have been provided verbally during our prior meetings.


Overall, while there have been major improvements in the design since we began working with your design team, we feel that the current site design, particularly the public spaces and pedestrian circulation along the perimeter of the project, still does not sufficiently or successfully integrate the site in a seamless and organic way with the neighborhood or invite the kind of casual and day-to-day use that will be necessary to make the project successful.  Specifically of concern is the 8+-foot elevation rise of the main plaza from adjacent streets, along with the limited physical and visual connections along the perimeter of the site.   The resultant datum that puts public spaces and building activity above pedestrian eye level surrounding the site will limit the visual, physical and psychological access to the site from the surrounding neighborhood and reinforce it as an internally-oriented mega-site that sits apart from its surroundings.


We appreciate the efforts of the design team to respond to City/OCII comments to date and look forward to continuing the good working relationship that has been established with City/OCII staff.



General Principles



The following outlines the high-level principles that should be the basis of the overall design of the Warriors Arena project.


1. Respect the urban character of San Francisco. Design buildings and open spaces that fit their context and respect the scale of the surroundings.


· The Mission Bay grid consists of blocks that are consistent with the fabric of San Francisco. The street pattern provides legibility and view corridors, while moderating the scale of development. While the footprint of the arena may not allow for implementation of the exact alignment of ROWs (“varas”) per the Mission Bay Plan, the arena project site design must both respect and respond to these alignments as they relate to varas/streets that terminate at the site. The project should create an alternative through-site circulation and porosity (not necessarily vehicular) that achieves the spirit and intent of these planned grid extensions. Where  streets or paths (eg, Bridgeview Way, Illinois Street, UCSF Campus Lane), intersect or terminate at the project site, the site and building design (particularly the arena itself) should continue or terminate these vistas and circulation spines with useful and significant architectural and public realm responses.


· The project should strive to be a seamless extension of the neighborhood public realm and accessible to the general public at all normal hours. The site should physically and psychologically invite casual daily usage by area residents, workers and non-arena patrons as an extension of the neighborhood. 


· The architecture should avoid any overt “theming” or prominent branding of the site as a whole, its public spaces, signage, or its retail components. 


· The arena, open spaces and other buildings should be a part of the urban pattern, with similar relationships to the adjacent streets as other buildings. Public spaces should be deliberate and well defined, and the buildings should have a direct and urban relationship to most of the streets around the site, that respects the streetwall along its edges. 


· The project should create an active interface with the public streets by providing: 1) public spaces that have adjacent activating uses; and 2) active commercial uses at the street level which improve the pedestrian environment. The project should avoid blank and high walls.


· Office buildings, retail components and other non-arena buildings should be sited and designed (along with adjoining public spaces and circulation) so as feel like they are responsive to and part of the broader fabric of the neighborhood and the City, and not only responsive to their relationship to the arena.


2. Design project to be transit- and pedestrian-oriented.



· Accommodate major pedestrian flows from the light rail stop at 3rd/South Street. Also, consider other major pedestrian desire lines and provide seamless connections from existing streets connecting to or terminating at the site (eg Illinois Street, Bridgeview Way. 


· Coordinate with the SFMTA, and study the circulation and operations of all relevant transportation systems to maximize walking, bicycling, taxi and transit access.  Clearly define access and staging/storage locations for private limo, para-transit andcharter bus/shuttles.  Consider the potential for a future ferry landing at the terminus of 16th Street, and plan public space in a manner that could accommodate passengers who are alighting or embarking, and design this space as part of the overall site plan and building design.


· Keep on-site parking to a minimum, and design it to be shared to serve both the commercial uses and the arena.  Parking facility entries should be carefully evaluated for their potential impact on the adjacent transit, pedestrian or bicycle networks.  Work closely with the SFMTA to organize access points in a way that will be the most effect and the least disruptive to the surrounding network, especially during large events where there will be peak arrival and departure times at the facility.


· Explore shared use of existing and planned parking facilities in Mission Bay to minimize automobile reliance and the need for additional automobile parking.  These facilities have capacity during evenings and weekends when arena events occur. Consider the existing facilities in UCSF (access to the various parking structures), Block 27 (access to the parking garage), Block 28 (Old Navy loading dock) and Block X4 (409-499 Illinois Street, parking access along 16th Street and parking and loading access along Illinois Street), as well as those further away.



· Screen automobile parking from view all visible frontages, preferably by fronting it with active uses. Any above-grade parking should not compromise the pedestrian experience, including both around the perimeter of the site (eg ground floor/sidewalk interface) or within the site.


· Minimize the number of driveways into the facility, and minimize their widths. Coordinate the  visual appearance of driveways into the context of the adjacent sidewalks while ensuring a safe visual and physical separation. 


· Plan for significant bicycle transportation to both the arena and other site uses. Note that Planning Code has recently-adopted minimum standards for on-site bike valet for visitors for arenas/large venues, and this should be considered as a benchmark. The SFMTA recommends to reach out to the San Francisco Bicycle Coalition (SFBC) as an experience operator of large valet operations for events. Coordinate with the SFMTA to include/sponsor/plan for City Bike Share facilities and other bike parking distributed throughout the site. Bike parking could be located and designed as an active use on Terry Francois Boulevard and 16th Street.



3. Design project as a major civic facility with public amenity.


· The project design should engage the public and demonstrate a civic spirit. The building and public open spaces should strive to become gathering spots providing public amenity for people who are not attending events within the arena and also when no events are occurring.  


· The site and arena, should open to the public and include programmatic features that provide public amenity could include: recreation, sustainability (eg water, energy, habitat, urban agriculture), ability for non-ticket holders to see inside the main space of the arena, public art, and other ways to inhabit or interact in a tactile or sensory way with the building and its landscape. Local examples include: the viewing tower and free interior and exterior circulation areas at the DeYoung Museum; the 5-acre park on the roof of the Transbay Transit Center; the outfield free viewing arcade at the Giants ballpark; and the upper level accessible ramp view areas in the prior Pier 30-32 arena proposal. 


· Program the site and its public open spaces such that it serves the needs of the immediate neighborhood, the city, and the region. For the open space, consider passive and active walking, sitting, biking, outdoor courts, observation, eating, and the like.


· Strive for 24-hour activity and interest. Achieve this through a dramatic balance of siting, building, and public accommodation that welcomes and draws people in whether the arena is in use or not, and that therefore does not need to depend on restaurant or retail use to achieve a comforting level of activity. Specifically, the site uses should add a heightened level of activity to an already lively place. 


· Strive for a mix of retail and other uses that relies upon and showcases local businesses or some new niche that satisfies local needs. Place local-serving, local business uses in the street frontages.


· The arena should have a distinctive and expressive roof design and the roofscape should be deliberately designed as a “fifth façade” since the arena will also be viewed from above (eg from Potrero Hill).


4. Design public space to respond and connect to the surrounding public landscape and environment. 


· Provide iconic public forecourt(s) to the arena that serve as a memorable point of orientation and meeting places.



· Provide strong visual access and physical connections to the water.



· Provide multiple levels of public space that offer a variety of vantage points.



· Provide the highest levels of ecologically sustainable design. Provide an honest, visible demonstration of sustainability and sustainable design principles, including strong connection to the water and environmental processes.



Specific Comments



Applying the General Principles identified above, the following are specific comments related to the design concept presented to OCII/City staff on July 22.  The comments below do not reflect any changes after the July 22 designs.


· Reduce elevation of the main plaza, particularly around the edges, so as to achieve porosity and a more gradual and fluid connections to the streets. Strongly recommend reducing the elevation to not more than 4 feet above sidewalk grade. This would benefit physical and visual connections to and through the site from surrounding sidewalks by allowing the heads of most adult pedestrians to be above the height of the podium.



· Consider ways to open up the ground floor along Terry Francois Boulevard as much as possible; consider internal circulation of the theater and the introduction of other active uses such as bike storage facilities.



· The small pavilion building along 3rd Street anchoring the west side of the main plaza is a positive gesture toward activating the 3rd Street edge and serving a visual foil to the arena. Continue to study its size and positioning relative to sight lines and circulation pathways to inadvertent pinch points.



· Improve the South Street and 16th Streets ground floor interface with the sidewalk; these remain inactive sides of the site with overly extensive lengths of blank and inactive walls.  Enhance South Street as a means of accessing the plaza, the arena, and uses along Terry Francois Boulevard (eg market hall). This can be accomplished by providing an active edge and creating a wider mid-block opening that aligns with Bridgeview Way. The project should expect that many people heading directly from 3rd Street (esp. the rail stop) to uses and public spaces along Terry Francois Boulevard will walk along South Street. 



· As currently designed, much of the space at corner of the South and 3rd Streets is dedicated to ramps and stairs, resulting in a lack of non-circulation space for queuing and gathering.  To better accommodate surges of transit users before and after events explore the following:


a) Reduction of the main plaza elevation to eliminate or minimize the extent of ramps and stairs at or near the corner to create a larger forecourt and reservoir space for pedestrians and to provide a more fluid connection for pedestrians to the Plaza level. This may involve adjusting the building location.



b) Street enhancements to the South Street southern sidewalk that may help create a more welcoming alternative access to the plaza and arena. The mid-block connection of the Plaza to South Street should be widened to further accommodate this access.



· Further explore a means of creating a significant, memorable, and useful termination to Illinois Street, as both a visual terminus of the view corridor and as a circulation spine for pedestrians and bikes. Explore shifting and minimizing the width of the combined garage and loading entrance along 16th Street. Consider adding additional major pedestrian connection mid-block on 16th in the vicinity of Illinois Street that connects from the main plaza to the west of the driveway in order to avoid pedestrian conflicts with the driveway and provide a direct path for those headed south/southwest. At present the only connection to 16th Street (the ramp through the atrium) is directionally pointed eastward along 16th Street on the east side of the driveway. Ensure that the pedestrian connection from 16th to the main plaza, at present designed as a covered “atrium,” is generously dimensioned and configured/sited to be a welcoming and obvious public passage. Furthermore, provide more legible and noticeable building design and massing response to the Illinois Street termination that includes a recognizable break or distinction between the office building and the arena.   (Josh – what do you think about the atrium – do we want to shift them from connecting the buildings along 16th (ie, preserve an actual physical separation between the arena and the office building, or allow them to connect them as long as the atrium is transparent).  They are really tied to the atrium concept.)



· Continue to develop and enhance the “tower/viewing platform” element at the northwest corner of the site to provide a physical landmark element and unique public amenity. 



· While there is every confidence that the architecture framing the southeast corner forecourt will be iconic, the strong relationship with the major park (P22) across Terry Francois Blvd has not been yet been demonstrated.  The plaza size is appropriate, though attention will need to be paid to ensure that it is not simply leftover space between the buildings and the streets that define it. 


· As you move into the schematic design phase, ensure that the exterior design of the various components of the projects (two office buildings, arena, and market hall) are designed such that they work together, but also visually appear to be distinct parts of a whole.  The arena and office buildings especially should be designed such that their appearances are expressly distinct from each other.  (Josh – what do you think about this concept.  Want to make sure we state if we want the schematic design to break up the project, or if we are ok with a more comphensive design theme through-out. Feel free to play with the language.)



�I added the immediately preceding text to address this. I’m OK with the atrium as a concept, provided that it isn’t a little mouse hole opening that is not a seamless or inviting connection, or ties the whole complex together such that the whole 16th street frontage appears as a single building.



�We’re fine with this language.
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Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Development & Transportation Integration
Urban Planning Initiatives
 
SFMTA|Municipal Transportation Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
 
415.701.5490 (o)
415.971.7429 (m)
 








From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Miller-Blankinship, Erin (MTA); Albert, Peter (MTA)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Subject: GSW Comments
Date: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 2:10:00 PM


Hi, Erin/Peter – I just wanted to follow up and see if you had an ETA for any additional comments on
the design.  We’d like to get it to the Warriors today.  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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 



mailto:erin.miller@sfmta.com

mailto:peter.albert@sfmta.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=b2161cda984e436b919fd2b738c5e13d-Jennifer Entine Matz

mailto:joshua.switzky@sfgov.org
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Pangilinan, Chris (MTA)
Cc: Moy, Barbara (DPW); Miller, Don (DPW)
Subject: RE: Mission Bay DPW task force
Date: Thursday, June 05, 2014 5:07:00 PM
Attachments: image001.png


This is Don Miller and Barbara Moy who were at the last Warriors coordination meeting to review
the Mission Bay infrastructure and roadways.  I have cc-ed them (I think they are in the middle of a
few firedrills, so may need to look a week or two out to meet).
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Thursday, June 05, 2014 3:58 PM
To: Pangilinan, Chris (MTA)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Mission Bay DPW task force
 
Chris,
 
I’m not sure about this task force, but you say it is related to the Longbridge Street and the Mission
Bay Loop? 
 
I’m forwarding to Catherine to see if she might point us in the right direction.
 
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: Pangilinan, Chris 
Sent: Thursday, June 05, 2014 1:44 PM
To: Miller, Erin
Subject: Mission Bay DPW task force



mailto:erin.miller@sfmta.com

mailto:chris.pangilinan@sfmta.com

mailto:barbara.moy@sfdpw.org

mailto:don.miller@sfdpw.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

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







 
Hi Erin, do you know who the Mission Bay DPW task force is? I need to set up a meeting with them
and Julie about the Mission Bay loop.
 
Thanks,
Chris
 
Christopher A. Pangilinan, P.E.
Associate Engineer, Sustainable Streets Division 


 SFMTA | Municipal Transportation Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
T:  415.701.4578
 








From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Miller-Blankinship, Erin (MTA); Winslow, David (CPC)
Subject: RE: part comments completed
Date: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 6:04:00 PM


Thanks, Josh.  All look good to 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/
 
PLEASE NOTE I WILL BE OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Switzky, Joshua (CPC) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 6:00 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Miller-Blankinship, Erin (MTA); Winslow, David (CPC)
Subject: RE: part comments completed
 
Catherine and Jen –
Attached are some edits on top of Erin’s version, including responses to Catherine’s questions.
Thanks.
 
-j
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 5:09 PM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Cc: Miller-Blankinship, Erin (MTA)
Subject: FW: part comments completed
 
Jennifer/Josh – here are Erin’s comments.  She is going to get the rest later today/tomorrow. I let
her know that we may need to get out what we can today to meet the commitment to the Warriors.
 
Josh – there were a couple question for you.  Could you please take a look and see what you think
about the two questions?  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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 4:48 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: part comments completed
 
Catherine,
 
Here are my comments/revisions up to #3.  I’ll finish the rest and get it to you tonight or tomorrow
am.  I have to run for today.
 
em
 
Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Development & Transportation Integration
Urban Planning Initiatives
 
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: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
To: Moy, Barbara (DPW); Rice, Don (OCII)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: GSW DPW Budget
Date: Tuesday, June 24, 2014 9:41:05 AM


Hi Barbara and Don,
 
Just wanted to follow-up on whether or not you had a chance to talk with Bruce about the DPW
budget re: mapping etc and whether or not they will be working through the taskforce and if it will
be a straight fee for the mapping work or something different?  I am trying to assist Catherine and
Jen Matz on getting together various city dept budgets on the work for the Warriors project.  Jim
Morales or OEWD will work directly with the City Attys office to get the budget together for John
Malamut/Elaine or Jessie Smith’s time for the project.  
 
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: Moy, Barbara
To: Pangilinan, Chris (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Miller, Don (DPW)
Subject: RE: Mission Bay DPW task force
Date: Friday, June 06, 2014 1:34:06 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Hi Chris,
 
Good idea.
 
I saw your meeting invitation and unfortunately both Don and I have standing meetings on Thursday
afternoons .
 
Can you propose some other dates and times?
 
Thanks
 
Barbara
 


From: Pangilinan, Chris [mailto:Chris.Pangilinan@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Friday, June 06, 2014 12:25 PM
To: Miller, Erin; Reilly, Catherine; Moy, Barbara; Miller, Don
Subject: RE: Mission Bay DPW task force
 
Thanks Erin and Catherine!


Barbara and Don, I’ll look to set up a meeting with you and Julie Kirschbaum of Muni service
planning towards the end of June. We’d like to discuss the upcoming bus service changes and how
they relate timing wise to Long Bridge Street and the Mission Bay Circle construction.


Thanks,
Chris
 
Christopher A. Pangilinan, P.E.
Associate Engineer, Sustainable Streets Division 


 SFMTA | Municipal Transportation Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
T:  415.701.4578
 


From: Miller, Erin 
Sent: Friday, June 06, 2014 8:54 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine
Cc: Pangilinan, Chris; Moy, Barbara; Miller, Don
Subject: Re: Mission Bay DPW task force
 
Great thinks.  I didn't catch that they were a task force, but that makes total sense!  
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Catherine, maybe I should get a basic MB contact list from you-key contacts for CAC, shuttles, UCSF,
TMA, task force(s).  If you think that it would be a useful record for my files!
 
Happy Friday. 
 
Erin 


Sent from my iPhone


On Jun 5, 2014, at 5:08 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


This is Don Miller and Barbara Moy who were at the last Warriors coordination
meeting to review the Mission Bay infrastructure and roadways.  I have cc-ed them (I
think they are in the middle of a few firedrills, so may need to look a week or two out
to meet).
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Thursday, June 05, 2014 3:58 PM
To: Pangilinan, Chris (MTA)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Mission Bay DPW task force
 
Chris,
 
I’m not sure about this task force, but you say it is related to the Longbridge Street and
the Mission Bay Loop? 
 
I’m forwarding to Catherine to see if she might point us in the right direction.
 
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
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415.701.5490 (o)
415.971.7429 (m)
 


From: Pangilinan, Chris 
Sent: Thursday, June 05, 2014 1:44 PM
To: Miller, Erin
Subject: Mission Bay DPW task force
 
Hi Erin, do you know who the Mission Bay DPW task force is? I need to set up a
meeting with them and Julie about the Mission Bay loop.
 
Thanks,
Chris
 
Christopher A. Pangilinan, P.E.
Associate Engineer, Sustainable Streets Division 
<image001.png> SFMTA | Municipal Transportation Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
T:  415.701.4578
 








From: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: part comments completed
Date: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 9:57:37 AM


 
Let me know how you want to proceed in terms of finalizing and sending to Strada/GSW.
-j
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 6:04 PM
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Miller-Blankinship, Erin (MTA); Winslow, David (CPC)
Subject: RE: part comments completed
 
Thanks, Josh.  All look good to 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/
 
PLEASE NOTE I WILL BE OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Switzky, Joshua (CPC) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 6:00 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Miller-Blankinship, Erin (MTA); Winslow, David (CPC)
Subject: RE: part comments completed
 
Catherine and Jen –
Attached are some edits on top of Erin’s version, including responses to Catherine’s questions.
Thanks.
 
-j
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 5:09 PM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Cc: Miller-Blankinship, Erin (MTA)
Subject: FW: part comments completed
 
Jennifer/Josh – here are Erin’s comments.  She is going to get the rest later today/tomorrow. I let
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her know that we may need to get out what we can today to meet the commitment to the Warriors.
 
Josh – there were a couple question for you.  Could you please take a look and see what you think
about the two questions?  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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 4:48 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: part comments completed
 
Catherine,
 
Here are my comments/revisions up to #3.  I’ll finish the rest and get it to you tonight or tomorrow
am.  I have to run for today.
 
em
 
Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Development & Transportation Integration
Urban Planning Initiatives
 
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: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
To: Moy, Barbara (DPW); Rice, Don (OCII)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: GSW DPW Budget
Date: Tuesday, June 24, 2014 9:41:05 AM


Hi Barbara and Don,
 
Just wanted to follow-up on whether or not you had a chance to talk with Bruce about the DPW
budget re: mapping etc and whether or not they will be working through the taskforce and if it will
be a straight fee for the mapping work or something different?  I am trying to assist Catherine and
Jen Matz on getting together various city dept budgets on the work for the Warriors project.  Jim
Morales or OEWD will work directly with the City Attys office to get the budget together for John
Malamut/Elaine or Jessie Smith’s time for the project.  
 
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 (CII)
To: "Laura Tam"; Shannon Fiala
Cc: Hamalian, Seth; LaClair Joe
Subject: RE: Mission Creek tour for ULI
Date: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 6:00:00 PM


Hi, Laura – Seth and I can both help out, though we will have to skip out early (maybe when you turn
it over to the Giants to talk about Mission Rock).  Also, we can talk about seismic and financing, but
won’t be the best to speak to sea level rise.


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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 
From: Laura Tam [mailto:ltam@spur.org] 
Sent: Saturday, July 26, 2014 1:50 PM
To: Shannon Fiala
Cc: Hamalian, Seth; Reilly, Catherine (CII); LaClair Joe
Subject: Mission Creek tour for ULI
 
Hi Seth, Catherine and Joe -
 
I wanted to follow up on Shannon's request for your participation in a tour of Mission Bay &
Mission Creek for ULI guests at the Building the Resilient City conference. The tour would
be on the afternoon of September 3 from 1-4 pm and would likely have 50+ guests from all
over the country - you can see a list of the the conference's attendees on its site.
 
The draft itinerary (below) will be revised - it is too much for 3 hours - but we still would
like to know if you could speak to the group sometime that afternoon. Let me know and
Shannon or I will get back to you with details once we have finalized the plan.
 
Many thanks
Laura
 


On Mon, Jul 14, 2014 at 2:33 PM, Shannon Fiala <sfiala@spur.org> wrote:
Hi Seth, Catherine and Joe,
 
As a part of ULI's Resilient City Conference in San Francisco on September 4-5, Laura Tam
and I have been assisting Elliot Stein in arranging mobile workshops to two areas that
showcase local resiliency efforts: Mission Creek and Ocean Beach. 
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If you are available on Wednesday, September 3rd between 1-4pm, we would love to
have you speak with these conference tour participants.  
 
Suggested itinerary:
1-1:30: Drive from the Hyatt along the Embarcadero to Mission Bay. Talk about the Port and
how the waterfront has been developed and redeveloped and its resiliency challenges which
include seismic, sea level rise, and lack of funding
1:30: Stop at TBD location in Mission Bay. Informational presentation about Mission Bay
and the challenge of planning and paying for it. Possible speakers: Seth Hamalian and/or
Catherine Reilly
2:15: Bus tour of Mission Bay. See UCSF, Warriors site, waterfront, maybe Pier 70.
2:45: Stop at Pier 48 for a talk about the Piers and Mission Rock. Possible speakers: Fran
Weld from the Giants or someone else from the Mission Rock team, such as Phil Williamson
or Brad Benson from the Port.
3:00: Walk across Mission Rock to 3rd St, visit the Mission Bay park, stop and talk about
vulnerability of Mission Creek and potential solutions. Possible speakers: Laura Tam or Joe
LaClair. Then walk up along the north side of the creek to complete this walking part of the
tour.
4:00: Pick up at AT&T Park for bus transport back to hotel.
 
Please let me know if you have any questions about the tour or conference and whether you
could attend.
 
Thanks,
Shannon
 
--
Shannon Fiala
Ocean Beach Master Plan - Assistant Project Manager


SPUR • Ideas + Action for a Better City 
415.385.6925
sfiala@spur.org


SPUR | Blog | Facebook | Twitter | Join


Read SPUR's Agenda for Change
spur.org/agendaforchange >>


 
--
Laura Tam
Sustainable Development Policy Director
SPUR • Ideas + Action for a Better City
(415) 644-4289
ltam@spur.org
@lauraetam
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SPUR | Blog | Facebook | Twitter | Join
 
Read SPUR's Agenda for Change
spur.org/agendaforchange >>
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: "Clarke Miller"
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: retail  update
Date: Thursday, June 12, 2014 1:41:00 PM


Are you proposing actual striping, driveway locations and other specifics, or just floating ideas on
what could be done to get general direction as part of your site planning process?  If it is more
talking about potential access points, etc. and you need direct from us on big picture stuff, then may
make sense, but not sure if we’d be able to do next Friday.  I’ve cc-ed Jennifer for her preference.  It
may be best for us to talk about what you have to date on Tuesday and then decide when/who it
makes sense to bring into the discussion at this 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/
 
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, June 12, 2014 1:25 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: retail update
 
Sounds good. Lastly, we’d also like to sneak in a review of our first pass at our traffic/curb
management strategies for various events (i.e., theater show, concert, GSW game). Ideally, we’d
meet with you and some members of MTA at the same time. Is next Friday a possibility for that too
(in addition to AB 900)?
Clarke
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Rahaim, John (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Arce, Pedro (OCII); Winslow, David


(CPC); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); "Miller, Erin"; Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Gavin, John
(MYR)


Subject: GSW Design Meeting - CHANGE OF TIME SURVEY
Date: Monday, July 07, 2014 5:08:00 PM


Craig is no longer able to make the follow-up design meeting on Tuesday the 15th.  They would like


to meet on Thursday the 17th, preferably the morning.  Could you please email me with your


availability on Thursday the 17th?


Thank you
 
PS – They have asked to meet with myself and David this week to do a sneak preview of where they
are going to make sure they are moving in the right direction.  If you have concerns about that,
please let me know, otherwise we will let the group know what we see.  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: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: RE: OCII/Planning MOU for the Golden State Warriors Project
Date: Wednesday, June 04, 2014 8:02:00 AM
Attachments: image008.png
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Sounds good.  It would be great if you could walk me through the various roles for each of the
staffing when we meet.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC) 
Sent: Wednesday, June 04, 2014 6:19 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Morales, James (OCII)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Oerth, Sally (OCII)
Subject: RE: OCII/Planning MOU for the Golden State Warriors Project
 
Great.  Can we do that at 11:30 am right after the UCSF meeting?  Also, I am in the process of
revising the budget as a result of the negotiated 3% increase in the Local 21 and MEA contracts.  I
expect this will result in the total budget that is approximately 18K more than what was shown in
the original excel file.  I will also be meeting with Gil (director of Citywide) to go over the budget to
make sure that we allocated the correct amount of hours for design review now that we have a
better idea of the personnel that is assigned to that effort. 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, June 3, 2014 3:57 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Morales, James (OCII)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Oerth, Sally (OCII)
Subject: RE: OCII/Planning MOU for the Golden State Warriors Project
 
Viktoriya – Jim is out this week.  If you want to talk (since you are out the following), I can walk
through some of the questions on the budget.


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


From: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC) 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 8:06 AM
To: Morales, James (OCII)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: OCII/Planning MOU for the Golden State Warriors Project
 
Thank you very much.  Our finance director is reviewing Section II of the MOA. 
The following note is included in Section IIA, “[NOTE:  OCII would like to work with the
Planning Department on the estimated budget.]”.  Please let me know when you would like to
discuss the estimated budget.  (I will be out of the office all of next week). 
 
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: Morales, James (OCII) 
Sent: Wednesday, May 21, 2014 9:37 AM
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: OCII/Planning MOU for the Golden State Warriors Project
 
Viktoriya:
 
I have tried to incorporate all of OCII staff comments in the attached draft GSW MOU, but it is still
subject to final review and possible revision.  Nonetheless, I wanted to provide you with our latest
draft to the MOU prior to today’s meeting.  To a great extent, we have relied on the existing MOU
with the Planning Department to provide  the appropriate framework and procedures for additional
services related to the GSW Project.  If you have any questions, please contact me or Catherine
Reilly.
 
James B. Morales
Interim General Counsel &
  Deputy Director
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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
 


From: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, May 08, 2014 7:41 PM
To: Morales, James (OCII)
Subject: OCII/Planning MOU for the Golden State Warriors Project
 
Hi Jim-
I wanted to follow up on our meeting with the Warriors last week.  One
of the action items from that meeting was to work on a separate MOU
between Planning and OCII.  To that end, I am including three
documents in this email:


1.   A copy of our MOU for all other efforts (for reference);
2.   A copy of the MOU the Planning Department executed with SFMTA


for a somewhat similar effort (this could serve as a template and as
a starting point I have made some revisions to reflect that this is
an MOU with OCII rather than SFMTA); and


3.   Our proposed budget based on the somewhat limited information
we know about the ‘new’ project. 


 
It would be great to also include a schedule but we probably can’t do
that until the Warriors pick a consultant.  Do you have a sense of when
that might be?  There is a little blurb about schedule in Note 2 in the
excel file. 
 
Thanks for your attention to this matter.  Let me know approximately
when I might expect back a draft of the MOU. 
 
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: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: retail  update
Date: Thursday, June 12, 2014 1:36:19 PM


Sounds good. Lastly, we’d also like to sneak in a review of our first pass at our traffic/curb
management strategies for various events (i.e., theater show, concert, GSW game). Ideally, we’d
meet with you and some members of MTA at the same time. Is next Friday a possibility for that too
(in addition to AB 900)?
Clarke
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, June 12, 2014 1:10 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: retail update
 
Manny provided me something, and I just need to look at it.  Won’t be today, since I have to prep for
a night meeting, but will get to it tomorrow.
 
And yes, no call tomorrow with a tentative call on Tuesday (will confirm after our internal meeting
tomorrow) and Thursday at 10 next week for the in-person big 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: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Thursday, June 12, 2014 12:04 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: retail update
 
Hi Catherine,
 
Have you/Manny had a chance to complete your analysis of the construction document plans for
final retail square footages? We have a meeting with the Owners this afternoon and I anticipate the
issue of retail FAR will come up.
 
Also, separately, I believe we’re cancelling tomorrow afternoon’s Design Meeting all together and
instead replacing it with time on Tuesday at 9:30am for the small group and then Thursday at 10am
for the larger group – correct?
 



mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:[mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]





Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
101 Mission Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Kern, Chris (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya


(CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); "Gary Oates"; "Paul Mitchell"; "Chris Mitchell";
"jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com"; "lubaw@lcwconsulting.com"; Miller, Erin (MTA)


Cc: "Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com)"; "Jesse Blout"; "David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)";
David Kelly; "Murphy, Mary G."; "Sekhri, Neil"


Subject: GSW Development - Initial Project Description
Date: Tuesday, July 15, 2014 6:52:00 PM
Attachments: image001.png


2014.07.15_GSW_MB_ArenaDevel_ProjectDescription_Final.pdf
Importance: High


Team,
 
The attached initial project description for the Warrior’s project on Block 29-32 reflects the changes
suggested by City staff and/or CEQA consultants at our 7/9/14 kick-off meeting. We trust this will be
useful as work commences on the NOP/IS, Transportation analysis, and SOW approvals.
 
Please reach out with any questions.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser Project Analyst
Golden State Warriors
Direct 510.986.5419
Cell 202.230.2642
1011 Broadway | Oakland, CA | 94607
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Project Name: GSW Mission Bay Multi-Purpose Event Center & Ancillary Development 



Project Applicant: David Kelly 



         GSW Arena LLC 



       1011 Broadway 



         Oakland, CA 94607 



     



Project Location: Blocks 29-32, Mission Bay South Project Area, San Francisco, CA 



Project Description:  



The Golden State Warriors organization (“Owner”) proposes to develop an approximately 12-



acre project located in San Francisco (the “Project”) on land referred to as Blocks 29, 30, 31, and 



32 in the Mission Bay South Project Area (the “Site”). The Project consists of a new 



approximately 18,000-seat multi-purpose event center and ancillary development including 



multiple office buildings, retail, restaurants, structured parking, plaza areas, and other 



amenities. The event center would host the Golden State Warriors basketball team during the 



National Basketball Association (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. 



The rectangular site is bound by Third Street to the west, South Street to the north, Terry 



Francois Boulevard to the east, and 16th Street to the south, as shown in an aerial map of the 



project site in Exhibit A – Location Map. It should be noted that Terry Francois Boulevard will 



be relocated by FOCIL to align with the eastern edge of Blocks 30 and 32. 



Exhibit A – Location Map 
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The site plan would be configured as follows: 



 The proposed event center would be located in the central-east portion of the site. 



 Two office buildings would be located on the west side of the site, on South Street 



(northern border of site) and at the corner of Third Street and 16th Street (southwest 



corner of site). 



 Retail would occupy multiple areas of the site, including the lower floor(s) of the office 



buildings, within or adjacent to certain plaza-facing areas of the event center, and along 



Terry Francois Boulevard and South Street. 



 Multiple levels of enclosed parking would be located below the office buildings and 



plaza areas. 



 Two small live theaters would be located close to the southeast corner of the site. 



 Large open plaza areas would be located on the west side of the multi-purpose event 



center and in the southeastern portion of the site. The plazas would be connected by a 



ramp wrapping around the exterior along the north and eastern-sides of the multi-



purpose event center.  



Bicyclists will be encouraged to arrive at the site via the planned two-way bicycle route on 



Terry Francois Boulevard. Once at the site, the Project will have ample on-site bicycle parking 



including a 300+ bicycle valet facility on the east side of the arena across from the P22 park. 



Private vehicles have access to the area via Interstate 280, Highway 101, and surface streets. 



There will be approximately 713 stalls located in an on-site parking structure with below-grade 



parking and at-grade/below-podium levels, all concealed from the public’s view.  Primary 



access to the on-site parking structure will be off of 16th Street across from Illinois. Additional 



access to the on-site parking structure will be off of South Street across from Bridgeview Way, 



and off of South Street between Bridgeview Way and Terry Francois Boulevard. The 16th Street 



entry will also provide truck access to the seven truck stalls at the below-grade loading docks. 



Finally, the Owner has purchased the right to use 132 additional stalls located in the structured 



parking garage at 450 South St., directly across the street from the site’s northern boundary.  



The site is also accessible by a number of public transit options. The closest MUNI passenger 



platforms to Blocks 29-32 are at the intersection of Third and South Streets. Caltrain and 



multiple bus and shuttle lines provide stops at or near the site.   



The plan shown as Exhibit B – Conceptual Design Site Plan – illustrates the overall design 



concept for the Project. 
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Exhibit B – Conceptual Design Site Plan 
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The key characteristics of the Project components are shown in Table 1 below. 



Table 1 – Summary of Proposed Project Components 



Project Component Characteristic 



Blocks 29-32 



Event Center Basketball Seating Capacity 18,064 seats 



Small Live Theaters Seating Capacity 98 seats and 500 seats 



Size (GSF) Total GSFa Adjusted GSFb Leasable SFc 



Event Centerd 700,486                                               486,686 - 



GSW Office Space 20,000 20,000 19,000 



Small Live Theaterse 25,000                                                    13,500 - 



Office Buildings 494,210 444,789 422,550 



Retail Spacef 111,000 99,900 94,905 



Cinema Space 39,000 35,100 33,345 



Parking and Loading _342,475                                                                      -                 - 



Total Building Area 1,732,171                                               1,099,975 



( 1,094,980 Final Adjusted)g 



569,800 



Heighth/Levels   



Event Center 135 feet 



Office Buildings 90 foot podium and 160 foot tower/ 5 and 10 levels 



Retail  42 feet (Northeast corner) + within ground floor of Office Bldgs 



Parking Spaces 



246 stalls at-grade (under podium) 



467 stalls below-grade 



7 truck docks below-grade 



 132 stalls in structured garage at 450 South St.  



Vehicular Access 



Access point for trucks and cars on 16th Street at Illinois Street 



Access points for cars on South Street at Bridgeview Way + between 



Bridgeview Way and Terry Francois Boulevard 



 



NOTES: 



 GSF = gross square feet. GSF includes amenity spaces, support spaces and circulation associated with each use, and excludes balconies, terraces, 



landscaped podiums and roofs. 
 



a   Total GSF includes actual gsf of project without exclusions used to determine “gross floor area” under the Mission Bay South Design for Development. 



b   Adjusted GSF = “gross floor area,” reflecting allowable exclusions under the Mission Bay South Design for Development. Adjusted GSF for office, retail, and 



cinema reflect an estimated 10% reduction in GSF to account for these exclusions. Please note the Final Adjusted GSF total sum uses the Leasable SF, not 



Adjusted GSF, for Retail uses only. This calculation is as stipulated in the Mission Bay South Design for Development. See note “g” below.  



c   Leasable SF reflects a 5% reduction in GSF from the Adjusted GSF (95% efficiency factor). 



d   Includes Practice Facility/Team Campus and Skyline Event Hall. 



e   Includes two small live theaters and theater lobby. 



f   Proposed retail uses are approximately 67% restaurant (one-half sit-down restaurant and one-half quick-service restaurant) and 33% soft goods retail. 



g  The Final Adjusted GSF total used reflects the sums of Adjusted GSF on Event Center, GSW Office Space, Small Live Theaters, Office Buildings, Cinema 



Space, and Parking and Loading, and the Leasable SF for Retail, as stipulated in the Mission Bay South Design for Development.  



h   Excludes unoccupied top floor level with mechanical equipment. 



 



SOURCE: Manica Architecture, 2014 



 



Blocks 29-32 Operations 



Under the project, the event center at Blocks 29-32 would serve as the new venue for the Golden 



State Warriors home games, 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. All existing Golden State Warriors operations, including management offices and 



practice facility, would relocate from their existing facilities in Oakland to the event center.  The 



proposed retail and office facilities on Blocks 29-32 would operate year-round, independent of 
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the event center operations. Estimated full-time employment data for retail and office is detailed 



in Table 4. The following provides additional information for each of the proposed new 



operational components at Blocks 29-32. 



Event Center Programming 



Table 2 presents summary characteristics of proposed events at the event center, including 



anticipated event type, annual quantity, average event attendance, estimated event center day-



of-event employment, and temporal description of events. 



Golden State Warriors Games  



As shown in Table 2, under the project the Golden State Warriors would host two to three 



preseason basketball games (in mid- to late October) and 41 regular season basketball games 



(from late October to mid-April) at the event center.  If the Golden State Warriors reach the 



postseason, they would host anywhere from two to 16 playoff games (from mid-April to mid-



June). The large majority of Golden State Warriors home basketball games would start at 



7:30 p.m. and conclude between 10:00 pm and 10:30 pm.1 Home games would be evenly split 



between weekdays and weekends.  The home game schedule at the proposed event center 



would be similar to the Warriors schedule at Oracle Arena, the team’s existing home venue in 



Oakland.  



As described above, the maximum basketball seating capacity at the event center would be 



18,064, less than the maximum basketball seating capacity of approximately 19,600 at Oracle 



Arena. The average basketball attendance levels at the proposed event center are estimated to 



be approximately 17,000 during the regular season, with regular season and post-season 



attendance reaching the maximum capacity of 18,064. 



Non-Golden State Warriors Events at Event Center 



The event center would serve as venue for a variety of non-Golden State Warriors events 



throughout the year, including concerts, family shows, other sporting events, and 



conventions/corporate events. As shown in Table 2, approximately 161 non-Golden State 



Warriors game events would occur annually at the event center. 



 Family Shows: It is estimated that the event center will host 55 family shows per year.  



Examples of family shows include Disney on Ice, Disney Live, Harlem Globetrotters, 



and Sesame Street Live. As described in Table 2, family show series would typically occur 



over a five-day block of time (Wednesday through Sunday) during which time as many as 



10 performances total would occur in the daytime and evening periods. Estimated average 



attendance is approximately 5,000 patrons, and estimated maximum attendance is 



approximately 8,200 patrons.   



                                                           
1 For example, as shown below, over the course of the most recent three NBA regular seasons (2010-11 through 2012-13), 88 



percent of Golden State Warriors home games started at 7:30 p.m., 8 percent of homes 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. Preseason and postseason home game start times are variable. 



 
Season 



Regular Season Game Time Start 
1:00 p.m. 5:00 p.m. 6:00 p.m. 7:00 p.m. 7:30 p.m. 



2010-11 1 1 3 1 35 
2011-12 0 0 2 1 30 
2012-13 0 0 4 0 37 



a 2011-12 NBA season was shortened due to delays in signing of collective bargaining agreement between NBA owners and players. 
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 Concerts: It is estimated that the event center will host 45 annual concerts per year.  



Concerts typically occur on Friday and Saturday evenings within a 7:30 p.m. to 10:30 p.m. 



window.  Attendance will vary depending on the artist and stage configuration.  



Estimated average attendance level is 12,500 patrons. The event center design allows for 



an end-stage concert configuration that accommodates up to 14,000 patrons. It is 



estimated that nearly 90 percent of concerts would use the end stage configuration.  



Occasionally, concerts would occur in a 360-degree center-stage configuration which 



would accommodate a maximum attendance of approximately 18,500 patrons. 



However, no more than four center-stage concerts are expected per year. 



 Other Sporting Events: It is estimated that the event center will host 30 non-Warriors 



sporting events per year.  Examples of non- Warriors sporting events include college 



basketball, hockey, boxing, figure skating, arena football, gymnastics, lacrosse, tennis, 



and mixed martial arts. These events could be professional, collegiate or amateur 



competitions. Estimated average attendance for other sporting events 7,000 patrons per 



event, and estimated maximum attendance is 18,064 (consistent with maximum seating 



capacity for Warriors games).  



 Conventions and Conferences: It is estimated that the event center will host 31 events 



annually related to conventions, conferences, cultural events, corporate events, and other 



gatherings, with an estimated average attendance level of 9,000 patrons and maximum 



attendance of 18,500 patrons. 



For smaller events the event center can be configured, and event patron access managed, to 



reduce the perceived bowl volume to create a more intimate experience for the performances.   



Lastly, there would be two small theaters for live theatrical productions near the southeast 



portion of the site. As shown in Table 3, one theater would contain 98 seats and the other 



theater would contain 500 seats. Both theaters could operate independently of each other and 



independently of the event center itself.  The theaters are expected to share a common lobby 



entrance off the open plaza area in the southeast corner of the site. The number of events, 



average attendance, and typical hours of operation for these facilities are detailed in Table 3. 



Construction of the project is anticipated to occur over a 25-27 month period. 











 



 



TABLE 2 



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 Approximately 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 Approximately 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 Approximately 30 7,000 18,064 675 Distributed throughout the year; times variable 



Conventions/Corporate 
Eventsf 



Approximately 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. 











 



 



 



TABLE 2 (Continued) 



EVENT CHARACTERISTICS AT PROPOSED EVENT CENTER 
 



NOTES (cont.) 



 



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 three NBA regular seasons (2010-11 through 2012-13), 88 



percent of Golden State Warriors home games started at 7:30 p.m., 8 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 It is anticipated that 90 percent of annual concerts at the event center would be in the end-stage concert configuration (14,000 maximum capacity) with the remaining 10 percent in a 360-degree configuration 



(18,500 maximum attendance). 
d Examples of family shows include Disney on Ice, Disney Live, Harlem Globetrotters, and Sesame Street Live.  
e Examples of non-Warriors 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, or high school/youth competitions. 
f Examples of Conventions/Corporate Events include conventions, conferences, cultural events, and corporate events.  It is anticipated that the event center would only act as a satellite venue for 



conventions/conferences held primarily at the Moscone Center when an event or speaker cannot be accommodated at that location. 
g The maximum number of conference attendees that could be accommodated at the event center is 18,500.  This requires a configuration similar to a center stage concert (see footnote d). It is anticipated, 



however, that average attendance for Convention/Corporate Events will be 9,000 people. 



 
SOURCE: Golden State Warriors, based on data from Oracle Arena (Oakland), SAP Center (San Jose), and Barclays Center (Brooklyn, New York City), 2013 
  











 



 



TABLE 3 



EVENT CHARACTERISTICS AT PROPOSED SMALL LIVE THEATERS 



Event Type 
Annual Number of  
Shows at Theater 



Attendance Small Theater  
Day-of-Production 



Employment 
Characteristicsa 



Season Production Temporal Characteristics 
Average Maximum 



Show, Community 
(Equity) Theater 



Approximately 150 375 500 26 Distributed throughout 
the year 



Evening show time: ~7:30 p.m. to 10:30pm 



Matinee show time: ~2:00 p.m. to 5:00 p.m. 



 



Monthly Distribution:  ~13 shows per month 



  



Weekly Distribution: ~40% weekdays, 60% weekends 



Show, Non-Equity 
Theater 



Approximately 200 75 98 38 
 



Distributed throughout 
the year 



Evening show time: ~7:30 p.m. to 10:30pm 



Matinee show time: ~2:00 p.m. to 5:00 p.m. 



 



Monthly Distribution:  ~17 shows per month 



  



Weekly Distribution: ~40% weekdays, 60% weekends 



NOTES: 
a  These small live theater day-of-show employee estimates do not include the talent (actors + orchestra), production (management, designers, stagehands, assistants, and show), and operations general 



management (described under Blocks 29-32 Estimates Full Time Employment, below). These estimates also exclude employees of the retail buildings and tenants of the office buildings on-site (described under 



Blocks 29-32 Estimated Full Time Employment, below). Assumes the technical crew would work the performances (spotlights, sound, etc.) and that ushers can also monitor backstage areas and/or bag and coat 



checks. 



 
SOURCE: Golden State Warriors, based on data from local community theaters including the Lesher Center for the Arts, Bankhead Theater, Marin Theater, and Geffen Playhouse (LA), 2014  



 



 



 



 



 











 



 



TABLE 4 



BLOCKS 29-32 ESTIMATED FULL TIME EMPLOYMENTa 



Project Component Full Time Equivalent (FTE) 
Employees  



Golden State Warriors  



(Team Operations and Event Center Management) 
250 



Retailb 366 



Cinemac 10 



Officed 1,710 



Small Live Theaterse 111 



Total 2,447 



a  Please also see Table 2 for separate estimates of day-of-game/event/production staff. 



b Based on San Francisco Planning Department’s Transportation Impact Analysis Guidelines rate of 



350/240/350 (Sit-down/QSR/In-line) gross square feet per full-time equivalent employee.  



c    Based on San Francisco Planning Department’s Transportation Impact Analysis Guidelines rate of 0.023 



employees per seat with approx. 80 sf (leasable) per seat (estimate from Ipic Theaters, 2014).  



d Based on San Francisco Planning Department’s Transportation Impact Analysis Guidelines rate of 276 



gross square feet per full-time equivalent employee. 



e Please also see Table 3 for separate estimates of additional day-of-show operations staff. 



 



SOURCE: Golden State Warriors, Strada Investment Group, 2014 



 













From: Beauchamp, Kevin
To: Woo, Kimberly
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); rblum@cbpappraisal.com; Morales, Esther; Nieva, Rochelle
Subject: RE: Phone Call on Mission Bay Retail
Date: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 3:31:04 PM


Kim—
 
Can you please see if Esther Morales and Ronald Blum (rblum@cbpappraisal.com) would be
available for a 30 minute phone call to discuss Mission Bay Retail with Catherine Reilly during one of
the following times:
 
Thursday 7/3 between 11 a.m. – 1 p.m.
Monday 7/7 between 9 a.m. – noon, or 1 – 5 p.m.
 
Once we have a time, could you please send out an Outlook invitation with dial-in information. 
Participants are Catherine Reilly, Kevin B., Esther Morales and Ronald Blum.
 
Thanks—
 
Kevin
 
 


From: Beauchamp, Kevin 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 7:36 AM
To: Catherine Reilly (Catherine.Reilly@sfgov.org)
Cc: Morales, Esther; 'rblum@cbpappraisal.com'; 'Eric Schueler'
Subject: RE: Phone Call on Mission Bay Retail
 
Catherine—
 
Just wanted to check in on this again.  Is there some time this week when you would be available to
discuss the topic outlined below?
 
Thanks--
 
Kevin
 
 


From: Beauchamp, Kevin 
Sent: Friday, June 27, 2014 2:16 PM
To: Catherine Reilly (Catherine.Reilly@sfgov.org)
Cc: Morales, Esther; 'rblum@cbpappraisal.com'; 'Eric Schueler'
Subject: Phone Call on Mission Bay Retail
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Catherine—
 
To follow up on my voice mail message, UCSF has two questions we are hoping you can help us
with:  1) how much retail allocation in Mission Bay South is yet to be developed, and 2) if UCSF were
to transfer a portion of its 40,000 sf retail allocation on Blocks 36-39 to the Warriors, would the
Warriors’ 1M entitlement increase by a proportional amount, or not.
 
We have retained Ronald Blum with Carneghi-Blum & Partners to help with an appraisal of the value
of the retail rights, and would like to schedule a conference call with you, me, Ronald, Esther
Morales, and possibly Eric Schuler (who works with Gordon Schanck in UC’s Office of the President)
when you are back in the office.  Eric will be out of the office beginning on Wednesday 7/2, so if we
could schedule a short call on Tuesday 7/1 that would be terrific.  However, since I know that will be
your first day back in the office, if it needs to be later in the week we can do the call without Eric.  In
either case please let me know some times when you would be available and we’ll do our best to
accommodate your schedule.
 
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: Clarke Miller
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: retail  update
Date: Thursday, June 12, 2014 4:17:13 PM


Because of our prior work on the piers, we had a head-start on our thinking of the actual drop-off
areas and circulation patterns required around the arena for crowd management (though it does
obviously rely on our initial thoughts on the access points aligning with your and John Rahaim &
Co.’s ideas), so we’re ready to meet on that level of specifics. I brought up the idea of having this
meeting now because we anticipate there will be a number of groups that will need to vet these
plans, and we wanted to start our process early since it’s a key input which informs Jose’s traffic
analysis (which is the long lead time item in our SEIR). That said, I’m fine connecting on site plan
ideas on Tuesday to see how well synched on site design we may be already and then deciding
when/who should be in the room to discuss our curb management ideas which looks like it’ll be
after your return.
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, June 12, 2014 1:41 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: retail update
 
Are you proposing actual striping, driveway locations and other specifics, or just floating ideas on
what could be done to get general direction as part of your site planning process?  If it is more
talking about potential access points, etc. and you need direct from us on big picture stuff, then may
make sense, but not sure if we’d be able to do next Friday.  I’ve cc-ed Jennifer for her preference.  It
may be best for us to talk about what you have to date on Tuesday and then decide when/who it
makes sense to bring into the discussion at this 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/
 
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, June 12, 2014 1:25 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
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Subject: RE: retail update
 
Sounds good. Lastly, we’d also like to sneak in a review of our first pass at our traffic/curb
management strategies for various events (i.e., theater show, concert, GSW game). Ideally, we’d
meet with you and some members of MTA at the same time. Is next Friday a possibility for that too
(in addition to AB 900)?
Clarke
 
 








From: Winslow, David (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Miller, Erin (MTA); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Arce, Pedro (CII)
Subject: RE: GSW Site Visit
Date: Thursday, July 17, 2014 2:16:00 PM


Free between 11:00 and 3:00
David Winslow Architect, LEED AP
Design Review | Urban Design
Planning Department | City and Country of San Francisco
415-575-9159 |david.winslowl@sfgov.org
 
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 2:03 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC); Arce, Pedro (CII)
Subject: GSW Site Visit
 
Hello all – Could you please let me know when you are available on next Tuesday so that we can tie
down a time to go to Strada’s offices (or confirm the times I wrote down below). 
 


-          Pedro – all day
-          Erin – before 2 and after 3
-          Josh – all day???
-          David – unknown


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: Kate Aufhauser
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Kern, Chris (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya


(CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); "Gary Oates"; "Paul Mitchell"; "Chris Mitchell";
"jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com"; "lubaw@lcwconsulting.com"; Miller, Erin (MTA)


Cc: "Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com)"; "Jesse Blout"; "David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)";
David Kelly; "Murphy, Mary G."; "Sekhri, Neil"


Subject: GSW Development - Initial Project Description
Date: Tuesday, July 15, 2014 6:51:54 PM
Attachments: image001.png


2014.07.15_GSW_MB_ArenaDevel_ProjectDescription_Final.pdf
Importance: High


Team,
 
The attached initial project description for the Warrior’s project on Block 29-32 reflects the changes
suggested by City staff and/or CEQA consultants at our 7/9/14 kick-off meeting. We trust this will be
useful as work commences on the NOP/IS, Transportation analysis, and SOW approvals.
 
Please reach out with any questions.
 
Thanks,
Kate
 
Kate Aufhauser Project Analyst
Golden State Warriors
Direct 510.986.5419
Cell 202.230.2642
1011 Broadway | Oakland, CA | 94607
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Project Name: GSW Mission Bay Multi-Purpose Event Center & Ancillary Development 



Project Applicant: David Kelly 



         GSW Arena LLC 



       1011 Broadway 



         Oakland, CA 94607 



     



Project Location: Blocks 29-32, Mission Bay South Project Area, San Francisco, CA 



Project Description:  



The Golden State Warriors organization (“Owner”) proposes to develop an approximately 12-



acre project located in San Francisco (the “Project”) on land referred to as Blocks 29, 30, 31, and 



32 in the Mission Bay South Project Area (the “Site”). The Project consists of a new 



approximately 18,000-seat multi-purpose event center and ancillary development including 



multiple office buildings, retail, restaurants, structured parking, plaza areas, and other 



amenities. The event center would host the Golden State Warriors basketball team during the 



National Basketball Association (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. 



The rectangular site is bound by Third Street to the west, South Street to the north, Terry 



Francois Boulevard to the east, and 16th Street to the south, as shown in an aerial map of the 



project site in Exhibit A – Location Map. It should be noted that Terry Francois Boulevard will 



be relocated by FOCIL to align with the eastern edge of Blocks 30 and 32. 



Exhibit A – Location Map 
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The site plan would be configured as follows: 



 The proposed event center would be located in the central-east portion of the site. 



 Two office buildings would be located on the west side of the site, on South Street 



(northern border of site) and at the corner of Third Street and 16th Street (southwest 



corner of site). 



 Retail would occupy multiple areas of the site, including the lower floor(s) of the office 



buildings, within or adjacent to certain plaza-facing areas of the event center, and along 



Terry Francois Boulevard and South Street. 



 Multiple levels of enclosed parking would be located below the office buildings and 



plaza areas. 



 Two small live theaters would be located close to the southeast corner of the site. 



 Large open plaza areas would be located on the west side of the multi-purpose event 



center and in the southeastern portion of the site. The plazas would be connected by a 



ramp wrapping around the exterior along the north and eastern-sides of the multi-



purpose event center.  



Bicyclists will be encouraged to arrive at the site via the planned two-way bicycle route on 



Terry Francois Boulevard. Once at the site, the Project will have ample on-site bicycle parking 



including a 300+ bicycle valet facility on the east side of the arena across from the P22 park. 



Private vehicles have access to the area via Interstate 280, Highway 101, and surface streets. 



There will be approximately 713 stalls located in an on-site parking structure with below-grade 



parking and at-grade/below-podium levels, all concealed from the public’s view.  Primary 



access to the on-site parking structure will be off of 16th Street across from Illinois. Additional 



access to the on-site parking structure will be off of South Street across from Bridgeview Way, 



and off of South Street between Bridgeview Way and Terry Francois Boulevard. The 16th Street 



entry will also provide truck access to the seven truck stalls at the below-grade loading docks. 



Finally, the Owner has purchased the right to use 132 additional stalls located in the structured 



parking garage at 450 South St., directly across the street from the site’s northern boundary.  



The site is also accessible by a number of public transit options. The closest MUNI passenger 



platforms to Blocks 29-32 are at the intersection of Third and South Streets. Caltrain and 



multiple bus and shuttle lines provide stops at or near the site.   



The plan shown as Exhibit B – Conceptual Design Site Plan – illustrates the overall design 



concept for the Project. 
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Exhibit B – Conceptual Design Site Plan 
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The key characteristics of the Project components are shown in Table 1 below. 



Table 1 – Summary of Proposed Project Components 



Project Component Characteristic 



Blocks 29-32 



Event Center Basketball Seating Capacity 18,064 seats 



Small Live Theaters Seating Capacity 98 seats and 500 seats 



Size (GSF) Total GSFa Adjusted GSFb Leasable SFc 



Event Centerd 700,486                                               486,686 - 



GSW Office Space 20,000 20,000 19,000 



Small Live Theaterse 25,000                                                    13,500 - 



Office Buildings 494,210 444,789 422,550 



Retail Spacef 111,000 99,900 94,905 



Cinema Space 39,000 35,100 33,345 



Parking and Loading _342,475                                                                      -                 - 



Total Building Area 1,732,171                                               1,099,975 



( 1,094,980 Final Adjusted)g 



569,800 



Heighth/Levels   



Event Center 135 feet 



Office Buildings 90 foot podium and 160 foot tower/ 5 and 10 levels 



Retail  42 feet (Northeast corner) + within ground floor of Office Bldgs 



Parking Spaces 



246 stalls at-grade (under podium) 



467 stalls below-grade 



7 truck docks below-grade 



 132 stalls in structured garage at 450 South St.  



Vehicular Access 



Access point for trucks and cars on 16th Street at Illinois Street 



Access points for cars on South Street at Bridgeview Way + between 



Bridgeview Way and Terry Francois Boulevard 



 



NOTES: 



 GSF = gross square feet. GSF includes amenity spaces, support spaces and circulation associated with each use, and excludes balconies, terraces, 



landscaped podiums and roofs. 
 



a   Total GSF includes actual gsf of project without exclusions used to determine “gross floor area” under the Mission Bay South Design for Development. 



b   Adjusted GSF = “gross floor area,” reflecting allowable exclusions under the Mission Bay South Design for Development. Adjusted GSF for office, retail, and 



cinema reflect an estimated 10% reduction in GSF to account for these exclusions. Please note the Final Adjusted GSF total sum uses the Leasable SF, not 



Adjusted GSF, for Retail uses only. This calculation is as stipulated in the Mission Bay South Design for Development. See note “g” below.  



c   Leasable SF reflects a 5% reduction in GSF from the Adjusted GSF (95% efficiency factor). 



d   Includes Practice Facility/Team Campus and Skyline Event Hall. 



e   Includes two small live theaters and theater lobby. 



f   Proposed retail uses are approximately 67% restaurant (one-half sit-down restaurant and one-half quick-service restaurant) and 33% soft goods retail. 



g  The Final Adjusted GSF total used reflects the sums of Adjusted GSF on Event Center, GSW Office Space, Small Live Theaters, Office Buildings, Cinema 



Space, and Parking and Loading, and the Leasable SF for Retail, as stipulated in the Mission Bay South Design for Development.  



h   Excludes unoccupied top floor level with mechanical equipment. 



 



SOURCE: Manica Architecture, 2014 



 



Blocks 29-32 Operations 



Under the project, the event center at Blocks 29-32 would serve as the new venue for the Golden 



State Warriors home games, 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. All existing Golden State Warriors operations, including management offices and 



practice facility, would relocate from their existing facilities in Oakland to the event center.  The 



proposed retail and office facilities on Blocks 29-32 would operate year-round, independent of 
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the event center operations. Estimated full-time employment data for retail and office is detailed 



in Table 4. The following provides additional information for each of the proposed new 



operational components at Blocks 29-32. 



Event Center Programming 



Table 2 presents summary characteristics of proposed events at the event center, including 



anticipated event type, annual quantity, average event attendance, estimated event center day-



of-event employment, and temporal description of events. 



Golden State Warriors Games  



As shown in Table 2, under the project the Golden State Warriors would host two to three 



preseason basketball games (in mid- to late October) and 41 regular season basketball games 



(from late October to mid-April) at the event center.  If the Golden State Warriors reach the 



postseason, they would host anywhere from two to 16 playoff games (from mid-April to mid-



June). The large majority of Golden State Warriors home basketball games would start at 



7:30 p.m. and conclude between 10:00 pm and 10:30 pm.1 Home games would be evenly split 



between weekdays and weekends.  The home game schedule at the proposed event center 



would be similar to the Warriors schedule at Oracle Arena, the team’s existing home venue in 



Oakland.  



As described above, the maximum basketball seating capacity at the event center would be 



18,064, less than the maximum basketball seating capacity of approximately 19,600 at Oracle 



Arena. The average basketball attendance levels at the proposed event center are estimated to 



be approximately 17,000 during the regular season, with regular season and post-season 



attendance reaching the maximum capacity of 18,064. 



Non-Golden State Warriors Events at Event Center 



The event center would serve as venue for a variety of non-Golden State Warriors events 



throughout the year, including concerts, family shows, other sporting events, and 



conventions/corporate events. As shown in Table 2, approximately 161 non-Golden State 



Warriors game events would occur annually at the event center. 



 Family Shows: It is estimated that the event center will host 55 family shows per year.  



Examples of family shows include Disney on Ice, Disney Live, Harlem Globetrotters, 



and Sesame Street Live. As described in Table 2, family show series would typically occur 



over a five-day block of time (Wednesday through Sunday) during which time as many as 



10 performances total would occur in the daytime and evening periods. Estimated average 



attendance is approximately 5,000 patrons, and estimated maximum attendance is 



approximately 8,200 patrons.   



                                                           
1 For example, as shown below, over the course of the most recent three NBA regular seasons (2010-11 through 2012-13), 88 



percent of Golden State Warriors home games started at 7:30 p.m., 8 percent of homes 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. Preseason and postseason home game start times are variable. 



 
Season 



Regular Season Game Time Start 
1:00 p.m. 5:00 p.m. 6:00 p.m. 7:00 p.m. 7:30 p.m. 



2010-11 1 1 3 1 35 
2011-12 0 0 2 1 30 
2012-13 0 0 4 0 37 



a 2011-12 NBA season was shortened due to delays in signing of collective bargaining agreement between NBA owners and players. 
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 Concerts: It is estimated that the event center will host 45 annual concerts per year.  



Concerts typically occur on Friday and Saturday evenings within a 7:30 p.m. to 10:30 p.m. 



window.  Attendance will vary depending on the artist and stage configuration.  



Estimated average attendance level is 12,500 patrons. The event center design allows for 



an end-stage concert configuration that accommodates up to 14,000 patrons. It is 



estimated that nearly 90 percent of concerts would use the end stage configuration.  



Occasionally, concerts would occur in a 360-degree center-stage configuration which 



would accommodate a maximum attendance of approximately 18,500 patrons. 



However, no more than four center-stage concerts are expected per year. 



 Other Sporting Events: It is estimated that the event center will host 30 non-Warriors 



sporting events per year.  Examples of non- Warriors sporting events include college 



basketball, hockey, boxing, figure skating, arena football, gymnastics, lacrosse, tennis, 



and mixed martial arts. These events could be professional, collegiate or amateur 



competitions. Estimated average attendance for other sporting events 7,000 patrons per 



event, and estimated maximum attendance is 18,064 (consistent with maximum seating 



capacity for Warriors games).  



 Conventions and Conferences: It is estimated that the event center will host 31 events 



annually related to conventions, conferences, cultural events, corporate events, and other 



gatherings, with an estimated average attendance level of 9,000 patrons and maximum 



attendance of 18,500 patrons. 



For smaller events the event center can be configured, and event patron access managed, to 



reduce the perceived bowl volume to create a more intimate experience for the performances.   



Lastly, there would be two small theaters for live theatrical productions near the southeast 



portion of the site. As shown in Table 3, one theater would contain 98 seats and the other 



theater would contain 500 seats. Both theaters could operate independently of each other and 



independently of the event center itself.  The theaters are expected to share a common lobby 



entrance off the open plaza area in the southeast corner of the site. The number of events, 



average attendance, and typical hours of operation for these facilities are detailed in Table 3. 



Construction of the project is anticipated to occur over a 25-27 month period. 











 



 



TABLE 2 



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 Approximately 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 Approximately 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 Approximately 30 7,000 18,064 675 Distributed throughout the year; times variable 



Conventions/Corporate 
Eventsf 



Approximately 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. 











 



 



 



TABLE 2 (Continued) 



EVENT CHARACTERISTICS AT PROPOSED EVENT CENTER 
 



NOTES (cont.) 



 



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 three NBA regular seasons (2010-11 through 2012-13), 88 



percent of Golden State Warriors home games started at 7:30 p.m., 8 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 It is anticipated that 90 percent of annual concerts at the event center would be in the end-stage concert configuration (14,000 maximum capacity) with the remaining 10 percent in a 360-degree configuration 



(18,500 maximum attendance). 
d Examples of family shows include Disney on Ice, Disney Live, Harlem Globetrotters, and Sesame Street Live.  
e Examples of non-Warriors 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, or high school/youth competitions. 
f Examples of Conventions/Corporate Events include conventions, conferences, cultural events, and corporate events.  It is anticipated that the event center would only act as a satellite venue for 



conventions/conferences held primarily at the Moscone Center when an event or speaker cannot be accommodated at that location. 
g The maximum number of conference attendees that could be accommodated at the event center is 18,500.  This requires a configuration similar to a center stage concert (see footnote d). It is anticipated, 



however, that average attendance for Convention/Corporate Events will be 9,000 people. 



 
SOURCE: Golden State Warriors, based on data from Oracle Arena (Oakland), SAP Center (San Jose), and Barclays Center (Brooklyn, New York City), 2013 
  











 



 



TABLE 3 



EVENT CHARACTERISTICS AT PROPOSED SMALL LIVE THEATERS 



Event Type 
Annual Number of  
Shows at Theater 



Attendance Small Theater  
Day-of-Production 



Employment 
Characteristicsa 



Season Production Temporal Characteristics 
Average Maximum 



Show, Community 
(Equity) Theater 



Approximately 150 375 500 26 Distributed throughout 
the year 



Evening show time: ~7:30 p.m. to 10:30pm 



Matinee show time: ~2:00 p.m. to 5:00 p.m. 



 



Monthly Distribution:  ~13 shows per month 



  



Weekly Distribution: ~40% weekdays, 60% weekends 



Show, Non-Equity 
Theater 



Approximately 200 75 98 38 
 



Distributed throughout 
the year 



Evening show time: ~7:30 p.m. to 10:30pm 



Matinee show time: ~2:00 p.m. to 5:00 p.m. 



 



Monthly Distribution:  ~17 shows per month 



  



Weekly Distribution: ~40% weekdays, 60% weekends 



NOTES: 
a  These small live theater day-of-show employee estimates do not include the talent (actors + orchestra), production (management, designers, stagehands, assistants, and show), and operations general 



management (described under Blocks 29-32 Estimates Full Time Employment, below). These estimates also exclude employees of the retail buildings and tenants of the office buildings on-site (described under 



Blocks 29-32 Estimated Full Time Employment, below). Assumes the technical crew would work the performances (spotlights, sound, etc.) and that ushers can also monitor backstage areas and/or bag and coat 



checks. 



 
SOURCE: Golden State Warriors, based on data from local community theaters including the Lesher Center for the Arts, Bankhead Theater, Marin Theater, and Geffen Playhouse (LA), 2014  



 



 



 



 



 











 



 



TABLE 4 



BLOCKS 29-32 ESTIMATED FULL TIME EMPLOYMENTa 



Project Component Full Time Equivalent (FTE) 
Employees  



Golden State Warriors  



(Team Operations and Event Center Management) 
250 



Retailb 366 



Cinemac 10 



Officed 1,710 



Small Live Theaterse 111 



Total 2,447 



a  Please also see Table 2 for separate estimates of day-of-game/event/production staff. 



b Based on San Francisco Planning Department’s Transportation Impact Analysis Guidelines rate of 



350/240/350 (Sit-down/QSR/In-line) gross square feet per full-time equivalent employee.  



c    Based on San Francisco Planning Department’s Transportation Impact Analysis Guidelines rate of 0.023 



employees per seat with approx. 80 sf (leasable) per seat (estimate from Ipic Theaters, 2014).  



d Based on San Francisco Planning Department’s Transportation Impact Analysis Guidelines rate of 276 



gross square feet per full-time equivalent employee. 



e Please also see Table 3 for separate estimates of additional day-of-show operations staff. 



 



SOURCE: Golden State Warriors, Strada Investment Group, 2014 



 













From: Miller, Erin
To: Winslow, David (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Arce, Pedro (CII)
Subject: RE: GSW Site Visit
Date: Thursday, July 17, 2014 2:25:44 PM


Before 2 works best for me
 
Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Development & Transportation Integration
Urban Planning Initiatives
 
SFMTA|Municipal Transportation Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
 
415.701.5490 (o)
415.971.7429 (m)
 


From: Winslow, David (CPC) [mailto:david.winslow@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 2:16 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine; Miller, Erin; Switzky, Joshua; Arce, Pedro
Subject: RE: GSW Site Visit
 
Free between 11:00 and 3:00
David Winslow Architect, LEED AP
Design Review | Urban Design
Planning Department | City and Country of San Francisco
415-575-9159 |david.winslowl@sfgov.org
 
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 2:03 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC); Arce, Pedro (CII)
Subject: GSW Site Visit
 
Hello all – Could you please let me know when you are available on next Tuesday so that we can tie
down a time to go to Strada’s offices (or confirm the times I wrote down below). 
 


-        Pedro – all day
-        Erin – before 2 and after 3
-        Josh – all day???
-        David – unknown


Thanks!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 



mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com

mailto:david.winslow@sfgov.org

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:joshua.switzky@sfgov.org

mailto:pedro.arce@sfgov.org

mailto:david.winslowl@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/
 



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/






From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Kern, Chris (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya


(CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Gary Oates; Paul Mitchell; "Chris Mitchell"; jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Miller, Erin (MTA)


Cc: Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com); Jesse Blout; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); David
Kelly; Murphy, Mary G.; "Sekhri, Neil"


Subject: GSW Development - Preliminary Project Description
Date: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 5:08:09 PM
Attachments: image001.png


GSW_MissionBay_ArenaDevelopment_Preliminary_PD_2014.07.02.pdf
Importance: High


Team,
 
Please see the attached project description for the new event center and ancillary development on
Blocks 29-32. Based on the information provided, we look forward to discussing the implications for
the SEIR analysis next Wednesday.
 
Enjoy the holiday weekend.
 
Best,
Kate
 
 
Kate Aufhauser Project Analyst
Golden State Warriors
Direct 510.986.5419
Cell 202.230.2642
1011 Broadway | Oakland, CA | 94607


 



mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=b2161cda984e436b919fd2b738c5e13d-Jennifer Entine Matz

mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org

mailto:chris.kern@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:GOates@esassoc.com

mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com

mailto:c.mitchell@fehrandpeers.com

mailto:jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com

mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com

mailto:erin.miller@sfmta.com

mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com

mailto:jblout@stradasf.com

mailto:david.carlock@machetegroup.com

mailto:dkelly@warriors.com

mailto:dkelly@warriors.com

mailto:MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com

mailto:NSekhri@gibsondunn.com
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Project Name: GSW Mission Bay Multi-Purpose Event Center & Ancillary Development 



Project Applicant: David Kelly 



         GSW Arena LLC 



       1011 Broadway 



         Oakland, CA 94607 



     



Project Location: Blocks 29-32, Mission Bay South Project Area, San Francisco, CA 



Project Description: 



The Golden State Warriors organization (“Owner”) proposes to develop an approximately 12-



acre project located in San Francisco (the “Project”) on land referred to as Blocks 29, 30, 31, and 



32 in the Mission Bay South Project Area (the “Site”). The Project consists of a new 



approximately 18,000-seat multi-purpose event center and ancillary development including 



multiple office buildings, retail, restaurants, structured parking, plaza areas, and other 



amenities. The event center would host the Golden State Warriors basketball team during the 



National Basketball Association (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. 



The rectangular site is bound by Third Street to the west, South Street to the north, Terry 



Francois Boulevard to the east, and 16th Street to the south, as shown in an aerial map of the 



project site in Exhibit A – Location Map. It should be noted that Terry Francois Boulevard will 



be relocated by FOCIL to align with the eastern edge of Blocks 30 and 32. 



Exhibit A – Location Map 
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The site plan would be configured as follows: 



 The proposed event center would be located in the central-east portion of the site. 



 Two office buildings would be located on the west side of the site at the corner of Third 



Street and South Street (northwest corner of site) and at the corner of Third Street and 



16th Street (southwest corner of site) 



 Retail would occupy multiple areas of the site, including the lower floor(s) of the office 



buildings, within or adjacent to certain plaza-facing areas of the event center, and along 



Terry Francois Boulevard and South Street 



 Multiple levels of enclosed parking would be located below the office buildings and 



plaza areas 



 Two small theaters would be located close to the southeast corner of the site 



 Large open plaza areas would be located on the west side of the multi-purpose event 



center and in the southeastern portion of the site, connected by a ramp wrapping around 



the exterior along the north and eastern-sides of the multi-purpose event center.  



Bicyclists will be encouraged to arrive to the site via the planned two-way bicycle facility on 



Terry Francois Boulevard. Once at the site, the Project will have ample on-site bicycle parking 



including a 300+ bicycle valet facility on the east side of the arena across from the P22 park. 



Private vehicles have access to the area via Interstate 280, Highway 101, and surface streets. 



There will be approximately 750 stalls located in an on-site parking structure with below-grade 



parking and at-grade/below-podium levels, all concealed from the public’s view.  Access to the 



on-site parking structure will be off of 16th Street across from Illinois and off of South Street 



across from Bridgeview Way. The 16th Street entry will also provide truck access to the seven 



truck stalls at the below-grade loading docks. 



The site is also accessible by a number of public transit options. The closest MUNI passenger 



platforms to Blocks 29-32 are at the intersection of Third and South Streets. Caltrain and 



multiple bus and shuttle lines provide stops at or near the site.   



The plan shown as Exhibit B – Conceptual Design Site Plan – illustrates the overall design 



concept for the Project. 



 



Exhibit B – Conceptual Design Site Plan 
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The key characteristics of the Project components are shown in Table 1 below. 



Table 1 – Summary of Proposed Project Components 



Project Component Characteristic 



Blocks 29-32 



Event Center Basketball Seating Capacity 18,064 seats 



Size (GSF)a 



Event Centerb 



Small Theaters 
Office Buildings 
Retail Spacec 



Parking and Loading 
Total Building Area 



 
714,000 



21,000 
611,000 



65,000 
__336,000 
1,747,000 GSF 



Heightd/Levels  
Event Center  
Office Buildings  
Retail 



 
135 feet 



90 foot podium and 160 foot tower/ 6 and 9 levels 
 26 feet (Northeast corner) + within ground floor of Office Bldgs 



Parking Spaces 250 stalls at-grade (under podium) 
500 stalls below-grade 



7 truck docks below-grade  



Vehicular Access  Access point for trucks and cars on 16th Street at Illinois Street 
Access point for cars on South Street at Bridgeview Way 



 



NOTES: 



 GSF = gross square feet. GSF includes amenity spaces, support spaces and circulation associated with each use, and excludes balconies, terraces, 



landscaped podiums and roofs. 
 



a   GSF includes actual gsf of project without exclusions used to determine “gross floor area” under the Mission Bay South Design for Development 



b  Includes Practice Facility, GSW Offices 
c  Proposed retail uses are approximately 67% restaurant (one-half sit-down restaurant and one-half quick-service restaurant) and 33% soft goods retail 
d  Excludes unoccupied top floor level with mechanical equipment. 



 



SOURCE: Manica Architecture, 2014 



 



Blocks 29-32 Operations 



Under the project, the event center at Blocks 29-32 would serve as the new venue for the Golden 



State Warriors home games, 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. All existing Golden State Warriors operations, including management offices and 



practice facility, would relocate from their existing facilities in Oakland to the event center.  The 



proposed retail on Blocks 29-32 would operate year-round, independent of the event center 



operations. The following provides additional information for each of the proposed new 



operational components at Blocks 29-32. 



Event Center Programming 



Table 2 presents summary characteristics of proposed events at the event center, including 



anticipated event type, annual quantity, average event attendance, estimated event center day-



of-event employment, and temporal description of events. 
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Golden State Warriors Games  



As shown in Table 2, under the project the Golden State Warriors would host two to three 



preseason basketball games (in mid- to late October) and 41 regular season basketball games 



(from late October to mid-April) at the event center.  If the Golden State Warriors reach the 



postseason, they would host anywhere from two to 16 playoff games (from mid-April to mid-



June). The large majority of Golden State Warriors home basketball games would start at 



7:30 p.m. and conclude between 10:00 pm and 10:30 pm.1 Home games would be evenly split 



between weekdays and weekends.  The home game schedule at the proposed event center 



would be similar to the Warriors schedule at Oracle Arena, the team’s existing home venue in 



Oakland.  



As described above, the maximum basketball seating capacity at the event center would be 



18,064, less than the maximum basketball seating capacity of approximately 19,600 at Oracle 



Arena. The average basketball attendance levels at the proposed event center are estimated to 



be approximately 17,000 during the regular season, with regular season and post-season 



attendance reaching the maximum capacity of 18,064. 



Non-Golden State Warriors Events at Event Center 



The event center would serve as venue for a variety of non-Golden State Warriors events 



throughout the year, including concerts, family shows, other sporting events, and 



conventions/corporate events. As shown in Table 2, approximately 161 non-Golden State 



Warriors game events would occur annually at the event center. 



 Family Shows: It is estimated that the event center will host 55 family shows per year.  



Examples of family shows include Disney on Ice, Disney Live, Harlem Globetrotters, 



and Sesame Street Live. As described in Table 2, family show series would typically occur 



over a five-day block of time (Wednesday through Sunday) during which time as many as 



10 performances total would occur in the daytime and evening periods. Estimated average 



attendance is approximately 5,000 patrons, and estimated maximum attendance is 



approximately 8,200 patrons.   



 Concerts: It is estimated that the event center will host 45 annual concerts per year.  



Concerts typically occur on Friday and Saturday evenings within a 7:30 p.m. to 10:30 p.m. 



window.  Attendance will vary depending on the artist and stage configuration.  



Estimated average attendance level is 12,500 patrons. The event center design allows for 



an end-stage concert configuration that accommodates up to 14,000 patrons. It is 



estimated that nearly 90 percent of concerts would use the end stage configuration.  



Occasionally, concerts would occur in a 360-degree center-stage configuration which 



                                                           
1 For example, as shown below, over the course of the most recent three NBA regular seasons (2010-11 through 2012-13), 88 



percent of Golden State Warriors home games started at 7:30 p.m., 8 percent of homes 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. Preseason and postseason home game start times are variable. 



 
Season 



Regular Season Game Time Start 
1:00 p.m. 5:00 p.m. 6:00 p.m. 7:00 p.m. 7:30 p.m. 



2010-11 1 1 3 1 35 
2011-12 0 0 2 1 30 
2012-13 0 0 4 0 37 



a 2011-12 NBA season was shortened due to delays in signing of collective bargaining agreement between NBA owners and players. 
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would accommodate a maximum attendance of approximately 18,500 patrons. 



However, no more than four center-stage concerts are expected per year. 



 Other Sporting Events: It is estimated that the event center will host 30 non-Warriors 



sporting events per year.  Examples of non- Warriors sporting events include college 



basketball, hockey, boxing, figure skating, arena football, gymnastics, lacrosse, tennis, 



and mixed martial arts. These events could be professional, collegiate or amateur 



competitions. Estimated average attendance for other sporting events 7,000 patrons per 



event, and estimated maximum attendance is 18,064 (consistent with maximum seating 



capacity for Warriors games).  



 Conventions and Conferences: It is estimated that the event center will host 31 events 



annually related to conventions, conferences, cultural events, corporate events, and other 



gatherings, with an estimated average attendance level of 9,000 patrons and maximum 



attendance of 18,500 patrons. 



For smaller events the event center can be configured, and event patron access managed, to 



reduce the perceived bowl volume to create a more intimate experience for the performances.   



Lastly, there would be two small theaters near the southeast portion of the site. One theater 



would contain approximately 350 seats and the other theater would contain 99 seats. Both 



theaters could operate independently of each other and independently of the event center itself.  



The theaters are expected to share a common lobby entrance off the open plaza area in the 



southeast corner of the site. The number of events, average attendance, and typical hours of 



operation are under review and will be shared shortly. 



Construction of the project is anticipated to occur over a 25-27 month period.











 



 



TABLE 2 



EVENT CHARACTERISTICS AT PROPOSED EVENT CENTER 



Event Type 



Annual Number of  
Games/Events at  



Event Center 



Attendance 



Season Game/Event Temporal Characteristics Average Maximum 



Golden State Warriors 
Basketball Home Games 



2 to 3 preseason home 
games 



11,000 18,064 2 weeks mid-October Regular Season game time: 7:30 p.m. to ~9:40 p.m.a 
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 late October to mid-April 



 0 to16 post season home 
games 



18,000 18,064 mid-April to mid-June 



Concerts Approximately 45 12,500 14,000 to 
18,500b 



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 Showsc Approximately 55  5,000 8,200 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 Eventsd  Approximately 30 7,000 18,064 distributed throughout the year; times variable 



Conventions/Corporate 
Eventse 



Approximately 31 9,000 18,500f distributed throughout the year; times variable 



NOTES: 
a  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 three NBA regular seasons (2010-11 through 2012-13), 88 



percent of Golden State Warriors home games started at 7:30 p.m., 8 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.  



 











 



 



TABLE 2 (Continued) 



EVENT CHARACTERISTICS AT PROPOSED EVENT CENTER 
 



NOTES (cont.) 
b It is anticipated that 90 percent of annual concerts at the event center would be in the end-stage concert configuration (14,000 maximum capacity) with the remaining 10 percent in a 360-degree configuration 



(18,500 maximum attendance). 
c Examples of family shows include Disney on Ice, Disney Live, Harlem Globetrotters, and Sesame Street Live.  
d Examples of non-Warriors 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, or high school/youth competitions. 
e Examples of Conventions/Corporate Events include conventions, conferences, cultural events, and corporate events.  It is anticipated that the event center would only act as a satellite venue for 



conventions/conferences held primarily at the Moscone Center when an event or speaker cannot be accommodated at that location. 
f The maximum number of conference attendees that could be accommodated at the event center is 18,500.  This requires a configuration similar to a center stage concert (see footnote d). It is anticipated, however, that 



average attendance for Convention/Corporate Events will be 9,000 people. 



 
SOURCE: Golden State Warriors, based on data from Oracle Arena (Oakland), SAP Center (San Jose), and Barclays Center (Brooklyn, New York City), 2013 



 













From: Bridges, George (OCII)
To: Clarke Miller; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); Julia Nunes


(jnunes@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: review initial pass of RFQ responses on 7/11 @ 1pm?
Date: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 4:00:38 PM


Clarke
 


Ray and I will be available at 2pm on Friday, July 12th.  I have booked a room from 2-3:30pm.  Please
let me know if this will work for the team.  I plan to have the list of SBE/LBE consultants verified by
early next week.
 
George


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 5:51 PM
To: Bridges, George (OCII); Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com);
Julia Nunes (jnunes@warriors.com)
Subject: review initial pass of RFQ responses on 7/11 @ 1pm?
 
OCII team,
We received over 400 responses to our RFQ (approximately 230 of which designated themselves as
SBE/LBE), and we are vetting them now. Do you have availability next Friday (July 11) to discuss our
initial pass? Early afternoon (1pm) would work well on our end.
We forwarded the initial matrix of respondents to George since he wanted to begin vetting them for
verification of SBE/LBE status. It’s attached again here for reference.
Thanks,
Clarke
 
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
101 Mission Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
 



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=63619A8633694C4CA65780EA3C9899D6-GEORGE BRIDGES
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Cc: Winslow, David (CPC); Miller, Erin (MTA); Arce, Pedro (CII)
Subject: RE: GSW Site Visit
Date: Friday, July 18, 2014 3:54:00 PM


I will go ahead and modify the meeting invite.  I think we will lose at least Erin, but can hopefully get
everyone’s comments ahead of time in case only a smaller group can remain until 2.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY JULY 25th
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Friday, July 18, 2014 3:33 PM
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Cc: Winslow, David (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Miller-Blankinship, Erin (MTA); Arce, Pedro (CII)
Subject: Re: GSW Site Visit
 
Can we allot 2 hours? If this group is comfortable, can we invite Strada into the room for the last 30
minutes and give them a real-time rough dump of our thoughts? We can keep this tentative. If we
have some preliminary thoughts I know they'd love to hear them as Craig is coming back to town
next week and the Warriors team has an internal working design day planned for Wednesday.
Anything we give them by way of feedback or ideas would be genuinely useful. 
 


On Jul 18, 2014, at 4:44 PM, "Switzky, Joshua (CPC)" <joshua.switzky@sfgov.org> wrote:


Ok here too. How long are we planning for?


Sent from my iPhone


On Jul 18, 2014, at 8:34 AM, "Winslow, David (CPC)" <david.winslow@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Okay with me.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 18, 2014 6:57 AM
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Miller, Erin (MTA); Winslow, David (CPC); Arce,
Pedro (CII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: GSW Site Visit



mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=b2161cda984e436b919fd2b738c5e13d-Jennifer Entine Matz
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Would noon work instead? Jennifer will be joining and noon will be
better. Can turn it into a brown bag meeting.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Switzky, Joshua (CPC)"
Date:07/17/2014 5:45 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,"Miller, Erin (MTA)" ,"Winslow,
David (CPC)" ,"Arce, Pedro (CII)"
Subject: RE: GSW Site Visit
 
Fine with me.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:43 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Winslow, David (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Arce,
Pedro (CII)
Subject: RE: GSW Site Visit
 
Josh – would 11AM work for you?  Thanks all
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 2:25 PM
To: Winslow, David (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Switzky, Joshua (CPC);
Arce, Pedro (CII)
Subject: RE: GSW Site Visit
 
Before 2 works best for me
 
Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Development & Transportation Integration
Urban Planning Initiatives



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com





 
SFMTA|Municipal Transportation Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
 
415.701.5490 (o)
415.971.7429 (m)
 


From: Winslow, David (CPC) [mailto:david.winslow@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 2:16 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine; Miller, Erin; Switzky, Joshua; Arce, Pedro
Subject: RE: GSW Site Visit
 
Free between 11:00 and 3:00
David Winslow Architect, LEED AP
Design Review | Urban Design
Planning Department | City and Country of San Francisco
415-575-9159 |david.winslowl@sfgov.org
 
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 2:03 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC); Arce,
Pedro (CII)
Subject: GSW Site Visit
 
Hello all – Could you please let me know when you are available on next
Tuesday so that we can tie down a time to go to Strada’s offices (or
confirm the times I wrote down below). 
 


-          Pedro – all day
-          Erin – before 2 and after 3
-          Josh – all day???
-          David – unknown


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:david.winslow@sfgov.org

mailto:david.winslowl@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/






From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Kern, Chris (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya


(CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Gary Oates; Paul Mitchell; "Chris Mitchell"; jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Miller, Erin (MTA)


Cc: Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com); Jesse Blout; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); David
Kelly; Murphy, Mary G.; "Sekhri, Neil"


Subject: GSW Development - Preliminary Project Description
Date: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 5:08:13 PM
Attachments: image001.png


GSW_MissionBay_ArenaDevelopment_Preliminary_PD_2014.07.02.pdf
Importance: High


Team,
 
Please see the attached project description for the new event center and ancillary development on
Blocks 29-32. Based on the information provided, we look forward to discussing the implications for
the SEIR analysis next Wednesday.
 
Enjoy the holiday weekend.
 
Best,
Kate
 
 
Kate Aufhauser Project Analyst
Golden State Warriors
Direct 510.986.5419
Cell 202.230.2642
1011 Broadway | Oakland, CA | 94607


 



mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=b2161cda984e436b919fd2b738c5e13d-Jennifer Entine Matz

mailto:adam.vandewater@sfgov.org

mailto:chris.kern@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:GOates@esassoc.com

mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com

mailto:c.mitchell@fehrandpeers.com

mailto:jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com

mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com

mailto:erin.miller@sfmta.com

mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com

mailto:jblout@stradasf.com

mailto:david.carlock@machetegroup.com

mailto:dkelly@warriors.com

mailto:dkelly@warriors.com

mailto:MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com

mailto:NSekhri@gibsondunn.com
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Project Name: GSW Mission Bay Multi-Purpose Event Center & Ancillary Development 



Project Applicant: David Kelly 



         GSW Arena LLC 



       1011 Broadway 



         Oakland, CA 94607 



     



Project Location: Blocks 29-32, Mission Bay South Project Area, San Francisco, CA 



Project Description: 



The Golden State Warriors organization (“Owner”) proposes to develop an approximately 12-



acre project located in San Francisco (the “Project”) on land referred to as Blocks 29, 30, 31, and 



32 in the Mission Bay South Project Area (the “Site”). The Project consists of a new 



approximately 18,000-seat multi-purpose event center and ancillary development including 



multiple office buildings, retail, restaurants, structured parking, plaza areas, and other 



amenities. The event center would host the Golden State Warriors basketball team during the 



National Basketball Association (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. 



The rectangular site is bound by Third Street to the west, South Street to the north, Terry 



Francois Boulevard to the east, and 16th Street to the south, as shown in an aerial map of the 



project site in Exhibit A – Location Map. It should be noted that Terry Francois Boulevard will 



be relocated by FOCIL to align with the eastern edge of Blocks 30 and 32. 



Exhibit A – Location Map 
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The site plan would be configured as follows: 



 The proposed event center would be located in the central-east portion of the site. 



 Two office buildings would be located on the west side of the site at the corner of Third 



Street and South Street (northwest corner of site) and at the corner of Third Street and 



16th Street (southwest corner of site) 



 Retail would occupy multiple areas of the site, including the lower floor(s) of the office 



buildings, within or adjacent to certain plaza-facing areas of the event center, and along 



Terry Francois Boulevard and South Street 



 Multiple levels of enclosed parking would be located below the office buildings and 



plaza areas 



 Two small theaters would be located close to the southeast corner of the site 



 Large open plaza areas would be located on the west side of the multi-purpose event 



center and in the southeastern portion of the site, connected by a ramp wrapping around 



the exterior along the north and eastern-sides of the multi-purpose event center.  



Bicyclists will be encouraged to arrive to the site via the planned two-way bicycle facility on 



Terry Francois Boulevard. Once at the site, the Project will have ample on-site bicycle parking 



including a 300+ bicycle valet facility on the east side of the arena across from the P22 park. 



Private vehicles have access to the area via Interstate 280, Highway 101, and surface streets. 



There will be approximately 750 stalls located in an on-site parking structure with below-grade 



parking and at-grade/below-podium levels, all concealed from the public’s view.  Access to the 



on-site parking structure will be off of 16th Street across from Illinois and off of South Street 



across from Bridgeview Way. The 16th Street entry will also provide truck access to the seven 



truck stalls at the below-grade loading docks. 



The site is also accessible by a number of public transit options. The closest MUNI passenger 



platforms to Blocks 29-32 are at the intersection of Third and South Streets. Caltrain and 



multiple bus and shuttle lines provide stops at or near the site.   



The plan shown as Exhibit B – Conceptual Design Site Plan – illustrates the overall design 



concept for the Project. 



 



Exhibit B – Conceptual Design Site Plan 
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The key characteristics of the Project components are shown in Table 1 below. 



Table 1 – Summary of Proposed Project Components 



Project Component Characteristic 



Blocks 29-32 



Event Center Basketball Seating Capacity 18,064 seats 



Size (GSF)a 



Event Centerb 



Small Theaters 
Office Buildings 
Retail Spacec 



Parking and Loading 
Total Building Area 



 
714,000 



21,000 
611,000 



65,000 
__336,000 
1,747,000 GSF 



Heightd/Levels  
Event Center  
Office Buildings  
Retail 



 
135 feet 



90 foot podium and 160 foot tower/ 6 and 9 levels 
 26 feet (Northeast corner) + within ground floor of Office Bldgs 



Parking Spaces 250 stalls at-grade (under podium) 
500 stalls below-grade 



7 truck docks below-grade  



Vehicular Access  Access point for trucks and cars on 16th Street at Illinois Street 
Access point for cars on South Street at Bridgeview Way 



 



NOTES: 



 GSF = gross square feet. GSF includes amenity spaces, support spaces and circulation associated with each use, and excludes balconies, terraces, 



landscaped podiums and roofs. 
 



a   GSF includes actual gsf of project without exclusions used to determine “gross floor area” under the Mission Bay South Design for Development 



b  Includes Practice Facility, GSW Offices 
c  Proposed retail uses are approximately 67% restaurant (one-half sit-down restaurant and one-half quick-service restaurant) and 33% soft goods retail 
d  Excludes unoccupied top floor level with mechanical equipment. 



 



SOURCE: Manica Architecture, 2014 



 



Blocks 29-32 Operations 



Under the project, the event center at Blocks 29-32 would serve as the new venue for the Golden 



State Warriors home games, 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. All existing Golden State Warriors operations, including management offices and 



practice facility, would relocate from their existing facilities in Oakland to the event center.  The 



proposed retail on Blocks 29-32 would operate year-round, independent of the event center 



operations. The following provides additional information for each of the proposed new 



operational components at Blocks 29-32. 



Event Center Programming 



Table 2 presents summary characteristics of proposed events at the event center, including 



anticipated event type, annual quantity, average event attendance, estimated event center day-



of-event employment, and temporal description of events. 
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Golden State Warriors Games  



As shown in Table 2, under the project the Golden State Warriors would host two to three 



preseason basketball games (in mid- to late October) and 41 regular season basketball games 



(from late October to mid-April) at the event center.  If the Golden State Warriors reach the 



postseason, they would host anywhere from two to 16 playoff games (from mid-April to mid-



June). The large majority of Golden State Warriors home basketball games would start at 



7:30 p.m. and conclude between 10:00 pm and 10:30 pm.1 Home games would be evenly split 



between weekdays and weekends.  The home game schedule at the proposed event center 



would be similar to the Warriors schedule at Oracle Arena, the team’s existing home venue in 



Oakland.  



As described above, the maximum basketball seating capacity at the event center would be 



18,064, less than the maximum basketball seating capacity of approximately 19,600 at Oracle 



Arena. The average basketball attendance levels at the proposed event center are estimated to 



be approximately 17,000 during the regular season, with regular season and post-season 



attendance reaching the maximum capacity of 18,064. 



Non-Golden State Warriors Events at Event Center 



The event center would serve as venue for a variety of non-Golden State Warriors events 



throughout the year, including concerts, family shows, other sporting events, and 



conventions/corporate events. As shown in Table 2, approximately 161 non-Golden State 



Warriors game events would occur annually at the event center. 



 Family Shows: It is estimated that the event center will host 55 family shows per year.  



Examples of family shows include Disney on Ice, Disney Live, Harlem Globetrotters, 



and Sesame Street Live. As described in Table 2, family show series would typically occur 



over a five-day block of time (Wednesday through Sunday) during which time as many as 



10 performances total would occur in the daytime and evening periods. Estimated average 



attendance is approximately 5,000 patrons, and estimated maximum attendance is 



approximately 8,200 patrons.   



 Concerts: It is estimated that the event center will host 45 annual concerts per year.  



Concerts typically occur on Friday and Saturday evenings within a 7:30 p.m. to 10:30 p.m. 



window.  Attendance will vary depending on the artist and stage configuration.  



Estimated average attendance level is 12,500 patrons. The event center design allows for 



an end-stage concert configuration that accommodates up to 14,000 patrons. It is 



estimated that nearly 90 percent of concerts would use the end stage configuration.  



Occasionally, concerts would occur in a 360-degree center-stage configuration which 



                                                           
1 For example, as shown below, over the course of the most recent three NBA regular seasons (2010-11 through 2012-13), 88 



percent of Golden State Warriors home games started at 7:30 p.m., 8 percent of homes 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. Preseason and postseason home game start times are variable. 



 
Season 



Regular Season Game Time Start 
1:00 p.m. 5:00 p.m. 6:00 p.m. 7:00 p.m. 7:30 p.m. 



2010-11 1 1 3 1 35 
2011-12 0 0 2 1 30 
2012-13 0 0 4 0 37 



a 2011-12 NBA season was shortened due to delays in signing of collective bargaining agreement between NBA owners and players. 
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would accommodate a maximum attendance of approximately 18,500 patrons. 



However, no more than four center-stage concerts are expected per year. 



 Other Sporting Events: It is estimated that the event center will host 30 non-Warriors 



sporting events per year.  Examples of non- Warriors sporting events include college 



basketball, hockey, boxing, figure skating, arena football, gymnastics, lacrosse, tennis, 



and mixed martial arts. These events could be professional, collegiate or amateur 



competitions. Estimated average attendance for other sporting events 7,000 patrons per 



event, and estimated maximum attendance is 18,064 (consistent with maximum seating 



capacity for Warriors games).  



 Conventions and Conferences: It is estimated that the event center will host 31 events 



annually related to conventions, conferences, cultural events, corporate events, and other 



gatherings, with an estimated average attendance level of 9,000 patrons and maximum 



attendance of 18,500 patrons. 



For smaller events the event center can be configured, and event patron access managed, to 



reduce the perceived bowl volume to create a more intimate experience for the performances.   



Lastly, there would be two small theaters near the southeast portion of the site. One theater 



would contain approximately 350 seats and the other theater would contain 99 seats. Both 



theaters could operate independently of each other and independently of the event center itself.  



The theaters are expected to share a common lobby entrance off the open plaza area in the 



southeast corner of the site. The number of events, average attendance, and typical hours of 



operation are under review and will be shared shortly. 



Construction of the project is anticipated to occur over a 25-27 month period.











 



 



TABLE 2 



EVENT CHARACTERISTICS AT PROPOSED EVENT CENTER 



Event Type 



Annual Number of  
Games/Events at  



Event Center 



Attendance 



Season Game/Event Temporal Characteristics Average Maximum 



Golden State Warriors 
Basketball Home Games 



2 to 3 preseason home 
games 



11,000 18,064 2 weeks mid-October Regular Season game time: 7:30 p.m. to ~9:40 p.m.a 
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 late October to mid-April 



 0 to16 post season home 
games 



18,000 18,064 mid-April to mid-June 



Concerts Approximately 45 12,500 14,000 to 
18,500b 



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 Showsc Approximately 55  5,000 8,200 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 Eventsd  Approximately 30 7,000 18,064 distributed throughout the year; times variable 



Conventions/Corporate 
Eventse 



Approximately 31 9,000 18,500f distributed throughout the year; times variable 



NOTES: 
a  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 three NBA regular seasons (2010-11 through 2012-13), 88 



percent of Golden State Warriors home games started at 7:30 p.m., 8 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.  



 











 



 



TABLE 2 (Continued) 



EVENT CHARACTERISTICS AT PROPOSED EVENT CENTER 
 



NOTES (cont.) 
b It is anticipated that 90 percent of annual concerts at the event center would be in the end-stage concert configuration (14,000 maximum capacity) with the remaining 10 percent in a 360-degree configuration 



(18,500 maximum attendance). 
c Examples of family shows include Disney on Ice, Disney Live, Harlem Globetrotters, and Sesame Street Live.  
d Examples of non-Warriors 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, or high school/youth competitions. 
e Examples of Conventions/Corporate Events include conventions, conferences, cultural events, and corporate events.  It is anticipated that the event center would only act as a satellite venue for 



conventions/conferences held primarily at the Moscone Center when an event or speaker cannot be accommodated at that location. 
f The maximum number of conference attendees that could be accommodated at the event center is 18,500.  This requires a configuration similar to a center stage concert (see footnote d). It is anticipated, however, that 



average attendance for Convention/Corporate Events will be 9,000 people. 



 
SOURCE: Golden State Warriors, based on data from Oracle Arena (Oakland), SAP Center (San Jose), and Barclays Center (Brooklyn, New York City), 2013 



 













From: Clarke Miller
To: Bridges, George (CII); Lee, Raymond C. (CII); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); Julia Nunes


(jnunes@warriors.com); Jesse Blout; Ben Draa (bdraa@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: review initial pass of RFQ responses on 7/11 @ 1pm?
Date: Friday, July 11, 2014 12:01:06 PM
Attachments: MSA Planning and Design on SBE list_070714.pdf


George,
 
There’s a firm called MSA Planning and Design that we think could be a good A&E team member,
and I noticed that you had a note in your spreadsheet which said you couldn’t verify whether they
are SBE. It appears they’re now shown in the SBE database (I’ve attached a pdf), so can we assume
they’re an approved SBE?
 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
 


From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, July 07, 2014 4:27 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com);
Julia Nunes (jnunes@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: review initial pass of RFQ responses on 7/11 @ 1pm?
 
Clarke
 
Please find the attached list of SBE/LBEs that have been verified and the ethnic background of the
owner identified if known.  SBEs/LBEs that have exceeded OCII’s $2 million threshold in revenue are
identified.
 
Please note that if DBEs are shortlisted, we will need to request additional documentation to verify
that each of the firms meet the SBE economic disadvantage threshold. 
 
If there is any information that you would like us to review, please feel free to send in advance of
the meeting on Friday.
 
George
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 5:51 PM
To: Bridges, George (OCII); Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com);
Julia Nunes (jnunes@warriors.com)
Subject: review initial pass of RFQ responses on 7/11 @ 1pm?
 
OCII team,
We received over 400 responses to our RFQ (approximately 230 of which designated themselves as
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VENDOR INFORMATION 



VENDOR'S NAME: MSA PLANNING AND DESIGN CONSULTANTS INC 



  



BUSINESS ADDRESS: 642 Harrison Street, 3rd Floor 



 San Francisco, CA 94107 



MAILING ADDRESS: 642 Harrison Street, 3rd Floor 



 San Francisco, CA 94107 



PHONE: 415-852-4906 



  



FAX: 415/541-0979 



  



E-MAIL: chrisf@msasf.com 



  



CONTACT: Ms. Erin Bowes Pawek 



  



CERTIFICATION TYPE: CMD-LBE certified firm 



  



CERTIFICATION NUMBER: SBA-LBE-CMD-71490 



  



EXPIRATION DATE: N/A 



  



CITY VENDOR NUMBER: 71490 



  



OWNERSHIP TYPE: Woman-owned (WBE) firm 



  



12B / EQUAL BENEFITS COMPLIANT? Yes 



  



CERTIFIED FOR 



SPACE PLANNING AND RELOCATION SERVICES:  SBA Economic Threshold (2% Bid Discount) 



UPDATED 07/07/2014 












SBE/LBE), and we are vetting them now. Do you have availability next Friday (July 11) to discuss our
initial pass? Early afternoon (1pm) would work well on our end.
We forwarded the initial matrix of respondents to George since he wanted to begin vetting them for
verification of SBE/LBE status. It’s attached again here for reference.
Thanks,
Clarke
 
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
101 Mission 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 (CII)
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Cc: Winslow, David (CPC); Miller, Erin (MTA); Arce, Pedro (CII)
Subject: RE: GSW Site Visit
Date: Friday, July 18, 2014 3:54:00 PM


I will go ahead and modify the meeting invite.  I think we will lose at least Erin, but can hopefully get
everyone’s comments ahead of time in case only a smaller group can remain until 2.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY JULY 25th
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Friday, July 18, 2014 3:33 PM
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Cc: Winslow, David (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Miller-Blankinship, Erin (MTA); Arce, Pedro (CII)
Subject: Re: GSW Site Visit
 
Can we allot 2 hours? If this group is comfortable, can we invite Strada into the room for the last 30
minutes and give them a real-time rough dump of our thoughts? We can keep this tentative. If we
have some preliminary thoughts I know they'd love to hear them as Craig is coming back to town
next week and the Warriors team has an internal working design day planned for Wednesday.
Anything we give them by way of feedback or ideas would be genuinely useful. 
 


On Jul 18, 2014, at 4:44 PM, "Switzky, Joshua (CPC)" <joshua.switzky@sfgov.org> wrote:


Ok here too. How long are we planning for?


Sent from my iPhone


On Jul 18, 2014, at 8:34 AM, "Winslow, David (CPC)" <david.winslow@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Okay with me.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 18, 2014 6:57 AM
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Miller, Erin (MTA); Winslow, David (CPC); Arce,
Pedro (CII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: GSW Site Visit



mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=b2161cda984e436b919fd2b738c5e13d-Jennifer Entine Matz
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Would noon work instead? Jennifer will be joining and noon will be
better. Can turn it into a brown bag meeting.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Switzky, Joshua (CPC)"
Date:07/17/2014 5:45 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,"Miller, Erin (MTA)" ,"Winslow,
David (CPC)" ,"Arce, Pedro (CII)"
Subject: RE: GSW Site Visit
 
Fine with me.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:43 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Winslow, David (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Arce,
Pedro (CII)
Subject: RE: GSW Site Visit
 
Josh – would 11AM work for you?  Thanks all
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 2:25 PM
To: Winslow, David (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Switzky, Joshua (CPC);
Arce, Pedro (CII)
Subject: RE: GSW Site Visit
 
Before 2 works best for me
 
Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Development & Transportation Integration
Urban Planning Initiatives



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com





 
SFMTA|Municipal Transportation Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
 
415.701.5490 (o)
415.971.7429 (m)
 


From: Winslow, David (CPC) [mailto:david.winslow@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 2:16 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine; Miller, Erin; Switzky, Joshua; Arce, Pedro
Subject: RE: GSW Site Visit
 
Free between 11:00 and 3:00
David Winslow Architect, LEED AP
Design Review | Urban Design
Planning Department | City and Country of San Francisco
415-575-9159 |david.winslowl@sfgov.org
 
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 2:03 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC); Arce,
Pedro (CII)
Subject: GSW Site Visit
 
Hello all – Could you please let me know when you are available on next
Tuesday so that we can tie down a time to go to Strada’s offices (or
confirm the times I wrote down below). 
 


-          Pedro – all day
-          Erin – before 2 and after 3
-          Josh – all day???
-          David – unknown


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: Kate Aufhauser
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Kern, Chris (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya


(CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Gary Oates; Paul Mitchell; "Chris Mitchell"; jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com;
lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Miller, Erin (MTA)


Cc: Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com); Jesse Blout; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); David
Kelly; Murphy, Mary G.; "Sekhri, Neil"


Subject: GSW Development - Preliminary Project Description
Date: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 5:08:09 PM
Attachments: image001.png


GSW_MissionBay_ArenaDevelopment_Preliminary_PD_2014.07.02.pdf
Importance: High


Team,
 
Please see the attached project description for the new event center and ancillary development on
Blocks 29-32. Based on the information provided, we look forward to discussing the implications for
the SEIR analysis next Wednesday.
 
Enjoy the holiday weekend.
 
Best,
Kate
 
 
Kate Aufhauser Project Analyst
Golden State Warriors
Direct 510.986.5419
Cell 202.230.2642
1011 Broadway | Oakland, CA | 94607
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Project Name: GSW Mission Bay Multi-Purpose Event Center & Ancillary Development 



Project Applicant: David Kelly 



         GSW Arena LLC 



       1011 Broadway 



         Oakland, CA 94607 



     



Project Location: Blocks 29-32, Mission Bay South Project Area, San Francisco, CA 



Project Description: 



The Golden State Warriors organization (“Owner”) proposes to develop an approximately 12-



acre project located in San Francisco (the “Project”) on land referred to as Blocks 29, 30, 31, and 



32 in the Mission Bay South Project Area (the “Site”). The Project consists of a new 



approximately 18,000-seat multi-purpose event center and ancillary development including 



multiple office buildings, retail, restaurants, structured parking, plaza areas, and other 



amenities. The event center would host the Golden State Warriors basketball team during the 



National Basketball Association (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. 



The rectangular site is bound by Third Street to the west, South Street to the north, Terry 



Francois Boulevard to the east, and 16th Street to the south, as shown in an aerial map of the 



project site in Exhibit A – Location Map. It should be noted that Terry Francois Boulevard will 



be relocated by FOCIL to align with the eastern edge of Blocks 30 and 32. 



Exhibit A – Location Map 
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The site plan would be configured as follows: 



 The proposed event center would be located in the central-east portion of the site. 



 Two office buildings would be located on the west side of the site at the corner of Third 



Street and South Street (northwest corner of site) and at the corner of Third Street and 



16th Street (southwest corner of site) 



 Retail would occupy multiple areas of the site, including the lower floor(s) of the office 



buildings, within or adjacent to certain plaza-facing areas of the event center, and along 



Terry Francois Boulevard and South Street 



 Multiple levels of enclosed parking would be located below the office buildings and 



plaza areas 



 Two small theaters would be located close to the southeast corner of the site 



 Large open plaza areas would be located on the west side of the multi-purpose event 



center and in the southeastern portion of the site, connected by a ramp wrapping around 



the exterior along the north and eastern-sides of the multi-purpose event center.  



Bicyclists will be encouraged to arrive to the site via the planned two-way bicycle facility on 



Terry Francois Boulevard. Once at the site, the Project will have ample on-site bicycle parking 



including a 300+ bicycle valet facility on the east side of the arena across from the P22 park. 



Private vehicles have access to the area via Interstate 280, Highway 101, and surface streets. 



There will be approximately 750 stalls located in an on-site parking structure with below-grade 



parking and at-grade/below-podium levels, all concealed from the public’s view.  Access to the 



on-site parking structure will be off of 16th Street across from Illinois and off of South Street 



across from Bridgeview Way. The 16th Street entry will also provide truck access to the seven 



truck stalls at the below-grade loading docks. 



The site is also accessible by a number of public transit options. The closest MUNI passenger 



platforms to Blocks 29-32 are at the intersection of Third and South Streets. Caltrain and 



multiple bus and shuttle lines provide stops at or near the site.   



The plan shown as Exhibit B – Conceptual Design Site Plan – illustrates the overall design 



concept for the Project. 



 



Exhibit B – Conceptual Design Site Plan 
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The key characteristics of the Project components are shown in Table 1 below. 



Table 1 – Summary of Proposed Project Components 



Project Component Characteristic 



Blocks 29-32 



Event Center Basketball Seating Capacity 18,064 seats 



Size (GSF)a 



Event Centerb 



Small Theaters 
Office Buildings 
Retail Spacec 



Parking and Loading 
Total Building Area 



 
714,000 



21,000 
611,000 



65,000 
__336,000 
1,747,000 GSF 



Heightd/Levels  
Event Center  
Office Buildings  
Retail 



 
135 feet 



90 foot podium and 160 foot tower/ 6 and 9 levels 
 26 feet (Northeast corner) + within ground floor of Office Bldgs 



Parking Spaces 250 stalls at-grade (under podium) 
500 stalls below-grade 



7 truck docks below-grade  



Vehicular Access  Access point for trucks and cars on 16th Street at Illinois Street 
Access point for cars on South Street at Bridgeview Way 



 



NOTES: 



 GSF = gross square feet. GSF includes amenity spaces, support spaces and circulation associated with each use, and excludes balconies, terraces, 



landscaped podiums and roofs. 
 



a   GSF includes actual gsf of project without exclusions used to determine “gross floor area” under the Mission Bay South Design for Development 



b  Includes Practice Facility, GSW Offices 
c  Proposed retail uses are approximately 67% restaurant (one-half sit-down restaurant and one-half quick-service restaurant) and 33% soft goods retail 
d  Excludes unoccupied top floor level with mechanical equipment. 



 



SOURCE: Manica Architecture, 2014 



 



Blocks 29-32 Operations 



Under the project, the event center at Blocks 29-32 would serve as the new venue for the Golden 



State Warriors home games, 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. All existing Golden State Warriors operations, including management offices and 



practice facility, would relocate from their existing facilities in Oakland to the event center.  The 



proposed retail on Blocks 29-32 would operate year-round, independent of the event center 



operations. The following provides additional information for each of the proposed new 



operational components at Blocks 29-32. 



Event Center Programming 



Table 2 presents summary characteristics of proposed events at the event center, including 



anticipated event type, annual quantity, average event attendance, estimated event center day-



of-event employment, and temporal description of events. 
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Golden State Warriors Games  



As shown in Table 2, under the project the Golden State Warriors would host two to three 



preseason basketball games (in mid- to late October) and 41 regular season basketball games 



(from late October to mid-April) at the event center.  If the Golden State Warriors reach the 



postseason, they would host anywhere from two to 16 playoff games (from mid-April to mid-



June). The large majority of Golden State Warriors home basketball games would start at 



7:30 p.m. and conclude between 10:00 pm and 10:30 pm.1 Home games would be evenly split 



between weekdays and weekends.  The home game schedule at the proposed event center 



would be similar to the Warriors schedule at Oracle Arena, the team’s existing home venue in 



Oakland.  



As described above, the maximum basketball seating capacity at the event center would be 



18,064, less than the maximum basketball seating capacity of approximately 19,600 at Oracle 



Arena. The average basketball attendance levels at the proposed event center are estimated to 



be approximately 17,000 during the regular season, with regular season and post-season 



attendance reaching the maximum capacity of 18,064. 



Non-Golden State Warriors Events at Event Center 



The event center would serve as venue for a variety of non-Golden State Warriors events 



throughout the year, including concerts, family shows, other sporting events, and 



conventions/corporate events. As shown in Table 2, approximately 161 non-Golden State 



Warriors game events would occur annually at the event center. 



 Family Shows: It is estimated that the event center will host 55 family shows per year.  



Examples of family shows include Disney on Ice, Disney Live, Harlem Globetrotters, 



and Sesame Street Live. As described in Table 2, family show series would typically occur 



over a five-day block of time (Wednesday through Sunday) during which time as many as 



10 performances total would occur in the daytime and evening periods. Estimated average 



attendance is approximately 5,000 patrons, and estimated maximum attendance is 



approximately 8,200 patrons.   



 Concerts: It is estimated that the event center will host 45 annual concerts per year.  



Concerts typically occur on Friday and Saturday evenings within a 7:30 p.m. to 10:30 p.m. 



window.  Attendance will vary depending on the artist and stage configuration.  



Estimated average attendance level is 12,500 patrons. The event center design allows for 



an end-stage concert configuration that accommodates up to 14,000 patrons. It is 



estimated that nearly 90 percent of concerts would use the end stage configuration.  



Occasionally, concerts would occur in a 360-degree center-stage configuration which 



                                                           
1 For example, as shown below, over the course of the most recent three NBA regular seasons (2010-11 through 2012-13), 88 



percent of Golden State Warriors home games started at 7:30 p.m., 8 percent of homes 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. Preseason and postseason home game start times are variable. 



 
Season 



Regular Season Game Time Start 
1:00 p.m. 5:00 p.m. 6:00 p.m. 7:00 p.m. 7:30 p.m. 



2010-11 1 1 3 1 35 
2011-12 0 0 2 1 30 
2012-13 0 0 4 0 37 



a 2011-12 NBA season was shortened due to delays in signing of collective bargaining agreement between NBA owners and players. 
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would accommodate a maximum attendance of approximately 18,500 patrons. 



However, no more than four center-stage concerts are expected per year. 



 Other Sporting Events: It is estimated that the event center will host 30 non-Warriors 



sporting events per year.  Examples of non- Warriors sporting events include college 



basketball, hockey, boxing, figure skating, arena football, gymnastics, lacrosse, tennis, 



and mixed martial arts. These events could be professional, collegiate or amateur 



competitions. Estimated average attendance for other sporting events 7,000 patrons per 



event, and estimated maximum attendance is 18,064 (consistent with maximum seating 



capacity for Warriors games).  



 Conventions and Conferences: It is estimated that the event center will host 31 events 



annually related to conventions, conferences, cultural events, corporate events, and other 



gatherings, with an estimated average attendance level of 9,000 patrons and maximum 



attendance of 18,500 patrons. 



For smaller events the event center can be configured, and event patron access managed, to 



reduce the perceived bowl volume to create a more intimate experience for the performances.   



Lastly, there would be two small theaters near the southeast portion of the site. One theater 



would contain approximately 350 seats and the other theater would contain 99 seats. Both 



theaters could operate independently of each other and independently of the event center itself.  



The theaters are expected to share a common lobby entrance off the open plaza area in the 



southeast corner of the site. The number of events, average attendance, and typical hours of 



operation are under review and will be shared shortly. 



Construction of the project is anticipated to occur over a 25-27 month period.











 



 



TABLE 2 



EVENT CHARACTERISTICS AT PROPOSED EVENT CENTER 



Event Type 



Annual Number of  
Games/Events at  



Event Center 



Attendance 



Season Game/Event Temporal Characteristics Average Maximum 



Golden State Warriors 
Basketball Home Games 



2 to 3 preseason home 
games 



11,000 18,064 2 weeks mid-October Regular Season game time: 7:30 p.m. to ~9:40 p.m.a 
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 late October to mid-April 



 0 to16 post season home 
games 



18,000 18,064 mid-April to mid-June 



Concerts Approximately 45 12,500 14,000 to 
18,500b 



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 Showsc Approximately 55  5,000 8,200 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 Eventsd  Approximately 30 7,000 18,064 distributed throughout the year; times variable 



Conventions/Corporate 
Eventse 



Approximately 31 9,000 18,500f distributed throughout the year; times variable 



NOTES: 
a  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 three NBA regular seasons (2010-11 through 2012-13), 88 



percent of Golden State Warriors home games started at 7:30 p.m., 8 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.  



 











 



 



TABLE 2 (Continued) 



EVENT CHARACTERISTICS AT PROPOSED EVENT CENTER 
 



NOTES (cont.) 
b It is anticipated that 90 percent of annual concerts at the event center would be in the end-stage concert configuration (14,000 maximum capacity) with the remaining 10 percent in a 360-degree configuration 



(18,500 maximum attendance). 
c Examples of family shows include Disney on Ice, Disney Live, Harlem Globetrotters, and Sesame Street Live.  
d Examples of non-Warriors 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, or high school/youth competitions. 
e Examples of Conventions/Corporate Events include conventions, conferences, cultural events, and corporate events.  It is anticipated that the event center would only act as a satellite venue for 



conventions/conferences held primarily at the Moscone Center when an event or speaker cannot be accommodated at that location. 
f The maximum number of conference attendees that could be accommodated at the event center is 18,500.  This requires a configuration similar to a center stage concert (see footnote d). It is anticipated, however, that 



average attendance for Convention/Corporate Events will be 9,000 people. 



 
SOURCE: Golden State Warriors, based on data from Oracle Arena (Oakland), SAP Center (San Jose), and Barclays Center (Brooklyn, New York City), 2013 



 













From: Clarke Miller
To: Robbins, Jerry (MTA)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: Re: Addition to Ballpark Meeting Notification
Date: Friday, June 06, 2014 5:43:26 PM
Attachments: image001.png


That sounds great, thanks Jerry. 
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On Jun 6, 2014, at 5:41 PM, "Robbins, Jerry" <Jerry.Robbins@sfmta.com> wrote:


Hi Clarke:
 
I will send the agenda to everyone on the mailing list a week or so prior to the meeting.
 
Thanks,


Jerry
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 04, 2014 5:40 PM
To: Robbins, Jerry; Reilly, Catherine
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: Addition to Ballpark Meeting Notification
 
Thanks, Jerry. We’d be interested in seeing the agenda in advance to see if it makes
sense for someone from the Warriors to observe.
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Robbins, Jerry [mailto:Jerry.Robbins@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 04, 2014 5:06 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: Addition to Ballpark Meeting Notification
 
Done.  The next meeting is tentatively scheduled for Thursday, July 24 at 11 a.m. at the
Giants’ offices at AT&T Park but is subject to change a week or so beforehand.  We
meet every other month, usually on the third Thursday of odd-numbered months. 
 
Thanks,
 
Jerry
 
Jerry Robbins, PTP



mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com
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Interim Director of Sustainable Streets
<image001.png> SFMTA | Municipal Transportation Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103-5417
T:  415.701.4490 
 
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 04, 2014 4:31 PM
To: Robbins, Jerry
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: Addition to Ballpark Meeting Notification
 
Jerry – could you please add Clarke and Kate to the invite list for the Ballpark
Transportation Committee meetings so that they can attend future meetings?  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 (CII)
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Miller, Erin (MTA); Arce, Pedro (CII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: GSW Site Visit
Date: Friday, July 18, 2014 1:48:00 PM


Thank you, Josh.  I would guess 1 to 1.5 hours (plus travel) – really depends how much time we need
with the actual drawings and discuss some of the issues as a group, since a lot of the actual write up
can be done in the office.  I’ll send an invite for 1.5 hours, but recognize that we may not need that
much time.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY JULY 25th
 


From: Switzky, Joshua (CPC) 
Sent: Friday, July 18, 2014 1:45 PM
To: Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Miller-Blankinship, Erin (MTA); Arce, Pedro (CII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: Re: GSW Site Visit
 
Ok here too. How long are we planning for?


Sent from my iPhone


On Jul 18, 2014, at 8:34 AM, "Winslow, David (CPC)" <david.winslow@sfgov.org> wrote:


Okay with me.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 18, 2014 6:57 AM
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Miller, Erin (MTA); Winslow, David (CPC); Arce, Pedro (CII);
Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: GSW Site Visit
 
Would noon work instead? Jennifer will be joining and noon will be better. Can
turn it into a brown bag meeting.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine
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Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Switzky, Joshua (CPC)"
Date:07/17/2014 5:45 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,"Miller, Erin (MTA)" ,"Winslow, David (CPC)"
,"Arce, Pedro (CII)"
Subject: RE: GSW Site Visit
 
Fine with me.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:43 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Winslow, David (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Arce, Pedro (CII)
Subject: RE: GSW Site Visit
 
Josh – would 11AM work for you?  Thanks all
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 2:25 PM
To: Winslow, David (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Arce, Pedro
(CII)
Subject: RE: GSW Site Visit
 
Before 2 works best for me
 
Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Development & Transportation Integration
Urban Planning Initiatives
 
SFMTA|Municipal Transportation Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
 
415.701.5490 (o)
415.971.7429 (m)
 


From: Winslow, David (CPC) [mailto:david.winslow@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 2:16 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine; Miller, Erin; Switzky, Joshua; Arce, Pedro



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com

mailto:david.winslow@sfgov.org





Subject: RE: GSW Site Visit
 
Free between 11:00 and 3:00
David Winslow Architect, LEED AP
Design Review | Urban Design
Planning Department | City and Country of San Francisco
415-575-9159 |david.winslowl@sfgov.org
 
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 2:03 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC); Arce, Pedro (CII)
Subject: GSW Site Visit
 
Hello all – Could you please let me know when you are available on next Tuesday so
that we can tie down a time to go to Strada’s offices (or confirm the times I wrote
down below). 
 


-          Pedro – all day
-          Erin – before 2 and after 3
-          Josh – all day???
-          David – unknown


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:david.winslowl@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/






From: Paul Mitchell
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Karl Heisler; Joyce; Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: GSW Mission Bay - Draft CEQA Meeting Agenda
Date: Friday, July 25, 2014 4:37:28 PM
Attachments: 2014_07_30_GSW CEQA Meeting_Agenda_Draft.docx


Chris:
 
Attached is a rough working agenda for next Wednesday’s GSW Mission Bay CEQA meeting; please
feel free to modify as you see fit.  Please note I will be out on Monday, returning Tuesday, but please
coordinate with Karl/Joyce in my absence.
 
Paul Mitchell
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

mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org

mailto:KHeisler@esassoc.com

mailto:joyce@orionenvironment.com

mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org

mailto:pmitchell@esassoc.com
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AGENDA





Event Center and Mixed Use Development in Mission Bay


CEQA Environmental Review Meeting





Wednesday, July 30, 2014, 1:00 p.m. to 3 p.m.


San Francisco Planning Department











1. CEQA Approach  Potential Applicability of:


· CEQA Guidelines 15168(c) (Program EIR Use with Later Activities) 


· CEQA Guidelines 15183.3, including Appendicies M and N (Infill EIR – Streamlining for Infill Projects)


· CEQA Guidelines 15163 (Supplement to an EIR)



2. [bookmark: _GoBack]Questions regarding Preliminary Data Request?



3. Next Steps/Milestones





www.sfplanning.org
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From: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Are you available at 4PM today?
Date: Thursday, June 19, 2014 8:16:44 AM


Yes I can come


Sent from my iPhone


On Jun 19, 2014, at 7:47 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


I have a standing Warriors check in with Tifffany/Jim and it may be good for you two to
sit in since I’ll be out next week.  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:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=134B9B74E2F044C9A45B25ABC6094359-LILA HUSSAIN

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/






From: Paul Mitchell
To: Range, Jessica (CPC)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Joyce
Subject: GSW Mission Bay project location
Date: Thursday, July 24, 2014 11:56:26 AM
Attachments: 2014 07 15_GSW_MB_ArenaDevel_ProjectDescription_Final.pdf


Jessica:
 
Here is the latest version of the sponsor’s project description.  The project site is bounded by South
Street on the north, Third Street on the west, 16th Street on the south, and roughly by the future
planned realigned Terry Francois Boulevard on the east.
 
Paul Mitchell
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

mailto:jessica.range@sfgov.org

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:joyce@orionenvironment.com

mailto:pmitchell@esassoc.com
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Project Name: GSW Mission Bay Multi-Purpose Event Center & Ancillary Development 



Project Applicant: David Kelly 



         GSW Arena LLC 



       1011 Broadway 



         Oakland, CA 94607 



     



Project Location: Blocks 29-32, Mission Bay South Project Area, San Francisco, CA 



Project Description:  



The Golden State Warriors organization (“Owner”) proposes to develop an approximately 12-



acre project located in San Francisco (the “Project”) on land referred to as Blocks 29, 30, 31, and 



32 in the Mission Bay South Project Area (the “Site”). The Project consists of a new 



approximately 18,000-seat multi-purpose event center and ancillary development including 



multiple office buildings, retail, restaurants, structured parking, plaza areas, and other 



amenities. The event center would host the Golden State Warriors basketball team during the 



National Basketball Association (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. 



The rectangular site is bound by Third Street to the west, South Street to the north, Terry 



Francois Boulevard to the east, and 16th Street to the south, as shown in an aerial map of the 



project site in Exhibit A – Location Map. It should be noted that Terry Francois Boulevard will 



be relocated by FOCIL to align with the eastern edge of Blocks 30 and 32. 



Exhibit A – Location Map 
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The site plan would be configured as follows: 



 The proposed event center would be located in the central-east portion of the site. 



 Two office buildings would be located on the west side of the site, on South Street 



(northern border of site) and at the corner of Third Street and 16th Street (southwest 



corner of site). 



 Retail would occupy multiple areas of the site, including the lower floor(s) of the office 



buildings, within or adjacent to certain plaza-facing areas of the event center, and along 



Terry Francois Boulevard and South Street. 



 Multiple levels of enclosed parking would be located below the office buildings and 



plaza areas. 



 Two small live theaters would be located close to the southeast corner of the site. 



 Large open plaza areas would be located on the west side of the multi-purpose event 



center and in the southeastern portion of the site. The plazas would be connected by a 



ramp wrapping around the exterior along the north and eastern-sides of the multi-



purpose event center.  



Bicyclists will be encouraged to arrive at the site via the planned two-way bicycle route on 



Terry Francois Boulevard. Once at the site, the Project will have ample on-site bicycle parking 



including a 300+ bicycle valet facility on the east side of the arena across from the P22 park. 



Private vehicles have access to the area via Interstate 280, Highway 101, and surface streets. 



There will be approximately 713 stalls located in an on-site parking structure with below-grade 



parking and at-grade/below-podium levels, all concealed from the public’s view.  Primary 



access to the on-site parking structure will be off of 16th Street across from Illinois. Additional 



access to the on-site parking structure will be off of South Street across from Bridgeview Way, 



and off of South Street between Bridgeview Way and Terry Francois Boulevard. The 16th Street 



entry will also provide truck access to the seven truck stalls at the below-grade loading docks. 



Finally, the Owner has purchased the right to use 132 additional stalls located in the structured 



parking garage at 450 South St., directly across the street from the site’s northern boundary.  



The site is also accessible by a number of public transit options. The closest MUNI passenger 



platforms to Blocks 29-32 are at the intersection of Third and South Streets. Caltrain and 



multiple bus and shuttle lines provide stops at or near the site.   



The plan shown as Exhibit B – Conceptual Design Site Plan – illustrates the overall design 



concept for the Project. 
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Exhibit B – Conceptual Design Site Plan 
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The key characteristics of the Project components are shown in Table 1 below. 



Table 1 – Summary of Proposed Project Components 



Project Component Characteristic 



Blocks 29-32 



Event Center Basketball Seating Capacity 18,064 seats 



Small Live Theaters Seating Capacity 98 seats and 500 seats 



Size (GSF) Total GSFa Adjusted GSFb Leasable SFc 



Event Centerd 700,486                                               486,686 - 



GSW Office Space 20,000 20,000 19,000 



Small Live Theaterse 25,000                                                    13,500 - 



Office Buildings 494,210 444,789 422,550 



Retail Spacef 111,000 99,900 94,905 



Cinema Space 39,000 35,100 33,345 



Parking and Loading _342,475                                                                      -                 - 



Total Building Area 1,732,171                                               1,099,975 



( 1,094,980 Final Adjusted)g 



569,800 



Heighth/Levels   



Event Center 135 feet 



Office Buildings 90 foot podium and 160 foot tower/ 5 and 10 levels 



Retail  42 feet (Northeast corner) + within ground floor of Office Bldgs 



Parking Spaces 



246 stalls at-grade (under podium) 



467 stalls below-grade 



7 truck docks below-grade 



 132 stalls in structured garage at 450 South St.  



Vehicular Access 



Access point for trucks and cars on 16th Street at Illinois Street 



Access points for cars on South Street at Bridgeview Way + between 



Bridgeview Way and Terry Francois Boulevard 



 



NOTES: 



 GSF = gross square feet. GSF includes amenity spaces, support spaces and circulation associated with each use, and excludes balconies, terraces, 



landscaped podiums and roofs. 
 



a   Total GSF includes actual gsf of project without exclusions used to determine “gross floor area” under the Mission Bay South Design for Development. 



b   Adjusted GSF = “gross floor area,” reflecting allowable exclusions under the Mission Bay South Design for Development. Adjusted GSF for office, retail, and 



cinema reflect an estimated 10% reduction in GSF to account for these exclusions. Please note the Final Adjusted GSF total sum uses the Leasable SF, not 



Adjusted GSF, for Retail uses only. This calculation is as stipulated in the Mission Bay South Design for Development. See note “g” below.  



c   Leasable SF reflects a 5% reduction in GSF from the Adjusted GSF (95% efficiency factor). 



d   Includes Practice Facility/Team Campus and Skyline Event Hall. 



e   Includes two small live theaters and theater lobby. 



f   Proposed retail uses are approximately 67% restaurant (one-half sit-down restaurant and one-half quick-service restaurant) and 33% soft goods retail. 



g  The Final Adjusted GSF total used reflects the sums of Adjusted GSF on Event Center, GSW Office Space, Small Live Theaters, Office Buildings, Cinema 



Space, and Parking and Loading, and the Leasable SF for Retail, as stipulated in the Mission Bay South Design for Development.  



h   Excludes unoccupied top floor level with mechanical equipment. 



 



SOURCE: Manica Architecture, 2014 



 



Blocks 29-32 Operations 



Under the project, the event center at Blocks 29-32 would serve as the new venue for the Golden 



State Warriors home games, 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. All existing Golden State Warriors operations, including management offices and 



practice facility, would relocate from their existing facilities in Oakland to the event center.  The 



proposed retail and office facilities on Blocks 29-32 would operate year-round, independent of 
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the event center operations. Estimated full-time employment data for retail and office is detailed 



in Table 4. The following provides additional information for each of the proposed new 



operational components at Blocks 29-32. 



Event Center Programming 



Table 2 presents summary characteristics of proposed events at the event center, including 



anticipated event type, annual quantity, average event attendance, estimated event center day-



of-event employment, and temporal description of events. 



Golden State Warriors Games  



As shown in Table 2, under the project the Golden State Warriors would host two to three 



preseason basketball games (in mid- to late October) and 41 regular season basketball games 



(from late October to mid-April) at the event center.  If the Golden State Warriors reach the 



postseason, they would host anywhere from two to 16 playoff games (from mid-April to mid-



June). The large majority of Golden State Warriors home basketball games would start at 



7:30 p.m. and conclude between 10:00 pm and 10:30 pm.1 Home games would be evenly split 



between weekdays and weekends.  The home game schedule at the proposed event center 



would be similar to the Warriors schedule at Oracle Arena, the team’s existing home venue in 



Oakland.  



As described above, the maximum basketball seating capacity at the event center would be 



18,064, less than the maximum basketball seating capacity of approximately 19,600 at Oracle 



Arena. The average basketball attendance levels at the proposed event center are estimated to 



be approximately 17,000 during the regular season, with regular season and post-season 



attendance reaching the maximum capacity of 18,064. 



Non-Golden State Warriors Events at Event Center 



The event center would serve as venue for a variety of non-Golden State Warriors events 



throughout the year, including concerts, family shows, other sporting events, and 



conventions/corporate events. As shown in Table 2, approximately 161 non-Golden State 



Warriors game events would occur annually at the event center. 



 Family Shows: It is estimated that the event center will host 55 family shows per year.  



Examples of family shows include Disney on Ice, Disney Live, Harlem Globetrotters, 



and Sesame Street Live. As described in Table 2, family show series would typically occur 



over a five-day block of time (Wednesday through Sunday) during which time as many as 



10 performances total would occur in the daytime and evening periods. Estimated average 



attendance is approximately 5,000 patrons, and estimated maximum attendance is 



approximately 8,200 patrons.   



                                                           
1 For example, as shown below, over the course of the most recent three NBA regular seasons (2010-11 through 2012-13), 88 



percent of Golden State Warriors home games started at 7:30 p.m., 8 percent of homes 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. Preseason and postseason home game start times are variable. 



 
Season 



Regular Season Game Time Start 
1:00 p.m. 5:00 p.m. 6:00 p.m. 7:00 p.m. 7:30 p.m. 



2010-11 1 1 3 1 35 
2011-12 0 0 2 1 30 
2012-13 0 0 4 0 37 



a 2011-12 NBA season was shortened due to delays in signing of collective bargaining agreement between NBA owners and players. 
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 Concerts: It is estimated that the event center will host 45 annual concerts per year.  



Concerts typically occur on Friday and Saturday evenings within a 7:30 p.m. to 10:30 p.m. 



window.  Attendance will vary depending on the artist and stage configuration.  



Estimated average attendance level is 12,500 patrons. The event center design allows for 



an end-stage concert configuration that accommodates up to 14,000 patrons. It is 



estimated that nearly 90 percent of concerts would use the end stage configuration.  



Occasionally, concerts would occur in a 360-degree center-stage configuration which 



would accommodate a maximum attendance of approximately 18,500 patrons. 



However, no more than four center-stage concerts are expected per year. 



 Other Sporting Events: It is estimated that the event center will host 30 non-Warriors 



sporting events per year.  Examples of non- Warriors sporting events include college 



basketball, hockey, boxing, figure skating, arena football, gymnastics, lacrosse, tennis, 



and mixed martial arts. These events could be professional, collegiate or amateur 



competitions. Estimated average attendance for other sporting events 7,000 patrons per 



event, and estimated maximum attendance is 18,064 (consistent with maximum seating 



capacity for Warriors games).  



 Conventions and Conferences: It is estimated that the event center will host 31 events 



annually related to conventions, conferences, cultural events, corporate events, and other 



gatherings, with an estimated average attendance level of 9,000 patrons and maximum 



attendance of 18,500 patrons. 



For smaller events the event center can be configured, and event patron access managed, to 



reduce the perceived bowl volume to create a more intimate experience for the performances.   



Lastly, there would be two small theaters for live theatrical productions near the southeast 



portion of the site. As shown in Table 3, one theater would contain 98 seats and the other 



theater would contain 500 seats. Both theaters could operate independently of each other and 



independently of the event center itself.  The theaters are expected to share a common lobby 



entrance off the open plaza area in the southeast corner of the site. The number of events, 



average attendance, and typical hours of operation for these facilities are detailed in Table 3. 



Construction of the project is anticipated to occur over a 25-27 month period. 











 



 



TABLE 2 



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 Approximately 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 Approximately 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 Approximately 30 7,000 18,064 675 Distributed throughout the year; times variable 



Conventions/Corporate 
Eventsf 



Approximately 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. 











 



 



 



TABLE 2 (Continued) 



EVENT CHARACTERISTICS AT PROPOSED EVENT CENTER 
 



NOTES (cont.) 



 



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 three NBA regular seasons (2010-11 through 2012-13), 88 



percent of Golden State Warriors home games started at 7:30 p.m., 8 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 It is anticipated that 90 percent of annual concerts at the event center would be in the end-stage concert configuration (14,000 maximum capacity) with the remaining 10 percent in a 360-degree configuration 



(18,500 maximum attendance). 
d Examples of family shows include Disney on Ice, Disney Live, Harlem Globetrotters, and Sesame Street Live.  
e Examples of non-Warriors 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, or high school/youth competitions. 
f Examples of Conventions/Corporate Events include conventions, conferences, cultural events, and corporate events.  It is anticipated that the event center would only act as a satellite venue for 



conventions/conferences held primarily at the Moscone Center when an event or speaker cannot be accommodated at that location. 
g The maximum number of conference attendees that could be accommodated at the event center is 18,500.  This requires a configuration similar to a center stage concert (see footnote d). It is anticipated, 



however, that average attendance for Convention/Corporate Events will be 9,000 people. 



 
SOURCE: Golden State Warriors, based on data from Oracle Arena (Oakland), SAP Center (San Jose), and Barclays Center (Brooklyn, New York City), 2013 
  











 



 



TABLE 3 



EVENT CHARACTERISTICS AT PROPOSED SMALL LIVE THEATERS 



Event Type 
Annual Number of  
Shows at Theater 



Attendance Small Theater  
Day-of-Production 



Employment 
Characteristicsa 



Season Production Temporal Characteristics 
Average Maximum 



Show, Community 
(Equity) Theater 



Approximately 150 375 500 26 Distributed throughout 
the year 



Evening show time: ~7:30 p.m. to 10:30pm 



Matinee show time: ~2:00 p.m. to 5:00 p.m. 



 



Monthly Distribution:  ~13 shows per month 



  



Weekly Distribution: ~40% weekdays, 60% weekends 



Show, Non-Equity 
Theater 



Approximately 200 75 98 38 
 



Distributed throughout 
the year 



Evening show time: ~7:30 p.m. to 10:30pm 



Matinee show time: ~2:00 p.m. to 5:00 p.m. 



 



Monthly Distribution:  ~17 shows per month 



  



Weekly Distribution: ~40% weekdays, 60% weekends 



NOTES: 
a  These small live theater day-of-show employee estimates do not include the talent (actors + orchestra), production (management, designers, stagehands, assistants, and show), and operations general 



management (described under Blocks 29-32 Estimates Full Time Employment, below). These estimates also exclude employees of the retail buildings and tenants of the office buildings on-site (described under 



Blocks 29-32 Estimated Full Time Employment, below). Assumes the technical crew would work the performances (spotlights, sound, etc.) and that ushers can also monitor backstage areas and/or bag and coat 



checks. 



 
SOURCE: Golden State Warriors, based on data from local community theaters including the Lesher Center for the Arts, Bankhead Theater, Marin Theater, and Geffen Playhouse (LA), 2014  



 



 



 



 



 











 



 



TABLE 4 



BLOCKS 29-32 ESTIMATED FULL TIME EMPLOYMENTa 



Project Component Full Time Equivalent (FTE) 
Employees  



Golden State Warriors  



(Team Operations and Event Center Management) 
250 



Retailb 366 



Cinemac 10 



Officed 1,710 



Small Live Theaterse 111 



Total 2,447 



a  Please also see Table 2 for separate estimates of day-of-game/event/production staff. 



b Based on San Francisco Planning Department’s Transportation Impact Analysis Guidelines rate of 



350/240/350 (Sit-down/QSR/In-line) gross square feet per full-time equivalent employee.  



c    Based on San Francisco Planning Department’s Transportation Impact Analysis Guidelines rate of 0.023 



employees per seat with approx. 80 sf (leasable) per seat (estimate from Ipic Theaters, 2014).  



d Based on San Francisco Planning Department’s Transportation Impact Analysis Guidelines rate of 276 



gross square feet per full-time equivalent employee. 



e Please also see Table 3 for separate estimates of additional day-of-show operations staff. 



 



SOURCE: Golden State Warriors, Strada Investment Group, 2014 



 













From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Miller, Erin (MTA); Winslow, David (CPC); Arce, Pedro (CII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: GSW Site Visit
Date: Friday, July 18, 2014 6:56:38 AM


Would noon work instead? Jennifer will be joining and noon will be better. Can turn
it into a brown bag meeting.


Thanks


Catherine


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Switzky, Joshua (CPC)"
Date:07/17/2014 5:45 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,"Miller, Erin (MTA)" ,"Winslow, David (CPC)" ,"Arce,
Pedro (CII)"
Subject: RE: GSW Site Visit


Fine with me.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:43 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Winslow, David (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Arce, Pedro (CII)
Subject: RE: GSW Site Visit
 
Josh – would 11AM work for you?  Thanks all
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 2:25 PM
To: Winslow, David (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Arce, Pedro (CII)
Subject: RE: GSW Site Visit
 
Before 2 works best for me
 
Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Development & Transportation Integration



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=619AB48309934C6CBD9C6E781E4D71D9-CATHERINE REILLY
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mailto:david.winslow@sfgov.org

mailto:pedro.arce@sfgov.org
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Urban Planning Initiatives
 
SFMTA|Municipal Transportation Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
 
415.701.5490 (o)
415.971.7429 (m)
 


From: Winslow, David (CPC) [mailto:david.winslow@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 2:16 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine; Miller, Erin; Switzky, Joshua; Arce, Pedro
Subject: RE: GSW Site Visit
 
Free between 11:00 and 3:00
David Winslow Architect, LEED AP
Design Review | Urban Design
Planning Department | City and Country of San Francisco
415-575-9159 |david.winslowl@sfgov.org
 
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 2:03 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC); Arce, Pedro (CII)
Subject: GSW Site Visit
 
Hello all – Could you please let me know when you are available on next Tuesday so that we can tie
down a time to go to Strada’s offices (or confirm the times I wrote down below). 
 


-          Pedro – all day
-          Erin – before 2 and after 3
-          Josh – all day???
-          David – unknown


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: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Re: Available for Warriors Meeting
Date: Friday, July 25, 2014 3:11:57 PM


Yep. 


On Jul 25, 2014, at 2:57 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Tiffany has Commission meeting that afternoon as well.  I feel that John really should
be there for the final blessing and would like to push back that we find a time that
works for him.  If you are ok with it, I’ll work with Phillip to find times that work for the
Big Three that we can give back and maybe Craig can call in or we have him on a video
conference call with the rest in 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/
 


From: Rahaim, John (CPC) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 2:52 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Green, Andrea (CPC); Wong, Phillip (MYR); Nguyen, Lucinda
(CII)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Winslow, David (CPC); Switzky, Joshua
(CPC)
Subject: RE: Available for Warriors Meeting
 
I’m out of the office that day.  David and Josh may be available.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 2:38 PM
To: Green, Andrea (CPC); Wong, Phillip (MYR); Nguyen, Lucinda (CII)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Rahaim, John (CPC)
Subject: Available for Warriors Meeting
 
Andrea/Lucinda/Phillip - Could you please let me know John, Tiffany and Jennifer’s


available the afternoon of Tuesday August 5th from 2.30 onwards?  We need to set up
a large group meeting with the Warriors design team to review the site plan prior to


the August 14th CAC meeting and this is the only time that week that Craig Dykers is
available.  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: Reilly, Catherine (CII) on behalf of Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Miller, Erin (MTA); Winslow, David (CPC); Arce, Pedro (CII)
Subject: RE: GSW Site Visit
Date: Thursday, July 17, 2014 6:05:00 PM


Great – please hold the time and I will confirm with Jesse/Clarke we can have the 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: Switzky, Joshua (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 5:46 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Miller, Erin (MTA); Winslow, David (CPC); Arce, Pedro (CII)
Subject: RE: GSW Site Visit
 
Fine with me.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:43 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Winslow, David (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Arce, Pedro (CII)
Subject: RE: GSW Site Visit
 
Josh – would 11AM work for you?  Thanks all
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 2:25 PM
To: Winslow, David (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Arce, Pedro (CII)
Subject: RE: GSW Site Visit
 
Before 2 works best for me
 
Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Development & Transportation Integration
Urban Planning Initiatives
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SFMTA|Municipal Transportation Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
 
415.701.5490 (o)
415.971.7429 (m)
 


From: Winslow, David (CPC) [mailto:david.winslow@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 2:16 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine; Miller, Erin; Switzky, Joshua; Arce, Pedro
Subject: RE: GSW Site Visit
 
Free between 11:00 and 3:00
David Winslow Architect, LEED AP
Design Review | Urban Design
Planning Department | City and Country of San Francisco
415-575-9159 |david.winslowl@sfgov.org
 
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 2:03 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC); Arce, Pedro (CII)
Subject: GSW Site Visit
 
Hello all – Could you please let me know when you are available on next Tuesday so that we can tie
down a time to go to Strada’s offices (or confirm the times I wrote down below). 
 


-          Pedro – all day
-          Erin – before 2 and after 3
-          Josh – all day???
-          David – unknown


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: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bridges, George (OCII); Lee, Raymond C. (OCII)
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: GSW Pre-Submittal Presentation
Date: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 12:04:29 PM
Attachments: 2014 06 09_Pre-Submittal_Conference_Deck_Final.pdf


Attached is yesterday’s presentation. I’ll leave it to you to share with Ferry for posting.
Responses to Q&A are forthcoming.
Thanks for all your help.
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
101 Mission Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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Project RFQ Pre-Submittal Conference June 9, 2014 



Project Team 
• Rick Welts, President & COO 
• Gail Hunter, Vice President, Public Affairs and Event Management 
• David Kelly, General Counsel 
• David Carlock, Project Executive 
• Ben Draa, Finance & Development Manager 
• Kate Aufhauser, Project Analyst 
• Julia Nunes, Project Coordinator 
• Jesse Blout (Strada Investment Group), Principal 
• Clarke Miller (Strada Investment Group), Senior Vice President 











Project RFQ Pre-Submittal Conference June 9, 2014 



Project Description 
• Arena Development 



oVenue (approximately 18,000 seats) 
oPlaza Areas 



• Ancillary Development 
oOffice Buildings 
oRetail  
o Structured Parking 



• Anticipated design phase: Summer 2014 – Spring 2016 
• Anticipated construction phase of 24 months 











Project RFQ Pre-Submittal Conference June 9, 2014 



Bidding Process 
• This bidding process is for Professional Design, 



Engineering, and Consulting Services only. 
oMany A&E disciplines are specific to the Arena OR Ancillary Development 



oMost disciplines will be subconsultants to the Architect of Record 



o Full and partnership opportunities are available for SBEs and LBEs 



oConstruction Services will be bid separately 
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Arena Design Team 



Senior Design Advisor Arena Architect of Record Arena Design Architect 











Project RFQ Pre-Submittal Conference June 9, 2014 



SBE Program Goals 



• First preference given to San Francisco-based firms 



• SBE/LBE firms certified with the State of California, Federal, and 
other local jurisdictions are also encouraged to apply 



• http://sfgsa.org/index.aspx?page=5364 or contact 
George.Bridges@sfgov.org  



• Firms with valid certifications as MBE, WBE, SBE, or LBE will be 
recognized 



• Project has a 50% Small Business Enterprise (SBE) participation 
goal for professional services 





http://sfgsa.org/index.aspx?page=5364
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Project RFQ Pre-Submittal Conference June 9, 2014 



Key RFQ Dates 
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 











Project RFQ Pre-Submittal Conference June 9, 2014 



Selection Criteria to Advance to RFP 
• Firms must satisfy the following minimum standards: 



• Applicable business and professional licenses in good standing 
• Insurance in good standing 
• Ability to use 2D & 3D modeling software, including AutoCAD, Revit, 3d Studio 



Max, and Rhino. All construction documents will be prepared using Revit. 



• Firms will be selected for the RFP Shortlist based on the following criteria: 
• Strength of qualifications to undertake the scope of services (30 points) 
• Experience working with OCII and City of San Francisco (10 points) 
• Individual team members’ experience with projects of similar size/scope (30 points) 
• Professional references from developers, general contractors, architects (10 points) 
• Other criteria deemed to be in best interest of the Project and/or Owner (20 points) 











Project RFQ Pre-Submittal Conference June 9, 2014 



Key RFP Dates* 



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



Notifications of Project Award (Group 1) Between July 2014 and February 2015** 



* Group 1 and Group 2 apply only to the Request for Proposals process. All 
interested firms must submit a response to the RFQ to be considered. 



Proposals Requested from Shortlisted Firms (Group 2) Anticipated Fall 2014** 



Notifications of Project Award (Group 2) Between November 2014 and April 2015** 



** Varies depending on discipline. All consultants will be notified if they are not 
shortlisted to submit a proposal. 











Project RFQ Pre-Submittal Conference June 9, 2014 



RFQ Response Submittal 



• For firms applying to multiple disciplines, please submit one distinct application per discipline 



 
• Step 1: General information 



• Fill out form electronically at www.warriors.com/sf/contracts  
• Complete submissions will display a confirmation message 



• Two-step electronic submittal process 



 
• Step 2: Attachments 



• Email attachments as one (1) PDF file to contracts@warriors.com 
• Mark all pages with firm name 
• Name files according to convention: “Firm_Discipline.pdf” 
• Maximum 10 pages 
• Firms will receive a receipt confirmation 
• Each firm is responsible for checking that the application is complete prior to submission 



• For firms currently filing for LBE certification, please include the application submission date 





http://www.warriors.com/sf/contracts
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Project RFQ Pre-Submittal Conference June 9, 2014 



RFQ Response 
A complete response will include: 
• Prior experience description  



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



• No more than three examples; each example should be no more than one page 



• List of projects working with the OCII, SF Department of Building Inspection, and/or other San 
Francisco agencies 



• 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 



• Evidence of License in the State of California, if applicable 



• List of professional licenses, accreditation and memberships within the firm 



• A statement of available insurance 



• Professional references from two (2) developers, two (2) general contractors, and two (2) architects 
• Please include names and contact details 



• Proof of SBE and/or LBE status in San Francisco, if applicable 
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Q&A 
• Addenda to the RFQ will be issued to all parties and 



posted on the OCII website with the RFQ. Updates will 
include:  



• Questions, answers, and sign-in sheets from today’s pre-
submittal conference  



• Answers to questions received between June 9 and Friday, 
June 13, 5:00PM (deadline to submit questions)  



• All additional updates and clarifications as needed 
• OCII: http://www.sfredevelopment.org/index.aspx?page=127 



• No answers alter the terms and dates in the RFQ 
 





http://www.sfredevelopment.org/index.aspx?page=127
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Additional Questions? 
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Group 1 Disciplines  
 Archaeology Architect (Office/Retail Design) 



Building Enclosure (Curtain Wall 
and Waterproofing) 



Accessibility Architect (Office/Retail Interiors) Civil Engineering 



Acoustical/AV/Theatrical Design 
(Small Theater) 



Architect of Record (Arena) 
Code and Wayfinding 
Signage/Environmental Graphics 
Design 



Acoustical/Broadcast/Sound/AV/A
ccess Control and Video 
Surveillance/Data/Telecom/Struct
ure Cabling System (Arena) 



Architect of Record 
(Office/Retail/Parking) 



Code Consultant 



Architect (Arena Design) Architectural Model Making Design Consultant 



Architect (Arena Interiors) 
Architectural Rendering 
Production 



Fire Life Safety and CFD Analysis 



Architect (Landscape) BMCS (Building Controls) 
Food Service/Kitchen Equipment 
Design (Arena) 
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Group 1 Disciplines, Con’t  
Geotechnical Engineering 



MEP Engineering 
(Office/Retail/Parking) 



Structural Engineering 
(Office/Retail/Parking) 



Graphic Reproduction Parking Design Survey 



Graphics & Signage 
Pedestrian and Vehicular Legion 
Modeling 



Sustainability 



Ice Floor Consulting Security System Design Vertical Transportation 



LEED Commissioning Seismic Analysis Waste Management and Recycling 



Lighting Design Specialty Lighting (Arena) 



MEP Engineering (Arena) Structural Engineering (Arena) 
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Group 2 Disciplines  
Art Consultant 



MEP Peer Review 



Structural Engineering Peer Review 



Testing and Inspection 



Acoustical (Office/Retail) 



Building Maintenance 



Data/Telecom (Office) 



Risk Assessment 
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Julia Nunes; Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Re: CAC Agenda
Date: Thursday, July 10, 2014 8:57:44 AM


Catherine, can you send us the agenda for tonight's CAC? Apparently it hasn't been posted to the
website yet.
Thanks,
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


> On Jul 10, 2014, at 8:53 AM, "Julia Nunes" <jnunes@warriors.com> wrote:
>
> Yes I have. Maybe they haven't posted it yet. Thanks.
>
>> On 7/10/14 8:49 AM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
>>
>> No, it should be on the OCII website though. Have you checked?
>>
>> Clarke Miller
>> Strada Investment Group
>>
>>> On Jul 10, 2014, at 8:48 AM, "Julia Nunes" <jnunes@warriors.com> wrote:
>>>
>>> Hi Clarke,
>>>
>>> Do you have the agenda for tonight's CAC meeting? Gail would like to
>>> see it.
>>>
>>> Thank you,
>>> Julia
>
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Winslow, David (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Arce, Pedro (CII)
Subject: RE: GSW Site Visit
Date: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:42:00 PM


Josh – would 11AM work for you?  Thanks all
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 2:25 PM
To: Winslow, David (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Arce, Pedro (CII)
Subject: RE: GSW Site Visit
 
Before 2 works best for me
 
Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Development & Transportation Integration
Urban Planning Initiatives
 
SFMTA|Municipal Transportation Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
 
415.701.5490 (o)
415.971.7429 (m)
 


From: Winslow, David (CPC) [mailto:david.winslow@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 2:16 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine; Miller, Erin; Switzky, Joshua; Arce, Pedro
Subject: RE: GSW Site Visit
 
Free between 11:00 and 3:00
David Winslow Architect, LEED AP
Design Review | Urban Design
Planning Department | City and Country of San Francisco
415-575-9159 |david.winslowl@sfgov.org
 
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
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Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 2:03 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC); Arce, Pedro (CII)
Subject: GSW Site Visit
 
Hello all – Could you please let me know when you are available on next Tuesday so that we can tie
down a time to go to Strada’s offices (or confirm the times I wrote down below). 
 


-          Pedro – all day
-          Erin – before 2 and after 3
-          Josh – all day???
-          David – unknown


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 (CII)
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: GSW Questions
Date: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 5:59:00 PM


Jennifer – I had a couple favors to ask you.
 
#1 – Lila is working on the budget and we are also thinking about the structure to get folks paid.  The
less that has to come through us is best (lack of MOUs and with dissolution running money through
us has extra layers of complexity).  We are going to talk with Merrick at OEWD, but wanted to see if
you know if we could bill the Warriors for OEWD’s work, but have them cut you a check directly. 
The City Attorney is able to do that, but some departments have a harder time accepting money, so
wasn’t sure about OEWD.  Also, if you have any comments on the draft budget that Lila sent over
last week, let us know.
 
#2 – I need to put together a more detailed schedule and am running short staffed.  Would anyone
from your staff that is good with excel or Project be available to help mock something up with my
help.  This is the draft internal/not for distribute schedule that we discussed.
 
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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
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From: Thor Kaslofsky
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Can we chat tmrw about MB talking points (Warriors, Giants lot 337) for the investor tour this Thurs?
Date: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 8:57:42 AM


Perfect, thanks!
Best regards,
Thor


=======================================
Thor Kaslofsky
Project Manager, Hunters Point Shipyard
Successor Agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness, 5th Floor
San Francisco, California 94103
Thor.Kaslofsky@sfgov.org
(415) 749-2464 Office
(415) 749-2585 Fax
======================================


From: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
Date: Tue, 3 Jun 2014 15:37:31 +0000
To: Kaslofsky, Thor (OCII)<thor.kaslofsky@sfgov.org>
Subject: RE: Can we chat tmrw about MB talking points (Warriors, Giants lot 337)
for the investor tour this Thurs?


Sure – Here is a 1 page summary.  As you drive down 3rd going south after the creek, you will pass
SWL337/Giants Lot A/Mission Rock on the left, which is the Port project I don’t have the details on
(mini-MB with a mix of residential/office/retail).  On the right will be Block 1 – vacant site - which
will be 350 market-rate units with a 250 hotel (both in design stage).  On the right after the vacant
site will be 315 newly completed market rate units in the brown brick, and you can say we just
finished about 500 residential units in the last few months in MB with another 1000 under
construction and another 200 affordable to start construction by the end of the year.
 
Continuing south on the left, after the vacant SWL337, will be the new police headquarters/police
and fire state – Public Safety Building.  After that on the left is the newest BOSA building with 329
condos that sold like hot cakes (Bosa has its last MB project under construction now since this
project sold so quickly).  Then once you pass the park after the condos you have UCSF on the right
and private biotech/office on the left.  The vacant land on the left after the green and orange office
building is the salesforce property (all vacant land on the left until you hit Mariposa).  The first two
blocks before you his South Street (tucked south of the existing office building and the blank
concrete block wall) are Blocks 26/27, which are for sale for 423K sf of office/biotech.  Then when
you pass South Street (the muni stop) where the vacant land goes over to the bay, that is the
Warriors site (1M sf of arena and office/retail).  You still have UCSF on the right.
 


Finally, you cross 16th street and you will have the remaining Salesforce land on the left (500K sf
being bought by UCSF for medical office/office/research), and there is the new UCSF 289-bed
hospital on the right, that will open in February 2015.  They won’t be able to see it, but the Block 40
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that Kilroy just bought is on the other side of the hospital against the freeway – with that sale and
the salesforce land, all the remaining market-rate property in MB is now in play for development. 
Once you cross over Mariposa, you are done with MB.
 
Let me know if you need anything else, otherwise, that should keep them (and you) busy for your 2
minutes of 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: Kaslofsky, Thor (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 12:34 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Can we chat tmrw about MB talking points (Warriors, Giants lot 337) for the investor tour this
Thurs?
 
 
 
 
Best regards,
Thor


=======================================
Thor Kaslofsky
Project Manager, Hunters Point Shipyard
Successor Agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency 
One South Van Ness, 5th Floor
San Francisco, California 94103
Thor.Kaslofsky@sfgov.org
(415) 749-2464 Office
(415) 749-2585 Fax
Website: http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
======================================
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From: Arce, Pedro (CII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: GSW Site Visit
Date: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:09:59 PM


Confirmed; just let me know the time so as for me to go directly to Strada’s office in case it is by 9.30
AM.
By the way, please give me the address for Strada’s office.


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 2:03 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC); Arce, Pedro (CII)
Subject: GSW Site Visit
 
Hello all – Could you please let me know when you are available on next Tuesday so that we can tie
down a time to go to Strada’s offices (or confirm the times I wrote down below). 
 


-          Pedro – all day
-          Erin – before 2 and after 3
-          Josh – all day???
-          David – unknown


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=CC7ECEFC185F4C7A9D6989E36A9EDDB7-PEDRO ARCE

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: FW: GSW Development - Preliminary Project Description
Date: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 5:12:00 PM
Attachments: image001.png


GSW_MissionBay_ArenaDevelopment_Preliminary_PD_2014.07.02.pdf
Importance: High


Brett – do you have time to help set up a meeting/conference call with the internal attendees of
next Wednesday’s meeting to discuss the PD prior to meeting with the Warriors?  Tuesday may be a
good time (I’m cc-ing Jennifer since she has the harder schedule).
 
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: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 5:08 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Kern, Chris (CPC);
Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Gary Oates; Paul Mitchell; 'Chris Mitchell';
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Miller, Erin (MTA)
Cc: Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com); Jesse Blout; David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com); David Kelly; Murphy, Mary G.; 'Sekhri, Neil'
Subject: GSW Development - Preliminary Project Description 
Importance: High
 
Team,
 
Please see the attached project description for the new event center and ancillary development on
Blocks 29-32. Based on the information provided, we look forward to discussing the implications for
the SEIR analysis next Wednesday.
 
Enjoy the holiday weekend.
 
Best,
Kate
 
 
Kate Aufhauser Project Analyst
Golden State Warriors
Direct 510.986.5419
Cell 202.230.2642
1011 Broadway | Oakland, CA | 94607



mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org

mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=b2161cda984e436b919fd2b738c5e13d-Jennifer Entine Matz

mailto:phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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Project Name: GSW Mission Bay Multi-Purpose Event Center & Ancillary Development 



Project Applicant: David Kelly 



         GSW Arena LLC 



       1011 Broadway 



         Oakland, CA 94607 



     



Project Location: Blocks 29-32, Mission Bay South Project Area, San Francisco, CA 



Project Description: 



The Golden State Warriors organization (“Owner”) proposes to develop an approximately 12-



acre project located in San Francisco (the “Project”) on land referred to as Blocks 29, 30, 31, and 



32 in the Mission Bay South Project Area (the “Site”). The Project consists of a new 



approximately 18,000-seat multi-purpose event center and ancillary development including 



multiple office buildings, retail, restaurants, structured parking, plaza areas, and other 



amenities. The event center would host the Golden State Warriors basketball team during the 



National Basketball Association (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. 



The rectangular site is bound by Third Street to the west, South Street to the north, Terry 



Francois Boulevard to the east, and 16th Street to the south, as shown in an aerial map of the 



project site in Exhibit A – Location Map. It should be noted that Terry Francois Boulevard will 



be relocated by FOCIL to align with the eastern edge of Blocks 30 and 32. 



Exhibit A – Location Map 
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The site plan would be configured as follows: 



 The proposed event center would be located in the central-east portion of the site. 



 Two office buildings would be located on the west side of the site at the corner of Third 



Street and South Street (northwest corner of site) and at the corner of Third Street and 



16th Street (southwest corner of site) 



 Retail would occupy multiple areas of the site, including the lower floor(s) of the office 



buildings, within or adjacent to certain plaza-facing areas of the event center, and along 



Terry Francois Boulevard and South Street 



 Multiple levels of enclosed parking would be located below the office buildings and 



plaza areas 



 Two small theaters would be located close to the southeast corner of the site 



 Large open plaza areas would be located on the west side of the multi-purpose event 



center and in the southeastern portion of the site, connected by a ramp wrapping around 



the exterior along the north and eastern-sides of the multi-purpose event center.  



Bicyclists will be encouraged to arrive to the site via the planned two-way bicycle facility on 



Terry Francois Boulevard. Once at the site, the Project will have ample on-site bicycle parking 



including a 300+ bicycle valet facility on the east side of the arena across from the P22 park. 



Private vehicles have access to the area via Interstate 280, Highway 101, and surface streets. 



There will be approximately 750 stalls located in an on-site parking structure with below-grade 



parking and at-grade/below-podium levels, all concealed from the public’s view.  Access to the 



on-site parking structure will be off of 16th Street across from Illinois and off of South Street 



across from Bridgeview Way. The 16th Street entry will also provide truck access to the seven 



truck stalls at the below-grade loading docks. 



The site is also accessible by a number of public transit options. The closest MUNI passenger 



platforms to Blocks 29-32 are at the intersection of Third and South Streets. Caltrain and 



multiple bus and shuttle lines provide stops at or near the site.   



The plan shown as Exhibit B – Conceptual Design Site Plan – illustrates the overall design 



concept for the Project. 



 



Exhibit B – Conceptual Design Site Plan 
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The key characteristics of the Project components are shown in Table 1 below. 



Table 1 – Summary of Proposed Project Components 



Project Component Characteristic 



Blocks 29-32 



Event Center Basketball Seating Capacity 18,064 seats 



Size (GSF)a 



Event Centerb 



Small Theaters 
Office Buildings 
Retail Spacec 



Parking and Loading 
Total Building Area 



 
714,000 



21,000 
611,000 



65,000 
__336,000 
1,747,000 GSF 



Heightd/Levels  
Event Center  
Office Buildings  
Retail 



 
135 feet 



90 foot podium and 160 foot tower/ 6 and 9 levels 
 26 feet (Northeast corner) + within ground floor of Office Bldgs 



Parking Spaces 250 stalls at-grade (under podium) 
500 stalls below-grade 



7 truck docks below-grade  



Vehicular Access  Access point for trucks and cars on 16th Street at Illinois Street 
Access point for cars on South Street at Bridgeview Way 



 



NOTES: 



 GSF = gross square feet. GSF includes amenity spaces, support spaces and circulation associated with each use, and excludes balconies, terraces, 



landscaped podiums and roofs. 
 



a   GSF includes actual gsf of project without exclusions used to determine “gross floor area” under the Mission Bay South Design for Development 



b  Includes Practice Facility, GSW Offices 
c  Proposed retail uses are approximately 67% restaurant (one-half sit-down restaurant and one-half quick-service restaurant) and 33% soft goods retail 
d  Excludes unoccupied top floor level with mechanical equipment. 



 



SOURCE: Manica Architecture, 2014 



 



Blocks 29-32 Operations 



Under the project, the event center at Blocks 29-32 would serve as the new venue for the Golden 



State Warriors home games, 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. All existing Golden State Warriors operations, including management offices and 



practice facility, would relocate from their existing facilities in Oakland to the event center.  The 



proposed retail on Blocks 29-32 would operate year-round, independent of the event center 



operations. The following provides additional information for each of the proposed new 



operational components at Blocks 29-32. 



Event Center Programming 



Table 2 presents summary characteristics of proposed events at the event center, including 



anticipated event type, annual quantity, average event attendance, estimated event center day-



of-event employment, and temporal description of events. 











5 



 



Golden State Warriors Games  



As shown in Table 2, under the project the Golden State Warriors would host two to three 



preseason basketball games (in mid- to late October) and 41 regular season basketball games 



(from late October to mid-April) at the event center.  If the Golden State Warriors reach the 



postseason, they would host anywhere from two to 16 playoff games (from mid-April to mid-



June). The large majority of Golden State Warriors home basketball games would start at 



7:30 p.m. and conclude between 10:00 pm and 10:30 pm.1 Home games would be evenly split 



between weekdays and weekends.  The home game schedule at the proposed event center 



would be similar to the Warriors schedule at Oracle Arena, the team’s existing home venue in 



Oakland.  



As described above, the maximum basketball seating capacity at the event center would be 



18,064, less than the maximum basketball seating capacity of approximately 19,600 at Oracle 



Arena. The average basketball attendance levels at the proposed event center are estimated to 



be approximately 17,000 during the regular season, with regular season and post-season 



attendance reaching the maximum capacity of 18,064. 



Non-Golden State Warriors Events at Event Center 



The event center would serve as venue for a variety of non-Golden State Warriors events 



throughout the year, including concerts, family shows, other sporting events, and 



conventions/corporate events. As shown in Table 2, approximately 161 non-Golden State 



Warriors game events would occur annually at the event center. 



 Family Shows: It is estimated that the event center will host 55 family shows per year.  



Examples of family shows include Disney on Ice, Disney Live, Harlem Globetrotters, 



and Sesame Street Live. As described in Table 2, family show series would typically occur 



over a five-day block of time (Wednesday through Sunday) during which time as many as 



10 performances total would occur in the daytime and evening periods. Estimated average 



attendance is approximately 5,000 patrons, and estimated maximum attendance is 



approximately 8,200 patrons.   



 Concerts: It is estimated that the event center will host 45 annual concerts per year.  



Concerts typically occur on Friday and Saturday evenings within a 7:30 p.m. to 10:30 p.m. 



window.  Attendance will vary depending on the artist and stage configuration.  



Estimated average attendance level is 12,500 patrons. The event center design allows for 



an end-stage concert configuration that accommodates up to 14,000 patrons. It is 



estimated that nearly 90 percent of concerts would use the end stage configuration.  



Occasionally, concerts would occur in a 360-degree center-stage configuration which 



                                                           
1 For example, as shown below, over the course of the most recent three NBA regular seasons (2010-11 through 2012-13), 88 



percent of Golden State Warriors home games started at 7:30 p.m., 8 percent of homes 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. Preseason and postseason home game start times are variable. 



 
Season 



Regular Season Game Time Start 
1:00 p.m. 5:00 p.m. 6:00 p.m. 7:00 p.m. 7:30 p.m. 



2010-11 1 1 3 1 35 
2011-12 0 0 2 1 30 
2012-13 0 0 4 0 37 



a 2011-12 NBA season was shortened due to delays in signing of collective bargaining agreement between NBA owners and players. 
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would accommodate a maximum attendance of approximately 18,500 patrons. 



However, no more than four center-stage concerts are expected per year. 



 Other Sporting Events: It is estimated that the event center will host 30 non-Warriors 



sporting events per year.  Examples of non- Warriors sporting events include college 



basketball, hockey, boxing, figure skating, arena football, gymnastics, lacrosse, tennis, 



and mixed martial arts. These events could be professional, collegiate or amateur 



competitions. Estimated average attendance for other sporting events 7,000 patrons per 



event, and estimated maximum attendance is 18,064 (consistent with maximum seating 



capacity for Warriors games).  



 Conventions and Conferences: It is estimated that the event center will host 31 events 



annually related to conventions, conferences, cultural events, corporate events, and other 



gatherings, with an estimated average attendance level of 9,000 patrons and maximum 



attendance of 18,500 patrons. 



For smaller events the event center can be configured, and event patron access managed, to 



reduce the perceived bowl volume to create a more intimate experience for the performances.   



Lastly, there would be two small theaters near the southeast portion of the site. One theater 



would contain approximately 350 seats and the other theater would contain 99 seats. Both 



theaters could operate independently of each other and independently of the event center itself.  



The theaters are expected to share a common lobby entrance off the open plaza area in the 



southeast corner of the site. The number of events, average attendance, and typical hours of 



operation are under review and will be shared shortly. 



Construction of the project is anticipated to occur over a 25-27 month period.











 



 



TABLE 2 



EVENT CHARACTERISTICS AT PROPOSED EVENT CENTER 



Event Type 



Annual Number of  
Games/Events at  



Event Center 



Attendance 



Season Game/Event Temporal Characteristics Average Maximum 



Golden State Warriors 
Basketball Home Games 



2 to 3 preseason home 
games 



11,000 18,064 2 weeks mid-October Regular Season game time: 7:30 p.m. to ~9:40 p.m.a 
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 late October to mid-April 



 0 to16 post season home 
games 



18,000 18,064 mid-April to mid-June 



Concerts Approximately 45 12,500 14,000 to 
18,500b 



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 Showsc Approximately 55  5,000 8,200 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 Eventsd  Approximately 30 7,000 18,064 distributed throughout the year; times variable 



Conventions/Corporate 
Eventse 



Approximately 31 9,000 18,500f distributed throughout the year; times variable 



NOTES: 
a  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 three NBA regular seasons (2010-11 through 2012-13), 88 



percent of Golden State Warriors home games started at 7:30 p.m., 8 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.  



 











 



 



TABLE 2 (Continued) 



EVENT CHARACTERISTICS AT PROPOSED EVENT CENTER 
 



NOTES (cont.) 
b It is anticipated that 90 percent of annual concerts at the event center would be in the end-stage concert configuration (14,000 maximum capacity) with the remaining 10 percent in a 360-degree configuration 



(18,500 maximum attendance). 
c Examples of family shows include Disney on Ice, Disney Live, Harlem Globetrotters, and Sesame Street Live.  
d Examples of non-Warriors 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, or high school/youth competitions. 
e Examples of Conventions/Corporate Events include conventions, conferences, cultural events, and corporate events.  It is anticipated that the event center would only act as a satellite venue for 



conventions/conferences held primarily at the Moscone Center when an event or speaker cannot be accommodated at that location. 
f The maximum number of conference attendees that could be accommodated at the event center is 18,500.  This requires a configuration similar to a center stage concert (see footnote d). It is anticipated, however, that 



average attendance for Convention/Corporate Events will be 9,000 people. 



 
SOURCE: Golden State Warriors, based on data from Oracle Arena (Oakland), SAP Center (San Jose), and Barclays Center (Brooklyn, New York City), 2013 



 












 








From: Clarke Miller
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); kaufhauser@warriors.com
Subject: Re: Check In
Date: Wednesday, July 09, 2014 12:06:49 AM


Jen, does 9:30am PT work for you? 


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On Jul 8, 2014, at 7:25 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


I can talk before 10. 


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: Clarke Miller
Date:07/08/2014 7:05 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" ,"Matz, Jennifer (MYR)"
Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com
Subject: RE: Check In


We actually weren’t able to connect. I can talk tomorrow between 9:30-10:30am if
that’s convenient for either of you.
Clarke
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 08, 2014 7:04 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com
Subject: RE: Check In
 
Sorry I wasn't able to join in on the call. See you all tomorrow.
 
Catherine
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Clarke Miller
Date:07/08/2014 3:50 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)"
Cc: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" ,kaufhauser@warriors.com
Subject: RE: Check In



mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=b2161cda984e436b919fd2b738c5e13d-Jennifer Entine Matz

mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com

mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com





 
Ok, calling back in now.
 
From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) [mailto:jennifer.matz@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 08, 2014 3:49 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); kaufhauser@warriors.com
Subject: Re: Check In
 
I was on! Happy to call in now. 


On Jul 8, 2014, at 3:44 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:


We'll drop for now. Let us know if/when you have time to hop back
on. We have a 4-6pm meeting, but one of us can jump out of that to
get back on the phone with you. 


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On Jul 8, 2014, at 3:25 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


My 2.30 meeting is running late so please don't wait for
me to talk. Thanks and sorry.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone



mailto:[mailto:jennifer.matz@sfgov.org]

mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com
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From: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Miller, Erin (MTA); Winslow, David (CPC); Arce, Pedro (CII)
Subject: RE: GSW Site Visit
Date: Thursday, July 17, 2014 5:45:45 PM


Fine with me.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:43 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Winslow, David (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Arce, Pedro (CII)
Subject: RE: GSW Site Visit
 
Josh – would 11AM work for you?  Thanks all
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 2:25 PM
To: Winslow, David (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Arce, Pedro (CII)
Subject: RE: GSW Site Visit
 
Before 2 works best for me
 
Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Development & Transportation Integration
Urban Planning Initiatives
 
SFMTA|Municipal Transportation Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
 
415.701.5490 (o)
415.971.7429 (m)
 


From: Winslow, David (CPC) [mailto:david.winslow@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 2:16 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine; Miller, Erin; Switzky, Joshua; Arce, Pedro
Subject: RE: GSW Site Visit
 
Free between 11:00 and 3:00
David Winslow Architect, LEED AP
Design Review | Urban Design



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=EB8C9358E8A64753924516E9F7D79D44-JOSHUA SWITZKY

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org
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mailto:david.winslow@sfgov.org

mailto:pedro.arce@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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Planning Department | City and Country of San Francisco
415-575-9159 |david.winslowl@sfgov.org
 
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 2:03 PM
To: Miller, Erin (MTA); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC); Arce, Pedro (CII)
Subject: GSW Site Visit
 
Hello all – Could you please let me know when you are available on next Tuesday so that we can tie
down a time to go to Strada’s offices (or confirm the times I wrote down below). 
 


-          Pedro – all day
-          Erin – before 2 and after 3
-          Josh – all day???
-          David – unknown


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:david.winslowl@sfgov.org
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: FW: GSW Development - Preliminary Project Description
Date: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 5:12:00 PM
Attachments: image001.png


GSW_MissionBay_ArenaDevelopment_Preliminary_PD_2014.07.02.pdf
Importance: High


Brett – do you have time to help set up a meeting/conference call with the internal attendees of
next Wednesday’s meeting to discuss the PD prior to meeting with the Warriors?  Tuesday may be a
good time (I’m cc-ing Jennifer since she has the harder schedule).
 
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: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 5:08 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Kern, Chris (CPC);
Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Gary Oates; Paul Mitchell; 'Chris Mitchell';
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Miller, Erin (MTA)
Cc: Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com); Jesse Blout; David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com); David Kelly; Murphy, Mary G.; 'Sekhri, Neil'
Subject: GSW Development - Preliminary Project Description 
Importance: High
 
Team,
 
Please see the attached project description for the new event center and ancillary development on
Blocks 29-32. Based on the information provided, we look forward to discussing the implications for
the SEIR analysis next Wednesday.
 
Enjoy the holiday weekend.
 
Best,
Kate
 
 
Kate Aufhauser Project Analyst
Golden State Warriors
Direct 510.986.5419
Cell 202.230.2642
1011 Broadway | Oakland, CA | 94607



mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org

mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=b2161cda984e436b919fd2b738c5e13d-Jennifer Entine Matz
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Project Name: GSW Mission Bay Multi-Purpose Event Center & Ancillary Development 



Project Applicant: David Kelly 



         GSW Arena LLC 



       1011 Broadway 



         Oakland, CA 94607 



     



Project Location: Blocks 29-32, Mission Bay South Project Area, San Francisco, CA 



Project Description: 



The Golden State Warriors organization (“Owner”) proposes to develop an approximately 12-



acre project located in San Francisco (the “Project”) on land referred to as Blocks 29, 30, 31, and 



32 in the Mission Bay South Project Area (the “Site”). The Project consists of a new 



approximately 18,000-seat multi-purpose event center and ancillary development including 



multiple office buildings, retail, restaurants, structured parking, plaza areas, and other 



amenities. The event center would host the Golden State Warriors basketball team during the 



National Basketball Association (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. 



The rectangular site is bound by Third Street to the west, South Street to the north, Terry 



Francois Boulevard to the east, and 16th Street to the south, as shown in an aerial map of the 



project site in Exhibit A – Location Map. It should be noted that Terry Francois Boulevard will 



be relocated by FOCIL to align with the eastern edge of Blocks 30 and 32. 



Exhibit A – Location Map 
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The site plan would be configured as follows: 



 The proposed event center would be located in the central-east portion of the site. 



 Two office buildings would be located on the west side of the site at the corner of Third 



Street and South Street (northwest corner of site) and at the corner of Third Street and 



16th Street (southwest corner of site) 



 Retail would occupy multiple areas of the site, including the lower floor(s) of the office 



buildings, within or adjacent to certain plaza-facing areas of the event center, and along 



Terry Francois Boulevard and South Street 



 Multiple levels of enclosed parking would be located below the office buildings and 



plaza areas 



 Two small theaters would be located close to the southeast corner of the site 



 Large open plaza areas would be located on the west side of the multi-purpose event 



center and in the southeastern portion of the site, connected by a ramp wrapping around 



the exterior along the north and eastern-sides of the multi-purpose event center.  



Bicyclists will be encouraged to arrive to the site via the planned two-way bicycle facility on 



Terry Francois Boulevard. Once at the site, the Project will have ample on-site bicycle parking 



including a 300+ bicycle valet facility on the east side of the arena across from the P22 park. 



Private vehicles have access to the area via Interstate 280, Highway 101, and surface streets. 



There will be approximately 750 stalls located in an on-site parking structure with below-grade 



parking and at-grade/below-podium levels, all concealed from the public’s view.  Access to the 



on-site parking structure will be off of 16th Street across from Illinois and off of South Street 



across from Bridgeview Way. The 16th Street entry will also provide truck access to the seven 



truck stalls at the below-grade loading docks. 



The site is also accessible by a number of public transit options. The closest MUNI passenger 



platforms to Blocks 29-32 are at the intersection of Third and South Streets. Caltrain and 



multiple bus and shuttle lines provide stops at or near the site.   



The plan shown as Exhibit B – Conceptual Design Site Plan – illustrates the overall design 



concept for the Project. 



 



Exhibit B – Conceptual Design Site Plan 
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The key characteristics of the Project components are shown in Table 1 below. 



Table 1 – Summary of Proposed Project Components 



Project Component Characteristic 



Blocks 29-32 



Event Center Basketball Seating Capacity 18,064 seats 



Size (GSF)a 



Event Centerb 



Small Theaters 
Office Buildings 
Retail Spacec 



Parking and Loading 
Total Building Area 



 
714,000 



21,000 
611,000 



65,000 
__336,000 
1,747,000 GSF 



Heightd/Levels  
Event Center  
Office Buildings  
Retail 



 
135 feet 



90 foot podium and 160 foot tower/ 6 and 9 levels 
 26 feet (Northeast corner) + within ground floor of Office Bldgs 



Parking Spaces 250 stalls at-grade (under podium) 
500 stalls below-grade 



7 truck docks below-grade  



Vehicular Access  Access point for trucks and cars on 16th Street at Illinois Street 
Access point for cars on South Street at Bridgeview Way 



 



NOTES: 



 GSF = gross square feet. GSF includes amenity spaces, support spaces and circulation associated with each use, and excludes balconies, terraces, 



landscaped podiums and roofs. 
 



a   GSF includes actual gsf of project without exclusions used to determine “gross floor area” under the Mission Bay South Design for Development 



b  Includes Practice Facility, GSW Offices 
c  Proposed retail uses are approximately 67% restaurant (one-half sit-down restaurant and one-half quick-service restaurant) and 33% soft goods retail 
d  Excludes unoccupied top floor level with mechanical equipment. 



 



SOURCE: Manica Architecture, 2014 



 



Blocks 29-32 Operations 



Under the project, the event center at Blocks 29-32 would serve as the new venue for the Golden 



State Warriors home games, 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. All existing Golden State Warriors operations, including management offices and 



practice facility, would relocate from their existing facilities in Oakland to the event center.  The 



proposed retail on Blocks 29-32 would operate year-round, independent of the event center 



operations. The following provides additional information for each of the proposed new 



operational components at Blocks 29-32. 



Event Center Programming 



Table 2 presents summary characteristics of proposed events at the event center, including 



anticipated event type, annual quantity, average event attendance, estimated event center day-



of-event employment, and temporal description of events. 
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Golden State Warriors Games  



As shown in Table 2, under the project the Golden State Warriors would host two to three 



preseason basketball games (in mid- to late October) and 41 regular season basketball games 



(from late October to mid-April) at the event center.  If the Golden State Warriors reach the 



postseason, they would host anywhere from two to 16 playoff games (from mid-April to mid-



June). The large majority of Golden State Warriors home basketball games would start at 



7:30 p.m. and conclude between 10:00 pm and 10:30 pm.1 Home games would be evenly split 



between weekdays and weekends.  The home game schedule at the proposed event center 



would be similar to the Warriors schedule at Oracle Arena, the team’s existing home venue in 



Oakland.  



As described above, the maximum basketball seating capacity at the event center would be 



18,064, less than the maximum basketball seating capacity of approximately 19,600 at Oracle 



Arena. The average basketball attendance levels at the proposed event center are estimated to 



be approximately 17,000 during the regular season, with regular season and post-season 



attendance reaching the maximum capacity of 18,064. 



Non-Golden State Warriors Events at Event Center 



The event center would serve as venue for a variety of non-Golden State Warriors events 



throughout the year, including concerts, family shows, other sporting events, and 



conventions/corporate events. As shown in Table 2, approximately 161 non-Golden State 



Warriors game events would occur annually at the event center. 



 Family Shows: It is estimated that the event center will host 55 family shows per year.  



Examples of family shows include Disney on Ice, Disney Live, Harlem Globetrotters, 



and Sesame Street Live. As described in Table 2, family show series would typically occur 



over a five-day block of time (Wednesday through Sunday) during which time as many as 



10 performances total would occur in the daytime and evening periods. Estimated average 



attendance is approximately 5,000 patrons, and estimated maximum attendance is 



approximately 8,200 patrons.   



 Concerts: It is estimated that the event center will host 45 annual concerts per year.  



Concerts typically occur on Friday and Saturday evenings within a 7:30 p.m. to 10:30 p.m. 



window.  Attendance will vary depending on the artist and stage configuration.  



Estimated average attendance level is 12,500 patrons. The event center design allows for 



an end-stage concert configuration that accommodates up to 14,000 patrons. It is 



estimated that nearly 90 percent of concerts would use the end stage configuration.  



Occasionally, concerts would occur in a 360-degree center-stage configuration which 



                                                           
1 For example, as shown below, over the course of the most recent three NBA regular seasons (2010-11 through 2012-13), 88 



percent of Golden State Warriors home games started at 7:30 p.m., 8 percent of homes 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. Preseason and postseason home game start times are variable. 



 
Season 



Regular Season Game Time Start 
1:00 p.m. 5:00 p.m. 6:00 p.m. 7:00 p.m. 7:30 p.m. 



2010-11 1 1 3 1 35 
2011-12 0 0 2 1 30 
2012-13 0 0 4 0 37 



a 2011-12 NBA season was shortened due to delays in signing of collective bargaining agreement between NBA owners and players. 
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would accommodate a maximum attendance of approximately 18,500 patrons. 



However, no more than four center-stage concerts are expected per year. 



 Other Sporting Events: It is estimated that the event center will host 30 non-Warriors 



sporting events per year.  Examples of non- Warriors sporting events include college 



basketball, hockey, boxing, figure skating, arena football, gymnastics, lacrosse, tennis, 



and mixed martial arts. These events could be professional, collegiate or amateur 



competitions. Estimated average attendance for other sporting events 7,000 patrons per 



event, and estimated maximum attendance is 18,064 (consistent with maximum seating 



capacity for Warriors games).  



 Conventions and Conferences: It is estimated that the event center will host 31 events 



annually related to conventions, conferences, cultural events, corporate events, and other 



gatherings, with an estimated average attendance level of 9,000 patrons and maximum 



attendance of 18,500 patrons. 



For smaller events the event center can be configured, and event patron access managed, to 



reduce the perceived bowl volume to create a more intimate experience for the performances.   



Lastly, there would be two small theaters near the southeast portion of the site. One theater 



would contain approximately 350 seats and the other theater would contain 99 seats. Both 



theaters could operate independently of each other and independently of the event center itself.  



The theaters are expected to share a common lobby entrance off the open plaza area in the 



southeast corner of the site. The number of events, average attendance, and typical hours of 



operation are under review and will be shared shortly. 



Construction of the project is anticipated to occur over a 25-27 month period.











 



 



TABLE 2 



EVENT CHARACTERISTICS AT PROPOSED EVENT CENTER 



Event Type 



Annual Number of  
Games/Events at  



Event Center 



Attendance 



Season Game/Event Temporal Characteristics Average Maximum 



Golden State Warriors 
Basketball Home Games 



2 to 3 preseason home 
games 



11,000 18,064 2 weeks mid-October Regular Season game time: 7:30 p.m. to ~9:40 p.m.a 
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 late October to mid-April 



 0 to16 post season home 
games 



18,000 18,064 mid-April to mid-June 



Concerts Approximately 45 12,500 14,000 to 
18,500b 



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 Showsc Approximately 55  5,000 8,200 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 Eventsd  Approximately 30 7,000 18,064 distributed throughout the year; times variable 



Conventions/Corporate 
Eventse 



Approximately 31 9,000 18,500f distributed throughout the year; times variable 



NOTES: 
a  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 three NBA regular seasons (2010-11 through 2012-13), 88 



percent of Golden State Warriors home games started at 7:30 p.m., 8 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.  



 











 



 



TABLE 2 (Continued) 



EVENT CHARACTERISTICS AT PROPOSED EVENT CENTER 
 



NOTES (cont.) 
b It is anticipated that 90 percent of annual concerts at the event center would be in the end-stage concert configuration (14,000 maximum capacity) with the remaining 10 percent in a 360-degree configuration 



(18,500 maximum attendance). 
c Examples of family shows include Disney on Ice, Disney Live, Harlem Globetrotters, and Sesame Street Live.  
d Examples of non-Warriors 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, or high school/youth competitions. 
e Examples of Conventions/Corporate Events include conventions, conferences, cultural events, and corporate events.  It is anticipated that the event center would only act as a satellite venue for 



conventions/conferences held primarily at the Moscone Center when an event or speaker cannot be accommodated at that location. 
f The maximum number of conference attendees that could be accommodated at the event center is 18,500.  This requires a configuration similar to a center stage concert (see footnote d). It is anticipated, however, that 



average attendance for Convention/Corporate Events will be 9,000 people. 



 
SOURCE: Golden State Warriors, based on data from Oracle Arena (Oakland), SAP Center (San Jose), and Barclays Center (Brooklyn, New York City), 2013 



 












 








From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); kaufhauser@warriors.com
Subject: Re: Check In
Date: Wednesday, July 09, 2014 12:44:29 AM


Yes. 


On Jul 9, 2014, at 12:06 AM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:


Jen, does 9:30am PT work for you? 


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On Jul 8, 2014, at 7:25 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


I can talk before 10. 


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: Clarke Miller
Date:07/08/2014 7:05 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" ,"Matz, Jennifer (MYR)"
Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com
Subject: RE: Check In


We actually weren’t able to connect. I can talk tomorrow between 9:30-
10:30am if that’s convenient for either of you.
Clarke
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 08, 2014 7:04 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: kaufhauser@warriors.com
Subject: RE: Check In
 
Sorry I wasn't able to join in on the call. See you all tomorrow.
 
Catherine
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
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From: Clarke Miller
Date:07/08/2014 3:50 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)"
Cc: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" ,kaufhauser@warriors.com
Subject: RE: Check In
 
Ok, calling back in now.
 
From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) [mailto:jennifer.matz@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 08, 2014 3:49 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); kaufhauser@warriors.com
Subject: Re: Check In
 
I was on! Happy to call in now. 


On Jul 8, 2014, at 3:44 PM, "Clarke Miller"
<CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:


We'll drop for now. Let us know if/when you have time
to hop back on. We have a 4-6pm meeting, but one of
us can jump out of that to get back on the phone with
you. 


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On Jul 8, 2014, at 3:25 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


My 2.30 meeting is running late so please
don't wait for me to talk. Thanks and sorry.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW Transportation Analysis
Date: Friday, June 06, 2014 3:30:00 PM


I don’t know that I received it.  Maybe circle around to Brett (cc Chris Kern and me) and see if there
was an 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: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII) 
Sent: Friday, June 06, 2014 3:14 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW Transportation Analysis
 
Is there an attachment to this email?
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Friday, June 06, 2014 3:01 PM
To: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: FW: GSW Transportation Analysis
 
 
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Monday, May 12, 2014 7:53 AM
To: Clarke Miller
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
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(kaufhauser@warriors.com); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: GSW Transportation Analysis
 
Sorry I forgot to include the third intersection for pedestrian counts. The third intersection would be
Terry Francois/South. I will find a mutual time for a site visit that works for all. Thanks.
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Friday, May 09, 2014 2:01 PM
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
 
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
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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
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: Bridges, George (OCII)
Subject: FW: GSW Pre-Submittal Presentation
Date: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 5:56:00 PM
Attachments: 2014 06 09_Pre-Submittal_Conference_Deck_Final.pdf


I had told them to send it to us to post, do you want me to work with Ferry, or have you already
addressed it?  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: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 12:03 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bridges, George (OCII); Lee, Raymond C. (OCII)
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: GSW Pre-Submittal Presentation
 
Attached is yesterday’s presentation. I’ll leave it to you to share with Ferry for posting.
Responses to Q&A are forthcoming.
Thanks for all your help.
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
101 Mission Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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Project RFQ Pre-Submittal Conference June 9, 2014 



Project Team 
• Rick Welts, President & COO 
• Gail Hunter, Vice President, Public Affairs and Event Management 
• David Kelly, General Counsel 
• David Carlock, Project Executive 
• Ben Draa, Finance & Development Manager 
• Kate Aufhauser, Project Analyst 
• Julia Nunes, Project Coordinator 
• Jesse Blout (Strada Investment Group), Principal 
• Clarke Miller (Strada Investment Group), Senior Vice President 











Project RFQ Pre-Submittal Conference June 9, 2014 



Project Description 
• Arena Development 



oVenue (approximately 18,000 seats) 
oPlaza Areas 



• Ancillary Development 
oOffice Buildings 
oRetail  
o Structured Parking 



• Anticipated design phase: Summer 2014 – Spring 2016 
• Anticipated construction phase of 24 months 











Project RFQ Pre-Submittal Conference June 9, 2014 



Bidding Process 
• This bidding process is for Professional Design, 



Engineering, and Consulting Services only. 
oMany A&E disciplines are specific to the Arena OR Ancillary Development 



oMost disciplines will be subconsultants to the Architect of Record 



o Full and partnership opportunities are available for SBEs and LBEs 



oConstruction Services will be bid separately 
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Arena Design Team 



Senior Design Advisor Arena Architect of Record Arena Design Architect 
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SBE Program Goals 



• First preference given to San Francisco-based firms 



• SBE/LBE firms certified with the State of California, Federal, and 
other local jurisdictions are also encouraged to apply 



• http://sfgsa.org/index.aspx?page=5364 or contact 
George.Bridges@sfgov.org  



• Firms with valid certifications as MBE, WBE, SBE, or LBE will be 
recognized 



• Project has a 50% Small Business Enterprise (SBE) participation 
goal for professional services 





http://sfgsa.org/index.aspx?page=5364


mailto:George.Bridges@sfgov.org
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Key RFQ Dates 
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 
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Selection Criteria to Advance to RFP 
• Firms must satisfy the following minimum standards: 



• Applicable business and professional licenses in good standing 
• Insurance in good standing 
• Ability to use 2D & 3D modeling software, including AutoCAD, Revit, 3d Studio 



Max, and Rhino. All construction documents will be prepared using Revit. 



• Firms will be selected for the RFP Shortlist based on the following criteria: 
• Strength of qualifications to undertake the scope of services (30 points) 
• Experience working with OCII and City of San Francisco (10 points) 
• Individual team members’ experience with projects of similar size/scope (30 points) 
• Professional references from developers, general contractors, architects (10 points) 
• Other criteria deemed to be in best interest of the Project and/or Owner (20 points) 
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Key RFP Dates* 



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



Notifications of Project Award (Group 1) Between July 2014 and February 2015** 



* Group 1 and Group 2 apply only to the Request for Proposals process. All 
interested firms must submit a response to the RFQ to be considered. 



Proposals Requested from Shortlisted Firms (Group 2) Anticipated Fall 2014** 



Notifications of Project Award (Group 2) Between November 2014 and April 2015** 



** Varies depending on discipline. All consultants will be notified if they are not 
shortlisted to submit a proposal. 
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RFQ Response Submittal 



• For firms applying to multiple disciplines, please submit one distinct application per discipline 



 
• Step 1: General information 



• Fill out form electronically at www.warriors.com/sf/contracts  
• Complete submissions will display a confirmation message 



• Two-step electronic submittal process 



 
• Step 2: Attachments 



• Email attachments as one (1) PDF file to contracts@warriors.com 
• Mark all pages with firm name 
• Name files according to convention: “Firm_Discipline.pdf” 
• Maximum 10 pages 
• Firms will receive a receipt confirmation 
• Each firm is responsible for checking that the application is complete prior to submission 



• For firms currently filing for LBE certification, please include the application submission date 





http://www.warriors.com/sf/contracts


mailto:contracts@warriors.com
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RFQ Response 
A complete response will include: 
• Prior experience description  



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



• No more than three examples; each example should be no more than one page 



• List of projects working with the OCII, SF Department of Building Inspection, and/or other San 
Francisco agencies 



• 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 



• Evidence of License in the State of California, if applicable 



• List of professional licenses, accreditation and memberships within the firm 



• A statement of available insurance 



• Professional references from two (2) developers, two (2) general contractors, and two (2) architects 
• Please include names and contact details 



• Proof of SBE and/or LBE status in San Francisco, if applicable 
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Q&A 
• Addenda to the RFQ will be issued to all parties and 



posted on the OCII website with the RFQ. Updates will 
include:  



• Questions, answers, and sign-in sheets from today’s pre-
submittal conference  



• Answers to questions received between June 9 and Friday, 
June 13, 5:00PM (deadline to submit questions)  



• All additional updates and clarifications as needed 
• OCII: http://www.sfredevelopment.org/index.aspx?page=127 



• No answers alter the terms and dates in the RFQ 
 





http://www.sfredevelopment.org/index.aspx?page=127
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Additional Questions? 
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Group 1 Disciplines  
 Archaeology Architect (Office/Retail Design) 



Building Enclosure (Curtain Wall 
and Waterproofing) 



Accessibility Architect (Office/Retail Interiors) Civil Engineering 



Acoustical/AV/Theatrical Design 
(Small Theater) 



Architect of Record (Arena) 
Code and Wayfinding 
Signage/Environmental Graphics 
Design 



Acoustical/Broadcast/Sound/AV/A
ccess Control and Video 
Surveillance/Data/Telecom/Struct
ure Cabling System (Arena) 



Architect of Record 
(Office/Retail/Parking) 



Code Consultant 



Architect (Arena Design) Architectural Model Making Design Consultant 



Architect (Arena Interiors) 
Architectural Rendering 
Production 



Fire Life Safety and CFD Analysis 



Architect (Landscape) BMCS (Building Controls) 
Food Service/Kitchen Equipment 
Design (Arena) 
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Group 1 Disciplines, Con’t  
Geotechnical Engineering 



MEP Engineering 
(Office/Retail/Parking) 



Structural Engineering 
(Office/Retail/Parking) 



Graphic Reproduction Parking Design Survey 



Graphics & Signage 
Pedestrian and Vehicular Legion 
Modeling 



Sustainability 



Ice Floor Consulting Security System Design Vertical Transportation 



LEED Commissioning Seismic Analysis Waste Management and Recycling 



Lighting Design Specialty Lighting (Arena) 



MEP Engineering (Arena) Structural Engineering (Arena) 
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Group 2 Disciplines  
Art Consultant 



MEP Peer Review 



Structural Engineering Peer Review 



Testing and Inspection 



Acoustical (Office/Retail) 



Building Maintenance 



Data/Telecom (Office) 



Risk Assessment 
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From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: Re: Check In?
Date: Tuesday, July 22, 2014 11:43:45 AM


Hi Catherine,


Yes! Let's get a you/me regular weekly check in calendared. And if it's agreeable
with you, let's also get a weekly with Jesse Blout and Clarke that we can expand as
needed. I think a check in with those guys this Friday would make sense and I could
do a regular Friday with Strada/GSW, if that works for you. Looping in Phillip to
assist. 


See you in a few! 


On Jul 21, 2014, at 4:51 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Hi, Jennifer – hope the trip went well and you are back in town.  I am glad you will be
joining tomorrow.  Let me know if you want to try and set back up a regular check in
once you get a schedule established. 
 
PS - as a heads up, it looks like Peter Albert will also be there tomorrow – looks like he
was forwarded the invite and just accepted 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/
 
PLEASE NOTE I WILL BE OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY JULY 25th
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW Transportation Analysis
Date: Friday, June 06, 2014 3:30:00 PM


I don’t know that I received it.  Maybe circle around to Brett (cc Chris Kern and me) and see if there
was an 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: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII) 
Sent: Friday, June 06, 2014 3:14 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW Transportation Analysis
 
Is there an attachment to this email?
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Friday, June 06, 2014 3:01 PM
To: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: FW: GSW Transportation Analysis
 
 
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Monday, May 12, 2014 7:53 AM
To: Clarke Miller
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



mailto:immanuel.bereket@sfgov.org
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(kaufhauser@warriors.com); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: GSW Transportation Analysis
 
Sorry I forgot to include the third intersection for pedestrian counts. The third intersection would be
Terry Francois/South. I will find a mutual time for a site visit that works for all. Thanks.
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Friday, May 09, 2014 2:01 PM
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
 
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
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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
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: Bridges, George (OCII)
Subject: FW: GSW Pre-Submittal Presentation
Date: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 5:56:00 PM
Attachments: 2014 06 09_Pre-Submittal_Conference_Deck_Final.pdf


I had told them to send it to us to post, do you want me to work with Ferry, or have you already
addressed it?  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: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 12:03 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bridges, George (OCII); Lee, Raymond C. (OCII)
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: GSW Pre-Submittal Presentation
 
Attached is yesterday’s presentation. I’ll leave it to you to share with Ferry for posting.
Responses to Q&A are forthcoming.
Thanks for all your help.
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
101 Mission Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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Project Team 
• Rick Welts, President & COO 
• Gail Hunter, Vice President, Public Affairs and Event Management 
• David Kelly, General Counsel 
• David Carlock, Project Executive 
• Ben Draa, Finance & Development Manager 
• Kate Aufhauser, Project Analyst 
• Julia Nunes, Project Coordinator 
• Jesse Blout (Strada Investment Group), Principal 
• Clarke Miller (Strada Investment Group), Senior Vice President 
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Project Description 
• Arena Development 



oVenue (approximately 18,000 seats) 
oPlaza Areas 



• Ancillary Development 
oOffice Buildings 
oRetail  
o Structured Parking 



• Anticipated design phase: Summer 2014 – Spring 2016 
• Anticipated construction phase of 24 months 
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Bidding Process 
• This bidding process is for Professional Design, 



Engineering, and Consulting Services only. 
oMany A&E disciplines are specific to the Arena OR Ancillary Development 



oMost disciplines will be subconsultants to the Architect of Record 



o Full and partnership opportunities are available for SBEs and LBEs 



oConstruction Services will be bid separately 
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Arena Design Team 



Senior Design Advisor Arena Architect of Record Arena Design Architect 
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SBE Program Goals 



• First preference given to San Francisco-based firms 



• SBE/LBE firms certified with the State of California, Federal, and 
other local jurisdictions are also encouraged to apply 



• http://sfgsa.org/index.aspx?page=5364 or contact 
George.Bridges@sfgov.org  



• Firms with valid certifications as MBE, WBE, SBE, or LBE will be 
recognized 



• Project has a 50% Small Business Enterprise (SBE) participation 
goal for professional services 





http://sfgsa.org/index.aspx?page=5364


mailto:George.Bridges@sfgov.org








Project RFQ Pre-Submittal Conference June 9, 2014 



Key RFQ Dates 
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 
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Selection Criteria to Advance to RFP 
• Firms must satisfy the following minimum standards: 



• Applicable business and professional licenses in good standing 
• Insurance in good standing 
• Ability to use 2D & 3D modeling software, including AutoCAD, Revit, 3d Studio 



Max, and Rhino. All construction documents will be prepared using Revit. 



• Firms will be selected for the RFP Shortlist based on the following criteria: 
• Strength of qualifications to undertake the scope of services (30 points) 
• Experience working with OCII and City of San Francisco (10 points) 
• Individual team members’ experience with projects of similar size/scope (30 points) 
• Professional references from developers, general contractors, architects (10 points) 
• Other criteria deemed to be in best interest of the Project and/or Owner (20 points) 
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Key RFP Dates* 



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



Notifications of Project Award (Group 1) Between July 2014 and February 2015** 



* Group 1 and Group 2 apply only to the Request for Proposals process. All 
interested firms must submit a response to the RFQ to be considered. 



Proposals Requested from Shortlisted Firms (Group 2) Anticipated Fall 2014** 



Notifications of Project Award (Group 2) Between November 2014 and April 2015** 



** Varies depending on discipline. All consultants will be notified if they are not 
shortlisted to submit a proposal. 
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RFQ Response Submittal 



• For firms applying to multiple disciplines, please submit one distinct application per discipline 



 
• Step 1: General information 



• Fill out form electronically at www.warriors.com/sf/contracts  
• Complete submissions will display a confirmation message 



• Two-step electronic submittal process 



 
• Step 2: Attachments 



• Email attachments as one (1) PDF file to contracts@warriors.com 
• Mark all pages with firm name 
• Name files according to convention: “Firm_Discipline.pdf” 
• Maximum 10 pages 
• Firms will receive a receipt confirmation 
• Each firm is responsible for checking that the application is complete prior to submission 



• For firms currently filing for LBE certification, please include the application submission date 





http://www.warriors.com/sf/contracts
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RFQ Response 
A complete response will include: 
• Prior experience description  



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



• No more than three examples; each example should be no more than one page 



• List of projects working with the OCII, SF Department of Building Inspection, and/or other San 
Francisco agencies 



• 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 



• Evidence of License in the State of California, if applicable 



• List of professional licenses, accreditation and memberships within the firm 



• A statement of available insurance 



• Professional references from two (2) developers, two (2) general contractors, and two (2) architects 
• Please include names and contact details 



• Proof of SBE and/or LBE status in San Francisco, if applicable 
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Q&A 
• Addenda to the RFQ will be issued to all parties and 



posted on the OCII website with the RFQ. Updates will 
include:  



• Questions, answers, and sign-in sheets from today’s pre-
submittal conference  



• Answers to questions received between June 9 and Friday, 
June 13, 5:00PM (deadline to submit questions)  



• All additional updates and clarifications as needed 
• OCII: http://www.sfredevelopment.org/index.aspx?page=127 



• No answers alter the terms and dates in the RFQ 
 





http://www.sfredevelopment.org/index.aspx?page=127
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Additional Questions? 
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Group 1 Disciplines  
 Archaeology Architect (Office/Retail Design) 



Building Enclosure (Curtain Wall 
and Waterproofing) 



Accessibility Architect (Office/Retail Interiors) Civil Engineering 



Acoustical/AV/Theatrical Design 
(Small Theater) 



Architect of Record (Arena) 
Code and Wayfinding 
Signage/Environmental Graphics 
Design 



Acoustical/Broadcast/Sound/AV/A
ccess Control and Video 
Surveillance/Data/Telecom/Struct
ure Cabling System (Arena) 



Architect of Record 
(Office/Retail/Parking) 



Code Consultant 



Architect (Arena Design) Architectural Model Making Design Consultant 



Architect (Arena Interiors) 
Architectural Rendering 
Production 



Fire Life Safety and CFD Analysis 



Architect (Landscape) BMCS (Building Controls) 
Food Service/Kitchen Equipment 
Design (Arena) 
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Group 1 Disciplines, Con’t  
Geotechnical Engineering 



MEP Engineering 
(Office/Retail/Parking) 



Structural Engineering 
(Office/Retail/Parking) 



Graphic Reproduction Parking Design Survey 



Graphics & Signage 
Pedestrian and Vehicular Legion 
Modeling 



Sustainability 



Ice Floor Consulting Security System Design Vertical Transportation 



LEED Commissioning Seismic Analysis Waste Management and Recycling 



Lighting Design Specialty Lighting (Arena) 



MEP Engineering (Arena) Structural Engineering (Arena) 
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Group 2 Disciplines  
Art Consultant 



MEP Peer Review 



Structural Engineering Peer Review 



Testing and Inspection 



Acoustical (Office/Retail) 



Building Maintenance 



Data/Telecom (Office) 



Risk Assessment 
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From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Re: Check In?
Date: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 12:10:51 PM


Jesse Blout and Clarke Miller. 


On Jul 23, 2014, at 10:34 AM, "Wong, Phillip (MYR)" <phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Hi Jennifer,


Whom from Strada would you like on a weekly call?
 
Thanks,
 
Phillip C. Wong
--
Project Assistant |OEWD
Office: 415-554-6512
Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 9:08 AM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: Check In?
 
Sounds good (Philip is already on it for our regular meetings).  Fridays are typically wide
open for me (except for 9-10 on the first Friday of the month).  This Friday I am
supposed to be out of town, but am waiting to hear if there will be a chance in plans
(mom issues).  I could do a quick check in this Friday – would be best to do earlier in
the day or towards the end of the day in case I do go south (the planned procedure is
mid-day).  But, with the caveat that I won’t be able to be on more than ½ hour.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY JULY 25th
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From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 22, 2014 11:44 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: Re: Check In?
 
Hi Catherine,
 
Yes! Let's get a you/me regular weekly check in calendared. And if it's agreeable with
you, let's also get a weekly with Jesse Blout and Clarke that we can expand as needed. I
think a check in with those guys this Friday would make sense and I could do a regular
Friday with Strada/GSW, if that works for you. Looping in Phillip to assist. 
 
See you in a few! 


On Jul 21, 2014, at 4:51 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Hi, Jennifer – hope the trip went well and you are back in town.  I am glad
you will be joining tomorrow.  Let me know if you want to try and set back
up a regular check in once you get a schedule established. 
 
PS - as a heads up, it looks like Peter Albert will also be there tomorrow –
looks like he was forwarded the invite and just accepted 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/
 
PLEASE NOTE I WILL BE OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY JULY 25th
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From: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW Transportation Analysis
Date: Friday, June 06, 2014 3:14:11 PM


Is there an attachment to this email?
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Friday, June 06, 2014 3:01 PM
To: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: FW: GSW Transportation Analysis
 
 
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Monday, May 12, 2014 7:53 AM
To: Clarke Miller
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
 
Sorry I forgot to include the third intersection for pedestrian counts. The third intersection would be
Terry Francois/South. I will find a mutual time for a site visit that works for all. Thanks.
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Friday, May 09, 2014 2:01 PM
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
 
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
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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,
#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.   
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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: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: FW: GSW Transportation Analysis
Date: Monday, June 09, 2014 8:14:32 AM


Catherine,
 
I think the proposed intersections for traffic study and analysis make sense. I hope the Giants game
day data collection isn’t limited to two or three games. It would be ideal if data is collected for a
minimum of 5 game days/nights (this would provide a comprehensive data to cover ancillary use
that may be proposed as part of the arena proposal)
 
Manny
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Friday, June 06, 2014 3:31 PM
To: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW Transportation Analysis
 
I don’t know that I received it.  Maybe circle around to Brett (cc Chris Kern and me) and see if there
was an 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: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII) 
Sent: Friday, June 06, 2014 3:14 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW Transportation Analysis
 
Is there an attachment to this email?
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Friday, June 06, 2014 3:01 PM
To: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: FW: GSW Transportation Analysis
 
 
 
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/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) 
Sent: Monday, May 12, 2014 7:53 AM
To: Clarke Miller
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
 
Sorry I forgot to include the third intersection for pedestrian counts. The third intersection would be
Terry Francois/South. I will find a mutual time for a site visit that works for all. Thanks.
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Friday, May 09, 2014 2:01 PM
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
 
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
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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,
#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):
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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: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Re: Clarification on Design Meeting
Date: Monday, June 02, 2014 5:16:06 PM


OK. Do you all think we need to meet tomorrow at 11? I don't really think we do. 


On Jun 2, 2014, at 5:13 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Jennifer – as an update, Tiffany has been playing phone tag with John today (he is off-
site at a meeting).  She’s hoping to talk with him late 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: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 11:27 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Re: Clarification on Design Meeting
 
Any update? I think we need to have John at this meeting. It's really his opportunity to
share high level design goals with GSW. 


On May 30, 2014, at 4:54 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


We are still working on schedules.  John R is not available for the entire
next week.  Tiffany is outreaching to him to find out who his
representative will be so we can make sure they are available to
participate.  I will give Clarke a call to let him know we will probably have
to finish the scheduling Monday morning, though I will continue to check
emails on the weekend.
 
Thank you
 
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/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014,
returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Friday, May 30, 2014 12:40 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Re: Clarification on Design Meeting
 
Sounds good to me! 


On May 30, 2014, at 12:33 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


If Jennifer is available, we could do a pre-meet before then
at 10 with City staff.  May be easier than trying to schedule a
phone call.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 12:27 PM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Clarification on Design Meeting
 
Clarke has indicated that Monday 11:00-12:00 works best
for GSW’s design team. Should we schedule the meeting for
that time?
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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: Friday, May 30, 2014 12:24 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Re: Clarification on Design Meeting
 
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
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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: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW Transportation Analysis
Date: Friday, June 06, 2014 3:30:58 PM


I don’t know that I received it.  Maybe circle around to Brett (cc Chris Kern and me) and see if there
was an 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: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII) 
Sent: Friday, June 06, 2014 3:14 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW Transportation Analysis
 
Is there an attachment to this email?
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Friday, June 06, 2014 3:01 PM
To: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: FW: GSW Transportation Analysis
 
 
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Monday, May 12, 2014 7:53 AM
To: Clarke Miller
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
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(kaufhauser@warriors.com); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: GSW Transportation Analysis
 
Sorry I forgot to include the third intersection for pedestrian counts. The third intersection would be
Terry Francois/South. I will find a mutual time for a site visit that works for all. Thanks.
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Friday, May 09, 2014 2:01 PM
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
 
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
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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
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: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: FW: GSW Transportation Analysis
Date: Friday, June 06, 2014 4:39:15 PM


Bret,
 
Was there an attachment to  this email that shows all the intersections described in this email? If so,
could you please forward to us? Thanks
 
Manny
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Friday, June 06, 2014 3:01 PM
To: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: FW: GSW Transportation Analysis
 
 
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Monday, May 12, 2014 7:53 AM
To: Clarke Miller
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
 
Sorry I forgot to include the third intersection for pedestrian counts. The third intersection would be
Terry Francois/South. I will find a mutual time for a site visit that works for all. Thanks.
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Friday, May 09, 2014 2:01 PM
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
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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,
#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
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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: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Re: Clarification on Design Meeting
Date: Monday, June 02, 2014 11:26:43 AM


Any update? I think we need to have John at this meeting. It's really his opportunity
to share high level design goals with GSW. 


On May 30, 2014, at 4:54 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


We are still working on schedules.  John R is not available for the entire next week. 
Tiffany is outreaching to him to find out who his representative will be so we can make
sure they are available to participate.  I will give Clarke a call to let him know we will
probably have to finish the scheduling Monday morning, though I will continue to
check emails on the weekend.
 
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.
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Friday, May 30, 2014 12:40 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Re: Clarification on Design Meeting
 
Sounds good to me! 


On May 30, 2014, at 12:33 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


If Jennifer is available, we could do a pre-meet before then at 10 with City
staff.  May be easier than trying to schedule a phone call.
 
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/
 
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 12:27 PM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Clarification on Design Meeting
 
Clarke has indicated that Monday 11:00-12:00 works best for GSW’s
design team. Should we schedule the meeting for that time?
 
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: Friday, May 30, 2014 12:24 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Re: Clarification on Design Meeting
 
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
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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: Paul Mitchell
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Joyce
Subject: RE: GSW Weekly CEQA Team Meeting
Date: Wednesday, July 16, 2014 10:29:42 AM


Chris:
 
We were planning on printing out copies of the Transportation Data Request for everyone at the
meeting today, but we were not planning on printing out copies of the preliminary scope of work for
everyone (unless you would like us to); just let me know.
 
Thanks.
 
-Paul
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) [mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 15, 2014 4:40 PM
To: Paul Mitchell
Subject: RE: GSW Weekly CEQA Team Meeting
 
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: Tuesday, July 15, 2014 4:29 PM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC); Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout (jblout@stradasf.com); Murphy, Mary G.
(MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com); nsekhri@gibsondunn.com; Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com);
David Carlock; David Kelly; Reilly, Catherine (CII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Malamut, John (CAT); Van de
Water, Adam (MYR); Karl Heisler; Joyce; Gary Oates; Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA); Bereket,
Immanuel (CII); José I. Farrán (jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com); Luba C. Wyznyckyj
(lubaw@lcwconsulting.com); Chris Mitchell (C.Mitchell@fehrandpeers.com); Morales, James (CII)
Subject: RE: GSW Weekly CEQA Team Meeting
 
All:
 
For those who cannot attend in person, but wish to sit in remotely via phone, please use the
following call-in number details:
 
Call-in Number:                1-855-339-3724
Conference ID#:               1047
 
Please contact me if you have any questions.
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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: Tuesday, July 15, 2014 2:19 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout (jblout@stradasf.com); Murphy, Mary G. (MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com);
nsekhri@gibsondunn.com; Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); David Carlock; David Kelly;
Reilly, Catherine (CII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Malamut, John (CAT); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Karl
Heisler; Joyce; Paul Mitchell; Gary Oates; Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA); Bereket, Immanuel
(CII); José I. Farrán (jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com); Luba C. Wyznyckyj (lubaw@lcwconsulting.com);
Chris Mitchell (C.Mitchell@fehrandpeers.com); Morales, James (CII)
Subject: RE: GSW Weekly CEQA Team Meeting
 
Please see agenda below and attached Transportation Data Request for tomorrow’s CEQA Team
meeting.
 
AGENDA:
 


      Transportation Data Request
      Preliminary feedback on CEQA Scope of Work


 
 
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
 
 
-----Original Appointment-----
From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) 
Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 10:28 AM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Kern, Chris (CPC); Clarke Miller
(CMiller@stradasf.com); Jesse Blout (jblout@stradasf.com); Murphy, Mary G.
(MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com); nsekhri@gibsondunn.com; Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com);
David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); David Kelly (dkelly@warriors.com);
Immanuel.Bereket@gmail.com; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Malamut, John (CAT);
jim.morales@sfgov.org; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Karl Heisler (KHeisler@esassoc.com); Joyce Hsiao
(joyce@orionenvironment.com); Paul Mitchell (pmitchell@esassoc.com); Gary Oates
(GOates@esassoc.com) (GOates@esassoc.com)
Cc: Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Morales, James (CII); José I. Farrán (jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com);
Luba C. Wyznyckyj (lubaw@lcwconsulting.com); Chris Mitchell (C.Mitchell@fehrandpeers.com)
Subject: GSW Weekly CEQA Team Meeting
When: Wednesday, July 16, 2014 1:00 PM-3:00 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).
Where: CPC 1650 Mission Street Room 431
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Meeting to address outstanding data needs in order to move forward with NOP/IS and
Transportation analysis.
 








From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: FW: GSW Transportation Analysis
Date: Friday, June 06, 2014 3:01:06 PM


 
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Monday, May 12, 2014 7:53 AM
To: Clarke Miller
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
 
Sorry I forgot to include the third intersection for pedestrian counts. The third intersection would be
Terry Francois/South. I will find a mutual time for a site visit that works for all. Thanks.
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Friday, May 09, 2014 2:01 PM
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
 
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?
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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,
#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):
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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: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Re: Clarification on Design Meeting
Date: Monday, June 02, 2014 5:16:06 PM


OK. Do you all think we need to meet tomorrow at 11? I don't really think we do. 


On Jun 2, 2014, at 5:13 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Jennifer – as an update, Tiffany has been playing phone tag with John today (he is off-
site at a meeting).  She’s hoping to talk with him late 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: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 11:27 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Re: Clarification on Design Meeting
 
Any update? I think we need to have John at this meeting. It's really his opportunity to
share high level design goals with GSW. 


On May 30, 2014, at 4:54 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


We are still working on schedules.  John R is not available for the entire
next week.  Tiffany is outreaching to him to find out who his
representative will be so we can make sure they are available to
participate.  I will give Clarke a call to let him know we will probably have
to finish the scheduling Monday morning, though I will continue to check
emails on the weekend.
 
Thank you
 
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/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014,
returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Friday, May 30, 2014 12:40 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Re: Clarification on Design Meeting
 
Sounds good to me! 


On May 30, 2014, at 12:33 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


If Jennifer is available, we could do a pre-meet before then
at 10 with City staff.  May be easier than trying to schedule a
phone call.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 12:27 PM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Clarification on Design Meeting
 
Clarke has indicated that Monday 11:00-12:00 works best
for GSW’s design team. Should we schedule the meeting for
that time?
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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: Friday, May 30, 2014 12:24 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: Re: Clarification on Design Meeting
 
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
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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: Kern, Chris (CPC)
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Paul Mitchell (pmitchell@esassoc.com); Mary Murphy (MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com);


Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: GSW comments to Transportation SOW
Date: Thursday, July 24, 2014 1:41:32 PM


Hi Clarke,
I’ll forward these comments to Brett and Viktoriya to include with the consolidated comments on
the Transportation SOW.
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: Tuesday, July 22, 2014 9:58 AM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Paul Mitchell (pmitchell@esassoc.com); Mary Murphy
(MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: GSW comments to Transportation SOW
 
Chris,
 
Please see below for GSW/Strada comments related to the Transportation SOW. I believe you’re
aggregating them before distributing to the Transportation consultants. Comments relating to the
ESA SOW are forthcoming under separate cover.
 


·         References to project variant can be removed
·         References to athletic clubs can be removed
·         Table 1: the three scenarios for variants can be removed from the chart
·         Page 5: a sentence should be added mentioning the Mission Bay TMA shuttle system
·         Page 5: a sentence should be added mentioning Muni lines 33/52
·         Page 10, Transit Impacts section 6.2: does ‘transit capacity utilization’ factor in anything like


Muni’s proposed buses staged on 16th Street for shuttling to/from 16th Street BART
before/after events?


·         Seems appropriate to mention the Central Subway in the document
·         A map should be added to illustrate the ‘study area’ boundaries
·         Bicycle analysis: Terry Francois Blvd/the Blue Greenway should be mentioned in Table 5
·         Parking: UCSF’s off-street parking facilities should be referenced


 
Let us know if you have any questions.
 
Thanks,
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Clarke
 
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
101 Mission 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)
Subject: FW: GSW Transportation Analysis
Date: Friday, June 06, 2014 3:01:00 PM


 
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Monday, May 12, 2014 7:53 AM
To: Clarke Miller
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
 
Sorry I forgot to include the third intersection for pedestrian counts. The third intersection would be
Terry Francois/South. I will find a mutual time for a site visit that works for all. Thanks.
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Friday, May 09, 2014 2:01 PM
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
 
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?
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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,
#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):
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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: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Subject: Re: Comments on GSW Design
Date: Thursday, July 31, 2014 9:02:28 PM


Sorry to drop off today. Had some medical stuff to deal with. Yes on Phillip
scheduling. Yes on an earlier big group meeting. Yes on Warriors giving us visuals in
our own space to look at. I'll work on all of this tomorrow. I feel like the big issue is
the podium. I was enthusiastic about what I saw today - especially along TFS and in
the plaza area and the improved northwest corner; we agreed to disagree about the
podium for now. 


On Jul 31, 2014, at 5:32 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Thanks, Josh.  Was going to hit send on a similar email.  I think the other big topic that


I’d like to get City agreement on is the 16th Street garage interface with Illinois Street.
 
Unfortunately, I am out tomorrow and I don’t have adm support to offer up.  I’ve cc-ed
Jennifer to see if Phillip may be able to help out with this. 
 
Also, Jennifer, would you be able to talk with Jesse on the ability to get something to
review with the larger group?  Talking with Clarke today, they would prefer to wait
closer to the CAC date (such as next Friday) to do a leave behind.
 
I’m going to be mainly off line until Monday, but I will try to keep an eye out for emails
over the weekend.
 
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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Switzky, Joshua (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, July 31, 2014 5:18 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Comments on GSW Design
 
So, seems like we have a director’s level internal-city-family meeting ASAP with John,
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Tiffany and Jen to make some decisions about how we feel about key pieces,
particularly the plaza/podium height. To do that we will also need some visuals from
them that we can sit around with everyone to talk about, so they will need to provide
us with something. I suppose we could do another session at Strada’s office where they
leave us alone in the room with the model, but that makes me a little uncomfortable.
Anyhow, do you think you could have (a) have an admin person in your office work
with Andrea Green to schedule a mtg and (b) ask Strada for some visuals that we could
use for that meeting?
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 2:18 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC); Albert, Peter
(MTA); Miller-Blankinship, Erin (MTA); Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Rahaim, John (CPC); Arce,
Pedro (CII); ed.reiskin@sfmta.com
Subject: Comments on GSW Design
 
Jesse/Clarke – attached are the City’s combined comments on the proposed Warriors
Pavilion project.  Please let us know if you have any questions, otherwise, we look
forward to continuing to work on this exciting 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/
 
PLEASE NOTE I WILL BE OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
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From: Becker, Brett
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW comments to Transportation SOW
Date: Thursday, July 24, 2014 1:56:43 PM


Is this for Bollinger?
 
Brett C. Becker, AICP
Environmental Project Manager
Bureau of Environmental Management 
San Francisco Public Utilities Commission 
525 Golden Gate Avenue, 6th Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
Voice: 415-554-1650; Fax: 415-934-5750
 
From: Kern, Chris (CPC) [mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2014 1:40 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya; Becker, Brett
Subject: FW: GSW comments to Transportation SOW
 
Here are GSW’s comments on the transportation SOW.
 
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: Tuesday, July 22, 2014 9:58 AM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Paul Mitchell (pmitchell@esassoc.com); Mary Murphy
(MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: GSW comments to Transportation SOW
 
Chris,
 
Please see below for GSW/Strada comments related to the Transportation SOW. I believe you’re
aggregating them before distributing to the Transportation consultants. Comments relating to the
ESA SOW are forthcoming under separate cover.
 


·         References to project variant can be removed
·         References to athletic clubs can be removed
·         Table 1: the three scenarios for variants can be removed from the chart
·         Page 5: a sentence should be added mentioning the Mission Bay TMA shuttle system
·         Page 5: a sentence should be added mentioning Muni lines 33/52
·         Page 10, Transit Impacts section 6.2: does ‘transit capacity utilization’ factor in anything like


Muni’s proposed buses staged on 16th Street for shuttling to/from 16th Street BART
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before/after events?
·         Seems appropriate to mention the Central Subway in the document
·         A map should be added to illustrate the ‘study area’ boundaries
·         Bicycle analysis: Terry Francois Blvd/the Blue Greenway should be mentioned in Table 5
·         Parking: UCSF’s off-street parking facilities should be referenced


 
Let us know if you have any questions.
 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
101 Mission 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)
Subject: FW: GSW Transportation Analysis
Date: Friday, June 06, 2014 3:01:00 PM


 
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Monday, May 12, 2014 7:53 AM
To: Clarke Miller
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
 
Sorry I forgot to include the third intersection for pedestrian counts. The third intersection would be
Terry Francois/South. I will find a mutual time for a site visit that works for all. Thanks.
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Friday, May 09, 2014 2:01 PM
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
 
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?
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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,
#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):



mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org

mailto:jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com





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: Miller, Don
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kate Aufhauser
Subject: Re: Contact Don Miller
Date: Thursday, July 17, 2014 5:00:32 PM


Thanks


On Jul 17, 2014, at 4:58 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


> I can host here.
>
> Catherine Reilly
> Project Manager
> Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
>    Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Miller, Don [mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org]
> Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:56 PM
> To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
> Cc: Clarke Miller; Kate Aufhauser
> Subject: Re: Contact Don Miller
>
> I prefer to go to Strada or OCII
>
>
>
> On Jul 17, 2014, at 4:40 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:
>
>> Thursday the 24th at 1PM works for me.
>>
>> Don - do you want to host?
>>
>> Catherine Reilly
>> Project Manager
>> Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
>>   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
>> Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:27 PM
>> To: Kate Aufhauser; Miller, Don (DPW)
>> Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
>> Subject: RE: Contact Don Miller
>>
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>> Likewise, so let's say 1pm if that works for Catherine too. Let us know where you'd like to meet.
>> Thanks,
>> Clarke
>>
>> -----Original Message-----
>> From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com]
>> Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:25 PM
>> To: 'Miller, Don'; Clarke Miller
>> Cc: Reilly, Catherine
>> Subject: RE: Contact Don Miller
>>
>> Either works for me. Thanks, Don. Looking forward to diving in on this.
>>
>> Kate Aufhauser
>>
>> Kate Aufhauser Project Analyst
>> Golden State Warriors
>> Direct 510.986.5419
>> Cell 202.230.2642
>> 1011 Broadway | Oakland, CA | 94607
>>
>>
>>
>> -----Original Message-----
>> From: Miller, Don [mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org]
>> Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:11 PM
>> To: Clarke Miller
>> Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Reilly, Catherine
>> Subject: Re: Contact Don Miller
>>
>> Ok. Does 1 pm or 4 pm work?
>>
>>
>>
>> On Jul 17, 2014, at 4:08 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
>>
>>> Sure. Does next Thursday afternoon work for you?
>>> Clarke
>>>
>>> -----Original Message-----
>>> From: Miller, Don [mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org]
>>> Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 3:48 PM
>>> To: Clarke Miller
>>> Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); Reilly, Catherine
>>> Subject: Re: Contact Don Miller
>>>
>>> I am on vacation that week but could phone in.  I would rather meet in person.  Any chance for
next week?
>>>
>>>
>>>
>>> On Jul 17, 2014, at 3:25 PM, "Clarke Miller"
<CMiller@stradasf.com<mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com>> wrote:
>>>
>>> Likewise, Don, and thanks for sending your contact info. Do you have time during the week of July
28 (Monday or Tuesday afternoons work for us) to meet and get an overview on the tentative and final
map process?
>>> Thanks,
>>> Clarke
>>>
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>>> Clarke Miller
>>> Strada Investment Group
>>> 101 Mission Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
>>> Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
>>> Email: cmiller@stradasf.com<mailto:cmiller@stradasf.com>
>>>
>>> From: Miller, Don [mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org]
>>> Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 10:08 AM
>>> To: Clarke Miller
>>> Subject: Contact Don Miller
>>>
>>> Clarke
>>>
>>> It was nice to meet you yesterday.  My contact information is below.
>>>
>>> Regards,
>>> Don
>>>
>>> Donald  Miller, P.E.
>>> Infrastructure Task Force
>>> 30 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 4200
>>> San Francisco, CA 94102
>>> office - 415-581-2570
>>> cell - 925-286-0551
>>> email - don.miller@sfdpw.org<mailto:don.miller@sfdpw.org>
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From: Kern, Chris (CPC)
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Paul Mitchell (pmitchell@esassoc.com); Mary Murphy (MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com);


Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: GSW comments to Transportation SOW
Date: Thursday, July 24, 2014 1:41:32 PM


Hi Clarke,
I’ll forward these comments to Brett and Viktoriya to include with the consolidated comments on
the Transportation SOW.
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: Tuesday, July 22, 2014 9:58 AM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Paul Mitchell (pmitchell@esassoc.com); Mary Murphy
(MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: GSW comments to Transportation SOW
 
Chris,
 
Please see below for GSW/Strada comments related to the Transportation SOW. I believe you’re
aggregating them before distributing to the Transportation consultants. Comments relating to the
ESA SOW are forthcoming under separate cover.
 


·         References to project variant can be removed
·         References to athletic clubs can be removed
·         Table 1: the three scenarios for variants can be removed from the chart
·         Page 5: a sentence should be added mentioning the Mission Bay TMA shuttle system
·         Page 5: a sentence should be added mentioning Muni lines 33/52
·         Page 10, Transit Impacts section 6.2: does ‘transit capacity utilization’ factor in anything like


Muni’s proposed buses staged on 16th Street for shuttling to/from 16th Street BART
before/after events?


·         Seems appropriate to mention the Central Subway in the document
·         A map should be added to illustrate the ‘study area’ boundaries
·         Bicycle analysis: Terry Francois Blvd/the Blue Greenway should be mentioned in Table 5
·         Parking: UCSF’s off-street parking facilities should be referenced


 
Let us know if you have any questions.
 
Thanks,
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Clarke
 
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
101 Mission Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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From: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: FW: GSW Transportation Analysis
Date: Monday, June 09, 2014 8:14:32 AM


Catherine,
 
I think the proposed intersections for traffic study and analysis make sense. I hope the Giants game
day data collection isn’t limited to two or three games. It would be ideal if data is collected for a
minimum of 5 game days/nights (this would provide a comprehensive data to cover ancillary use
that may be proposed as part of the arena proposal)
 
Manny
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Friday, June 06, 2014 3:31 PM
To: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW Transportation Analysis
 
I don’t know that I received it.  Maybe circle around to Brett (cc Chris Kern and me) and see if there
was an 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: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII) 
Sent: Friday, June 06, 2014 3:14 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW Transportation Analysis
 
Is there an attachment to this email?
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Friday, June 06, 2014 3:01 PM
To: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: FW: GSW Transportation Analysis
 
 
 
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/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) 
Sent: Monday, May 12, 2014 7:53 AM
To: Clarke Miller
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
 
Sorry I forgot to include the third intersection for pedestrian counts. The third intersection would be
Terry Francois/South. I will find a mutual time for a site visit that works for all. Thanks.
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Friday, May 09, 2014 2:01 PM
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
 
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
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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,
#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):



mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org

mailto:jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com





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: Miller, Don
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kate Aufhauser
Subject: Re: Contact Don Miller
Date: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:55:47 PM


I prefer to go to Strada or OCII


On Jul 17, 2014, at 4:40 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


> Thursday the 24th at 1PM works for me.
>
> Don - do you want to host?
>
> Catherine Reilly
> Project Manager
> Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
>    Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
> Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:27 PM
> To: Kate Aufhauser; Miller, Don (DPW)
> Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
> Subject: RE: Contact Don Miller
>
> Likewise, so let's say 1pm if that works for Catherine too. Let us know where you'd like to meet.
> Thanks,
> Clarke
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com]
> Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:25 PM
> To: 'Miller, Don'; Clarke Miller
> Cc: Reilly, Catherine
> Subject: RE: Contact Don Miller
>
> Either works for me. Thanks, Don. Looking forward to diving in on this.
>
> Kate Aufhauser
>
> Kate Aufhauser Project Analyst
> Golden State Warriors
> Direct 510.986.5419
> Cell 202.230.2642
> 1011 Broadway | Oakland, CA | 94607
>
>
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Miller, Don [mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org]
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> Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:11 PM
> To: Clarke Miller
> Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Reilly, Catherine
> Subject: Re: Contact Don Miller
>
> Ok. Does 1 pm or 4 pm work?
>
>
>
> On Jul 17, 2014, at 4:08 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
>
>> Sure. Does next Thursday afternoon work for you?
>> Clarke
>>
>> -----Original Message-----
>> From: Miller, Don [mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org]
>> Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 3:48 PM
>> To: Clarke Miller
>> Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); Reilly, Catherine
>> Subject: Re: Contact Don Miller
>>
>> I am on vacation that week but could phone in.  I would rather meet in person.  Any chance for
next week?
>>
>>
>>
>> On Jul 17, 2014, at 3:25 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com<mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com>>
wrote:
>>
>> Likewise, Don, and thanks for sending your contact info. Do you have time during the week of July
28 (Monday or Tuesday afternoons work for us) to meet and get an overview on the tentative and final
map process?
>> Thanks,
>> Clarke
>>
>> Clarke Miller
>> Strada Investment Group
>> 101 Mission Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
>> Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
>> Email: cmiller@stradasf.com<mailto:cmiller@stradasf.com>
>>
>> From: Miller, Don [mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org]
>> Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 10:08 AM
>> To: Clarke Miller
>> Subject: Contact Don Miller
>>
>> Clarke
>>
>> It was nice to meet you yesterday.  My contact information is below.
>>
>> Regards,
>> Don
>>
>> Donald  Miller, P.E.
>> Infrastructure Task Force
>> 30 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 4200
>> San Francisco, CA 94102
>> office - 415-581-2570
>> cell - 925-286-0551
>> email - don.miller@sfdpw.org<mailto:don.miller@sfdpw.org>
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From: Miller, Don
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Re: Contact Don Miller
Date: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:11:31 PM


Ok. Does 1 pm or 4 pm work?


On Jul 17, 2014, at 4:08 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:


> Sure. Does next Thursday afternoon work for you?
> Clarke
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Miller, Don [mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org]
> Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 3:48 PM
> To: Clarke Miller
> Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); Reilly, Catherine
> Subject: Re: Contact Don Miller
>
> I am on vacation that week but could phone in.  I would rather meet in person.  Any chance for next
week?
>
>
>
> On Jul 17, 2014, at 3:25 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com<mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com>>
wrote:
>
> Likewise, Don, and thanks for sending your contact info. Do you have time during the week of July 28
(Monday or Tuesday afternoons work for us) to meet and get an overview on the tentative and final
map process?
> Thanks,
> Clarke
>
> Clarke Miller
> Strada Investment Group
> 101 Mission Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
> Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
> Email: cmiller@stradasf.com<mailto:cmiller@stradasf.com>
>
> From: Miller, Don [mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org]
> Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 10:08 AM
> To: Clarke Miller
> Subject: Contact Don Miller
>
> Clarke
>
> It was nice to meet you yesterday.  My contact information is below.
>
> Regards,
> Don
>
> Donald  Miller, P.E.
> Infrastructure Task Force
> 30 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 4200
> San Francisco, CA 94102
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> office - 415-581-2570
> cell - 925-286-0551
> email - don.miller@sfdpw.org<mailto:don.miller@sfdpw.org>
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Oerth, Sally (OCII)
Cc: Jones, Natasha (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW mtg with Planning staff
Date: Monday, June 09, 2014 6:07:00 PM


I will send an email out to the group that I had said to not plan on attending the meeting so that they
know the context.  Jennifer will be calling in.
 
I’ll give Planning a heads up to hold the time on the 19th, but would suggest not adding anyone
other than John at this point until we can get direction on who he wants to attend as I am not clear
who in upper management he wants at the meeting in addition to the two staff he has identified for
the day-to-day activities.   Or Tiffany, if you happen to talk with him before, see if he has a list of
who he’d like added to the Warriors external meeting.


Natasha – go ahead and send out to everyone on the list (Planning is still sorting out their
representation and John can help determine at this meeting who will be at the following).  The new


title can be:  Internal GSW Design Meeting.  Please change the title for the 19th to  “GSW Design
Meeting” and keep us in 5080.  Add Jesse Blout and Clarke Miller to the invite list.   Please send me


an off-line email with the current list of folks added to the 13th meeting (I’m curious).
 
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII) 
Sent: Monday, June 09, 2014 4:14 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Oerth, Sally (OCII)
Cc: Jones, Natasha (OCII)
Subject: GSW mtg with Planning staff
 
John Rahaim and I discussed having an internal meeting with Planning and OEWD staff to discuss the
design approach for the site.  Since the GSW mtg with the project sponsor is now next week, John


and I thought we should use the Friday, June 13th at 3 pm time for this meeting. 
 
Unless there are objections, Natasha please change the title of the meeting and send out call
information in the event we have anyone who needs to participate by phone rather than in person
in the Exec Conference room.  Thanks.
 



mailto:tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org

mailto:sally.oerth@sfgov.org

mailto:natasha.jones@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/





 
 
Tiffany Bohee
Executive Director
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
  Successor to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Tel:  415-749-2588
Email:  tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org


 



mailto:tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org






From: Kern, Chris (CPC)
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: FW: GSW Transportation Scope in WORD
Date: Wednesday, July 16, 2014 8:07:07 AM
Attachments: MB Blocks 29-32 Draft Transportation SOW 2014_7_14 version 1a.docx


 
 
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: Tuesday, July 15, 2014 3:55 PM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: GSW Transportation Scope in WORD
 


Chris and Catherine:
 
As requested, attached is transportation scope 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
 



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=DE60665E3EBB43CF95F7AEC0F6E03AA8-CHRIS KERN

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/

mailto:pmitchell@esassoc.com
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Scope of Work


Transportation Analysis for the proposed Event Center at Mission Bay South Area Blocks 29-32 EIR 


Second Draft: July 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


The San Francisco 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 project variant;


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 the project variant; 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 (e.g., office, retail, restaurant, athletic club, movie theater, live theater) 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-related transportation improvements, background traffic assumptions, and parking assumptions. The proposed project and project variant travel demand will be presented for each analysis scenario.  This technical memorandum will be presented to the Planning Department for review and approval prior to proceeding with the transportation impact analysis.  


The transportation consultants will work with the project sponsor to develop the definition of the project variant.





			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





			[bookmark: _GoBack]Existing + Project Variant


			1


			


			1


			


			


			


			


			2





			Future Year 2040 Cumulative


			


			


			


			


			


			


			


			





			Project - No Event


			1


			


			


			


			


			1


			


			2





			Project – with Event 


- with Basketball Game


- with Convention Event


			


1


1


			


			


			


			


			1


			


			


2


1





			Project Variant – No Event 


			1


			


			


			


			


			


			


			1





			TOTAL


			9


			2


			3


			2


			2


			5


			2


			25











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 and June 2014, as appropriate.


			Table 2a - Intersection Analysis Locations





			Location


			Location





			1


			The Embarcadero/Harrison St


			13


			Terry Francois Blvd/16th St [a]





			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/Fifth 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


			


			





			Note:


[a] Future analysis location.











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


			


			





			3


			Terry Francois Blvd/South St [b]


			


			





			Notes:


[a] All crosswalks at the listed intersections.


[b] Future analysis location.











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 describe 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 and at 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 site, 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 Variant 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 variant 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, office, athletic club, movie theater, live theater) 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 parking lots 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 facilities 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 the project variant 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 variant 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 the transportation impacts associated with the proposed project and the project variant 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 - no Event


Future year 2040 Cumulative - with Event


Table 1 on page 3 details the number of project, project variant, 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’s and project variant’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 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’s/project variant’s 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/project variant’s 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 - no Event 


Future year 2040 Cumulative – with Event


Table 1 on page 3 details the number of project, project variant 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 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 variant.  The proposed on-site loading supply will be compared to the Mission Bay South Area D4D 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 and project variant.  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 the project variant. 


Task 6.7 – Construction Impacts


The transportation consultants will qualitatively assess any potential temporary construction-related transportation impacts that would be generated by the proposed project and the project variant.  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 variant.  Handicapped-accessible, bicycle and carshare spaces supplied by the project and project variant will be identified.  The proposed parking supply will be compared to the requirements of the Mission Bay South Area D4D.  Any exceptions to the Mission Bay South Area D4D will be noted. 


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 – 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 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 project variant;


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 9 – 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 10:  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 11 – 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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From: Jones, Natasha (OCII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW mtg with Planning staff
Date: Monday, June 09, 2014 4:57:25 PM


ok
 
___________________________________________
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: Monday, June 09, 2014 4:57 PM
To: Jones, Natasha (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW mtg with Planning staff
 
Hold on for a minute on my way back
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Jones, Natasha (OCII)"
Date:06/09/2014 4:26 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Subject: FW: GSW mtg with Planning staff
 
Catherine,
 
I will send an invitation to Jennifer and John for this meeting Tiffany suggested below.
I have also noticed that there have been other invitees added to the hold on June 13 at 3:00.
Let’s discuss to avoid confusion.
 
Thank you.
 
___________________________________________
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: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII) 
Sent: Monday, June 09, 2014 4:14 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Oerth, Sally (OCII)
Cc: Jones, Natasha (OCII)
Subject: GSW mtg with Planning staff
 
John Rahaim and I discussed having an internal meeting with Planning and OEWD staff to discuss the
design approach for the site.  Since the GSW mtg with the project sponsor is now next week, John


and I thought we should use the Friday, June 13th at 3 pm time for this meeting. 
 
Unless there are objections, Natasha please change the title of the meeting and send out call
information in the event we have anyone who needs to participate by phone rather than in person
in the Exec Conference room.  Thanks.
 
 
 
Tiffany Bohee
Executive Director
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
  Successor to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Tel:  415-749-2588
Email:  tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org
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From: Kern, Chris (CPC)
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Becker, Brett (PUC)
Subject: FW: GSW comments to Transportation SOW
Date: Thursday, July 24, 2014 1:39:56 PM


Here are GSW’s comments on the transportation SOW.
 
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: Tuesday, July 22, 2014 9:58 AM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Paul Mitchell (pmitchell@esassoc.com); Mary Murphy
(MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: GSW comments to Transportation SOW
 
Chris,
 
Please see below for GSW/Strada comments related to the Transportation SOW. I believe you’re
aggregating them before distributing to the Transportation consultants. Comments relating to the
ESA SOW are forthcoming under separate cover.
 


·         References to project variant can be removed
·         References to athletic clubs can be removed
·         Table 1: the three scenarios for variants can be removed from the chart
·         Page 5: a sentence should be added mentioning the Mission Bay TMA shuttle system
·         Page 5: a sentence should be added mentioning Muni lines 33/52
·         Page 10, Transit Impacts section 6.2: does ‘transit capacity utilization’ factor in anything like


Muni’s proposed buses staged on 16th Street for shuttling to/from 16th Street BART
before/after events?


·         Seems appropriate to mention the Central Subway in the document
·         A map should be added to illustrate the ‘study area’ boundaries
·         Bicycle analysis: Terry Francois Blvd/the Blue Greenway should be mentioned in Table 5
·         Parking: UCSF’s off-street parking facilities should be referenced


 
Let us know if you have any questions.
 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
 
Clarke Miller
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Strada Investment Group
101 Mission Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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From: Miller, Don
To: Katherine Aufhauser
Cc: cmiller@stradasf.com; Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Re: Contact Don Miller
Date: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 9:43:50 AM


Alec Balmy, Captain


San Francisco Fire Department
Bureau of Fire Prevention - Fire Plan Check Section
1660 Mission Street<x-apple-data-detectors://0>
San Francisco, CA   94103<x-apple-data-detectors://0>


Telephone:  (415) 575-6989<tel:(415)%20575-6989>


E-mail:  alec.balmy@sfgov.org<mailto:alec.balmy@sfgov.org>


On Jul 28, 2014, at 11:17 PM, "Katherine Aufhauser"
<KAufhauser@warriors.com<mailto:KAufhauser@warriors.com>> wrote:


Don -


Could you please provide contact information for Capt. Baulmy, as discussed during last week's
meeting? We'd like to reach out to discuss our project.


Thank you,
Kate


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


-----Original Message-----
From: Miller, Don [mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org]
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 2:55 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; 'cmiller@stradasf.com<mailto:cmiller@stradasf.com>'
Cc: Reilly, Catherine
Subject: RE: Contact Don Miller


You are welcome and happy weekend to all.


Donald  Miller, P.E.
Infrastructure Task Force
30 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 4200
San Francisco, CA 94102
office - 415-581-2570
cell - 925-286-0551


-----Original Message-----
From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com]
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Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 2:46 PM
To: Miller, Don; 'cmiller@stradasf.com<mailto:cmiller@stradasf.com>'
Cc: Reilly, Catherine
Subject: RE: Contact Don Miller


Great. Thanks for the quick reply, Don. Enjoy your weekend.


Kate


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


-----Original Message-----
From: Miller, Don [mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org]
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 2:28 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; 'cmiller@stradasf.com<mailto:cmiller@stradasf.com>'
Cc: Reilly, Catherine
Subject: RE: Contact Don Miller


Kate and Clarke,


Attached per your request please find the following:


1.    Blocks 29-32, Tentative Map. (This was the original submittal and has expired)
2.    Blocks 29-32, Executed Conditions of Approval (While this was approved at one time, it has
expired and you have a different project)
3.    Blocks 2-7 & 13, Executed PIA (This is a sample that you asked for but your project will be
significantly different)
4.    Block 1, Draft PIA (This is more like your project but as is, it is a proposal by Strada and it is being
reviewed by the City and you will benefit from review of a future edition of this document and
discussions with MBDG.)


Let me know if I can provide further assistance.


Don


Donald  Miller, P.E.
Infrastructure Task Force
30 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 4200
San Francisco, CA 94102
office - 415-581-2570
cell - 925-286-0551


-----Original Message-----
From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com]
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 1:26 PM
To: Miller, Don; Reilly, Catherine
Cc: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: Contact Don Miller


Hi Don,
Thanks once again for your time yesterday to walk us through the mapping & PIA process. Your
overview was extremely helpful.
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We have a few action items on our end, including working the steps you listed into our entitlements
schedule. In the meantime, we'll look out for the ARE tentative map for Blocks 29-32, the Block 1 PIA,
and contact info for Captain Baulmy from you. Please let me know if there's anything I'm missing or any
other reference items that may be of use to us.


All the best,
Kate


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


-----Original Message-----
From: Miller, Don [mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org]
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 5:00 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kate Aufhauser
Subject: Re: Contact Don Miller


Thanks


On Jul 17, 2014, at 4:58 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org<mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>> wrote:


I can host here.


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
  Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Miller, Don [mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org]
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:56 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kate Aufhauser
Subject: Re: Contact Don Miller


I prefer to go to Strada or OCII


On Jul 17, 2014, at 4:40 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org<mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>> wrote:


Thursday the 24th at 1PM works for me.


Don - do you want to host?


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/


-----Original Message-----
From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:27 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Miller, Don (DPW)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Contact Don Miller


Likewise, so let's say 1pm if that works for Catherine too. Let us know where you'd like to meet.
Thanks,
Clarke


-----Original Message-----
From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com]
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:25 PM
To: 'Miller, Don'; Clarke Miller
Cc: Reilly, Catherine
Subject: RE: Contact Don Miller


Either works for me. Thanks, Don. Looking forward to diving in on this.


Kate Aufhauser


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


-----Original Message-----
From: Miller, Don [mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org]
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:11 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Reilly, Catherine
Subject: Re: Contact Don Miller


Ok. Does 1 pm or 4 pm work?


On Jul 17, 2014, at 4:08 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com<mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com>>
wrote:


Sure. Does next Thursday afternoon work for you?
Clarke


-----Original Message-----
From: Miller, Don [mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org]
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 3:48 PM
To: Clarke Miller
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Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com<mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com>); Reilly, Catherine
Subject: Re: Contact Don Miller


I am on vacation that week but could phone in.  I would rather meet in person.  Any chance for next
week?


On Jul 17, 2014, at 3:25 PM, "Clarke Miller"
<CMiller@stradasf.com<mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com><mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com>> wrote:


Likewise, Don, and thanks for sending your contact info. Do you have time during the week of July 28
(Monday or Tuesday afternoons work for us) to meet and get an overview on the tentative and final
map process?
Thanks,
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
101 Mission Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com<mailto:cmiller@stradasf.com><mailto:cmiller@stradasf.com>


From: Miller, Don [mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org]
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 10:08 AM
To: Clarke Miller
Subject: Contact Don Miller


Clarke


It was nice to meet you yesterday.  My contact information is below.


Regards,
Don


Donald  Miller, P.E.
Infrastructure Task Force
30 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 4200
San Francisco, CA 94102
office - 415-581-2570
cell - 925-286-0551
email - don.miller@sfdpw.org<mailto:don.miller@sfdpw.org><mailto:don.miller@sfdpw.org>
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Jones, Natasha (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW mtg with Planning staff
Date: Monday, June 09, 2014 4:57:09 PM


Hold on for a minute on my way back


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Jones, Natasha (OCII)"
Date:06/09/2014 4:26 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Subject: FW: GSW mtg with Planning staff


Catherine,
 
I will send an invitation to Jennifer and John for this meeting Tiffany suggested below.
I have also noticed that there have been other invitees added to the hold on June 13 at 3:00.
Let’s discuss to avoid confusion.
 
Thank you.
 
___________________________________________
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: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII) 
Sent: Monday, June 09, 2014 4:14 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Oerth, Sally (OCII)
Cc: Jones, Natasha (OCII)
Subject: GSW mtg with Planning staff
 
John Rahaim and I discussed having an internal meeting with Planning and OEWD staff to discuss the
design approach for the site.  Since the GSW mtg with the project sponsor is now next week, John


and I thought we should use the Friday, June 13th at 3 pm time for this meeting. 
 
Unless there are objections, Natasha please change the title of the meeting and send out call
information in the event we have anyone who needs to participate by phone rather than in person
in the Exec Conference room.  Thanks.
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Tiffany Bohee
Executive Director
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
  Successor to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Tel:  415-749-2588
Email:  tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org
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From: Miller, Erin
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: DWG meeting on Wed., June 18 @11 a.m.
Date: Wednesday, June 18, 2014 9:32:48 AM


Hmmm. Maybe if you thought it would be useful at all to say Hi to them as the new
City PM for the Warriors.    


But not necessary, and I know you're busy. Maybe better to go for a more focus
update on GSW once they give you some information. 


-Erin Miller


* Please excuse typos. This was sent from my iPhone 


On Jun 18, 2014, at 9:13 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Should I attend this for the WTA?  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: Cheng-Tam, Irene On Behalf Of Hrushowy, Neil (CPC)
Sent: Friday, June 13, 2014 4:25 PM
To: Rahaim, John (CPC); Alumbaugh, David (CPC); Kelley, Gil (CPC); Joslin, Jeff (CPC);
Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC); Ed.Reiskin@sfmta.com; Joanna.Hayes-White@sfgov.org;
Maria.Lombardo@sfcta.org; Tilly.chang@sfcta.org; David.uniman@sfcta.org; Kelly, Jr,
Harlan (PUC); Kamalanathan, Dawn (REC); Smith, Bridget (MTA); Albert, Peter (MTA);
Robbins, Jerry (MTA); Strong, Brian (DPW); Carlin, Michael (PUC); Papandreou, Timothy
(MTA); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Anna.LaForte@sfcta.org; Bradley, Stacy (REC); Howard,
Kate (MYR); Raphael, Deborah (ENV); Nuru, Mohammed (DPW); Sweiss, Fuad (DPW);
Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Ito, Darton (MTA); Gillett, Gillian (MYR); Divine, Peg (DPW);
Linetzky, Mindy (DPW); Rudnick, Kelli (DPW); Johnson, Carla (ADM); Rich, Ken (MYR);
Rufo, Todd (MYR); Isaac, Marlo (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Kim, Roger (MYR); Gygi,
Susan (CPC); DeCaigny, Tom (ART); Warsh, Ethan (OCII); Fong, Lynn (DPW); Sallaberry,
Mike (MTA); Abad, Robin (CPC); Salvadori, Ilaria (CPC); Alumbaugh, David (CPC)
Cc: Green, Andrea (CPC); Erika.cheng@sfcta.org; Cheng-Tam, Irene; Pearman, Rick
(DPW); Nakhiengchanh, Susie (MTA); Simpliciano, Sophia (MTA); Lester, Lauren (ENV);
Penwell, Lynda (DPW); Hervey, Myisha (MYR); Barnes, Bill; Folan, Annie (DPW); Navarro,
Carmelita (PUC); Simpliciano, Sophia (MTA); Varat, Adam (CPC); Hrushowy, Neil (CPC);
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Rewers, Jonathan (MTA); Smith, Susan (CON); Phillips, Claire (CON); Brastow, Peter
(ENV); ariel.mcginnis@sfmta.com; Miller, Erin (MTA); liz.brisson@sfcta.org; Bertrang,
Simon (DPW)
Subject: DWG meeting on Wed., June 18 @11 a.m.
 
Dear all:
 
Please find the attached DWG Agenda for this coming Wed., June 18 from 11
a.m. – 1 p.m. in City Hall, Room 201.
If you have questions regarding the attached agenda, please contact Neil
Hrushowy at the Planning Department.
Thank you.
 
… for Neil
Irene
(415) 558-6282


 


<DWG Agenda 2014-06-18.docx>
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Winslow, David (CPC)
Subject: FW: GSW design check-in tomorrow morning
Date: Monday, July 07, 2014 1:29:00 PM
Importance: High


You have a minute to discuss before responding?  I’m at my desk.  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: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Monday, July 07, 2014 12:20 PM
To: Winslow, David (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: GSW design check-in tomorrow morning
Importance: High
 
David, Catherine,
We have members of our design team in town today and tomorrow morning working hard on
incorporating the comments we received from your group. Do you have time tomorrow morning for
an informal look at the changes we’re considering? Our team is available between 8:30-10am – does
that work for you? We can do it at the Warriors SF office (2 Harrison St, Suite 140) or come to your
office if you prefer. Apologies for the short notice, but we think it’d be really valuable to get your
real-time feedback before we push too far.
Thanks,
Clarke
 
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
101 Mission 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: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Subject: Re: Draft GSW Comments
Date: Monday, July 28, 2014 10:24:52 AM


Send to Erin and Peter now. 


On Jul 28, 2014, at 10:00 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


I can go ahead and send out my draft with redlines taken out to Erin/Peter so that they
can put their comments in since Jennifer had wanted to have their comments in place.
 
Jennifer – what do you prefer timing-wise?
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Switzky, Joshua (CPC) 
Sent: Monday, July 28, 2014 9:53 AM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Draft GSW Comments
 
I won’t have a chance to take a look until after lunch today, so Jen if you want to take a
stab this morning, that works for me. But please do it in track changes so that I
understand who did what.
Thanks!
-j
 
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Monday, July 28, 2014 7:39 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Subject: Re: Draft GSW Comments
 
This is looking really good. I agree it's a lot, but that's OK. I would like to edit just a bit
for tone. Can I edit the draft that includes SFMTA comments? I will be able to turn
around quickly - my suggestions are pretty superficial. It would be great to stay on
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track and give this to Warriors  tomorrow. Thanks! 


On Jul 26, 2014, at 2:58 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Josh/Jennifer – I wanted to run by my revisions to you two first before
releasing to Erin/Peter to add.  I basically have revised per a discussion
Josh and I had to make sure the podium concept is highlighted up front,
while keeping the general principles in the body of the letter.  There is a
lot of redlining, but primarily it is moving stuff around and reformatting,
especially the specific comments section at the end.  I added a couple
things that I thought MTA would like to see based on their comments on
our earlier internal talking points and a few things from the original notes
that weren’t carried forward.
 
Josh – there are a couple points I wanted your insight on (the atrium and
what direction we want to give them about balancing the fact it is a big
project with trying to make it read like multiple distinct projects).  Feel
free to play with my language, I am not feeling very design-y in my writing
today.
 
Jennifer, I’d love your read of the tone of the letter since they seem
sensitive to how information is presented to them, so I want to make sure
we make our point about areas we need work to be done, without also
recognizing the good working relationship their team has strived to
achieve with city staff and the efforts they have made to date.
 
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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Oerth, Sally (OCII)
Cc: Jones, Natasha (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW mtg with Planning staff
Date: Monday, June 09, 2014 6:07:00 PM


I will send an email out to the group that I had said to not plan on attending the meeting so that they
know the context.  Jennifer will be calling in.
 
I’ll give Planning a heads up to hold the time on the 19th, but would suggest not adding anyone
other than John at this point until we can get direction on who he wants to attend as I am not clear
who in upper management he wants at the meeting in addition to the two staff he has identified for
the day-to-day activities.   Or Tiffany, if you happen to talk with him before, see if he has a list of
who he’d like added to the Warriors external meeting.


Natasha – go ahead and send out to everyone on the list (Planning is still sorting out their
representation and John can help determine at this meeting who will be at the following).  The new


title can be:  Internal GSW Design Meeting.  Please change the title for the 19th to  “GSW Design
Meeting” and keep us in 5080.  Add Jesse Blout and Clarke Miller to the invite list.   Please send me


an off-line email with the current list of folks added to the 13th meeting (I’m curious).
 
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII) 
Sent: Monday, June 09, 2014 4:14 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Oerth, Sally (OCII)
Cc: Jones, Natasha (OCII)
Subject: GSW mtg with Planning staff
 
John Rahaim and I discussed having an internal meeting with Planning and OEWD staff to discuss the
design approach for the site.  Since the GSW mtg with the project sponsor is now next week, John


and I thought we should use the Friday, June 13th at 3 pm time for this meeting. 
 
Unless there are objections, Natasha please change the title of the meeting and send out call
information in the event we have anyone who needs to participate by phone rather than in person
in the Exec Conference room.  Thanks.
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Tiffany Bohee
Executive Director
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
  Successor to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Tel:  415-749-2588
Email:  tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Winslow, David (CPC)
Subject: FW: GSW design check-in tomorrow morning
Date: Monday, July 07, 2014 1:29:00 PM
Importance: High


You have a minute to discuss before responding?  I’m at my desk.  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: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Monday, July 07, 2014 12:20 PM
To: Winslow, David (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: GSW design check-in tomorrow morning
Importance: High
 
David, Catherine,
We have members of our design team in town today and tomorrow morning working hard on
incorporating the comments we received from your group. Do you have time tomorrow morning for
an informal look at the changes we’re considering? Our team is available between 8:30-10am – does
that work for you? We can do it at the Warriors SF office (2 Harrison St, Suite 140) or come to your
office if you prefer. Apologies for the short notice, but we think it’d be really valuable to get your
real-time feedback before we push too far.
Thanks,
Clarke
 
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
101 Mission 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 (CII)
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC); Arce, Pedro (CII)
Subject: RE: GSW notes
Date: Friday, July 25, 2014 9:30:00 AM


Thank you very much, Josh and David.  I’ll take a look today (Pedro also provided some comments I
will incorporate in).  We saw the revised drawings yesterday and they are not looking at the drop of
the podium, so most of the changes for playing with the edges to address the transition from the
ground floor to the podium.  So, there probably will not be any changes to the comments based on
what we saw.
 
I am talking with Jennifer today and will mention their approach to the podium height and we’ll
probably need to circle around with those above about how to push back on that issue.
 
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: Switzky, Joshua (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2014 1:38 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Winslow, David (CPC); Arce, Pedro (CII)
Subject: RE: GSW notes
 
Hi all –
Attached is the current draft. David took a first stab and I worked on it a bunch. Please take a look.
The organization is a bit of a challenge. Some amount of repetition is fine on some major points, but
the last major principle with its supporting points seems to be kind of meagerly dangling there.
Suggestions welcome. The overall formatting still needs some work too, as well as to the opening
pre-amble.
-j
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 1:19 PM
To: Winslow, David (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Cc: Arce, Pedro (CII)
Subject: FW: GSW notes
 
David/Josh – thanks for pulling together the first draft of the combined comments on the design. 
Pedro has summarized his comments below.
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Another thing that just crossed my mind – do you remember if they show the 8-foot parking podium
going to the edge of the entire project site or do they show it only going to the edge where they do
not have buildings/stairs coming down to the ground plane?  If the former, we should point that out,
since it means they cannot actually screen it with the buildings as shown. Hope that makes sense.
 
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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY JULY 25th
 


From: Arce, Pedro (CII) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 22, 2014 3:40 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: GSW notes
 
Catherine: this is a summary of my notes, I have tried to organize them by topic, starting with design
issues and concluding with issues where we think there is the need for further studies.
 


1.        Study ways to better accommodate surge of transit users after events


Study the capacity of the South and 16th Streets corner
Study the width of the South Street south sidewalk for queuing of passengers.
Study widening the mid-block connection of the Plaza to South Street.
Consider eliminating as much as possible, the amount of ramps at the corner.


2.        Reduce elevation of podium plaza, particularly around the edges, so as to achieve porosity
and a more gradual and fluid connection to the street. Consider reducing the elevation by 
approximately 4 feet.
This may need studying the vertical clearances of the parking and loading areas in relation
to the podium/arena.


3.        Improve the pedestrian environment by avoiding blank and high walls and activating, as
much as possible the ground floor.
This concern is associated with the reduction of the elevation of the podium specially along
the South Street side. Along Terry Francois Boulevard consider ways to open up the ground
floor as much as possible; consider internal circulation of the theater and the introduction of
other active uses such as bike storage facilities.


4.        Reduce the width of the combined garage and loading services along 16th Street


5.        Provide a more fluid connection for pedestrians along 16th Street to the Podium Plaza level.
6.        Further study the massing of the Club/Restaurant
7.        Further study the proportions of the openings; along Third Street the dimensions of the
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pavilion so as to provide a better visual integration between the Plaza and Campus Way,
along South Street in order to provide a visual terminus to Bridgeway and to achieve a more
fluid connection between the Plaza and to accommodate surges after games and to create a


visual terminus to Bridgeway, and along 16th Street to better integrate the access and
egress of pedestrians.


8.        Study the circulation of other transportation systems, consider the movement of taxis,
bicycles, valet parking etc. and translate them into the overall site plan and building design.


9.        Study the queuing of vehicles to access the parking garage. Consider the existing facilities in
Block 27 (access to the parking garage), Block 28 (Old Navy loading dock) and Block X4 (409-


499 Illinois, parking access along 16th and parking and loading access along Illinois)








From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Subject: Re: Draft GSW Comments
Date: Monday, July 28, 2014 7:38:53 AM


This is looking really good. I agree it's a lot, but that's OK. I would like to edit just a
bit for tone. Can I edit the draft that includes SFMTA comments? I will be able to
turn around quickly - my suggestions are pretty superficial. It would be great to stay
on track and give this to Warriors  tomorrow. Thanks! 


On Jul 26, 2014, at 2:58 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Josh/Jennifer – I wanted to run by my revisions to you two first before releasing to
Erin/Peter to add.  I basically have revised per a discussion Josh and I had to make sure
the podium concept is highlighted up front, while keeping the general principles in the
body of the letter.  There is a lot of redlining, but primarily it is moving stuff around
and reformatting, especially the specific comments section at the end.  I added a
couple things that I thought MTA would like to see based on their comments on our
earlier internal talking points and a few things from the original notes that weren’t
carried forward.
 
Josh – there are a couple points I wanted your insight on (the atrium and what
direction we want to give them about balancing the fact it is a big project with trying to
make it read like multiple distinct projects).  Feel free to play with my language, I am
not feeling very design-y in my writing today.
 
Jennifer, I’d love your read of the tone of the letter since they seem sensitive to how
information is presented to them, so I want to make sure we make our point about
areas we need work to be done, without also recognizing the good working
relationship their team has strived to achieve with city staff and the efforts they have
made to date.
 
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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
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From: Jones, Natasha (OCII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: FW: GSW mtg with Planning staff
Date: Monday, June 09, 2014 4:26:59 PM


Catherine,
 
I will send an invitation to Jennifer and John for this meeting Tiffany suggested below.
I have also noticed that there have been other invitees added to the hold on June 13 at 3:00.
Let’s discuss to avoid confusion.
 
Thank you.
 
___________________________________________
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: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII) 
Sent: Monday, June 09, 2014 4:14 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Oerth, Sally (OCII)
Cc: Jones, Natasha (OCII)
Subject: GSW mtg with Planning staff
 
John Rahaim and I discussed having an internal meeting with Planning and OEWD staff to discuss the
design approach for the site.  Since the GSW mtg with the project sponsor is now next week, John


and I thought we should use the Friday, June 13th at 3 pm time for this meeting. 
 
Unless there are objections, Natasha please change the title of the meeting and send out call
information in the event we have anyone who needs to participate by phone rather than in person
in the Exec Conference room.  Thanks.
 
 
 
Tiffany Bohee
Executive Director
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
  Successor to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Tel:  415-749-2588
Email:  tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=DDB24DD04BD44AB188A751A7084DF3D1-NATASHA JONES

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:natasha.jones@sfgov.org

mailto:tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org





 








From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Subject: Re: Draft GSW Comments
Date: Monday, July 28, 2014 7:38:53 AM


This is looking really good. I agree it's a lot, but that's OK. I would like to edit just a
bit for tone. Can I edit the draft that includes SFMTA comments? I will be able to
turn around quickly - my suggestions are pretty superficial. It would be great to stay
on track and give this to Warriors  tomorrow. Thanks! 


On Jul 26, 2014, at 2:58 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Josh/Jennifer – I wanted to run by my revisions to you two first before releasing to
Erin/Peter to add.  I basically have revised per a discussion Josh and I had to make sure
the podium concept is highlighted up front, while keeping the general principles in the
body of the letter.  There is a lot of redlining, but primarily it is moving stuff around
and reformatting, especially the specific comments section at the end.  I added a
couple things that I thought MTA would like to see based on their comments on our
earlier internal talking points and a few things from the original notes that weren’t
carried forward.
 
Josh – there are a couple points I wanted your insight on (the atrium and what
direction we want to give them about balancing the fact it is a big project with trying to
make it read like multiple distinct projects).  Feel free to play with my language, I am
not feeling very design-y in my writing today.
 
Jennifer, I’d love your read of the tone of the letter since they seem sensitive to how
information is presented to them, so I want to make sure we make our point about
areas we need work to be done, without also recognizing the good working
relationship their team has strived to achieve with city staff and the efforts they have
made to date.
 
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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
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From: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Winslow, David (CPC); Arce, Pedro (CII)
Subject: RE: GSW notes
Date: Thursday, July 24, 2014 1:37:39 PM
Attachments: Warriors Mission Bay Design Review Notes 1_js.doc


Hi all –
Attached is the current draft. David took a first stab and I worked on it a bunch. Please take a look.
The organization is a bit of a challenge. Some amount of repetition is fine on some major points, but
the last major principle with its supporting points seems to be kind of meagerly dangling there.
Suggestions welcome. The overall formatting still needs some work too, as well as to the opening
pre-amble.
-j
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 1:19 PM
To: Winslow, David (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Cc: Arce, Pedro (CII)
Subject: FW: GSW notes
 
David/Josh – thanks for pulling together the first draft of the combined comments on the design. 
Pedro has summarized his comments below.
 
Another thing that just crossed my mind – do you remember if they show the 8-foot parking podium
going to the edge of the entire project site or do they show it only going to the edge where they do
not have buildings/stairs coming down to the ground plane?  If the former, we should point that out,
since it means they cannot actually screen it with the buildings as shown. Hope that makes sense.
 
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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY JULY 25th
 


From: Arce, Pedro (CII) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 22, 2014 3:40 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: GSW notes
 
Catherine: this is a summary of my notes, I have tried to organize them by topic, starting with design
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To:
Strada Development Group, Golden State Warriors


From: Planning Department and OCII staff




Joshua Switzky and David Winslow (Planning)



Catherine Reilly (OCII)


CC:
Jennifer Matz, OEWD



RE:
Urban Design of Mission Bay Block XX-XX (Warriors Arena project)


July 25, 2014


Following are both high-level principles related to the design and programming of the site as well as more detailed specific reflections on the evolution of the project design as presented to the Planning Department and OCII as of July 22, 2014.


1. Respect the urban character of San Francisco. Design buildings and open spaces that fit their context and respect the scale of the surroundings.


General Principles:



The Mission Bay grid consists of blocks that are consistent with the fabric of San Francisco. The street pattern provides legibility and view corridors, while moderating the scale of development. While the footprint of the arena may not allow for implementation of the exact alignment of ROWs (“varas”) per the MB Plan, the arena project site design must both respect and respond to these alignments as they relate to varas/streets that terminate at the site. The project should create an alternative through-site circulation and porosity (not necessarily vehicular) that achieves the spirit and intent of these planned grid extensions. Where  streets or paths (eg Bridgeview St, Illinois Street, UCSF Campus Lane), intersect or terminate at the project site, the site and building design (particularly the arena itself) should continue or terminate these vistas and circulation spines with useful and significant architectural and public realm responses.


The project should strive to be a seamless extension of the neighborhood public realm  and accessible to the general public at all normal hours. The site should physically and psychologically invite casual daily usage by area residents, workers and non-arena patrons as an extension of the neighborhood. 


The architecture should avoid any overt “theming” or prominent branding of the site as a whole, its public spaces, signage, or its retail components. 


The arena, open spaces and other buildings should be a part of the urban pattern, with similar relationships to the adjacent streets as other buildings. Public spaces should be deliberate and well defined, and the buildings should have a direct and urban relationship to most of the streets around the site, that respects the streetwall along its edges. 


The project should create an active interface with the public streets by providing: 1) public spaces that have adjacent activating uses; and 2) active commercial uses at the street level which improve the pedestrian environment. The project should avoid blank and high walls.


Office buildings, retail components and other non-arena buildings should be sited and designed (along with adjoining public spaces and circulation) so as feel like they are responsive to and part of the broader fabric of the neighborhood and the City, and not only responsive to their relationship to the arena.


Specific Comments on July 22 concept:


Reduce elevation of the main plaza, particularly around the edges, so as to achieve porosity and a more gradual and fluid connections to the streets. Strongly recommend reducing the elevation to not more than 4 feet above sidewalk grade. This would benefit physical and visual connections to and through the site from surrounding sidewalks.


Consider ways to open up the ground floor along Terry Francois Boulevard as much as possible; consider internal circulation of the theater and the introduction of other active uses such as bike storage facilities. 



Improve the South Street and 16th streets ground floor interface with the sidewalk; these remain inactive sides of the site with overly extensive lengths of blank and inactive walls . Consider reducing or eliminating the parking from street frontage on South Street or line it with other uses or building elements.   Enhance South Street as a means of accessing the plaza, the arena, and uses along Terry Francois (eg market hall). This can be accomplished by providing an active edge and creating a wider mid-block opening that aligns with Bridgeview. The project should expect that many people heading directly from 3rd Street (esp. the rail stop) to uses and public spaces along Terry Francois will walk along South Street. 


The small pavilion building along 3rd Street anchoring the west side of the main plaza is a positive gesture toward activating the 3rd Street edge and serving a visual foil to the arena. Continue to study its size and positioning relative to sight lines and circulation pathways to inadvertent pinch points.





2. Design project to be transit- and pedestrian-oriented.



General Principles:



Accommodate major pedestrian flows from the light rail stop at 3rd/South Street. Also consider other major pedestrian desire lines and provide seamless connections from existing streets connecting to or terminating at the site (eg Illinois Street, Bridgeview). 


Study the circulation of other transportation systems, to maximize walking, bicycling, taxi, and ferry access and translate them into the overall site plan and building design. 


Keep on-site parking to a minimum and design it to be shared to serve both the commercial uses and the arena. Explore use of existing and planned parking facilities in Mission Bay to minimize automobile reliance and the need for additional automobile parking.  These facilities have capacity during evenings and weekends when arena events occur. Consider the existing facilities in Block 27 (access to the parking garage), Block 28 (Old Navy loading dock) and Block X4 (409-499 Illinois, parking access along 16th and parking and loading access along Illinois), as well as those further away.


Screen automobile parking from view all visible frontages, preferably by fronting it with active uses. Any above-grade parking should not compromise the pedestrian experience, including both around the perimeter of the site (eg ground floor/sidewalk interface) or within the site.


Work with the City to minimize negative disruptions for pedestrians and cyclists traveling along the site from the functions of automobile access, loading and other service uses. Minimize the number of service and automobile access points and minimize their widths and visual appearance. 


Plan for significant bicycle transportation to both the arena and other site uses. Note that Planning Code has recently-adopted minimum standards for on-site bike valet for visitors for arenas/large venues and this should be considered as a benchmark. Plan for a large valet operation for events, as well as bike share and other bike parking distributed throughout the site. Bike parking could be located and designed as an active use on Terry Francois Blvd and 16th Street.


Specific Comments on July 22 concept:



As currently designed, much of the space at corner of the South and 3rd Streets is dedicated to ramps and stairs, resulting in a lack of non-circulation space for queuing and gathering.  To better accommodate surges of transit users before and after events explore the following:



1) (a) Reduction of the main plaza elevation to eliminate or minimize the extent of ramps and stairs at or near the corner to create a larger forecourt and reservoir space for pedestrians and to provide a more fluid connection for pedestrians to the Plaza level. This may involve adjusting the building location.


2) 


(b) Street enhancements to the South Street southern sidewalk that may help create a more welcoming alternative access to the plaza and arena. The mid-block connection of the Plaza to South Street should be widened to further accommodate this access.
























Further explore a means of creating a significant, memorable, and useful termination to Illinois Street for pedestrians and bikes. Explore shifting and minimizing the width of the combined garage and loading entrance along 16th Street. Consider adding additional major pedestrian connection mid-block on 16th in the vicinity of Illinois Street that connects from the main plaza to the west of the driveway in order to avoid ped conflicts with the driveway and provide a direct path for those headed south/southwest. At present the only connection to 16th is very directionally pointed eastward along 16th Street on the east side of the driveway.





3. Design project as a major civic facility with public amenity.



General Principles:



The project design should engage the public and demonstrate a civic spirit. The building and public open spaces should strive to become gathering spots providing public amenity for people who are not attending events within the arena and also when no events are occurring.  


The site and arena, should open to the public and include programmatic features that provide public amenity could include: recreation, sustainability (eg water, energy, habitat, urban agriculture), ability for non-ticket holders to see inside the main space of the arena, public art, and other ways to inhabit or interact in a tactile or sensory way with the building and its landscape. Local examples include: the viewing tower and free interior and exterior circulation areas at the DeYoung Museum; the 5-acre park on the roof of the Transbay Transit Center; the outfield free viewing arcade at the Giants ballpark; and the upper level accessible ramp view areas in the prior Pier 30-32 arena proposal. 






Program the site and its public open spaces such that it serves the needs of the immediate neighborhood, the city, and the region. For the open space, consider passive and active walking, sitting, biking, outdoor courts, observation, eating, and the like.


Strive for 24-hour activity and interest. Achieve this through a dramatic balance of siting, building, and public accommodation that welcomes and draws people in whether the arena is in use or not, and that therefore does not need to depend on restaurant or retail use to achieve a comforting level of activity. Rather, site uses should add a heightened level of activity to an already lively place. 



Strive for a mix of retail and other uses that relies upon and showcases local businesses or some new niche that satisfies local needs. Place local-serving, local business uses in the street frontages.


Specific Comments on July 22 concept:



Continue to develop and enhance the “tower/viewing platform” element at the northwest corner of the site to provide a physical landmark element and unique public amenity. 


4. Design public space to respond and connect to the surrounding public landscape and environment. 


Specific Comments on July 22 concept:



See comments above regarding reducing the elevation of the main plaza/podium to improve physical and visual access from all edges of the site.








See comments above regarding more generous and seamless physical and visual connections from South street (near termination of Bridgeview) and 16th Street (near termination of Illinois Street).




While there is every confidence that the architecture framing the southeast corner forecourt will be iconic, the strong relationship with the major park (P22) across Terry Francois Blvd has not been yet demonstrated.  The plaza size is appropriate, though attention will need to be paid to ensure that it is not simply leftover space between the buildings and the streets that define it. 
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issues and concluding with issues where we think there is the need for further studies.
 


1.        Study ways to better accommodate surge of transit users after events


Study the capacity of the South and 16th Streets corner
Study the width of the South Street south sidewalk for queuing of passengers.
Study widening the mid-block connection of the Plaza to South Street.
Consider eliminating as much as possible, the amount of ramps at the corner.


2.        Reduce elevation of podium plaza, particularly around the edges, so as to achieve porosity
and a more gradual and fluid connection to the street. Consider reducing the elevation by 
approximately 4 feet.
This may need studying the vertical clearances of the parking and loading areas in relation
to the podium/arena.


3.        Improve the pedestrian environment by avoiding blank and high walls and activating, as
much as possible the ground floor.
This concern is associated with the reduction of the elevation of the podium specially along
the South Street side. Along Terry Francois Boulevard consider ways to open up the ground
floor as much as possible; consider internal circulation of the theater and the introduction of
other active uses such as bike storage facilities.


4.        Reduce the width of the combined garage and loading services along 16th Street


5.        Provide a more fluid connection for pedestrians along 16th Street to the Podium Plaza level.
6.        Further study the massing of the Club/Restaurant
7.        Further study the proportions of the openings; along Third Street the dimensions of the


pavilion so as to provide a better visual integration between the Plaza and Campus Way,
along South Street in order to provide a visual terminus to Bridgeway and to achieve a more
fluid connection between the Plaza and to accommodate surges after games and to create a


visual terminus to Bridgeway, and along 16th Street to better integrate the access and
egress of pedestrians.


8.        Study the circulation of other transportation systems, consider the movement of taxis,
bicycles, valet parking etc. and translate them into the overall site plan and building design.


9.        Study the queuing of vehicles to access the parking garage. Consider the existing facilities in
Block 27 (access to the parking garage), Block 28 (Old Navy loading dock) and Block X4 (409-


499 Illinois, parking access along 16th and parking and loading access along Illinois)








From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Winslow, David (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Cc: Arce, Pedro (OCII)
Subject: FW: GSW notes
Date: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 1:18:00 PM


David/Josh – thanks for pulling together the first draft of the combined comments on the design. 
Pedro has summarized his comments below.
 
Another thing that just crossed my mind – do you remember if they show the 8-foot parking podium
going to the edge of the entire project site or do they show it only going to the edge where they do
not have buildings/stairs coming down to the ground plane?  If the former, we should point that out,
since it means they cannot actually screen it with the buildings as shown. Hope that makes sense.
 
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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY JULY 25th
 


From: Arce, Pedro (CII) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 22, 2014 3:40 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: GSW notes
 
Catherine: this is a summary of my notes, I have tried to organize them by topic, starting with design
issues and concluding with issues where we think there is the need for further studies.
 


1.        Study ways to better accommodate surge of transit users after events


Study the capacity of the South and 16th Streets corner
Study the width of the South Street south sidewalk for queuing of passengers.
Study widening the mid-block connection of the Plaza to South Street.
Consider eliminating as much as possible, the amount of ramps at the corner.


2.        Reduce elevation of podium plaza, particularly around the edges, so as to achieve porosity
and a more gradual and fluid connection to the street. Consider reducing the elevation by 
approximately 4 feet.
This may need studying the vertical clearances of the parking and loading areas in relation
to the podium/arena.


3.        Improve the pedestrian environment by avoiding blank and high walls and activating, as
much as possible the ground floor.
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This concern is associated with the reduction of the elevation of the podium specially along
the South Street side. Along Terry Francois Boulevard consider ways to open up the ground
floor as much as possible; consider internal circulation of the theater and the introduction of
other active uses such as bike storage facilities.


4.        Reduce the width of the combined garage and loading services along 16th Street


5.        Provide a more fluid connection for pedestrians along 16th Street to the Podium Plaza level.
6.        Further study the massing of the Club/Restaurant
7.        Further study the proportions of the openings; along Third Street the dimensions of the


pavilion so as to provide a better visual integration between the Plaza and Campus Way,
along South Street in order to provide a visual terminus to Bridgeway and to achieve a more
fluid connection between the Plaza and to accommodate surges after games and to create a


visual terminus to Bridgeway, and along 16th Street to better integrate the access and
egress of pedestrians.


8.        Study the circulation of other transportation systems, consider the movement of taxis,
bicycles, valet parking etc. and translate them into the overall site plan and building design.


9.        Study the queuing of vehicles to access the parking garage. Consider the existing facilities in
Block 27 (access to the parking garage), Block 28 (Old Navy loading dock) and Block X4 (409-


499 Illinois, parking access along 16th and parking and loading access along Illinois)








From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: "Clarke Miller"
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: GSW proposed lane reconfigurations
Date: Wednesday, July 16, 2014 11:15:00 AM


Thanks, and will do.  See you later 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/
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 16, 2014 11:06 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: GSW proposed lane reconfigurations
 
Catherine,


While we’re intending to address in tomorrow’s 10am meeting the lane reconfigurations on 16th


and South St. that Fehr & Peers is proposing, I thought it’d be useful to see it in advance to have
time to digest it. Feel free to forward to others as you see fit.
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
101 Mission 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: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Subject: Re: Draft GSW Comments
Date: Monday, July 28, 2014 10:24:52 AM


Send to Erin and Peter now. 


On Jul 28, 2014, at 10:00 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


I can go ahead and send out my draft with redlines taken out to Erin/Peter so that they
can put their comments in since Jennifer had wanted to have their comments in place.
 
Jennifer – what do you prefer timing-wise?
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Switzky, Joshua (CPC) 
Sent: Monday, July 28, 2014 9:53 AM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Draft GSW Comments
 
I won’t have a chance to take a look until after lunch today, so Jen if you want to take a
stab this morning, that works for me. But please do it in track changes so that I
understand who did what.
Thanks!
-j
 
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Monday, July 28, 2014 7:39 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Subject: Re: Draft GSW Comments
 
This is looking really good. I agree it's a lot, but that's OK. I would like to edit just a bit
for tone. Can I edit the draft that includes SFMTA comments? I will be able to turn
around quickly - my suggestions are pretty superficial. It would be great to stay on
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track and give this to Warriors  tomorrow. Thanks! 


On Jul 26, 2014, at 2:58 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Josh/Jennifer – I wanted to run by my revisions to you two first before
releasing to Erin/Peter to add.  I basically have revised per a discussion
Josh and I had to make sure the podium concept is highlighted up front,
while keeping the general principles in the body of the letter.  There is a
lot of redlining, but primarily it is moving stuff around and reformatting,
especially the specific comments section at the end.  I added a couple
things that I thought MTA would like to see based on their comments on
our earlier internal talking points and a few things from the original notes
that weren’t carried forward.
 
Josh – there are a couple points I wanted your insight on (the atrium and
what direction we want to give them about balancing the fact it is a big
project with trying to make it read like multiple distinct projects).  Feel
free to play with my language, I am not feeling very design-y in my writing
today.
 
Jennifer, I’d love your read of the tone of the letter since they seem
sensitive to how information is presented to them, so I want to make sure
we make our point about areas we need work to be done, without also
recognizing the good working relationship their team has strived to
achieve with city staff and the efforts they have made to date.
 
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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


<Warriors Mission Bay Design Review Notes 1_jsOCII.doc>
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: FW: GSW notes
Date: Friday, July 25, 2014 11:15:00 AM
Attachments: Warriors Mission Bay Design Review Notes 1_js.doc


 
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Switzky, Joshua (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2014 1:38 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Winslow, David (CPC); Arce, Pedro (CII)
Subject: RE: GSW notes
 
Hi all –
Attached is the current draft. David took a first stab and I worked on it a bunch. Please take a look.
The organization is a bit of a challenge. Some amount of repetition is fine on some major points, but
the last major principle with its supporting points seems to be kind of meagerly dangling there.
Suggestions welcome. The overall formatting still needs some work too, as well as to the opening
pre-amble.
-j
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 1:19 PM
To: Winslow, David (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Cc: Arce, Pedro (CII)
Subject: FW: GSW notes
 
David/Josh – thanks for pulling together the first draft of the combined comments on the design. 
Pedro has summarized his comments below.
 
Another thing that just crossed my mind – do you remember if they show the 8-foot parking podium
going to the edge of the entire project site or do they show it only going to the edge where they do
not have buildings/stairs coming down to the ground plane?  If the former, we should point that out,
since it means they cannot actually screen it with the buildings as shown. Hope that makes sense.
 
Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
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To:
Strada Development Group, Golden State Warriors


From: Planning Department and OCII staff




Joshua Switzky and David Winslow (Planning)



Catherine Reilly (OCII)


CC:
Jennifer Matz, OEWD



RE:
Urban Design of Mission Bay Block XX-XX (Warriors Arena project)


July 25, 2014


Following are both high-level principles related to the design and programming of the site as well as more detailed specific reflections on the evolution of the project design as presented to the Planning Department and OCII as of July 22, 2014.


1. Respect the urban character of San Francisco. Design buildings and open spaces that fit their context and respect the scale of the surroundings.


General Principles:



The Mission Bay grid consists of blocks that are consistent with the fabric of San Francisco. The street pattern provides legibility and view corridors, while moderating the scale of development. While the footprint of the arena may not allow for implementation of the exact alignment of ROWs (“varas”) per the MB Plan, the arena project site design must both respect and respond to these alignments as they relate to varas/streets that terminate at the site. The project should create an alternative through-site circulation and porosity (not necessarily vehicular) that achieves the spirit and intent of these planned grid extensions. Where  streets or paths (eg Bridgeview St, Illinois Street, UCSF Campus Lane), intersect or terminate at the project site, the site and building design (particularly the arena itself) should continue or terminate these vistas and circulation spines with useful and significant architectural and public realm responses.


The project should strive to be a seamless extension of the neighborhood public realm  and accessible to the general public at all normal hours. The site should physically and psychologically invite casual daily usage by area residents, workers and non-arena patrons as an extension of the neighborhood. 


The architecture should avoid any overt “theming” or prominent branding of the site as a whole, its public spaces, signage, or its retail components. 


The arena, open spaces and other buildings should be a part of the urban pattern, with similar relationships to the adjacent streets as other buildings. Public spaces should be deliberate and well defined, and the buildings should have a direct and urban relationship to most of the streets around the site, that respects the streetwall along its edges. 


The project should create an active interface with the public streets by providing: 1) public spaces that have adjacent activating uses; and 2) active commercial uses at the street level which improve the pedestrian environment. The project should avoid blank and high walls.


Office buildings, retail components and other non-arena buildings should be sited and designed (along with adjoining public spaces and circulation) so as feel like they are responsive to and part of the broader fabric of the neighborhood and the City, and not only responsive to their relationship to the arena.


Specific Comments on July 22 concept:


Reduce elevation of the main plaza, particularly around the edges, so as to achieve porosity and a more gradual and fluid connections to the streets. Strongly recommend reducing the elevation to not more than 4 feet above sidewalk grade. This would benefit physical and visual connections to and through the site from surrounding sidewalks.


Consider ways to open up the ground floor along Terry Francois Boulevard as much as possible; consider internal circulation of the theater and the introduction of other active uses such as bike storage facilities. 



Improve the South Street and 16th streets ground floor interface with the sidewalk; these remain inactive sides of the site with overly extensive lengths of blank and inactive walls . Consider reducing or eliminating the parking from street frontage on South Street or line it with other uses or building elements.   Enhance South Street as a means of accessing the plaza, the arena, and uses along Terry Francois (eg market hall). This can be accomplished by providing an active edge and creating a wider mid-block opening that aligns with Bridgeview. The project should expect that many people heading directly from 3rd Street (esp. the rail stop) to uses and public spaces along Terry Francois will walk along South Street. 


The small pavilion building along 3rd Street anchoring the west side of the main plaza is a positive gesture toward activating the 3rd Street edge and serving a visual foil to the arena. Continue to study its size and positioning relative to sight lines and circulation pathways to inadvertent pinch points.





2. Design project to be transit- and pedestrian-oriented.



General Principles:



Accommodate major pedestrian flows from the light rail stop at 3rd/South Street. Also consider other major pedestrian desire lines and provide seamless connections from existing streets connecting to or terminating at the site (eg Illinois Street, Bridgeview). 


Study the circulation of other transportation systems, to maximize walking, bicycling, taxi, and ferry access and translate them into the overall site plan and building design. 


Keep on-site parking to a minimum and design it to be shared to serve both the commercial uses and the arena. Explore use of existing and planned parking facilities in Mission Bay to minimize automobile reliance and the need for additional automobile parking.  These facilities have capacity during evenings and weekends when arena events occur. Consider the existing facilities in Block 27 (access to the parking garage), Block 28 (Old Navy loading dock) and Block X4 (409-499 Illinois, parking access along 16th and parking and loading access along Illinois), as well as those further away.


Screen automobile parking from view all visible frontages, preferably by fronting it with active uses. Any above-grade parking should not compromise the pedestrian experience, including both around the perimeter of the site (eg ground floor/sidewalk interface) or within the site.


Work with the City to minimize negative disruptions for pedestrians and cyclists traveling along the site from the functions of automobile access, loading and other service uses. Minimize the number of service and automobile access points and minimize their widths and visual appearance. 


Plan for significant bicycle transportation to both the arena and other site uses. Note that Planning Code has recently-adopted minimum standards for on-site bike valet for visitors for arenas/large venues and this should be considered as a benchmark. Plan for a large valet operation for events, as well as bike share and other bike parking distributed throughout the site. Bike parking could be located and designed as an active use on Terry Francois Blvd and 16th Street.


Specific Comments on July 22 concept:



As currently designed, much of the space at corner of the South and 3rd Streets is dedicated to ramps and stairs, resulting in a lack of non-circulation space for queuing and gathering.  To better accommodate surges of transit users before and after events explore the following:



1) (a) Reduction of the main plaza elevation to eliminate or minimize the extent of ramps and stairs at or near the corner to create a larger forecourt and reservoir space for pedestrians and to provide a more fluid connection for pedestrians to the Plaza level. This may involve adjusting the building location.


2) 


(b) Street enhancements to the South Street southern sidewalk that may help create a more welcoming alternative access to the plaza and arena. The mid-block connection of the Plaza to South Street should be widened to further accommodate this access.
























Further explore a means of creating a significant, memorable, and useful termination to Illinois Street for pedestrians and bikes. Explore shifting and minimizing the width of the combined garage and loading entrance along 16th Street. Consider adding additional major pedestrian connection mid-block on 16th in the vicinity of Illinois Street that connects from the main plaza to the west of the driveway in order to avoid ped conflicts with the driveway and provide a direct path for those headed south/southwest. At present the only connection to 16th is very directionally pointed eastward along 16th Street on the east side of the driveway.





3. Design project as a major civic facility with public amenity.



General Principles:



The project design should engage the public and demonstrate a civic spirit. The building and public open spaces should strive to become gathering spots providing public amenity for people who are not attending events within the arena and also when no events are occurring.  


The site and arena, should open to the public and include programmatic features that provide public amenity could include: recreation, sustainability (eg water, energy, habitat, urban agriculture), ability for non-ticket holders to see inside the main space of the arena, public art, and other ways to inhabit or interact in a tactile or sensory way with the building and its landscape. Local examples include: the viewing tower and free interior and exterior circulation areas at the DeYoung Museum; the 5-acre park on the roof of the Transbay Transit Center; the outfield free viewing arcade at the Giants ballpark; and the upper level accessible ramp view areas in the prior Pier 30-32 arena proposal. 






Program the site and its public open spaces such that it serves the needs of the immediate neighborhood, the city, and the region. For the open space, consider passive and active walking, sitting, biking, outdoor courts, observation, eating, and the like.


Strive for 24-hour activity and interest. Achieve this through a dramatic balance of siting, building, and public accommodation that welcomes and draws people in whether the arena is in use or not, and that therefore does not need to depend on restaurant or retail use to achieve a comforting level of activity. Rather, site uses should add a heightened level of activity to an already lively place. 



Strive for a mix of retail and other uses that relies upon and showcases local businesses or some new niche that satisfies local needs. Place local-serving, local business uses in the street frontages.


Specific Comments on July 22 concept:



Continue to develop and enhance the “tower/viewing platform” element at the northwest corner of the site to provide a physical landmark element and unique public amenity. 


4. Design public space to respond and connect to the surrounding public landscape and environment. 


Specific Comments on July 22 concept:



See comments above regarding reducing the elevation of the main plaza/podium to improve physical and visual access from all edges of the site.








See comments above regarding more generous and seamless physical and visual connections from South street (near termination of Bridgeview) and 16th Street (near termination of Illinois Street).




While there is every confidence that the architecture framing the southeast corner forecourt will be iconic, the strong relationship with the major park (P22) across Terry Francois Blvd has not been yet demonstrated.  The plaza size is appropriate, though attention will need to be paid to ensure that it is not simply leftover space between the buildings and the streets that define it. 
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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/
 
PLEASE NOTE I WILL BE OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY JULY 25th
 


From: Arce, Pedro (CII) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 22, 2014 3:40 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: GSW notes
 
Catherine: this is a summary of my notes, I have tried to organize them by topic, starting with design
issues and concluding with issues where we think there is the need for further studies.
 


1.        Study ways to better accommodate surge of transit users after events


Study the capacity of the South and 16th Streets corner
Study the width of the South Street south sidewalk for queuing of passengers.
Study widening the mid-block connection of the Plaza to South Street.
Consider eliminating as much as possible, the amount of ramps at the corner.


2.        Reduce elevation of podium plaza, particularly around the edges, so as to achieve porosity
and a more gradual and fluid connection to the street. Consider reducing the elevation by 
approximately 4 feet.
This may need studying the vertical clearances of the parking and loading areas in relation
to the podium/arena.


3.        Improve the pedestrian environment by avoiding blank and high walls and activating, as
much as possible the ground floor.
This concern is associated with the reduction of the elevation of the podium specially along
the South Street side. Along Terry Francois Boulevard consider ways to open up the ground
floor as much as possible; consider internal circulation of the theater and the introduction of
other active uses such as bike storage facilities.


4.        Reduce the width of the combined garage and loading services along 16th Street


5.        Provide a more fluid connection for pedestrians along 16th Street to the Podium Plaza level.
6.        Further study the massing of the Club/Restaurant
7.        Further study the proportions of the openings; along Third Street the dimensions of the


pavilion so as to provide a better visual integration between the Plaza and Campus Way,
along South Street in order to provide a visual terminus to Bridgeway and to achieve a more
fluid connection between the Plaza and to accommodate surges after games and to create a


visual terminus to Bridgeway, and along 16th Street to better integrate the access and
egress of pedestrians.


8.        Study the circulation of other transportation systems, consider the movement of taxis,
bicycles, valet parking etc. and translate them into the overall site plan and building design.


9.        Study the queuing of vehicles to access the parking garage. Consider the existing facilities in
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Block 27 (access to the parking garage), Block 28 (Old Navy loading dock) and Block X4 (409-


499 Illinois, parking access along 16th and parking and loading access along Illinois)








From: Confessore, Nicholas
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (CII)
Subject: Re: FW: from NY Times
Date: Tuesday, July 22, 2014 3:20:40 PM


Hi folks,
Just following up on my emails and calls from earlier. Can you please let me know
when I might expect the additional information I requested?
If you need to bounce me to someone else, that is fine, but I would like some kind
of reply.
best regards,
Nick


On Fri, Jul 18, 2014 at 12:57 PM, Confessore, Nicholas <nconfess@nytimes.com>
wrote:


Hi folks,
  Me again--I've been doing a little more research here and want to make sure I
have all the right information.
  Catherine, you had listed four federal grants that Mission Bay received. I'm using
"received" loosely here -- I understand some of this money flowed to your agency,
in some cases through a state agency, and was used for infrastructure projects in
and around Mission Bay.
  I did want to clarify whether those were the only federal grants in question. I
wasn't sure if that was an exclusive list or just the ones you had handy when we
first spoke.
  Secondly, was there a grant application package for the Community Development
Block Grant you mentioned? I was able to find the others online or through federal
authorities but so far not the CDBG.
  many thanks,
Nick Confessore


On Tue, Jul 1, 2014 at 9:33 PM, Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hi, Nick – Tiffany forwarded me your email (thanks for the link to the article, helpful in
responding).  In regards to your question on who was the lead for the grant applications, our
private partner FOCIL (through Seth Hamalian at Mission Bay Development Group) took the
lead on the preparing the grant applications, though OCII staff was heavily involved.  The
various grants were run through different City departments depending on the requirements of
the grant, but OCII was ultimately responsible for ensuring that the infrastructure projects were
completed and the grants complied with correctly. 


 


Looking at the BizTimes article the dollar amounts that they identify appear to be the dollar
amounts that were included in a regional study that was done to help prioritize projects vs.
actual grant applications.  Many of the improvements listed under the first two ($24.7M and
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$24.6M) were ultimately included in a successful TIGER IV grant running through SFMTA.  The
last one ($23.8M) was for a grant that we did not get, also it looks like the dollar amount they
state may have been for all city projects, since I do not believe the Mission Bay portion was
anywhere that large (more in the $1-2M range plus match).


 


The grants we have received over the last few years include:


-          Commons Park P16: $200,000 EPA Brownfield RLF - Completed 2010 (I do not think this was
stimulus)


-          Longbridge Infrastructure: $2.3m CDBG-ARRA Funds - Completed mid-2011 (was stimulus)


-          Park P10 and Mission Bay Drive Circle: $760,000 EPA– Completed in 2012/13 (I would have
to double check the opening date, let me know if you need it)


-          Street Improvements (includes remaining portions of Owens Street/16th Street/Channel-
Traffic Circle Connectors) and MUNI T-line turnaround - TIGER IV $10M – under construction
(not sure if stimulus)


 


I have also attached some general information about Mission Bay.  Please note that the Vert
Dev map is a little out of date (such as not reflecting the proposed Warriors arena, etc.), so if
there is something specific you would like to use from it, please check with me and I can let you
know if there is any correction needed (but overall it gives you a general sense of where things
are in Mission Bay).


 


Please let us know if you have any additional questions.


 


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Confessore, Nicholas [mailto:nconfess@nytimes.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 9:51 AM
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Subject: Re: from NY Times


 


Tiffany,
Thanks for your time today--it was extraordinarily helpful. You know everything
about this project so it was like one-stop shopping.


One question for ya. Here is the article on stimulus applications I was talking
about:
http://www.bizjournals.com/sanfrancisco/stories/2009/08/03/story3.html?
page=all


It quotes your predecessor (I think) and it looks as though the total applications
were for about $72 million in three pots of stimulus funding. Do we know who
was in charge of those applications (your agency or FOCIL?) and whether any or
all of the applications were granted?


many thanks,
Nick


 


On Mon, Jun 30, 2014 at 9:37 PM, Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
<tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org> wrote:


I'll call you at 8:30am PST. Talk to you tomorrow.


Tiffany Bohee


 


On Jun 30, 2014, at 6:21 PM, "Confessore, Nicholas" <nconfess@nytimes.com>
wrote:


Hi Tiffany,
Tomorrow morning works great for 8:30am PST / 11:30 am EST. You
can get me at 212 556 5911 or let me know the most convenient
number for you.


Thank you in advance!
best regards,
Nick


 


On Mon, Jun 30, 2014 at 8:02 PM, Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
<tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org> wrote:
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Hi, Nick – Can you talk tomorrow at 8:30 am PDT?  Alternatively, I could also talk at
4:30 pm PDT on Tuesday.


 


 


Tiffany Bohee
Executive Director
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
  Successor to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Tel:  415-749-2588
Email:  tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org


From: Confessore, Nicholas [mailto:nconfess@nytimes.com] 
Sent: Monday, June 30, 2014 2:22 PM
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Subject: from NY Times


 


Dear Tiffany,


I am doing some research on the Mission Bay project, focusing on the
long-term evolution of the project and how federal grants, including
the stimulus, have benefited the efforts to create a life sciences hub
there.


I was hoping you might have some time to help me understand some
of how the project has progressed since you have been involved (and
maybe before). Is there any time in the next day or two that we
could talk?
best regards,
Nick Confessore


--


Nicholas Confessore


The New York Times


W (212) 556-5911


C  (917) 456 2446


gchat: @nconfessore


--
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Nicholas Confessore


The New York Times


W (212) 556-5911


C  (917) 456 2446


gchat: @nconfessore


--


Nicholas Confessore


The New York Times


W (212) 556-5911


C  (917) 456 2446


gchat: @nconfessore


-- 
Nicholas Confessore
The New York Times
W (212) 556-5911
C  (917) 456 2446
gchat: @nconfessore


-- 
Nicholas Confessore
The New York Times
W (212) 556-5911
C  (917) 456 2446
gchat: @nconfessore
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: "Clarke Miller"
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: GSW proposed lane reconfigurations
Date: Wednesday, July 16, 2014 11:15:00 AM


Thanks, and will do.  See you later 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/
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 16, 2014 11:06 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: GSW proposed lane reconfigurations
 
Catherine,


While we’re intending to address in tomorrow’s 10am meeting the lane reconfigurations on 16th


and South St. that Fehr & Peers is proposing, I thought it’d be useful to see it in advance to have
time to digest it. Feel free to forward to others as you see fit.
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
101 Mission 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: Luke Stewart (LStewart@mbaydevelopment.com); "SHamalian@mbaydevelopment.com"


(SHamalian@mbaydevelopment.com)
Cc: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: FW: Mission Bay CAC Agenda June 12, 2014
Date: Monday, June 09, 2014 5:38:00 PM


Seth/Luke – We have explained to Corinne and Linda that with all the switches in property in MBS
that we need to take a look at the park phasing before going to the CAC.  However, we need to get
in front of them in July or August at the latest.  Also, it would be great if we could move P15 up in
the timeframe, especially with all the new development that will be triggering the rest of the parks. 
Finally, the PUC has a request for the temporary use of P7 (and therefore P9) that we need to run by
you, and which may affect the schedule.  We’ll be working on setting up that meeting in the next
couple weeks.
 
May be we can try to meet on this late next week once you have had a chance to take a look at the
schedule.


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: Linda Hawkins [mailto:linda@slhawk.com] 
Sent: Monday, June 09, 2014 1:01 PM
To: Hussain, Lila (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Mission Bay CAC Agenda June 12, 2014
 
Hi, Lila,
 
Thank you for sending this out & we look forward to this month's meeting.
 
Can you tell me if item #3 relates to the question I have raised 3 CAC meetings ago and
again 2 CAC meetings ago (not at the last mtg since that was primarily about the
Warriors).....namely asking what the schedule is for development of the Commons Park at
P15.
 
The last time MBDG did an update they told us that this park would not be developed until
2020, which we all find unacceptable.  They have told us that NOMAD gardens would be a
help, which it is not...we still have a dirt lot with pallets of wood all over and a few plant
containers.  It is an eyesore and a big dirt problem.  We pay tens of thousands of dollars each
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time we have our windows washed, and a week after they are washed, the windows are
coated in dirt and our decks are as well.  Since lots 7E and 7W are going to be developed in
the next year or two, we feel strongly that the Commons lot P15 needs to be developed then
or shortly after....certainly, not in 2020.
 
I've raised this issue (with support from Radiance residents as well) and if I recall correctly,
Catherine asked them to come back at the next meeting to address this concern.  That hasn't
happened yet and so I'm wondering if it will be covered under the item #3 or under #4,
"Status of MB Development".  
 
Thanks very much for your help.
 
Linda Hawkins
(Madrone resident)
 


On Mon, Jun 9, 2014 at 12:46 PM, Hussain, Lila (OCII) <lila.hussain@sfgov.org> wrote:
Dear Mission Bay Stakeholders,
 
Please find attached the Mission Bay CAC Agenda for June 12, 2014 and a map of the
Mission Bay Redevelopment Project Area for additional context. 
 
Thank you,
 
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: Clarke Miller
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Jesse Blout; Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: GSW schedule review
Date: Monday, June 30, 2014 4:32:46 PM


4pm PT works well on our end. Thanks, Jen.
I’ll update the invite now.
Clarke
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) [mailto:jennifer.matz@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, June 30, 2014 4:21 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Jesse Blout; Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: Re: GSW schedule review
 
3pm or even 4pm PT works for me. 


On Jun 30, 2014, at 7:19 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:


Jennifer,
I have a UCSF meeting from 12:30-2:30pm PT tomorrow, so please let us know if there
is a good time for you to talk later in the afternoon.
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, June 30, 2014 4:04 PM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Clarke Miller
Cc: Jesse Blout; Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: GSW schedule review
 
I am open all day except for the morning design meeting.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)"
Date:06/30/2014 12:48 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" ,Jesse Blout ,"Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com)"
Subject: Re: GSW schedule review
 
Can we move this to 12:30pm or 1pm California time? 


> On Jun 30, 2014, at 2:57 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
> 
> Dial-in: 424-203-8400
> Code: 321545#
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: FW: Mission Bay CAC Agenda June 12, 2014
Date: Monday, June 09, 2014 6:21:00 PM


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: Linda Hawkins [mailto:linda@slhawk.com] 
Sent: Monday, June 09, 2014 1:23 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Mission Bay CAC Agenda June 12, 2014
 
Thank you, Catherine.  We'll look forward to their July/Aug update & we'll see you on
Thursday.  I just want them to know this hasn't dropped of our radar screen.  ;-)
 
Linda
 


On Mon, Jun 9, 2014 at 1:13 PM, Reilly, Catherine (OCII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:
Hi, Linda – we were originally going to present the park schedule as part of this meeting.  However,
in the past month or so there has been significant changes to the timing of the development of the
remaining private properties in Mission Bay South which will affect (positively) the timing of the
remaining parks.  Specifically, with the Warriors (Blocks 29-32) and UCSF (Blocks 33-34) proposal,
last week’s announcement of the sale of Block 40, and recent marketing of Blocks 26/27 over the
last few weeks, all the remaining private property that we had assumed would be developed in the
future has moved up.  We are outreaching to owners of the parcels to identify their potential
schedules (and estimating those that do not know), so that we can work with the master developer
to update the park schedule.  While we have not gotten into the details, it will mean that some of
the parks that were not triggered until the future would speed up in the phasing.  We will be
coming to the CAC with a revised schedule in July /August and we definitely have heard from the
community about the desire to bring forward the development of P15, so that is part of the
discussion as well.
 
As for what will be covered under the Mission Bay Development info item, it is the usual “what’s
going on right now in MB” item to update the group on topics such as future street closures,
development schedule of current projects, and answer any questions the group has on the current
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wave of development.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Linda Hawkins [mailto:linda@slhawk.com] 
Sent: Monday, June 09, 2014 1:01 PM
To: Hussain, Lila (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Mission Bay CAC Agenda June 12, 2014
 
Hi, Lila,
 
Thank you for sending this out & we look forward to this month's meeting.
 
Can you tell me if item #3 relates to the question I have raised 3 CAC meetings ago and
again 2 CAC meetings ago (not at the last mtg since that was primarily about the
Warriors).....namely asking what the schedule is for development of the Commons Park at
P15.
 
The last time MBDG did an update they told us that this park would not be developed until
2020, which we all find unacceptable.  They have told us that NOMAD gardens would be a
help, which it is not...we still have a dirt lot with pallets of wood all over and a few plant
containers.  It is an eyesore and a big dirt problem.  We pay tens of thousands of dollars each
time we have our windows washed, and a week after they are washed, the windows are
coated in dirt and our decks are as well.  Since lots 7E and 7W are going to be developed in
the next year or two, we feel strongly that the Commons lot P15 needs to be developed then
or shortly after....certainly, not in 2020.
 
I've raised this issue (with support from Radiance residents as well) and if I recall correctly,
Catherine asked them to come back at the next meeting to address this concern.  That hasn't
happened yet and so I'm wondering if it will be covered under the item #3 or under #4,
"Status of MB Development".  
 
Thanks very much for your help.
 
Linda Hawkins
(Madrone resident)
 


On Mon, Jun 9, 2014 at 12:46 PM, Hussain, Lila (OCII) <lila.hussain@sfgov.org> wrote:
Dear Mission Bay Stakeholders,
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Please find attached the Mission Bay CAC Agenda for June 12, 2014 and a map of the
Mission Bay Redevelopment Project Area for additional context. 
 
Thank you,
 
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: Confessore, Nicholas
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (CII)
Subject: Re: FW: from NY Times
Date: Friday, July 18, 2014 9:58:00 AM


Hi folks,
  Me again--I've been doing a little more research here and want to make sure I
have all the right information.
  Catherine, you had listed four federal grants that Mission Bay received. I'm using
"received" loosely here -- I understand some of this money flowed to your agency,
in some cases through a state agency, and was used for infrastructure projects in
and around Mission Bay.
  I did want to clarify whether those were the only federal grants in question. I
wasn't sure if that was an exclusive list or just the ones you had handy when we
first spoke.
  Secondly, was there a grant application package for the Community Development
Block Grant you mentioned? I was able to find the others online or through federal
authorities but so far not the CDBG.
  many thanks,
Nick Confessore


On Tue, Jul 1, 2014 at 9:33 PM, Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hi, Nick – Tiffany forwarded me your email (thanks for the link to the article, helpful in
responding).  In regards to your question on who was the lead for the grant applications, our
private partner FOCIL (through Seth Hamalian at Mission Bay Development Group) took the lead
on the preparing the grant applications, though OCII staff was heavily involved.  The various
grants were run through different City departments depending on the requirements of the grant,
but OCII was ultimately responsible for ensuring that the infrastructure projects were completed
and the grants complied with correctly. 


 


Looking at the BizTimes article the dollar amounts that they identify appear to be the dollar
amounts that were included in a regional study that was done to help prioritize projects vs. actual
grant applications.  Many of the improvements listed under the first two ($24.7M and $24.6M)
were ultimately included in a successful TIGER IV grant running through SFMTA.  The last one
($23.8M) was for a grant that we did not get, also it looks like the dollar amount they state may
have been for all city projects, since I do not believe the Mission Bay portion was anywhere that
large (more in the $1-2M range plus match).


 


The grants we have received over the last few years include:


-          Commons Park P16: $200,000 EPA Brownfield RLF - Completed 2010 (I do not think this was
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stimulus)


-          Longbridge Infrastructure: $2.3m CDBG-ARRA Funds - Completed mid-2011 (was stimulus)


-          Park P10 and Mission Bay Drive Circle: $760,000 EPA– Completed in 2012/13 (I would have to
double check the opening date, let me know if you need it)


-          Street Improvements (includes remaining portions of Owens Street/16th Street/Channel-
Traffic Circle Connectors) and MUNI T-line turnaround - TIGER IV $10M – under construction (not
sure if stimulus)


 


I have also attached some general information about Mission Bay.  Please note that the Vert Dev
map is a little out of date (such as not reflecting the proposed Warriors arena, etc.), so if there is
something specific you would like to use from it, please check with me and I can let you know if
there is any correction needed (but overall it gives you a general sense of where things are in
Mission Bay).


 


Please let us know if you have any additional questions.


 


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Confessore, Nicholas [mailto:nconfess@nytimes.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 9:51 AM
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Subject: Re: from NY Times


 


Tiffany,
Thanks for your time today--it was extraordinarily helpful. You know everything
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about this project so it was like one-stop shopping.


One question for ya. Here is the article on stimulus applications I was talking
about:
http://www.bizjournals.com/sanfrancisco/stories/2009/08/03/story3.html?page=all


It quotes your predecessor (I think) and it looks as though the total applications
were for about $72 million in three pots of stimulus funding. Do we know who was
in charge of those applications (your agency or FOCIL?) and whether any or all of
the applications were granted?


many thanks,
Nick


 


On Mon, Jun 30, 2014 at 9:37 PM, Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
<tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org> wrote:


I'll call you at 8:30am PST. Talk to you tomorrow.


Tiffany Bohee


 


On Jun 30, 2014, at 6:21 PM, "Confessore, Nicholas" <nconfess@nytimes.com>
wrote:


Hi Tiffany,
Tomorrow morning works great for 8:30am PST / 11:30 am EST. You
can get me at 212 556 5911 or let me know the most convenient
number for you.


Thank you in advance!
best regards,
Nick


 


On Mon, Jun 30, 2014 at 8:02 PM, Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
<tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hi, Nick – Can you talk tomorrow at 8:30 am PDT?  Alternatively, I could also talk at
4:30 pm PDT on Tuesday.


 


 


Tiffany Bohee
Executive Director
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
  Successor to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
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One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Tel:  415-749-2588
Email:  tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org


From: Confessore, Nicholas [mailto:nconfess@nytimes.com] 
Sent: Monday, June 30, 2014 2:22 PM
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Subject: from NY Times


 


Dear Tiffany,


I am doing some research on the Mission Bay project, focusing on the
long-term evolution of the project and how federal grants, including the
stimulus, have benefited the efforts to create a life sciences hub there.


I was hoping you might have some time to help me understand some
of how the project has progressed since you have been involved (and
maybe before). Is there any time in the next day or two that we could
talk?
best regards,
Nick Confessore


--


Nicholas Confessore


The New York Times


W (212) 556-5911


C  (917) 456 2446


gchat: @nconfessore


--


Nicholas Confessore


The New York Times


W (212) 556-5911


C  (917) 456 2446


gchat: @nconfessore
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Nicholas Confessore


The New York Times


W (212) 556-5911
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gchat: @nconfessore


-- 
Nicholas Confessore
The New York Times
W (212) 556-5911
C  (917) 456 2446
gchat: @nconfessore
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Jesse Blout; Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: GSW schedule review
Date: Monday, June 30, 2014 4:19:08 PM


Jennifer,
I have a UCSF meeting from 12:30-2:30pm PT tomorrow, so please let us know if there is a good
time for you to talk later in the afternoon.
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, June 30, 2014 4:04 PM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Clarke Miller
Cc: Jesse Blout; Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: GSW schedule review
 
I am open all day except for the morning design meeting.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)"
Date:06/30/2014 12:48 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" ,Jesse Blout ,"Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)"
Subject: Re: GSW schedule review
 
Can we move this to 12:30pm or 1pm California time? 


> On Jun 30, 2014, at 2:57 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
> 
> Dial-in: 424-203-8400
> Code: 321545#
> 
> <meeting.ics>
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: "shamalian@mbaydevelopment.com"
Subject: FW: Mission Creek tour for ULI
Date: Saturday, July 26, 2014 1:51:00 PM


Let’s chat.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 
From: Laura Tam [mailto:ltam@spur.org] 
Sent: Saturday, July 26, 2014 1:50 PM
To: Shannon Fiala
Cc: Hamalian, Seth; Reilly, Catherine (CII); LaClair Joe
Subject: Mission Creek tour for ULI
 
Hi Seth, Catherine and Joe -
 
I wanted to follow up on Shannon's request for your participation in a tour of Mission Bay &
Mission Creek for ULI guests at the Building the Resilient City conference. The tour would
be on the afternoon of September 3 from 1-4 pm and would likely have 50+ guests from all
over the country - you can see a list of the the conference's attendees on its site.
 
The draft itinerary (below) will be revised - it is too much for 3 hours - but we still would
like to know if you could speak to the group sometime that afternoon. Let me know and
Shannon or I will get back to you with details once we have finalized the plan.
 
Many thanks
Laura
 


On Mon, Jul 14, 2014 at 2:33 PM, Shannon Fiala <sfiala@spur.org> wrote:
Hi Seth, Catherine and Joe,
 
As a part of ULI's Resilient City Conference in San Francisco on September 4-5, Laura Tam
and I have been assisting Elliot Stein in arranging mobile workshops to two areas that
showcase local resiliency efforts: Mission Creek and Ocean Beach. 
 
If you are available on Wednesday, September 3rd between 1-4pm, we would love to
have you speak with these conference tour participants.  
 
Suggested itinerary:
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1-1:30: Drive from the Hyatt along the Embarcadero to Mission Bay. Talk about the Port and
how the waterfront has been developed and redeveloped and its resiliency challenges which
include seismic, sea level rise, and lack of funding
1:30: Stop at TBD location in Mission Bay. Informational presentation about Mission Bay
and the challenge of planning and paying for it. Possible speakers: Seth Hamalian and/or
Catherine Reilly
2:15: Bus tour of Mission Bay. See UCSF, Warriors site, waterfront, maybe Pier 70.
2:45: Stop at Pier 48 for a talk about the Piers and Mission Rock. Possible speakers: Fran
Weld from the Giants or someone else from the Mission Rock team, such as Phil Williamson
or Brad Benson from the Port.
3:00: Walk across Mission Rock to 3rd St, visit the Mission Bay park, stop and talk about
vulnerability of Mission Creek and potential solutions. Possible speakers: Laura Tam or Joe
LaClair. Then walk up along the north side of the creek to complete this walking part of the
tour.
4:00: Pick up at AT&T Park for bus transport back to hotel.
 
Please let me know if you have any questions about the tour or conference and whether you
could attend.
 
Thanks,
Shannon
 
--
Shannon Fiala
Ocean Beach Master Plan - Assistant Project Manager


SPUR • Ideas + Action for a Better City 
415.385.6925
sfiala@spur.org


SPUR | Blog | Facebook | Twitter | Join


Read SPUR's Agenda for Change
spur.org/agendaforchange >>


 
--
Laura Tam
Sustainable Development Policy Director
SPUR • Ideas + Action for a Better City
(415) 644-4289
ltam@spur.org
@lauraetam


SPUR | Blog | Facebook | Twitter | Join
 
Read SPUR's Agenda for Change
spur.org/agendaforchange >>
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From: Hamalian, Seth
To: nconfess@nytimes.com
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Bohee, Tiffany (CII)
Subject: Re: FW: from NY Times
Date: Friday, July 11, 2014 1:42:15 PM


Hi Nick,


Continuing on background, yes, I am distinguishing between the portion of the TIGER grant that
reimburses infrastructure FOCIL/MBDG is building and the portion that the city chose to spend on
infrastructure outside the boundaries of Mission Bay. Of the $7 million in federal funds used by the
city to reimburse infrastructure, some came/will come from the $10 million TIGER grant and some
from other sources mentioned in Catherine's email below.


I think between my detail below, Catherine's detail and public record you've got amounts and
timing. Feel free to reach out again closer to the time of publishing your article.


Thanks,


Seth


 
From: Confessore, Nicholas [mailto:nconfess@nytimes.com] 
Sent: Thursday, July 10, 2014 12:22 PM Pacific Standard Time
To: Hamalian, Seth 
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>; Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
<tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org> 
Subject: Re: FW: from NY Times 
 
Hi Seth,
I am happy to remain on background as we figure out some of the basic facts here.
When we first spoke there was a lot I was unclear about in terms of mission bay, its
funding stream, and the parameters of the development. You and Tiffany have been
very helpful in helping me understand the broader picture better.
Now I am trying to better understand the federal funding stream here and have a
clearer understanding of what was the focus of FOCIL's lobbying expenditures over
the 2009-2014 period.
Regarding the Tiger grant, it seems that the full $10 million was meant to benefit
Mission Bay in some way. That is what the information on the DOT web site and all
the other clippings I've read indicate. Are you distinguishing between money that
flowed back to FOCIL for reimbursement purposes and money that flowed elsewhere
but was still invested in some portion of the development, perhaps by public
entities?
In your earlier email, you said that about $31.6 million in grants had been obtained
for projects in connection with Mission Bay and 40 percent of that was federal. So
from that I just calculated that roughly $12.64 million in federal money has been
granted to support Mission Bay.
Again, if you all could lay out what was applied for (and by who), what was granted,
and where that money ended up, it would probably allow me a fuller understanding.
Happy to do by phone if you want to set up a call for later today.
best regards,
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Nick


On Wed, Jul 9, 2014 at 7:19 PM, Hamalian, Seth
<SHamalian@mbaydevelopment.com> wrote:


Nicholas, 


First I just wanted to confirm I want to stay on background, without attribution.  When you first
contacted me, you explained that you were working on an article of how Mission Bay has become this
center for innovation and research anchored by UCSF and you wanted to understand how Mission Bay
functions / how the project gets built out.  At this point all your questions revolve around our lobbyist
and federal funding pursued by the City.  That funding doesn’t amount to $13 million, but rather
actually amounts to approximately $7 million - 1% of the total funding the City is using to reimburse
infrastructure of $700 million, which is supporting over $12+ billion of total construction. Has this
funding and the lobbying become the focus of your story?  It’s really just a tiny ingredient of the
overall equation.  I don’t want you to operate with bad facts, but it would be helpful to me to have
some more context for your questions.


Thanks,


Seth


From: Confessore, Nicholas [nconfess@nytimes.com]
Sent: Wednesday, July 09, 2014 9:20 AM
To: Hamalian, Seth
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Subject: Re: FW: from NY Times


Hi folks,
Just wanted to check in on my earlier email. I know I asked some complicated stuff and it
may require some work to track down answers (and you have day jobs). Let me know if
you have any sense of when you might be able to provide more information.
best regards,
Nick Confessore


On Mon, Jul 7, 2014 at 4:33 PM, Confessore, Nicholas <nconfess@nytimes.com> wrote:
Seth et al.,
  As I mentioned to Seth separately, this is very helpful context.
I am trying to get my timing straight on some of this and to get this information to jibe
with some of the other public documents around this project and the grants. Here are
some of the things I would appreciate some additional information on. I know there are
some players here beyond FOCIL, especially UCSF, and I just want to make sure I get
everything straight.
  From Seth's email it sounds like the bottom line number for federal grants awarded
through the city to Mission Bay is a bit less than $13 million. Can you break down for me
as follows:
--when were the applications filed?
--when were the grants awarded?
--which federal programs or pots that amount comes from? 
  I'm asking because when you look around at press releases and news clippings, the
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timing of everything can get obscured. For example, there was a $10 million grant, under
ARRA. Here is a press release noting a July 2012 event celebrating the grant, but I am
not sure whether this is part of the same TIGER grants we are talking about, and whether
the full $10 million is part of that $13 million Seth was ballparking for me. And I had the
impression from you all that the grant was actually awarded long before this event,
maybe a year or more earlier.
  Relatedly, it would be helpful to have a fuller description of what issues Eve  was
lobbying on for Farallon/FOCIL.
  From federal lobbying disclosures, it looks like Farallon first contracted with Eve in the
first quarter of 2009, and she began lobbying for you on the SAFETEA-LU
reauthorization starting in the second quarter and through the first half of 2010. During
that period she also began lobbying for Farallon/FOCIL on FY2010 and FY2011
appropriations. In the second half of 2010, she began pushing on FY2011 transportation
and HUD appropriations. And then from the second half of 2011 on, the disclosures
simply list "Mission Bay."
  The total bill for her work comes to about $540,000 just to Farallon. I am just trying to
discern if the grants we are discussing were the full end-product of her work during this
period, or if she was working on other related issues. As you know, the issue descriptions
on these forms don't always capture the full flavor.
best regards,
Nick Confessore


On Thu, Jul 3, 2014 at 6:51 PM, Hamalian, Seth <SHamalian@mbaydevelopment.com>
wrote:


Hi Nick,


 


I wanted to offer some more clarification and background.  **Please note these are offered on
condition that you treat them as background, and not for attribution – which is also how I would
ask you treat our conversations earlier this week. **


 


In short, the City and FOCIL/MBDG (Mission Bay Development Group) were partners in obtaining
the grants.  The competition for the grants was intense and the process was transparent and
open.  Simply put, Eve’s role was to help us put our best foot forward.


 


Here are a couple more points that I think are important for you to understand, as you try to
form a fair and accurate assessment of the project, the stimulus grants and FOCIL/MBDG’s role.


 


* San Francisco (through city departments and/or the Redevelopment Agency) applies for,
receives and administers the grant funds.  The City is the recipient of the funds, not FOCIL /
MBDG.


 


* The City is using the funds to support projects and jobs in and around Mission Bay including
affordable housing, mass transit, brownfield clean-up and a children’s park. 


 



http://health.universityofcalifornia.edu/2012/07/05/ucsf%E2%80%99s-mission-bay-celebrates-10m-grant/
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* FOCIL / MBDG’s role is to build public infrastructure in Mission Bay for the City – roads, sewers,
sidewalks, parks, etc., and then they are eligible for reimbursement of those expenditures.


 


* $31.6 million in grants have been obtained by the City in connection with projects related to
Mission Bay.  Of this, approximately 40% is federal and  60% is from state / other sources.


 


* Only $14.1 million, less than 50% of the total awarded, is being used by the City to meet its
contractual obligations to reimburse infrastructure built by FOCIL/MBDG.  The remainder is being
used for affordable housing and transit obligations unrelated to FOCIL/MBDG’s role. 


 


* The $14.1 million represents approximately 2% of the $700 million of total infrastructure for
which the City is liable for reimbursing FOCIL/MBDG – all the rest is being reimbursed by the tax
increment and community facilities district mechanisms we discussed previously.


 


* The $14.1 million is 50% Federal / 50% State.  Only $2.3 million of the federal funding and
$5.7 million of the state funding has been received to date.


 


* The City’s affordable housing and other projects were selected for the grants on their merits. 
It was helpful that FOCIL / MBDG had “shovel-ready” projects that had already received the
relevant permits (environmental and the like), in contrast to some of the other projects seeking
funding which were still only conceptual in design.


 


* It was also very helpful that the Mission Bay project had, and continues to have, strong and
broad support in San Francisco, from the Mayor, labor, business, community groups and UCSF,
among others.


 


* The competition for the grants was intense and the process was transparent and open. 
Several of the grants required multiple applications before receiving approval – for example, the
TIGER federal grant request was for $15 million, and had to be submitted during three different
rounds of funding before being awarded $10 million, of which $4.8 will be used to reimburse
infrastructure.
 
* Eve O’Toole is a long-time adviser to the City, not only on the grant issues.  She acted as a
coordinator to make sure the City put its best foot forward with the TIGER grant applications. 
She advised the City, and FOCIL / MBDG on which city-priority projects best matched the TIGER
criteria.  A strong public/private partnership was essential to the City being awarded a TIGER
grant for Mission Bay. 


 


I hope that’s helpful, Nick.  Thanks for the chance to clarify these points.


 


Seth.


 







From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [catherine.reilly@sfgov.org]
Sent: Thursday, July 03, 2014 9:55 AM
To: Confessore, Nicholas
Cc: Hamalian, Seth; Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Subject: RE: FW: from NY Times


Hi, Nick.  Glad you like the maps. 


 


#1 - What is your timeline?  Some of these applications have been awhile so it will take a little
digging in the files to get the specifics.  Some of the final contracts with scope and
budget/award amount will be quicker to get since some of the applications are pretty big and
we may not have electronic files.


 


#2 – Yes, we wanted to be coordinated.  For Mission Bay, primarily it was the issue of looking
for additional funds for infrastructure to help get through the recession.


 


#3 – Two of the older affordable housing projects (Rich Sorro, completed in 2002 and Mission
Creek Senior completed in 2006) also received some federal funds (HOPWA, Section 8 and/or
CDBG).  Let me know if you want details on those, or if they are out of your timeframe since
that was pre-recession.


 


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: Confessore, Nicholas [mailto:nconfess@nytimes.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 10:36 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: FW: from NY Times
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Hi Catherine,
Thanks for this background -- it is super helpful. I love maps!


 


I put some follow up questions below. Let me know if any of it is unclear or confusing.


1) Do you know where I can look up the actual grant applications so that I am not
relying on the study? Or if easier, can you lay out for me what was actually applied for
and what was actually won? I just want to be precise in my understanding of the
before and after, and not rely on the press clippings, which seem to be inaccurate.
Would be good to know the dates when they were applied for and when the
applications were granted.


2) It looks like FOCIL and the S.F. city government had the same lobbyist in
Washington, Eve O'Toole at Holland & Knight, working on these issues--assume that
this was all just everyone working together? Were there other issues that you all were
active on beyond seeking those grants?


3) Are those grants you listed all of the federal funding that the Mission Bay has
received?


thank you,
Nick


 


On Tue, Jul 1, 2014 at 9:33 PM, Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hi, Nick – Tiffany forwarded me your email (thanks for the link to the article, helpful in
responding).  In regards to your question on who was the lead for the grant applications, our
private partner FOCIL (through Seth Hamalian at Mission Bay Development Group) took the
lead on the preparing the grant applications, though OCII staff was heavily involved.  The
various grants were run through different City departments depending on the requirements
of the grant, but OCII was ultimately responsible for ensuring that the infrastructure projects
were completed and the grants complied with correctly. 


 


Looking at the BizTimes article the dollar amounts that they identify appear to be the dollar
amounts that were included in a regional study that was done to help prioritize projects vs.
actual grant applications.  Many of the improvements listed under the first two ($24.7M and
$24.6M) were ultimately included in a successful TIGER IV grant running through SFMTA.  The
last one ($23.8M) was for a grant that we did not get, also it looks like the dollar amount they
state may have been for all city projects, since I do not believe the Mission Bay portion was
anywhere that large (more in the $1-2M range plus match).
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The grants we have received over the last few years include:


-          Commons Park P16: $200,000 EPA Brownfield RLF - Completed 2010 (I do not think this
was stimulus)


-          Longbridge Infrastructure: $2.3m CDBG-ARRA Funds - Completed mid-2011 (was
stimulus)


-          Park P10 and Mission Bay Drive Circle: $760,000 EPA– Completed in 2012/13 (I would
have to double check the opening date, let me know if you need it)


-          Street Improvements (includes remaining portions of Owens Street/16th Street/Channel-
Traffic Circle Connectors) and MUNI T-line turnaround - TIGER IV $10M – under construction
(not sure if stimulus)


 


I have also attached some general information about Mission Bay.  Please note that the Vert
Dev map is a little out of date (such as not reflecting the proposed Warriors arena, etc.), so if
there is something specific you would like to use from it, please check with me and I can let
you know if there is any correction needed (but overall it gives you a general sense of where
things are in Mission Bay).


 


Please let us know if you have any additional questions.


 


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Confessore, Nicholas [mailto:nconfess@nytimes.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 9:51 AM
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
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Subject: Re: from NY Times


 


Tiffany,
Thanks for your time today--it was extraordinarily helpful. You know everything about
this project so it was like one-stop shopping.


One question for ya. Here is the article on stimulus applications I was talking about:
http://www.bizjournals.com/sanfrancisco/stories/2009/08/03/story3.html?page=all


It quotes your predecessor (I think) and it looks as though the total applications were
for about $72 million in three pots of stimulus funding. Do we know who was in
charge of those applications (your agency or FOCIL?) and whether any or all of the
applications were granted?


many thanks,
Nick


 


On Mon, Jun 30, 2014 at 9:37 PM, Bohee, Tiffany (OCII) <tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org>
wrote:


I'll call you at 8:30am PST. Talk to you tomorrow.


Tiffany Bohee


 


On Jun 30, 2014, at 6:21 PM, "Confessore, Nicholas" <nconfess@nytimes.com>
wrote:


Hi Tiffany,
Tomorrow morning works great for 8:30am PST / 11:30 am EST. You can
get me at 212 556 5911 or let me know the most convenient number for
you.


Thank you in advance!
best regards,
Nick


 


On Mon, Jun 30, 2014 at 8:02 PM, Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
<tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hi, Nick – Can you talk tomorrow at 8:30 am PDT?  Alternatively, I could also talk
at 4:30 pm PDT on Tuesday.
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Tiffany Bohee
Executive Director
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
  Successor to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Tel:  415-749-2588
Email:  tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org


From: Confessore, Nicholas [mailto:nconfess@nytimes.com] 
Sent: Monday, June 30, 2014 2:22 PM
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Subject: from NY Times


 


Dear Tiffany,


I am doing some research on the Mission Bay project, focusing on the
long-term evolution of the project and how federal grants, including the
stimulus, have benefited the efforts to create a life sciences hub there.


I was hoping you might have some time to help me understand some of
how the project has progressed since you have been involved (and maybe
before). Is there any time in the next day or two that we could talk?
best regards,
Nick Confessore


--


Nicholas Confessore


The New York Times


W (212) 556-5911


C  (917) 456 2446


gchat: @nconfessore


--


Nicholas Confessore


The New York Times
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W (212) 556-5911


C  (917) 456 2446


gchat: @nconfessore


--


Nicholas Confessore


The New York Times


W (212) 556-5911


C  (917) 456 2446


gchat: @nconfessore


--


Nicholas Confessore


The New York Times


W (212) 556-5911


C  (917) 456 2446


gchat: @nconfessore


-- 
Nicholas Confessore
The New York Times
W (212) 556-5911
C  (917) 456 2446
gchat: @nconfessore


-- 
Nicholas Confessore
The New York Times
W (212) 556-5911
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C  (917) 456 2446
gchat: @nconfessore


-- 
Nicholas Confessore
The New York Times
W (212) 556-5911
C  (917) 456 2446
gchat: @nconfessore
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From: Confessore, Nicholas
To: Hamalian, Seth
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Bohee, Tiffany (CII)
Subject: Re: FW: from NY Times
Date: Thursday, July 10, 2014 12:31:45 PM


Hi Seth,
I am happy to remain on background as we figure out some of the basic facts here.
When we first spoke there was a lot I was unclear about in terms of mission bay, its
funding stream, and the parameters of the development. You and Tiffany have been
very helpful in helping me understand the broader picture better.
Now I am trying to better understand the federal funding stream here and have a
clearer understanding of what was the focus of FOCIL's lobbying expenditures over
the 2009-2014 period.
Regarding the Tiger grant, it seems that the full $10 million was meant to benefit
Mission Bay in some way. That is what the information on the DOT web site and all
the other clippings I've read indicate. Are you distinguishing between money that
flowed back to FOCIL for reimbursement purposes and money that flowed elsewhere
but was still invested in some portion of the development, perhaps by public
entities?
In your earlier email, you said that about $31.6 million in grants had been obtained
for projects in connection with Mission Bay and 40 percent of that was federal. So
from that I just calculated that roughly $12.64 million in federal money has been
granted to support Mission Bay.
Again, if you all could lay out what was applied for (and by who), what was granted,
and where that money ended up, it would probably allow me a fuller understanding.
Happy to do by phone if you want to set up a call for later today.
best regards,
Nick


On Wed, Jul 9, 2014 at 7:19 PM, Hamalian, Seth
<SHamalian@mbaydevelopment.com> wrote:


Nicholas, 


First I just wanted to confirm I want to stay on background, without attribution.  When you first
contacted me, you explained that you were working on an article of how Mission Bay has become this
center for innovation and research anchored by UCSF and you wanted to understand how Mission Bay
functions / how the project gets built out.  At this point all your questions revolve around our lobbyist
and federal funding pursued by the City.  That funding doesn’t amount to $13 million, but rather
actually amounts to approximately $7 million - 1% of the total funding the City is using to reimburse
infrastructure of $700 million, which is supporting over $12+ billion of total construction. Has this
funding and the lobbying become the focus of your story?  It’s really just a tiny ingredient of the
overall equation.  I don’t want you to operate with bad facts, but it would be helpful to me to have
some more context for your questions.


Thanks,


Seth


From: Confessore, Nicholas [nconfess@nytimes.com]
Sent: Wednesday, July 09, 2014 9:20 AM
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To: Hamalian, Seth
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Subject: Re: FW: from NY Times


Hi folks,
Just wanted to check in on my earlier email. I know I asked some complicated stuff and it
may require some work to track down answers (and you have day jobs). Let me know if
you have any sense of when you might be able to provide more information.
best regards,
Nick Confessore


On Mon, Jul 7, 2014 at 4:33 PM, Confessore, Nicholas <nconfess@nytimes.com> wrote:
Seth et al.,
  As I mentioned to Seth separately, this is very helpful context.
I am trying to get my timing straight on some of this and to get this information to jibe
with some of the other public documents around this project and the grants. Here are
some of the things I would appreciate some additional information on. I know there are
some players here beyond FOCIL, especially UCSF, and I just want to make sure I get
everything straight.
  From Seth's email it sounds like the bottom line number for federal grants awarded
through the city to Mission Bay is a bit less than $13 million. Can you break down for me
as follows:
--when were the applications filed?
--when were the grants awarded?
--which federal programs or pots that amount comes from? 
  I'm asking because when you look around at press releases and news clippings, the
timing of everything can get obscured. For example, there was a $10 million grant, under
ARRA. Here is a press release noting a July 2012 event celebrating the grant, but I am
not sure whether this is part of the same TIGER grants we are talking about, and whether
the full $10 million is part of that $13 million Seth was ballparking for me. And I had the
impression from you all that the grant was actually awarded long before this event,
maybe a year or more earlier.
  Relatedly, it would be helpful to have a fuller description of what issues Eve  was
lobbying on for Farallon/FOCIL.
  From federal lobbying disclosures, it looks like Farallon first contracted with Eve in the
first quarter of 2009, and she began lobbying for you on the SAFETEA-LU
reauthorization starting in the second quarter and through the first half of 2010. During
that period she also began lobbying for Farallon/FOCIL on FY2010 and FY2011
appropriations. In the second half of 2010, she began pushing on FY2011 transportation
and HUD appropriations. And then from the second half of 2011 on, the disclosures
simply list "Mission Bay."
  The total bill for her work comes to about $540,000 just to Farallon. I am just trying to
discern if the grants we are discussing were the full end-product of her work during this
period, or if she was working on other related issues. As you know, the issue descriptions
on these forms don't always capture the full flavor.
best regards,
Nick Confessore
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On Thu, Jul 3, 2014 at 6:51 PM, Hamalian, Seth <SHamalian@mbaydevelopment.com>
wrote:


Hi Nick,


 


I wanted to offer some more clarification and background.  **Please note these are offered on
condition that you treat them as background, and not for attribution – which is also how I would
ask you treat our conversations earlier this week. **


 


In short, the City and FOCIL/MBDG (Mission Bay Development Group) were partners in obtaining
the grants.  The competition for the grants was intense and the process was transparent and
open.  Simply put, Eve’s role was to help us put our best foot forward.


 


Here are a couple more points that I think are important for you to understand, as you try to
form a fair and accurate assessment of the project, the stimulus grants and FOCIL/MBDG’s role.


 


* San Francisco (through city departments and/or the Redevelopment Agency) applies for,
receives and administers the grant funds.  The City is the recipient of the funds, not FOCIL /
MBDG.


 


* The City is using the funds to support projects and jobs in and around Mission Bay including
affordable housing, mass transit, brownfield clean-up and a children’s park. 


 


* FOCIL / MBDG’s role is to build public infrastructure in Mission Bay for the City – roads, sewers,
sidewalks, parks, etc., and then they are eligible for reimbursement of those expenditures.


 


* $31.6 million in grants have been obtained by the City in connection with projects related to
Mission Bay.  Of this, approximately 40% is federal and  60% is from state / other sources.


 


* Only $14.1 million, less than 50% of the total awarded, is being used by the City to meet its
contractual obligations to reimburse infrastructure built by FOCIL/MBDG.  The remainder is being
used for affordable housing and transit obligations unrelated to FOCIL/MBDG’s role. 


 


* The $14.1 million represents approximately 2% of the $700 million of total infrastructure for
which the City is liable for reimbursing FOCIL/MBDG – all the rest is being reimbursed by the tax
increment and community facilities district mechanisms we discussed previously.


 


* The $14.1 million is 50% Federal / 50% State.  Only $2.3 million of the federal funding and
$5.7 million of the state funding has been received to date.


 


* The City’s affordable housing and other projects were selected for the grants on their merits. 
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It was helpful that FOCIL / MBDG had “shovel-ready” projects that had already received the
relevant permits (environmental and the like), in contrast to some of the other projects seeking
funding which were still only conceptual in design.


 


* It was also very helpful that the Mission Bay project had, and continues to have, strong and
broad support in San Francisco, from the Mayor, labor, business, community groups and UCSF,
among others.


 


* The competition for the grants was intense and the process was transparent and open. 
Several of the grants required multiple applications before receiving approval – for example, the
TIGER federal grant request was for $15 million, and had to be submitted during three different
rounds of funding before being awarded $10 million, of which $4.8 will be used to reimburse
infrastructure.
 
* Eve O’Toole is a long-time adviser to the City, not only on the grant issues.  She acted as a
coordinator to make sure the City put its best foot forward with the TIGER grant applications. 
She advised the City, and FOCIL / MBDG on which city-priority projects best matched the TIGER
criteria.  A strong public/private partnership was essential to the City being awarded a TIGER
grant for Mission Bay. 


 


I hope that’s helpful, Nick.  Thanks for the chance to clarify these points.


 


Seth.


 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [catherine.reilly@sfgov.org]
Sent: Thursday, July 03, 2014 9:55 AM
To: Confessore, Nicholas
Cc: Hamalian, Seth; Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Subject: RE: FW: from NY Times


Hi, Nick.  Glad you like the maps. 


 


#1 - What is your timeline?  Some of these applications have been awhile so it will take a little
digging in the files to get the specifics.  Some of the final contracts with scope and
budget/award amount will be quicker to get since some of the applications are pretty big and
we may not have electronic files.


 


#2 – Yes, we wanted to be coordinated.  For Mission Bay, primarily it was the issue of looking
for additional funds for infrastructure to help get through the recession.
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#3 – Two of the older affordable housing projects (Rich Sorro, completed in 2002 and Mission
Creek Senior completed in 2006) also received some federal funds (HOPWA, Section 8 and/or
CDBG).  Let me know if you want details on those, or if they are out of your timeframe since
that was pre-recession.


 


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: Confessore, Nicholas [mailto:nconfess@nytimes.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 10:36 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: FW: from NY Times


 


Hi Catherine,
Thanks for this background -- it is super helpful. I love maps!


 


I put some follow up questions below. Let me know if any of it is unclear or confusing.


1) Do you know where I can look up the actual grant applications so that I am not
relying on the study? Or if easier, can you lay out for me what was actually applied for
and what was actually won? I just want to be precise in my understanding of the
before and after, and not rely on the press clippings, which seem to be inaccurate.
Would be good to know the dates when they were applied for and when the
applications were granted.


2) It looks like FOCIL and the S.F. city government had the same lobbyist in
Washington, Eve O'Toole at Holland & Knight, working on these issues--assume that
this was all just everyone working together? Were there other issues that you all were
active on beyond seeking those grants?


3) Are those grants you listed all of the federal funding that the Mission Bay has
received?



tel:415-749-2516

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:nconfess@nytimes.com





thank you,
Nick


 


On Tue, Jul 1, 2014 at 9:33 PM, Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hi, Nick – Tiffany forwarded me your email (thanks for the link to the article, helpful in
responding).  In regards to your question on who was the lead for the grant applications, our
private partner FOCIL (through Seth Hamalian at Mission Bay Development Group) took the
lead on the preparing the grant applications, though OCII staff was heavily involved.  The
various grants were run through different City departments depending on the requirements
of the grant, but OCII was ultimately responsible for ensuring that the infrastructure projects
were completed and the grants complied with correctly. 


 


Looking at the BizTimes article the dollar amounts that they identify appear to be the dollar
amounts that were included in a regional study that was done to help prioritize projects vs.
actual grant applications.  Many of the improvements listed under the first two ($24.7M and
$24.6M) were ultimately included in a successful TIGER IV grant running through SFMTA.  The
last one ($23.8M) was for a grant that we did not get, also it looks like the dollar amount they
state may have been for all city projects, since I do not believe the Mission Bay portion was
anywhere that large (more in the $1-2M range plus match).


 


The grants we have received over the last few years include:


-          Commons Park P16: $200,000 EPA Brownfield RLF - Completed 2010 (I do not think this
was stimulus)


-          Longbridge Infrastructure: $2.3m CDBG-ARRA Funds - Completed mid-2011 (was
stimulus)


-          Park P10 and Mission Bay Drive Circle: $760,000 EPA– Completed in 2012/13 (I would
have to double check the opening date, let me know if you need it)


-          Street Improvements (includes remaining portions of Owens Street/16th Street/Channel-
Traffic Circle Connectors) and MUNI T-line turnaround - TIGER IV $10M – under construction
(not sure if stimulus)


 


I have also attached some general information about Mission Bay.  Please note that the Vert
Dev map is a little out of date (such as not reflecting the proposed Warriors arena, etc.), so if
there is something specific you would like to use from it, please check with me and I can let
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you know if there is any correction needed (but overall it gives you a general sense of where
things are in Mission Bay).


 


Please let us know if you have any additional questions.


 


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Confessore, Nicholas [mailto:nconfess@nytimes.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 9:51 AM
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Subject: Re: from NY Times


 


Tiffany,
Thanks for your time today--it was extraordinarily helpful. You know everything about
this project so it was like one-stop shopping.


One question for ya. Here is the article on stimulus applications I was talking about:
http://www.bizjournals.com/sanfrancisco/stories/2009/08/03/story3.html?page=all


It quotes your predecessor (I think) and it looks as though the total applications were
for about $72 million in three pots of stimulus funding. Do we know who was in
charge of those applications (your agency or FOCIL?) and whether any or all of the
applications were granted?


many thanks,
Nick


 


On Mon, Jun 30, 2014 at 9:37 PM, Bohee, Tiffany (OCII) <tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org>
wrote:
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I'll call you at 8:30am PST. Talk to you tomorrow.


Tiffany Bohee


 


On Jun 30, 2014, at 6:21 PM, "Confessore, Nicholas" <nconfess@nytimes.com>
wrote:


Hi Tiffany,
Tomorrow morning works great for 8:30am PST / 11:30 am EST. You can
get me at 212 556 5911 or let me know the most convenient number for
you.


Thank you in advance!
best regards,
Nick


 


On Mon, Jun 30, 2014 at 8:02 PM, Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
<tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hi, Nick – Can you talk tomorrow at 8:30 am PDT?  Alternatively, I could also talk
at 4:30 pm PDT on Tuesday.


 


 


Tiffany Bohee
Executive Director
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
  Successor to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Tel:  415-749-2588
Email:  tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org


From: Confessore, Nicholas [mailto:nconfess@nytimes.com] 
Sent: Monday, June 30, 2014 2:22 PM
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Subject: from NY Times


 


Dear Tiffany,


I am doing some research on the Mission Bay project, focusing on the
long-term evolution of the project and how federal grants, including the
stimulus, have benefited the efforts to create a life sciences hub there.
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I was hoping you might have some time to help me understand some of
how the project has progressed since you have been involved (and maybe
before). Is there any time in the next day or two that we could talk?
best regards,
Nick Confessore


--


Nicholas Confessore


The New York Times


W (212) 556-5911


C  (917) 456 2446


gchat: @nconfessore
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Nicholas Confessore


The New York Times
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: FW: Number of Attendees for the Design Meeting
Date: Sunday, June 08, 2014 1:23:00 PM


Jennifer – It looks like it may make sense to move the Warriors meeting until the time we have held


on the 19th.  I do want to get in front of them as soon as possible, but if most of the team will not be
able to be in the room, then I am leaning towards waiting until the following week.  Clarke is going
to double check with the architects to see if someone can be here in person on the 19th since it is a
visual discussion.  Also, Phillip thought you may not be back by Friday, and I’d definitely like you here
for this meeting if possible.
 
Alternatively, we can hold a “preview” meeting next week with a smaller group to get the direction


out there, but then keep the Thursday the 19th as primary meeting.  You and I could also just get
Jessie/Clarke on the phone once we finalize the bullet points and talk him through it next week for


him to pass on, with the big meeting on the 19th.
 
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: Friday, June 06, 2014 1:31 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Number of Attendees for the Design Meeting
 
We’ll likely be four. It looks like next Friday works for Craig Dykers (Snohetta) by phone, but not
David Manica. Jesse and David Carlock will need to dial-in too. If that’s undesirable, the following
Thursday will work for everyone on our team.
Clarke
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Friday, June 06, 2014 11:34 AM
To: Clarke Miller
Subject: Number of Attendees for the Design Meeting
 
Clarke – We are identifying a room for next week’s meeting.  How many folks to you anticipate
attending?  Thanks
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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/
 
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); Clarke Miller
Cc: Jesse Blout; Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: GSW schedule review
Date: Monday, June 30, 2014 4:03:42 PM


I am open all day except for the morning design meeting.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)"
Date:06/30/2014 12:48 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" ,Jesse Blout ,"Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com)"
Subject: Re: GSW schedule review


Can we move this to 12:30pm or 1pm California time? 


> On Jun 30, 2014, at 2:57 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
> 
> Dial-in: 424-203-8400
> Code: 321545#
> 
> <meeting.ics>
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Clarke Miller
Cc: Jesse Blout; Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: GSW schedule review
Date: Monday, June 30, 2014 4:03:42 PM


I am open all day except for the morning design meeting.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)"
Date:06/30/2014 12:48 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" ,Jesse Blout ,"Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com)"
Subject: Re: GSW schedule review


Can we move this to 12:30pm or 1pm California time? 


> On Jun 30, 2014, at 2:57 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
> 
> Dial-in: 424-203-8400
> Code: 321545#
> 
> <meeting.ics>
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: FW: OCII/Planning MOU for the Golden State Warriors Project
Date: Thursday, June 19, 2014 8:50:00 PM
Attachments: Draft MOA OCII and Planning for GSW-OCII-5.21.14.doc


Draft MOA OCII and Planning for GSW-OCII-5.21.14-compare.doc.docx
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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/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Morales, James (OCII) 
Sent: Wednesday, May 21, 2014 9:37 AM
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: OCII/Planning MOU for the Golden State Warriors Project
 
Viktoriya:
 
I have tried to incorporate all of OCII staff comments in the attached draft GSW MOU, but it is still
subject to final review and possible revision.  Nonetheless, I wanted to provide you with our latest
draft to the MOU prior to today’s meeting.  To a great extent, we have relied on the existing MOU
with the Planning Department to provide  the appropriate framework and procedures for additional
services related to the GSW Project.  If you have any questions, please contact me or Catherine
Reilly.
 
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
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Draft 05/21/2014


MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT



BETWEEN



SAN FRANCISCO PLANNING DEPARTMENT



AND



OFFICE OF COMMUNITY INVESTMENT AND IFRASTRUCTURE


THIS MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT (“Agreement”) is made and shall be effective as of _______, 2014, by and between the San Francisco Planning Department, Environmental Planning Section (“Planning Department”), and Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (“OCII”) for the purposes of setting forth mutual understandings between the Parties regarding each agency’s roles and responsibilities during the environmental review of the Golden State Warriors (“GSW”) Project.  Environmental review, including preparation of an appropriate environmental review analysis and related documents, will result in fulfillment of the requirements pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”).  


OCII has assumed, under state and local law, the remaining rights and obligations of the former Redevelopment Agency, and has “succeed[ed] to the organizational status of the former redevelopment agency” with the authority “to complete any work related to an approved enforceable obligation,” Cal. Health & Safety Code § 34173 (g).


OCII has the continuing authority and obligation to exercise land use controls required under enforceable obligations, including the Mission Bay South Owner Participation Agreement (“OPA”), available at http://www.sfredevelopment.org/index.aspx?page=244.


OCII and the Planning Department have previously entered into a Memorandum of Agreement dated _________ (“2013 MOA”) for the purpose of retaining the Planning Department to provide design review and environmental services to OCII to assist it in fulfilling its enforceable obligations.


OCII and the Planning Department now desire to rely on the approach of the existing 2013 MOA, including its procedures for the reimbursement of the Planning Department for staffing and other costs, to provide the services necessary for environmental review for the GSW Project.



I.  Parties’  Roles and Responsibilities


The Parties have the following mutual understandings and agree to the roles and responsibilities specified below.



A. San Francisco Planning Department (Planning Department)



1. The Parties agree that OCII is the lead agency responsible for conducting an adequate environmental review of the GSW Project and that the Planning Department staff will assist OCII in preparing this review.  As such, final decisions with respect to environmental impact determinations presented in environmental documents published for the GSW Project reside with OCII.  As lead agency, OCII shall serve as the primary contact for the Project Sponsor for purposes of the EIR.  Unless otherwise directed, the GSW Project Manager shall receive copies of all written communication related to the EIR.



2. The Planning Department shall provide an Environmental Review Coordinator to oversee the CEQA process through completion.  The Environmental Review Coordinator will report to OCII’s GSW Project Manager, as discussed below, who will be the primary contact at OCII.  


3. Planning Department, under the oversight of OCII, shall direct the work of the environmental consultant and any sub-consultants, including development of an appropriate scope of work for the environmental review process as well as for any required background technical studies. The Environment Review Coordinator and the GSW Project Manager will meet regularly to provide direction to Planning Department staff and to the environmental consultants and all sub-consultants.  The environmental scope of work shall be based upon the complete and stable project description provided by Project Sponsor. 



4. The Planning Department shall notify OCII and obtain concurrence prior to directing any consultant work that is outside of the agreed upon scope of work or that would require the use of contingency funds.



5. The Planning Department will work with OCII and the Project Sponsor to develop a Master Project Schedule that prioritizes the GSW Project.  


6. Consultant submittals shall be provided to the Planning Department at the same time as any review copies are provided to OCII and/or the Project Sponsor. 



7. The Planning Department and OCII shall determine what comments or feedback to provide to the consultants regarding their work or submittals.  The Planning Department shall coordinate the submittal of comments to the consultant team.  However, no comments shall be provided to the consultants by the Planning Department without prior OCII approval. 


8. The EIR Coordinator, transportation planner, and the GSW Project Manager shall participate in regular environmental review status meetings for this project with the consultants and core staff from the other agencies to ensure the environmental review Master Project Schedule is met.  



9. Pursuant to CEQA, public notification and public participation are required as part of the environmental review process for the GSW Project.   The Planning Department shall assist OCII with compliance regarding all notice requirements set forth in CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines.  The Planning Department, in consultation with OCII and its legal counsel, shall assist OCII, which will make final determinations about appropriate public notification procedures.  OCII intends to retain, under its 2013 Agreement with the City Attorney’s Office, the City Attorney’s Office for certain Project-related matters.  


10. All time-sensitive submittals shall clearly indicate expected deadlines for the completion of environmental review and should be preceded by advance consultations with OCII staff to facilitate timely processing and avoid last-minute submittals.  



B. OCII


1. OCII shall serve as the primary contact for the Project Sponsor for purposes of the EIR.


2. OCII shall provide a dedicated GSW Project Manager for the environmental review process.  The GSW Project Manager will be responsible for coordination of the responsibilities of OCII and the Planning Department as specified in this Agreement.  



3. The GSW Project Manager or designee shall participate in regular environmental review status meetings with the consultants and the Planning Department to ensure the Master Project Schedule is maintained.  



4. To assist the Planning Department in the environmental evaluation process, OCII or the Project Sponsor may be required to provide supplemental data or studies, as determined by Planning Department staff in consultation with OCII, to address potential impacts with respect to historical resources, soils, transportation, biological resources, wind, shadows, noise, air quality, or other environmental topic areas.  Lack of response to required data requests in the time line specified by the Planning Department shall result in delays to the Master Project Schedule.  OCII shall assist in ensuring that the Project Sponsor responds in an appropriate time to information requests from the Planning Department to meet the Master Project Schedule.


5. Consultant submittals shall be provided to the Planning Department at the same time as any review copies are provided to OCII and/or the Project Sponsor.  To allow for coordination between OCII and City agency responses, OCII and Project Sponsor comments on such submittals shall be provided to the Planning Department and not to the consultants directly, pursuant to time lines specified in the Master Project Schedule. OCII’s comments shall be provided to the Planning Department in advance of the deadline for providing feedback to the consultants as specific in the Master Project Schedule.  



6. Pursuant to CEQA, public notification and participation are required as part of the environmental review process for the GSW Project.  OCII shall comply with all notice requirements set forth in CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines.      


7. All time-sensitive submittals shall clearly indicate expected deadlines for the completion of environmental review and should be preceded by advance consultations with the Planning Department staff to facilitate timely processing and avoid last-minute submittals.  


II.
BUDGET AMOUNT AND REIMBURSEMENT.



With respect to payment to the San Francisco Planning Department for this environmental review, the Parties hereby agree that Environmental Planning staff time and materials will be invoiced to OCII consistent with the procedures established in the 2103 MOA and restated below and that payment is subject to reimbursement by the GSW..



A.
Budget.



1.  A draft budget for the Planning Department’s anticipated staff  time and other costs associated with environmental review for the GSW Project is attached to this Agreement.  [NOTE:  OCII would like to work with the Planning Department on the estimated budget.]


2.  Changes in Budget.  Unless OCII and the Planning Department agree by written amendment to this Agreement, the budget for services to be provided under this Agreement shall not exceed the amounts stated in this Section II.A.


3.  Unbudgeted Expenditures.  The Planning Department must obtain written approval from OCII for any unbudgeted expenditures and services.  OCII will not reimburse the Planning Department for unbudgeted expenditures and services incurred without prior written approval.


4.  Budget Shortfalls.  The Planning Department will notify OCII as soon as possible if the amounts budgeted in this MOU are insufficient to provide the agreed-upon services.


B.  
Assigned Staff To OCII.  


The Planning Department will assign staff equivalent  to ______to provide environmental review services for the GSW Project described in Section I.   The Planning Department staff assigned to Environmental Review services will work at the following location: San Francisco Planning Department Offices at 1650 Mission Street.


C.  Documentation Verifying Actual Costs Of Direct Services.


1.  The Planning Department will document its personnel costs for services provided under this Agreement in the following way:


i. Hourly rate = salary + mandatory fringe benefits.  Actual labor charges submitted as part of the Performing Department’s billing must be supported by a City LDR or similar payroll report to verify the actual cost of employee salary and fringe benefits.  Labor charges submitted must not be based on estimated FTE, a budgeted amount, or a percentage allocation that is not reviewed and approved in advance by the OCII as part of a Citywide cost allocation plan.


ii. Hours worked on GSW Project.


iii. Classification number of position and title.


iv. Identify tasks.


v. Location of staff.


D.
Billing Procedures.


1.   The Planning Department shall submit an invoice to OCII on a quarterly basis within 30 days of the end of the quarter (April 30, 2014 for Q3 and July 30, 2014) for Q4 not to exceed the budgeted amount for the fiscal year. The invoice shall describe the services provided and include sufficient information to determine the methodology used to determine the costs.


2.  For any given six-month period, OCII can only pay amounts approved by its Oversight Board and DOF on a ROPS for that fiscal period. OCII shall endeavor to budget and obtain DOF approval for amounts sufficient to pay the Planning Department in full within a timely fashion after the services are rendered and billed. To the extent OCII has insufficient authorization to pay a bill in full, OCII will endeavor to place any amount still owed on a future ROPS and to pay that amount when budget authority is available. 


3.  The OCII will pay invoices or notify the Planning Department of any questions regarding the invoice within 30 days of receipt.


III.
General Provisions.



A.  AMENDMENTS OR TERMINATION.  



This Agreement may be amended by mutual agreement of both parties.  This Agreement may be terminated by either party with 30 days notice, subject to OCII payment of applicable costs incurred through the termination date.


B.   DISPUTE RESOLUTION PROCEDURES.  


If the Planning Department has a billing dispute with the OCII, it must attempt to resolve it with the responsible OCII Manager.  If the parties are unable to reach agreement, the dispute will be resolved with the OCII’s Finance and Administration Deputy Director.  If an agreement still cannot be reached, the Planning Department and the OCII Finance and Administration Deputy Director will meet with the Deputy Controller to finally resolve the matter.



			


			


			


			





			Viktoriya Wise, Deputy ERO


			Date


			John Rahaim, Director


			Date





			Planning Department


			


			Planning Department


			





			


			


			


			





			


			


			


			





			Jim Morales, Interim general Counsel and Deputy Director


			Date


			Tiffany Bohee, Executive Director


			Date





			OCII


			


			OCII
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MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT





BETWEEN


SAN FRANCISCO PLANNING DEPARTMENT


AND


OFFICE OF COMMUNITY INVESTMENT AND IFRASTRUCTURE








THIS MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT (“Agreement”) is made and shall be effective as of _______, 2014, by and between the San Francisco Planning Department, Environmental Planning Section (“Planning Department”), and Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (“OCII”) for the purposes of setting forth mutual understandings between the Parties regarding each agency’s roles and responsibilities during the environmental review of the Golden State Warriors (“GSW”) Project.  Environmental review, including preparation of an appropriate environmental review analysis and related documents, will result in fulfillment of the requirements pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”).  An Environmental Impact Report (“EIR”) will be prepared for the GSW Project pursuant to CEQA.  


  


OCII has assumed, under state and local law, the remaining rights and obligations of the former Redevelopment Agency, and has “succeed[ed] to the organizational status of the former redevelopment agency” with the authority “to complete any work related to an approved enforceable obligation,” Cal. Health & Safety Code § 34173 (g).





OCII has the continuing authority and obligation to exercise land use controls required under enforceable obligations, including the Mission Bay South Owner Participation


This Agreement also specifies(“OPA”), available at http://www.sfredevelopment.org/index.aspx?page=244.





OCII and the Planning Department have previously entered into a Memorandum of Agreement dated _________ (“2013 MOA”) for the purpose of retaining the Planning Department to provide design review and environmental services to OCII to assist it in fulfilling its enforceable obligations.





OCII and the Planning Department now desire to rely on the approach of the existing 2013 MOA, including its procedures for the reimbursement of the Planning Department for the feesstaffing and other costs associated with , to provide the services necessary for environmental review for the GSW Project. 











  


I.  AgencyParties’  Roles and Responsibilities





The Parties have the following mutual understandings and agree to the agency roles and responsibilities specified below.





A. San Francisco Planning Department (Planning Department)





1. The Parties agree that OCII is the lead agency responsible for conducting an adequate environmental review of the GSW Project and that this review will be performed bythe Planning Department staff will assist OCII in preparing this review.  As such, final decisions with respect to environmental impact determinations presented in environmental documents published for the GSW Project reside with OCII.  As lead agency, OCII shall serve as the primary contact for the Project Sponsor for purposes of the EIR.  Unless otherwise directed, the GSW Project Manager shall receive copies of all written communication related to the EIR.





2. The Planning Department shall provide an Environmental Review Coordinator to oversee the CEQA process through completion.  The Environmental Review Coordinator will report to OCII’s GSW Project Manager, as discussed below, who will be the primary contact at OCII.  





3. Planning Department, under the oversight of OCII, shall direct the work of the environmental consultant and any sub-consultants, including development of an appropriate scope of work for the environmental review process as well as for any required background technical studies. The Environment Review Coordinator and the GSW Project Manager will meet regularly to provide direction to Planning Department staff and to the environmental consultants and all sub-consultants.  The environmental scope of work shall be based upon the complete and stable project description provided by Project Sponsor. 





4. The Planning Department shall notify OCII and obtain concurrence prior to directing any consultant work that is outside of the agreed upon scope of work that would result in costs greater than $5,000 or that would require the use of contingency funds.





5. StandardThe Planning Department review times for environmental document submittals will apply to this project.  All standard review times for environmental documentswork with OCII and background technical studies shall be specified inthe Project Sponsor to develop a Master Project Schedule to be developed once an environmental consultant has been engaged.  that prioritizes the GSW Project.  





6. Consultant submittals shall be provided to the Planning Department at the same time as any review copies are provided to OCII and/or the Project Sponsor. 





7. The Planning Department and OCII shall determine what comments or feedback to provide to the consultants regarding their work or submittals.  The exception to this is for comments regarding the project description for which the Project Sponsor and/or OCII should provide confirmation of accuracy to the consultants.  Any comments on the environmental analysis by the Project Sponsor and/or OCII shall be provided to the Planning Department for consideration as to whether or not incorporation of such comments is appropriate.The Planning Department shall coordinate the submittal of comments to the consultant team.  However, no comments shall be provided to the consultants by the Planning Department without prior OCII approval. 





8. The EIR Coordinator and, transportation planner, and the GSW Project Manager shall participate in regular environmental review status meetings for this project with the consultants and core staff from the other agencies to ensure the environmental review Master Project Schedule is met.  





9. Pursuant to CEQA, public notification and public participation are required as part of the environmental review process for the GSW Project.   The Planning Department shall assist OCII with compliance regarding all notice requirements set forth in CEQA, and the CEQA Guidelines, the San Francisco Administrative Code (Chapter 31), and the Planning Department’s standard practice..  The Planning Department, in consultation with the City Attorney’s OfficeOCII and its legal counsel, shall assist in determining adequateOCII, which will make final determinations about appropriate public notification procedures and communicate such information.  OCII intends to OCII and theretain, under its 2013 Agreement with the City Attorney’s Office, the City Attorney’s Office for certain Project Sponsor in a timely manner-related matters.  








B. OCII


1. All time-sensitive submittals shall clearly indicate expected deadlines for the completion of environmental review and should be preceded by advance consultations with OCII staff to facilitate timely processing and avoid last-minute submittals.  





C. OCII





1. OCII shall serve as the primary contact for the Project Sponsor for purposes of the EIR.





2. OCII shall provide a dedicated GSW Project Manager for the environmental review process.  The GSW Project Manager will be responsible for coordination of the responsibilities of OCII as specified below throughout the environmental review process.  It is unlikely that environmental review schedule could be met without provision of a dedicated GSW Project Manager.  The GSP Project Manager’s availability to review documents and provide information in a timely manner is a key component of meeting the environmental review schedule.and the Planning Department as specified in this Agreement.  





3. The core staff from the OCII project teamThe GSW Project Manager or designee shall participate in regular environmental review status meetings with the consultants and the Planning Department to ensure the Master Project Schedule is maintained.  





4. To assist the Planning Department in the environmental evaluation process, OCII or the Project Sponsor may be required to provide supplemental data or studies, as determined by Planning Department staff in consultation with OCII, to address potential impacts with respect to historical resources, soils, transportation, biological resources, wind, shadows, noise, air quality, or other environmental topic areas.  Lack of response to required data requests in the time line specified by the Planning Department shall result in delays to the Master Project Schedule.  OCII shall assist in ensuring that the Project Sponsor responds in an appropriate time to information requests from the Planning Department to meet the Master Project Schedule.





5. .  





6. Consultant submittals shall be provided to the Planning Department at the same time as any review copies are provided to OCII and/or the Project Sponsor.  OCIITo allow for coordination between OCII and City agency responses, OCII and Project Sponsor comments on such submittals shall be provided to the Planning Department and not to the consultants directly, pursuant to time lines specified in the Master Project Schedule.  OCII’s comments shall be provided to the Planning Department in advance of the deadline for providing feedback to the consultants as specific in the Master Project Schedule.   





7. Pursuant to CEQA, public notification and participation are required as part of the environmental review process for the GSW Project.  OCII shall comply with all notice requirements set forth in CEQA, The CEQA Guidelines, the San Francisco Administrative Code (Chapter 31), the Planning Department Standard practice.  The Planning Department in consultation with the City Attorney’s Office shall assist in determining adequate public notification procedures. and the CEQA Guidelines.      





8. All time-sensitive submittals shall clearly indicate expected deadlines for the completion of environmental review and should be preceded by advance consultations with the Planning Department staff to facilitate timely processing and avoid last-minute submittals.  


9. 





II. Fee Payment and Reimbursement





II.	BUDGET AMOUNT AND REIMBURSEMENT.





[bookmark: _GoBack]With respect to payment to the San Francisco Planning Department for this environmental review, the Parties hereby agree that: Environmental Planning staff time and materials will be invoiced to OCII consistent with the procedures established in the 2103 MOA and restated below and that payment is subject to reimbursement by GSW..





A. Initial Fee





Upon execution of the MOA, OCII will provide payment of an initial fee in the amount of $100,000 to the Planning Department.  Once the Environmental Planning staff


A.	Budget.





1.  A draft budget for the Planning Department’s anticipated staff  time and materials expended on the other costs associated with environmental review for the GSW Project exceed this initial fee amount, Environmental Planning staff time and materials will be invoiced to is attached to this Agreement.  [NOTE:  OCII would like to work with the Planning Department on the estimated budget.]





2.  Changes in Budget.  Unless OCII as specified in section B belowand the Planning Department agree by written amendment to this Agreement, the budget for services to be provided under this Agreement shall not exceed the amounts stated in this Section II.A.





B. Work Order Reimbursement for Planning Department (Environmental Planning Section) Environmental Review of the GSW Project





1. OCII has established a work order account for fiscal year 2013/2014 with the Planning Department funded to account for the anticipated level of environmental review for the GSW Project.  In conjunction with the preparation of budgets for fiscal years 2014/2015, OCII shall continue this work order account with the Planning Department funded to account for the anticipated level of environmental review for the next fiscal year.  To facilitate this process, a draft budget for the Planning Department’s anticipated staff time for the TEP environmental review time is included as Attachment A.  





2. As specified in Section II. A. above, OCII shall provide the Planning Department with an Initial Fee of $100,000 for this environmental review.  The Planning Department staff time and materials will be charged against this initial fee until it has been expended.  Subsequently, the Planning Department staff time and materials will be invoiced pursuant to the work order specified in Section B.1. above, and according to the procedures described below.   





3.  Unbudgeted Expenditures.  The Planning Department must obtain written approval from OCII for any unbudgeted expenditures and services.  OCII will not reimburse the Planning Department for unbudgeted expenditures and services incurred without prior written approval.





4.  Budget Shortfalls.  The Planning Department will notify OCII as soon as possible if the amounts budgeted in this MOU are insufficient to provide the agreed-upon services.





B.  	Assigned Staff To OCII.  





The Planning Department will assign staff equivalent  to ______to provide environmental review services for the GSW Project described in Section I.   The Planning Department staff assigned to Environmental Review services will work at the following location: San Francisco Planning Department Offices at 1650 Mission Street.





C.  Documentation Verifying Actual Costs Of Direct Services.





1.  The Planning Department will document its personnel costs for services provided under this Agreement in the following way:





i. Hourly rate = salary + mandatory fringe benefits.  Actual labor charges submitted as part of the Performing Department’s billing must be supported by a City LDR or similar payroll report to verify the actual cost of employee salary and fringe benefits.  Labor charges submitted must not be based on estimated FTE, a budgeted amount, or a percentage allocation that is not reviewed and approved in advance by the OCII as part of a Citywide cost allocation plan.





ii. Hours worked on GSW Project.





iii. Classification number of position and title.





iv. Identify tasks.





v. Location of staff.





D.	Billing Procedures.





1.   The Planning Department shall submit an invoice to OCII on a quarterly basis within 30 days of the end of the quarter (April 30, 2014 for Q3 and July 30, 2014) for Q4 not to exceed the budgeted amount for the fiscal year. The invoice shall describe the services provided and include sufficient information to determine the methodology used to determine the costs.





2.  For any given six-month period, OCII can only pay amounts approved by its Oversight Board and DOF on a ROPS for that fiscal period. OCII shall endeavor to budget and obtain DOF approval for amounts sufficient to pay the Planning Department in full within a timely fashion after the services are rendered and billed. To the extent OCII has insufficient authorization to pay a bill in full, OCII will endeavor to place any amount still owed on a future ROPS and to pay that amount when staff time spent on this project is $90,000 (i.e. within $10,000 of the initial fee), or in the event that the time billed for this projectbudget authority is approaching the amount budgeted in Attachment A.available. 





In the event that actual billings for3.  The OCII will pay invoices or notify the Planning Department of any questions regarding the invoice within 30 days of receipt.





III.	General Provisions.





	A.  AMENDMENTS OR TERMINATION.  





Thisstaff time and materials exceed the amount in the work order account for a fiscal year, OCII shall promptly modify the work order funding in order to ensure that  Agreement may be amended by mutual agreement of both parties.  This Agreement may be terminated by either party with 30 days notice, subject to OCII payment of applicable costs incurred through the termination date.





B.   DISPUTE RESOLUTION PROCEDURES.  





If the Planning Department can continue to conduct the environmental review for GSW Project expeditiouslyhas a billing dispute with the OCII, it must attempt to resolve it with assurance of timely reimbursement. the responsible OCII Manager.  If the parties are unable to reach agreement, the dispute will be resolved with the OCII’s Finance and Administration Deputy Director.  If an agreement still cannot be reached, the Planning Department and the OCII Finance and Administration Deputy Director will meet with the Deputy Controller to finally resolve the matter.





3. The Planning Department work performed consistent with this Agreement shall be invoiced to OCII on a time and materials basis each quarter.  The time will be annotated to indicate the specific tasks performed as required by current Planning Department time accounting rules.  





OCII shall ensure reimbursement from a dedicated work order account within thirty days of receipt of documented billings.  In the event that OCII fails to ensure reimbursement from an adequately funded work order account within thirty days of billing submittals by the Planning Department, at the discretion of the ERO work on the environmental review could be stopped until invoiced are current.  This will likely impact the Master Schedule.  





			








			


			


			





			Viktoriya Wise, Deputy ERO


			Date


			John Rahaim, Director


			Date





			Planning Department


			


			Planning Department


			





			








			


			


			





			


			


			


			





			Jim Morales, Interim general Counsel and Deputy Director


			Date


			Tiffany Bohee, Executive Director


			Date





			OCII


			


			OCII


			











Page 6 of 9
















telephone:  (415) 749-2454
 


From: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, May 08, 2014 7:41 PM
To: Morales, James (OCII)
Subject: OCII/Planning MOU for the Golden State Warriors Project
 
Hi Jim-
I wanted to follow up on our meeting with the Warriors last week.  One
of the action items from that meeting was to work on a separate MOU
between Planning and OCII.  To that end, I am including three
documents in this email:


1.   A copy of our MOU for all other efforts (for reference);
2.   A copy of the MOU the Planning Department executed with SFMTA


for a somewhat similar effort (this could serve as a template and as
a starting point I have made some revisions to reflect that this is
an MOU with OCII rather than SFMTA); and


3.   Our proposed budget based on the somewhat limited information
we know about the ‘new’ project. 


 
It would be great to also include a schedule but we probably can’t do
that until the Warriors pick a consultant.  Do you have a sense of when
that might be?  There is a little blurb about schedule in Note 2 in the
excel file. 
 
Thanks for your attention to this matter.  Let me know approximately
when I might expect back a draft of the MOU. 
 
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


               
 



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/






From: Confessore, Nicholas
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (CII)
Subject: Re: FW: from NY Times
Date: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 1:59:17 PM


Great, this is helpful. And good luck with the meetings!


On Tue, Jul 22, 2014 at 7:59 PM, Reilly, Catherine (CII)
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hi, Nick – sorry for not calling back, been in meetings the last couple days.  The grants below are
all the federal infrastructure related ones I am aware of for Mission Bay.  In addition, we have
received federal and State funding for several of our affordable housing projects (the two that
received federal funds were finished in 2002 and 2006 and funding included CDBG, Section 8, and
HOPWA).  I would need to talk to our housing staff to get more information on the
sources/amounts/dates, but wanted to see if you are also interested in our older affordable
housing funds before looking for that information.


 


I am finding the CDBG documentation for you.


 


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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY JULY 25th


 


From: Confessore, Nicholas [mailto:nconfess@nytimes.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 22, 2014 3:20 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (CII)
Subject: Re: FW: from NY Times


 



mailto:nconfess@nytimes.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

tel:415-749-2516

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:nconfess@nytimes.com





Hi folks,


Just following up on my emails and calls from earlier. Can you please let me know
when I might expect the additional information I requested?


If you need to bounce me to someone else, that is fine, but I would like some kind
of reply.


best regards,
Nick


 


On Fri, Jul 18, 2014 at 12:57 PM, Confessore, Nicholas <nconfess@nytimes.com>
wrote:


Hi folks,


  Me again--I've been doing a little more research here and want to make sure I
have all the right information.


  Catherine, you had listed four federal grants that Mission Bay received. I'm using
"received" loosely here -- I understand some of this money flowed to your agency,
in some cases through a state agency, and was used for infrastructure projects in
and around Mission Bay.


  I did want to clarify whether those were the only federal grants in question. I
wasn't sure if that was an exclusive list or just the ones you had handy when we
first spoke.


  Secondly, was there a grant application package for the Community Development
Block Grant you mentioned? I was able to find the others online or through federal
authorities but so far not the CDBG.


  many thanks,
Nick Confessore


 


 


On Tue, Jul 1, 2014 at 9:33 PM, Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hi, Nick – Tiffany forwarded me your email (thanks for the link to the article, helpful in
responding).  In regards to your question on who was the lead for the grant applications, our
private partner FOCIL (through Seth Hamalian at Mission Bay Development Group) took the lead
on the preparing the grant applications, though OCII staff was heavily involved.  The various
grants were run through different City departments depending on the requirements of the grant,
but OCII was ultimately responsible for ensuring that the infrastructure projects were completed
and the grants complied with correctly. 



mailto:nconfess@nytimes.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org





 


Looking at the BizTimes article the dollar amounts that they identify appear to be the dollar
amounts that were included in a regional study that was done to help prioritize projects vs. actual
grant applications.  Many of the improvements listed under the first two ($24.7M and $24.6M)
were ultimately included in a successful TIGER IV grant running through SFMTA.  The last one
($23.8M) was for a grant that we did not get, also it looks like the dollar amount they state may
have been for all city projects, since I do not believe the Mission Bay portion was anywhere that
large (more in the $1-2M range plus match).


 


The grants we have received over the last few years include:


-          Commons Park P16: $200,000 EPA Brownfield RLF - Completed 2010 (I do not think this was
stimulus)


-          Longbridge Infrastructure: $2.3m CDBG-ARRA Funds - Completed mid-2011 (was stimulus)


-          Park P10 and Mission Bay Drive Circle: $760,000 EPA– Completed in 2012/13 (I would have
to double check the opening date, let me know if you need it)


-          Street Improvements (includes remaining portions of Owens Street/16th Street/Channel-
Traffic Circle Connectors) and MUNI T-line turnaround - TIGER IV $10M – under construction (not
sure if stimulus)


 


I have also attached some general information about Mission Bay.  Please note that the Vert Dev
map is a little out of date (such as not reflecting the proposed Warriors arena, etc.), so if there is
something specific you would like to use from it, please check with me and I can let you know if
there is any correction needed (but overall it gives you a general sense of where things are in
Mission Bay).


 


Please let us know if you have any additional questions.


 


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



tel:415-749-2516

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/





 


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


 


 


From: Confessore, Nicholas [mailto:nconfess@nytimes.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 9:51 AM
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Subject: Re: from NY Times


 


Tiffany,
Thanks for your time today--it was extraordinarily helpful. You know everything
about this project so it was like one-stop shopping.


One question for ya. Here is the article on stimulus applications I was talking
about:
http://www.bizjournals.com/sanfrancisco/stories/2009/08/03/story3.html?page=all


It quotes your predecessor (I think) and it looks as though the total applications
were for about $72 million in three pots of stimulus funding. Do we know who was
in charge of those applications (your agency or FOCIL?) and whether any or all of
the applications were granted?


many thanks,
Nick


 


On Mon, Jun 30, 2014 at 9:37 PM, Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
<tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org> wrote:


I'll call you at 8:30am PST. Talk to you tomorrow.


Tiffany Bohee


 


On Jun 30, 2014, at 6:21 PM, "Confessore, Nicholas" <nconfess@nytimes.com>
wrote:


Hi Tiffany,
Tomorrow morning works great for 8:30am PST / 11:30 am EST. You
can get me at 212 556 5911 or let me know the most convenient
number for you.


Thank you in advance!
best regards,
Nick



mailto:nconfess@nytimes.com

http://www.bizjournals.com/sanfrancisco/stories/2009/08/03/story3.html?page=all

mailto:tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org

mailto:nconfess@nytimes.com

tel:212%20556%205911





 


On Mon, Jun 30, 2014 at 8:02 PM, Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
<tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hi, Nick – Can you talk tomorrow at 8:30 am PDT?  Alternatively, I could also talk at
4:30 pm PDT on Tuesday.


 


 


Tiffany Bohee
Executive Director
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
  Successor to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Tel:  415-749-2588
Email:  tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org


From: Confessore, Nicholas [mailto:nconfess@nytimes.com] 
Sent: Monday, June 30, 2014 2:22 PM
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Subject: from NY Times


 


Dear Tiffany,


I am doing some research on the Mission Bay project, focusing on the
long-term evolution of the project and how federal grants, including the
stimulus, have benefited the efforts to create a life sciences hub there.


I was hoping you might have some time to help me understand some
of how the project has progressed since you have been involved (and
maybe before). Is there any time in the next day or two that we could
talk?
best regards,
Nick Confessore


--


Nicholas Confessore


The New York Times


W (212) 556-5911


C  (917) 456 2446


gchat: @nconfessore



mailto:tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org

tel:415-749-2588

mailto:tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org

mailto:nconfess@nytimes.com
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tel:%28917%29%20456%202446





--


Nicholas Confessore


The New York Times


W (212) 556-5911


C  (917) 456 2446


gchat: @nconfessore


--


Nicholas Confessore


The New York Times


W (212) 556-5911


C  (917) 456 2446


gchat: @nconfessore


--


Nicholas Confessore


The New York Times


W (212) 556-5911


C  (917) 456 2446


gchat: @nconfessore


--


Nicholas Confessore


The New York Times



tel:%28212%29%20556-5911

tel:%28917%29%20456%202446

tel:%28212%29%20556-5911

tel:%28917%29%20456%202446

tel:%28212%29%20556-5911

tel:%28917%29%20456%202446





W (212) 556-5911


C  (917) 456 2446


gchat: @nconfessore


-- 
Nicholas Confessore
The New York Times
W (212) 556-5911
C  (917) 456 2446
gchat: @nconfessore



tel:%28212%29%20556-5911

tel:%28917%29%20456%202446






From: Clarke Miller
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Jesse Blout; Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: GSW schedule review
Date: Monday, June 30, 2014 4:32:46 PM


4pm PT works well on our end. Thanks, Jen.
I’ll update the invite now.
Clarke
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) [mailto:jennifer.matz@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, June 30, 2014 4:21 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Jesse Blout; Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: Re: GSW schedule review
 
3pm or even 4pm PT works for me. 


On Jun 30, 2014, at 7:19 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:


Jennifer,
I have a UCSF meeting from 12:30-2:30pm PT tomorrow, so please let us know if there
is a good time for you to talk later in the afternoon.
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, June 30, 2014 4:04 PM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Clarke Miller
Cc: Jesse Blout; Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: GSW schedule review
 
I am open all day except for the morning design meeting.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)"
Date:06/30/2014 12:48 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" ,Jesse Blout ,"Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com)"
Subject: Re: GSW schedule review
 
Can we move this to 12:30pm or 1pm California time? 


> On Jun 30, 2014, at 2:57 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
> 
> Dial-in: 424-203-8400
> Code: 321545#



mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com
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> 
> <meeting.ics>








From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: FW: OCII/Planning MOU for the Golden State Warriors Project
Date: Thursday, June 19, 2014 8:50:00 PM
Attachments: Draft MOA OCII and Planning for GSW-OCII-5.21.14.doc


Draft MOA OCII and Planning for GSW-OCII-5.21.14-compare.doc.docx
image008.png
image009.png
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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/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Morales, James (OCII) 
Sent: Wednesday, May 21, 2014 9:37 AM
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: OCII/Planning MOU for the Golden State Warriors Project
 
Viktoriya:
 
I have tried to incorporate all of OCII staff comments in the attached draft GSW MOU, but it is still
subject to final review and possible revision.  Nonetheless, I wanted to provide you with our latest
draft to the MOU prior to today’s meeting.  To a great extent, we have relied on the existing MOU
with the Planning Department to provide  the appropriate framework and procedures for additional
services related to the GSW Project.  If you have any questions, please contact me or Catherine
Reilly.
 
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
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Draft 05/21/2014


MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT



BETWEEN



SAN FRANCISCO PLANNING DEPARTMENT



AND



OFFICE OF COMMUNITY INVESTMENT AND IFRASTRUCTURE


THIS MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT (“Agreement”) is made and shall be effective as of _______, 2014, by and between the San Francisco Planning Department, Environmental Planning Section (“Planning Department”), and Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (“OCII”) for the purposes of setting forth mutual understandings between the Parties regarding each agency’s roles and responsibilities during the environmental review of the Golden State Warriors (“GSW”) Project.  Environmental review, including preparation of an appropriate environmental review analysis and related documents, will result in fulfillment of the requirements pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”).  


OCII has assumed, under state and local law, the remaining rights and obligations of the former Redevelopment Agency, and has “succeed[ed] to the organizational status of the former redevelopment agency” with the authority “to complete any work related to an approved enforceable obligation,” Cal. Health & Safety Code § 34173 (g).


OCII has the continuing authority and obligation to exercise land use controls required under enforceable obligations, including the Mission Bay South Owner Participation Agreement (“OPA”), available at http://www.sfredevelopment.org/index.aspx?page=244.


OCII and the Planning Department have previously entered into a Memorandum of Agreement dated _________ (“2013 MOA”) for the purpose of retaining the Planning Department to provide design review and environmental services to OCII to assist it in fulfilling its enforceable obligations.


OCII and the Planning Department now desire to rely on the approach of the existing 2013 MOA, including its procedures for the reimbursement of the Planning Department for staffing and other costs, to provide the services necessary for environmental review for the GSW Project.



I.  Parties’  Roles and Responsibilities


The Parties have the following mutual understandings and agree to the roles and responsibilities specified below.



A. San Francisco Planning Department (Planning Department)



1. The Parties agree that OCII is the lead agency responsible for conducting an adequate environmental review of the GSW Project and that the Planning Department staff will assist OCII in preparing this review.  As such, final decisions with respect to environmental impact determinations presented in environmental documents published for the GSW Project reside with OCII.  As lead agency, OCII shall serve as the primary contact for the Project Sponsor for purposes of the EIR.  Unless otherwise directed, the GSW Project Manager shall receive copies of all written communication related to the EIR.



2. The Planning Department shall provide an Environmental Review Coordinator to oversee the CEQA process through completion.  The Environmental Review Coordinator will report to OCII’s GSW Project Manager, as discussed below, who will be the primary contact at OCII.  


3. Planning Department, under the oversight of OCII, shall direct the work of the environmental consultant and any sub-consultants, including development of an appropriate scope of work for the environmental review process as well as for any required background technical studies. The Environment Review Coordinator and the GSW Project Manager will meet regularly to provide direction to Planning Department staff and to the environmental consultants and all sub-consultants.  The environmental scope of work shall be based upon the complete and stable project description provided by Project Sponsor. 



4. The Planning Department shall notify OCII and obtain concurrence prior to directing any consultant work that is outside of the agreed upon scope of work or that would require the use of contingency funds.



5. The Planning Department will work with OCII and the Project Sponsor to develop a Master Project Schedule that prioritizes the GSW Project.  


6. Consultant submittals shall be provided to the Planning Department at the same time as any review copies are provided to OCII and/or the Project Sponsor. 



7. The Planning Department and OCII shall determine what comments or feedback to provide to the consultants regarding their work or submittals.  The Planning Department shall coordinate the submittal of comments to the consultant team.  However, no comments shall be provided to the consultants by the Planning Department without prior OCII approval. 


8. The EIR Coordinator, transportation planner, and the GSW Project Manager shall participate in regular environmental review status meetings for this project with the consultants and core staff from the other agencies to ensure the environmental review Master Project Schedule is met.  



9. Pursuant to CEQA, public notification and public participation are required as part of the environmental review process for the GSW Project.   The Planning Department shall assist OCII with compliance regarding all notice requirements set forth in CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines.  The Planning Department, in consultation with OCII and its legal counsel, shall assist OCII, which will make final determinations about appropriate public notification procedures.  OCII intends to retain, under its 2013 Agreement with the City Attorney’s Office, the City Attorney’s Office for certain Project-related matters.  


10. All time-sensitive submittals shall clearly indicate expected deadlines for the completion of environmental review and should be preceded by advance consultations with OCII staff to facilitate timely processing and avoid last-minute submittals.  



B. OCII


1. OCII shall serve as the primary contact for the Project Sponsor for purposes of the EIR.


2. OCII shall provide a dedicated GSW Project Manager for the environmental review process.  The GSW Project Manager will be responsible for coordination of the responsibilities of OCII and the Planning Department as specified in this Agreement.  



3. The GSW Project Manager or designee shall participate in regular environmental review status meetings with the consultants and the Planning Department to ensure the Master Project Schedule is maintained.  



4. To assist the Planning Department in the environmental evaluation process, OCII or the Project Sponsor may be required to provide supplemental data or studies, as determined by Planning Department staff in consultation with OCII, to address potential impacts with respect to historical resources, soils, transportation, biological resources, wind, shadows, noise, air quality, or other environmental topic areas.  Lack of response to required data requests in the time line specified by the Planning Department shall result in delays to the Master Project Schedule.  OCII shall assist in ensuring that the Project Sponsor responds in an appropriate time to information requests from the Planning Department to meet the Master Project Schedule.


5. Consultant submittals shall be provided to the Planning Department at the same time as any review copies are provided to OCII and/or the Project Sponsor.  To allow for coordination between OCII and City agency responses, OCII and Project Sponsor comments on such submittals shall be provided to the Planning Department and not to the consultants directly, pursuant to time lines specified in the Master Project Schedule. OCII’s comments shall be provided to the Planning Department in advance of the deadline for providing feedback to the consultants as specific in the Master Project Schedule.  



6. Pursuant to CEQA, public notification and participation are required as part of the environmental review process for the GSW Project.  OCII shall comply with all notice requirements set forth in CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines.      


7. All time-sensitive submittals shall clearly indicate expected deadlines for the completion of environmental review and should be preceded by advance consultations with the Planning Department staff to facilitate timely processing and avoid last-minute submittals.  


II.
BUDGET AMOUNT AND REIMBURSEMENT.



With respect to payment to the San Francisco Planning Department for this environmental review, the Parties hereby agree that Environmental Planning staff time and materials will be invoiced to OCII consistent with the procedures established in the 2103 MOA and restated below and that payment is subject to reimbursement by the GSW..



A.
Budget.



1.  A draft budget for the Planning Department’s anticipated staff  time and other costs associated with environmental review for the GSW Project is attached to this Agreement.  [NOTE:  OCII would like to work with the Planning Department on the estimated budget.]


2.  Changes in Budget.  Unless OCII and the Planning Department agree by written amendment to this Agreement, the budget for services to be provided under this Agreement shall not exceed the amounts stated in this Section II.A.


3.  Unbudgeted Expenditures.  The Planning Department must obtain written approval from OCII for any unbudgeted expenditures and services.  OCII will not reimburse the Planning Department for unbudgeted expenditures and services incurred without prior written approval.


4.  Budget Shortfalls.  The Planning Department will notify OCII as soon as possible if the amounts budgeted in this MOU are insufficient to provide the agreed-upon services.


B.  
Assigned Staff To OCII.  


The Planning Department will assign staff equivalent  to ______to provide environmental review services for the GSW Project described in Section I.   The Planning Department staff assigned to Environmental Review services will work at the following location: San Francisco Planning Department Offices at 1650 Mission Street.


C.  Documentation Verifying Actual Costs Of Direct Services.


1.  The Planning Department will document its personnel costs for services provided under this Agreement in the following way:


i. Hourly rate = salary + mandatory fringe benefits.  Actual labor charges submitted as part of the Performing Department’s billing must be supported by a City LDR or similar payroll report to verify the actual cost of employee salary and fringe benefits.  Labor charges submitted must not be based on estimated FTE, a budgeted amount, or a percentage allocation that is not reviewed and approved in advance by the OCII as part of a Citywide cost allocation plan.


ii. Hours worked on GSW Project.


iii. Classification number of position and title.


iv. Identify tasks.


v. Location of staff.


D.
Billing Procedures.


1.   The Planning Department shall submit an invoice to OCII on a quarterly basis within 30 days of the end of the quarter (April 30, 2014 for Q3 and July 30, 2014) for Q4 not to exceed the budgeted amount for the fiscal year. The invoice shall describe the services provided and include sufficient information to determine the methodology used to determine the costs.


2.  For any given six-month period, OCII can only pay amounts approved by its Oversight Board and DOF on a ROPS for that fiscal period. OCII shall endeavor to budget and obtain DOF approval for amounts sufficient to pay the Planning Department in full within a timely fashion after the services are rendered and billed. To the extent OCII has insufficient authorization to pay a bill in full, OCII will endeavor to place any amount still owed on a future ROPS and to pay that amount when budget authority is available. 


3.  The OCII will pay invoices or notify the Planning Department of any questions regarding the invoice within 30 days of receipt.


III.
General Provisions.



A.  AMENDMENTS OR TERMINATION.  



This Agreement may be amended by mutual agreement of both parties.  This Agreement may be terminated by either party with 30 days notice, subject to OCII payment of applicable costs incurred through the termination date.


B.   DISPUTE RESOLUTION PROCEDURES.  


If the Planning Department has a billing dispute with the OCII, it must attempt to resolve it with the responsible OCII Manager.  If the parties are unable to reach agreement, the dispute will be resolved with the OCII’s Finance and Administration Deputy Director.  If an agreement still cannot be reached, the Planning Department and the OCII Finance and Administration Deputy Director will meet with the Deputy Controller to finally resolve the matter.



			


			


			


			





			Viktoriya Wise, Deputy ERO


			Date


			John Rahaim, Director


			Date





			Planning Department


			


			Planning Department


			





			


			


			


			





			


			


			


			





			Jim Morales, Interim general Counsel and Deputy Director


			Date


			Tiffany Bohee, Executive Director


			Date





			OCII


			


			OCII
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MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT





BETWEEN


SAN FRANCISCO PLANNING DEPARTMENT


AND


OFFICE OF COMMUNITY INVESTMENT AND IFRASTRUCTURE








THIS MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT (“Agreement”) is made and shall be effective as of _______, 2014, by and between the San Francisco Planning Department, Environmental Planning Section (“Planning Department”), and Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (“OCII”) for the purposes of setting forth mutual understandings between the Parties regarding each agency’s roles and responsibilities during the environmental review of the Golden State Warriors (“GSW”) Project.  Environmental review, including preparation of an appropriate environmental review analysis and related documents, will result in fulfillment of the requirements pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”).  An Environmental Impact Report (“EIR”) will be prepared for the GSW Project pursuant to CEQA.  


  


OCII has assumed, under state and local law, the remaining rights and obligations of the former Redevelopment Agency, and has “succeed[ed] to the organizational status of the former redevelopment agency” with the authority “to complete any work related to an approved enforceable obligation,” Cal. Health & Safety Code § 34173 (g).





OCII has the continuing authority and obligation to exercise land use controls required under enforceable obligations, including the Mission Bay South Owner Participation


This Agreement also specifies(“OPA”), available at http://www.sfredevelopment.org/index.aspx?page=244.





OCII and the Planning Department have previously entered into a Memorandum of Agreement dated _________ (“2013 MOA”) for the purpose of retaining the Planning Department to provide design review and environmental services to OCII to assist it in fulfilling its enforceable obligations.





OCII and the Planning Department now desire to rely on the approach of the existing 2013 MOA, including its procedures for the reimbursement of the Planning Department for the feesstaffing and other costs associated with , to provide the services necessary for environmental review for the GSW Project. 











  


I.  AgencyParties’  Roles and Responsibilities





The Parties have the following mutual understandings and agree to the agency roles and responsibilities specified below.





A. San Francisco Planning Department (Planning Department)





1. The Parties agree that OCII is the lead agency responsible for conducting an adequate environmental review of the GSW Project and that this review will be performed bythe Planning Department staff will assist OCII in preparing this review.  As such, final decisions with respect to environmental impact determinations presented in environmental documents published for the GSW Project reside with OCII.  As lead agency, OCII shall serve as the primary contact for the Project Sponsor for purposes of the EIR.  Unless otherwise directed, the GSW Project Manager shall receive copies of all written communication related to the EIR.





2. The Planning Department shall provide an Environmental Review Coordinator to oversee the CEQA process through completion.  The Environmental Review Coordinator will report to OCII’s GSW Project Manager, as discussed below, who will be the primary contact at OCII.  





3. Planning Department, under the oversight of OCII, shall direct the work of the environmental consultant and any sub-consultants, including development of an appropriate scope of work for the environmental review process as well as for any required background technical studies. The Environment Review Coordinator and the GSW Project Manager will meet regularly to provide direction to Planning Department staff and to the environmental consultants and all sub-consultants.  The environmental scope of work shall be based upon the complete and stable project description provided by Project Sponsor. 





4. The Planning Department shall notify OCII and obtain concurrence prior to directing any consultant work that is outside of the agreed upon scope of work that would result in costs greater than $5,000 or that would require the use of contingency funds.





5. StandardThe Planning Department review times for environmental document submittals will apply to this project.  All standard review times for environmental documentswork with OCII and background technical studies shall be specified inthe Project Sponsor to develop a Master Project Schedule to be developed once an environmental consultant has been engaged.  that prioritizes the GSW Project.  





6. Consultant submittals shall be provided to the Planning Department at the same time as any review copies are provided to OCII and/or the Project Sponsor. 





7. The Planning Department and OCII shall determine what comments or feedback to provide to the consultants regarding their work or submittals.  The exception to this is for comments regarding the project description for which the Project Sponsor and/or OCII should provide confirmation of accuracy to the consultants.  Any comments on the environmental analysis by the Project Sponsor and/or OCII shall be provided to the Planning Department for consideration as to whether or not incorporation of such comments is appropriate.The Planning Department shall coordinate the submittal of comments to the consultant team.  However, no comments shall be provided to the consultants by the Planning Department without prior OCII approval. 





8. The EIR Coordinator and, transportation planner, and the GSW Project Manager shall participate in regular environmental review status meetings for this project with the consultants and core staff from the other agencies to ensure the environmental review Master Project Schedule is met.  





9. Pursuant to CEQA, public notification and public participation are required as part of the environmental review process for the GSW Project.   The Planning Department shall assist OCII with compliance regarding all notice requirements set forth in CEQA, and the CEQA Guidelines, the San Francisco Administrative Code (Chapter 31), and the Planning Department’s standard practice..  The Planning Department, in consultation with the City Attorney’s OfficeOCII and its legal counsel, shall assist in determining adequateOCII, which will make final determinations about appropriate public notification procedures and communicate such information.  OCII intends to OCII and theretain, under its 2013 Agreement with the City Attorney’s Office, the City Attorney’s Office for certain Project Sponsor in a timely manner-related matters.  








B. OCII


1. All time-sensitive submittals shall clearly indicate expected deadlines for the completion of environmental review and should be preceded by advance consultations with OCII staff to facilitate timely processing and avoid last-minute submittals.  





C. OCII





1. OCII shall serve as the primary contact for the Project Sponsor for purposes of the EIR.





2. OCII shall provide a dedicated GSW Project Manager for the environmental review process.  The GSW Project Manager will be responsible for coordination of the responsibilities of OCII as specified below throughout the environmental review process.  It is unlikely that environmental review schedule could be met without provision of a dedicated GSW Project Manager.  The GSP Project Manager’s availability to review documents and provide information in a timely manner is a key component of meeting the environmental review schedule.and the Planning Department as specified in this Agreement.  





3. The core staff from the OCII project teamThe GSW Project Manager or designee shall participate in regular environmental review status meetings with the consultants and the Planning Department to ensure the Master Project Schedule is maintained.  





4. To assist the Planning Department in the environmental evaluation process, OCII or the Project Sponsor may be required to provide supplemental data or studies, as determined by Planning Department staff in consultation with OCII, to address potential impacts with respect to historical resources, soils, transportation, biological resources, wind, shadows, noise, air quality, or other environmental topic areas.  Lack of response to required data requests in the time line specified by the Planning Department shall result in delays to the Master Project Schedule.  OCII shall assist in ensuring that the Project Sponsor responds in an appropriate time to information requests from the Planning Department to meet the Master Project Schedule.





5. .  





6. Consultant submittals shall be provided to the Planning Department at the same time as any review copies are provided to OCII and/or the Project Sponsor.  OCIITo allow for coordination between OCII and City agency responses, OCII and Project Sponsor comments on such submittals shall be provided to the Planning Department and not to the consultants directly, pursuant to time lines specified in the Master Project Schedule.  OCII’s comments shall be provided to the Planning Department in advance of the deadline for providing feedback to the consultants as specific in the Master Project Schedule.   





7. Pursuant to CEQA, public notification and participation are required as part of the environmental review process for the GSW Project.  OCII shall comply with all notice requirements set forth in CEQA, The CEQA Guidelines, the San Francisco Administrative Code (Chapter 31), the Planning Department Standard practice.  The Planning Department in consultation with the City Attorney’s Office shall assist in determining adequate public notification procedures. and the CEQA Guidelines.      





8. All time-sensitive submittals shall clearly indicate expected deadlines for the completion of environmental review and should be preceded by advance consultations with the Planning Department staff to facilitate timely processing and avoid last-minute submittals.  


9. 





II. Fee Payment and Reimbursement





II.	BUDGET AMOUNT AND REIMBURSEMENT.





[bookmark: _GoBack]With respect to payment to the San Francisco Planning Department for this environmental review, the Parties hereby agree that: Environmental Planning staff time and materials will be invoiced to OCII consistent with the procedures established in the 2103 MOA and restated below and that payment is subject to reimbursement by GSW..





A. Initial Fee





Upon execution of the MOA, OCII will provide payment of an initial fee in the amount of $100,000 to the Planning Department.  Once the Environmental Planning staff


A.	Budget.





1.  A draft budget for the Planning Department’s anticipated staff  time and materials expended on the other costs associated with environmental review for the GSW Project exceed this initial fee amount, Environmental Planning staff time and materials will be invoiced to is attached to this Agreement.  [NOTE:  OCII would like to work with the Planning Department on the estimated budget.]





2.  Changes in Budget.  Unless OCII as specified in section B belowand the Planning Department agree by written amendment to this Agreement, the budget for services to be provided under this Agreement shall not exceed the amounts stated in this Section II.A.





B. Work Order Reimbursement for Planning Department (Environmental Planning Section) Environmental Review of the GSW Project





1. OCII has established a work order account for fiscal year 2013/2014 with the Planning Department funded to account for the anticipated level of environmental review for the GSW Project.  In conjunction with the preparation of budgets for fiscal years 2014/2015, OCII shall continue this work order account with the Planning Department funded to account for the anticipated level of environmental review for the next fiscal year.  To facilitate this process, a draft budget for the Planning Department’s anticipated staff time for the TEP environmental review time is included as Attachment A.  





2. As specified in Section II. A. above, OCII shall provide the Planning Department with an Initial Fee of $100,000 for this environmental review.  The Planning Department staff time and materials will be charged against this initial fee until it has been expended.  Subsequently, the Planning Department staff time and materials will be invoiced pursuant to the work order specified in Section B.1. above, and according to the procedures described below.   





3.  Unbudgeted Expenditures.  The Planning Department must obtain written approval from OCII for any unbudgeted expenditures and services.  OCII will not reimburse the Planning Department for unbudgeted expenditures and services incurred without prior written approval.





4.  Budget Shortfalls.  The Planning Department will notify OCII as soon as possible if the amounts budgeted in this MOU are insufficient to provide the agreed-upon services.





B.  	Assigned Staff To OCII.  





The Planning Department will assign staff equivalent  to ______to provide environmental review services for the GSW Project described in Section I.   The Planning Department staff assigned to Environmental Review services will work at the following location: San Francisco Planning Department Offices at 1650 Mission Street.





C.  Documentation Verifying Actual Costs Of Direct Services.





1.  The Planning Department will document its personnel costs for services provided under this Agreement in the following way:





i. Hourly rate = salary + mandatory fringe benefits.  Actual labor charges submitted as part of the Performing Department’s billing must be supported by a City LDR or similar payroll report to verify the actual cost of employee salary and fringe benefits.  Labor charges submitted must not be based on estimated FTE, a budgeted amount, or a percentage allocation that is not reviewed and approved in advance by the OCII as part of a Citywide cost allocation plan.





ii. Hours worked on GSW Project.





iii. Classification number of position and title.





iv. Identify tasks.





v. Location of staff.





D.	Billing Procedures.





1.   The Planning Department shall submit an invoice to OCII on a quarterly basis within 30 days of the end of the quarter (April 30, 2014 for Q3 and July 30, 2014) for Q4 not to exceed the budgeted amount for the fiscal year. The invoice shall describe the services provided and include sufficient information to determine the methodology used to determine the costs.





2.  For any given six-month period, OCII can only pay amounts approved by its Oversight Board and DOF on a ROPS for that fiscal period. OCII shall endeavor to budget and obtain DOF approval for amounts sufficient to pay the Planning Department in full within a timely fashion after the services are rendered and billed. To the extent OCII has insufficient authorization to pay a bill in full, OCII will endeavor to place any amount still owed on a future ROPS and to pay that amount when staff time spent on this project is $90,000 (i.e. within $10,000 of the initial fee), or in the event that the time billed for this projectbudget authority is approaching the amount budgeted in Attachment A.available. 





In the event that actual billings for3.  The OCII will pay invoices or notify the Planning Department of any questions regarding the invoice within 30 days of receipt.





III.	General Provisions.





	A.  AMENDMENTS OR TERMINATION.  





Thisstaff time and materials exceed the amount in the work order account for a fiscal year, OCII shall promptly modify the work order funding in order to ensure that  Agreement may be amended by mutual agreement of both parties.  This Agreement may be terminated by either party with 30 days notice, subject to OCII payment of applicable costs incurred through the termination date.





B.   DISPUTE RESOLUTION PROCEDURES.  





If the Planning Department can continue to conduct the environmental review for GSW Project expeditiouslyhas a billing dispute with the OCII, it must attempt to resolve it with assurance of timely reimbursement. the responsible OCII Manager.  If the parties are unable to reach agreement, the dispute will be resolved with the OCII’s Finance and Administration Deputy Director.  If an agreement still cannot be reached, the Planning Department and the OCII Finance and Administration Deputy Director will meet with the Deputy Controller to finally resolve the matter.





3. The Planning Department work performed consistent with this Agreement shall be invoiced to OCII on a time and materials basis each quarter.  The time will be annotated to indicate the specific tasks performed as required by current Planning Department time accounting rules.  





OCII shall ensure reimbursement from a dedicated work order account within thirty days of receipt of documented billings.  In the event that OCII fails to ensure reimbursement from an adequately funded work order account within thirty days of billing submittals by the Planning Department, at the discretion of the ERO work on the environmental review could be stopped until invoiced are current.  This will likely impact the Master Schedule.  





			








			


			


			





			Viktoriya Wise, Deputy ERO


			Date


			John Rahaim, Director


			Date





			Planning Department


			


			Planning Department


			





			








			


			


			





			


			


			


			





			Jim Morales, Interim general Counsel and Deputy Director


			Date


			Tiffany Bohee, Executive Director


			Date





			OCII


			


			OCII
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telephone:  (415) 749-2454
 


From: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, May 08, 2014 7:41 PM
To: Morales, James (OCII)
Subject: OCII/Planning MOU for the Golden State Warriors Project
 
Hi Jim-
I wanted to follow up on our meeting with the Warriors last week.  One
of the action items from that meeting was to work on a separate MOU
between Planning and OCII.  To that end, I am including three
documents in this email:


1.   A copy of our MOU for all other efforts (for reference);
2.   A copy of the MOU the Planning Department executed with SFMTA


for a somewhat similar effort (this could serve as a template and as
a starting point I have made some revisions to reflect that this is
an MOU with OCII rather than SFMTA); and


3.   Our proposed budget based on the somewhat limited information
we know about the ‘new’ project. 


 
It would be great to also include a schedule but we probably can’t do
that until the Warriors pick a consultant.  Do you have a sense of when
that might be?  There is a little blurb about schedule in Note 2 in the
excel file. 
 
Thanks for your attention to this matter.  Let me know approximately
when I might expect back a draft of the MOU. 
 
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


               
 



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/






From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Gavin, John (MYR); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: Tomorrow with Dan Barrett
Date: Monday, July 28, 2014 1:24:00 PM


Sounds good to me.  I will need to confirm the room we will meet pre-11, but there will be
room for us here.


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014


_____________________________________________
From: Gavin, John (MYR)
Sent: Monday, July 28, 2014 1:08 PM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: Tomorrow with Dan Barrett


Jennifer,


Please review the schedule below.


       


Dan Barrett's schedule for Tuesday, July 29th:


1. 7:30AM  - Flight arrives at SFO.  Jennifer Matz to pick up Dan


2.  8:30-9:30AM - Jennifer and Dan visit Golden State Warriors' Mission Bay site


3. 10:00-11:00AM - Catherine Reilly, Jennifer and Dan meet at OCII for a general update - 1
South Van Ness Ave, 5th Floor Room 5083 Headlands


4. 11:00-12:30PM - Game day impacts meeting - 1 South Van Ness Ave, 5th Floor Room
5083 Headlands


Attendees: Jennifer Matz, Catherine Reilly (CII), Lila Hussain (OCII), Mary McCue
(President/CEO MJM Management Group),  Nicole Agbayani (MJM Management Group, Site
Manager for the Mission Bay Parks System ), Pamela Lewis (General Manager for Mission



mailto:john.gavin@sfgov.org

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=b2161cda984e436b919fd2b738c5e13d-Jennifer Entine Matz

mailto:phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/





Bay Maintenance Corporation), 


Adam Van de Water, John Gavin


MJM Management Group - partners with public and private entities to increase the value of
a site.  Since 1993, MJMMG has managed Yerba Buena Gardens.  Successfully conducted
community and public affairs programs to generate support for special assessment districts,
including the Union Square Business Improvement District, Central Market Community
Benefit District and Civic Center Community Benefit District


Mission Bay Maintenance Corporation – maintenance manager for many MB residential
buildings.  Partnered with First Service Residential/Merit Property Management, Inc.


5. 12:30-1:30PM - Lunch with Jennifer, Jesse Blout and David Carlock - Location TBD


       


6. 2:00-3:00PM - Recap with Jennifer – Jennifer’s office (City Hall, room 448)


       


________________________________________


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)


Sent: Monday, July 28, 2014 7:51 AM


To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)


Cc: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)


Subject: Tomorrow with Dan Barrett


Hi folks,


Catherine, can we connect today about our meetings tomorrow with Dan? I am glad you're
finally going meet him.


John and Phillip, when does Dan land  in SF? And where is the 11am meeting? I am thinking
of picking up Dan at the airport and seeing if we can visit the arena site to start the day. If
possible, I'd like to meet up with you, Catherine, by 10am so you can give him some much
needed background on Mission Bay and the history of the site. Ideally, between 10-11, we
can also discuss with Dan the broad outlines of how the project will proceed through
approvals.


John and/or Phillip, can you write out and send to this group the schedule for Dan's time in







SF. When/where/with whom are meetings? I am working on lunch with Warriors.


Thanks all.


Jennifer








From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: RE: GSW
Date: Wednesday, July 16, 2014 9:12:00 AM


Please bring the current Planning and OCII budgets to the 10 AM meeting in case we need to look at
the numbers.  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 (ADM)
Sent: Wednesday, July 16, 2014 8:59 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: GSW


I have time this afternoon to do website pages but I was looking for your update is it in the GSW folder
or website folder?  Also will send you the updated budget.


I don't think Manny has finished the planning MOU analysis, but for now I think we should assume we
are amending the contract with Planning's current proposed amount, right?
Lila


Sent from my iPhone



mailto:lila.hussain@sfgov.org
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: FW: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden State Warriors - Design Review
Date: Monday, June 02, 2014 6:12:00 PM
Importance: High


To keep you in the loop.  Now I need to find out if we still are going to try and squeeze in a meeting
with the Warriors prior to Friday, or just wait until next week/the following.  May just wait until this
call happens with folks on the call.
 
I will let you know.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Cheng-Tam, Irene 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 6:06 PM
To: Kelley, Gil (CPC); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Watty,
Elizabeth (CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC)
Subject: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden State Warriors - Design Review
Importance: High
 
Hi all:
Will tomorrow (June 3) from 10 – 10:30 a.m. to have a conference call?  Should we call in
Tiffany’s office at
749-2588?  Please advise.  Thank you.
 
Irene
558-6282
 
From: Kelley, Gil (CPC) 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 1:32 PM
To: Cheng-Tam, Irene
Subject: Fwd: Golden State Warriors - Design Review
 


Sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:



mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org
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From: "Rahaim, John (CPC)" <john.rahaim@sfgov.org>
Date: June 2, 2014 at 12:55:38 PM PDT
To: "Kelley, Gil (CPC)" <gil.kelley@sfgov.org>, "Joslin, Jeff (CPC)"
<jeff.joslin@sfgov.org>, "Winslow, David (CPC)" <david.winslow@sfgov.org>, "Watty,
Elizabeth (CPC)" <elizabeth.watty@sfgov.org>
Subject: Fwd: Golden State Warriors - Design Review


Do you all think this is possible?  Can you talk in my absence and figure it out. Thanks. 


Please excuse any typos. This was sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)" <tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org>
Date: June 2, 2014 at 12:01:29 PM PDT
To: "Rahaim, John (CPC)" <john.rahaim@sfgov.org>
Subject: Golden State Warriors - Design Review


John – Got your voicemail.  I can talk today after 3:30 pm (or later).  Prior
to next week’s meeting with the Warriors, I do think it would be helpful
for OCII and Planning staff to discuss the site constraints, considerations
and any other issues the design team should be paying attention to. 
 
If at all possible, it would be good to convey this collective information to
the GSW prior to next week’s meeting.  I (along with Catherine Reilly and
Jen Matz) could be available for this call/discussion with you (and/or your
department staff) with the GSW tomorrow, June 3, between 10 am and
11 am or between 2:30 pm and 4 pm.  Thanks in advance for doing what
you can.
 
Best,
Tiffany
 
Tiffany Bohee
Executive Director
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
  Successor to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Tel:  415-749-2588
Email:  tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: "Jennifer Matz"
Subject: RE: Tomorrow"s 11am GSW Internal City Staff Meeting in Room 448
Date: Tuesday, July 15, 2014 9:05:00 AM
Attachments: image001.png


Jennifer – should I see if Jim Morales is available to call in if you have legal questions?
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Jennifer Matz [mailto:jennifer.entine.matz@gmail.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 15, 2014 8:37 AM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC);
Winslow, David (CPC); Miller, Erin (MTA); Hussain, Lila (CII); Albert, Peter (MTA); Wong, Phillip (MYR);
Smith, Jesse (CAT)
Subject: Re: Tomorrow's 11am GSW Internal City Staff Meeting in Room 448
 
Hi all, 


I'll be calling in to the meeting at 11am. Jesse Smith, please plan on participating, if possible.
I'd like for John Malamut to also join in, if possible. Thanks!
 


On Mon, Jul 14, 2014 at 12:41 PM, Gavin, John (MYR) <john.gavin@sfgov.org> wrote:
Please read attached agenda for tomorrow’s 11AM meeting.
Call-in #: 605-475-4700; Access Code: 824916#


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
 
 



mailto:jennifer.entine.matz@gmail.com
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: RE: GSW
Date: Wednesday, July 16, 2014 9:07:00 AM


Yes, I talked with Manny on what to do on the MOU.  There clearly is not enough money in that budget,
so for the Warriors we should add in the whole amount.  Once he finishes his review, we can see if we
should amended it to include more money for non-Warriors topics.


I was thinking what we should do for the budgets is do a summary sheet that combines all the various
departments in a format that is the same (ie, very simplified).  Let's take a look this afternoon on what
would be a good format.  The backup will be good, but we may just send a single combined budget to
the Warriors, with line items for each department.  The other alternative would be to try and get
everyone to put their budgets in the same format, but that seems to be making work for ourselves
(though won't be surprised if we are asked to do that, but let's try the simple approach first).


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 (ADM)
Sent: Wednesday, July 16, 2014 8:59 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: GSW


I have time this afternoon to do website pages but I was looking for your update is it in the GSW folder
or website folder?  Also will send you the updated budget.


I don't think Manny has finished the planning MOU analysis, but for now I think we should assume we
are amending the contract with Planning's current proposed amount, right?
Lila


Sent from my iPhone



mailto:lila.hussain@sfgov.org
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: FW: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden State Warriors - Design Review
Date: Monday, June 02, 2014 6:12:00 PM
Importance: High


To keep you in the loop.  Now I need to find out if we still are going to try and squeeze in a meeting
with the Warriors prior to Friday, or just wait until next week/the following.  May just wait until this
call happens with folks on the call.
 
I will let you know.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Cheng-Tam, Irene 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 6:06 PM
To: Kelley, Gil (CPC); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Watty,
Elizabeth (CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC)
Subject: Phone conference on June 3 @ 10 a.m. - Golden State Warriors - Design Review
Importance: High
 
Hi all:
Will tomorrow (June 3) from 10 – 10:30 a.m. to have a conference call?  Should we call in
Tiffany’s office at
749-2588?  Please advise.  Thank you.
 
Irene
558-6282
 
From: Kelley, Gil (CPC) 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 1:32 PM
To: Cheng-Tam, Irene
Subject: Fwd: Golden State Warriors - Design Review
 


Sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:



mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org
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From: "Rahaim, John (CPC)" <john.rahaim@sfgov.org>
Date: June 2, 2014 at 12:55:38 PM PDT
To: "Kelley, Gil (CPC)" <gil.kelley@sfgov.org>, "Joslin, Jeff (CPC)"
<jeff.joslin@sfgov.org>, "Winslow, David (CPC)" <david.winslow@sfgov.org>, "Watty,
Elizabeth (CPC)" <elizabeth.watty@sfgov.org>
Subject: Fwd: Golden State Warriors - Design Review


Do you all think this is possible?  Can you talk in my absence and figure it out. Thanks. 


Please excuse any typos. This was sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)" <tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org>
Date: June 2, 2014 at 12:01:29 PM PDT
To: "Rahaim, John (CPC)" <john.rahaim@sfgov.org>
Subject: Golden State Warriors - Design Review


John – Got your voicemail.  I can talk today after 3:30 pm (or later).  Prior
to next week’s meeting with the Warriors, I do think it would be helpful
for OCII and Planning staff to discuss the site constraints, considerations
and any other issues the design team should be paying attention to. 
 
If at all possible, it would be good to convey this collective information to
the GSW prior to next week’s meeting.  I (along with Catherine Reilly and
Jen Matz) could be available for this call/discussion with you (and/or your
department staff) with the GSW tomorrow, June 3, between 10 am and
11 am or between 2:30 pm and 4 pm.  Thanks in advance for doing what
you can.
 
Best,
Tiffany
 
Tiffany Bohee
Executive Director
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
  Successor to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Tel:  415-749-2588
Email:  tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: "Jennifer Matz"
Subject: RE: Tomorrow"s 11am GSW Internal City Staff Meeting in Room 448
Date: Tuesday, July 15, 2014 9:28:00 AM


Sounds good.  I will let him know.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Jennifer Matz [mailto:jennifer.entine.matz@gmail.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 15, 2014 9:14 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Re: Tomorrow's 11am GSW Internal City Staff Meeting in Room 448
 
I don't have any legal questions. I just want to get Jesse up to speed and see where John is at
on that odd tangent he brought up last Wednesday. Jim is totally welcome to join. 


On Jul 15, 2014, at 9:05 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Jennifer – should I see if Jim Morales is available to call in if you have legal questions?
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Jennifer Matz [mailto:jennifer.entine.matz@gmail.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 15, 2014 8:37 AM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris
(CPC); Winslow, David (CPC); Miller, Erin (MTA); Hussain, Lila (CII); Albert, Peter (MTA);
Wong, Phillip (MYR); Smith, Jesse (CAT)
Subject: Re: Tomorrow's 11am GSW Internal City Staff Meeting in Room 448
 
Hi all, 


I'll be calling in to the meeting at 11am. Jesse Smith, please plan on
participating, if possible. I'd like for John Malamut to also join in, if possible.
Thanks!
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On Mon, Jul 14, 2014 at 12:41 PM, Gavin, John (MYR)
<john.gavin@sfgov.org> wrote:
Please read attached agenda for tomorrow’s 11AM meeting.
Call-in #: 605-475-4700; Access Code: 824916#


Thanks,
John
 
<image001.png>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 (CII)
To: Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: RE: GSW
Date: Wednesday, July 16, 2014 9:07:00 AM


Yes, I talked with Manny on what to do on the MOU.  There clearly is not enough money in that budget,
so for the Warriors we should add in the whole amount.  Once he finishes his review, we can see if we
should amended it to include more money for non-Warriors topics.


I was thinking what we should do for the budgets is do a summary sheet that combines all the various
departments in a format that is the same (ie, very simplified).  Let's take a look this afternoon on what
would be a good format.  The backup will be good, but we may just send a single combined budget to
the Warriors, with line items for each department.  The other alternative would be to try and get
everyone to put their budgets in the same format, but that seems to be making work for ourselves
(though won't be surprised if we are asked to do that, but let's try the simple approach first).


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 (ADM)
Sent: Wednesday, July 16, 2014 8:59 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: GSW


I have time this afternoon to do website pages but I was looking for your update is it in the GSW folder
or website folder?  Also will send you the updated budget.


I don't think Manny has finished the planning MOU analysis, but for now I think we should assume we
are amending the contract with Planning's current proposed amount, right?
Lila


Sent from my iPhone
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: FW: Planning Staffing Needs
Date: Thursday, June 19, 2014 8:46:00 PM
Attachments: image001.png
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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: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC) 
Sent: Friday, June 06, 2014 4:00 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Oerth, Sally (OCII); jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Kelley, Gil
(CPC)
Subject: RE: Planning Staffing Needs
 
Hi Catherine-
Thanks for the information.  Please see below for some feedback on each of the bullet points.  I am
also proposing that we add another bullet for informational hearings at the Planning Commission. 
I am attaching a revised draft budget that reflects the information below.  The total project
estimated budget comes to $480.326 (including environmental and design services [planning as OCII
staff] as well as contingency of 20 percent).  
 


I will be out of the office next week (returning on Monday, June 16th).  In my absence, please work
with Chris on any questions you may have. 
 
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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May 2014


			ATTACHMENT A - DRAFT BUDGET FOR GSW MISSION BAY PLANNING SUPPORT


			6-Jun-14


									Deputy ERO and ! Planner			E Planner IV CEQA Coordinator			E Planner IV Senior Review			E Planner IV Air Quality Specialist			E and ! Planner III			Current Planning Assistant Director			Design Services			Citywide Planner IV			Clerical (Planner Tech)			Hours by Task			Cost Per Task


			Hourly Rate			(Fully Loaded)			$154.19			$   142.86			$   142.86			$   142.86			$   120.48			$   154.19			$   120.48			$   142.86			$   72.68			-			-


			Task 1			Project Kick-Off			4			8			0			0			8			0			0			0			2			22			$2,869


			Task 2			Public Scoping and NOP			4			32			8			0			32			0			0			0			2			78			$10,332


			Task 3			Initial Study			24			80			40			4			120			0			0			0			8			276			$36,454


			Task 4			Air Quality Technical Report			0			0			0			16			0			0			0			0			0			16			$2,286


			Task 5			Alternatives			12			24			8			0			24			0			0			0			0			68			$9,313


			Task 6			Draft EIR			160			180			60			16			300			0			0			0			8			724			$97,968


			Task 7			Response to Comments			60			120			40			8			160			0			0			0			8			396			$53,110


			Task 8			Planning Commission Certification			4			4			0			2			4			0			0			0			0			14			$1,956


			Task 9			Final EIR			8			24			8			2			40			0			0			0			8			90			$11,491


			Task 10			Meetings			70			120			20			4			120			0			0			0			0			334			$45,823


			Task 11			Project Management			40			80			10			0			120			0			0			0			0			250			$33,483


			Task 12			Informational Presentation(s)			0			0			0			0			0			20			0			20			0			40			$5,941


			Task 13			Design Services (Planning as OCII Staff)			0			0			0			0			0			0			500			0			0			500			$60,240


			Sub-Total						386			672			194			52			928			20			500			20			36			2,808			$371,266


			Opt. Task 14			EIR Appeal			24			80			16			8			80			0			0			0			4			212			$28,487


			Opt. Task 15			Additional Technical Studies 			0			24			0			0			24			0			0			0			0			48			$6,320


			Sub-Total						24			104			16			8			104			0			0			0			4			260			$34,807


			Total Labor (Required and Optional Tasks)						$   63,218			$   110,859			$   30,001			$   8,572			$   124,335			$   3,084			$   60,240			$   2,857			$   2,907						$406,073


			20% Contingency (without optional tasks)																																				$   74,253


			Total Budget with Optional Tasks, Contingency																																				$   480,326


			1.  Cost estimates are for staff time subsequent to issuance of Notice to Proceed and do not include meetings and/or consultations prior to that. 


			2.  The budget and 12-month timeframe assume no changes to the core CEQA consultant team and that the consultant would have the Notice to Proceed and project description by mid-June 2014.  Changes to the consultant team or failure to provide NTP and finalize project description in June 2014 will delay CEQA schedule and increase estimated budget.


			3.  Budget is based on staff's understanding of the project description up to date.  


			4.  The estimated budget for Task 7 represent an average level of effort but ultimately depends on the quantity and complexity of public comments received during the public review process. 


			5.  Task 12 Assumes that the informational presenation is just power point (no staff report).  








Rates


			San Francisco Planning Department


			Work Order Budget - FY14-15


																					FY14-15 Assumptions:


			Project Name:																		Fringe Rate:			47.5%


			CPC Project Manager:																		Overhead Rate:			90%


			Sponsoring Dept:


			Dept Project Manager:


			Project Start Date:


			Project End Date:


			Job Class Title			Job Class			FTE			Base Hourly Rate FY14-15


Keith DeMartini: Keith DeMartini:
Assume Step 5 at the end of the fiscal year.			Fully Loaded Hourly Rate


Keith DeMartini: Keith DeMartini:
You can search position classifications and hourly rate assumptions using the City's Classification and Compensation Database (http://www.sfdhr.org/index.aspx?page=32)			Number of Hours			Total Project			Notes





			Salaries


			Planner I			5277			0.00			$35.1745			$83.54			1			$83.54


			Planner II			5278			0.00			$42.7450			$101.52			1			$101.52


			Planner III			5291			0.00			$50.7275			$120.48			1			$120.48


			Planner IV			5293			0.00			$60.1520			$142.86			1			$142.86


			Deputy Director CP			0923			0.00			$64.9212			$154.19			1			$154.19


			Deputy Director EP			0923			0.00			$64.9212			$154.19			1			$154.19


			Planner Technician			5275			0.00			$30.6039			$72.68			1			$72.68


			Senior Clerk			1406			0.00			$26.8315			$63.72			1			$63.72


			Intern			5276			0.00			$29.0718			$69.05			1			$69.05


			Manager IV			0932			0.00			$70.2975			$166.96			0			$0.00


			Subtotal						0.00									9			$962.23





			Supplies & Materials																		$0.00





			Total																		$962.23
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, June 05, 2014 6:43 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Oerth, Sally (OCII); jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Subject: Planning Staffing Needs
 
Viktoriya – Thanks for meeting with me yesterday to go over the budget and staffing for the
Warriors project.  I need to check in with Jim Monday about what would go under the new Warriors
MOU and what would be under our existing MOU with Planning.  Sounds good – please let me know
what you decide as it affects how we set up the accounts in our system.  Additionally, a few weeks
ago we set up an account titled OCII GSW so that staff could charge their time there (e.g., the few
meetings we’ve attended thus far with OCII, the time associated with intersection selection and
coordination with MTA for a site visit, etc.).  The revised design staffing proposal you are going to
create will be helpful to have when I meet with him.  As promised, the following is a description of
the various roles we envision for Planning for the project.
 
Planning Staff as OCII staff  It is estimated that this work could take up to 500 hours over the life of
the project.  The cost estimate for this work is reflected in the attached draft budget in Task 13. 


·         Design review/process – acting at the primary OCII design review staff for the project. 
Responsible for the detailed review of all submittals, compilation of comments from other
OCII staff/outside agencies/etc.  We would need an architect that could participate on the
project from Major Phase visioning through to review of the construction permits. 


·         I would be the point of contact for this person for the project and manage their OCII role.
·         Our understanding is that John has identified David Winslow for this, though Maia also


would be appropriate.  Confirmed.
 
Planning Staff acting in their role as Planning for Prop M –  The project sponsor should file a prop M
application with the planning department and pay the associated fee.  The work for this will be
charged against this fee and accordingly is not reflected in the attached budget.   The application is
available on line:  http://www.sf-planning.org/Modules/ShowDocument.aspx?documentid=8582. 
The fee is reflected in the fee schedule and is currently $5,234. 


·         Provides design review for the Planning Department per the Design Review and Document
Approval Procedure – for any Prop M allocation as the project would require Planning
Commission approval. 


·         Will work as part of the overall OCII/Planning design review team, but would be under the
supervision of the Planning Department.


·         Our understanding is that John has identified Elizabeth Watty for this role.  Confirmed
·         You were going to confirm that this would be funded  through Prop M fees collected by


Planning, since my understanding is that for previous projects, this role was in that manner. 
Confirmed (see above).


 
Other Planning Staff Design Review Involvement  It is anticipated that this participation would
require approximately 200 hours of effort at a Planner III level and 100 hours of effort at a Planner
IV level (=$38,382).  This is our best estimate of the time given what we know about the project. 


·         This was the component you were going to talk with Gil about regarding additional Planning
staffing and time commitment and I needed to confirm internally about expectations. 
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Outside the existing architect staffing OCII and the staff person for the Prop M Planning
review, there may be the participation of John Rahaim and potentially other senior
management at occasional meetings (vs. the day-to-day meetings).  If you could talk with Gil
to get an idea of what this staffing maybe and a budget, then I will talk with Jim and Tiffany
next week about their vision for reimbursement of this work (ie, through us or direct
payment to Planning from the Warriors) . Please let me know what your thoughts are on this
last part.  I did not include this estimated time in the attached budget.   


 
Planning Commission Informational Presentations (cost included in the attached draft budget under
Task 12). 


·         I understood there was a need for Planning Commission Informational Presentation(s).  It is
anticipated that these presentations would be made by Current Planning (Liz Watty) +
Citywide Planning (Josh?) staff.  It is anticipated that there would be up to two presentations
and these would result in approximately 40 hours total provided they were simply power
point presentations (no staff report).  Note:  this does not include the commission hearing
for prop M.


 
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: Moy, Barbara (DPW); Kwak, Grace (DPW); Yee, Ed (DPW); Miller, Don (DPW)
Subject: RE: Tomorrow"s Meeting
Date: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 8:58:00 AM


Can do either in person or phone.  Let’s do in person since I feel I haven’t seen you all in so long.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Moy, Barbara [mailto:Barbara.Moy@sfdpw.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 8:24 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Kwak, Grace (DPW); Yee, Ed (DPW); Miller, Don (DPW)
Subject: RE: Tomorrow's Meeting
 
Hey that works.. tomorrow afternoon..  let’s meet in person or phone tomorrow at 1:30 or 2 ?
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 8:22 AM
To: Moy, Barbara; Kwak, Grace; Yee, Ed; Miller, Don
Subject: RE: Tomorrow's Meeting
 
ARRRGGGGG!!!!  Other than the 9 PUC meeting, the only other thing I have on Friday is from 1-3.  I
am open Wednesday for the MBDG call that isn’t going to happen.  This sums up my life right now.
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.
 


From: Moy, Barbara [mailto:Barbara.Moy@sfdpw.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 6:53 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Kwak, Grace (DPW); Yee, Ed (DPW); Miller, Don (DPW)
Subject: RE: Tomorrow's Meeting
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Catherine..
 
Your morning is too hectic.. let’s do this Friday early afternoon. 1:30 or 2 PM or so? .  hope that
works for you..
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 8:30 PM
To: Moy, Barbara; Kwak, Grace; Yee, Ed; Miller, Don
Subject: RE: Tomorrow's Meeting
 
Ok. We take this up tomorrow. Damn we are all too popular.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Moy, Barbara"
Date:06/02/2014 8:28 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" ,"Kwak, Grace (DPW)" ,"Yee, Ed (DPW)" ,"Miller, Don
(DPW)"
Subject: RE: Tomorrow's Meeting
 
oky
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 8:27 PM
To: Moy, Barbara; Kwak, Grace; Yee, Ed; Miller, Don
Subject: RE: Tomorrow's Meeting
 
Curses!  A warriors meeting that I ak at the bottom of the food chain maybe spirling into the
9.30 slot (or 10.30 I dont know yet). Let me know what you think about Friday otherwise
let's do 9 am. We can do a call in to avoid Ed having to coming all the way up. Will check
email later and or in the morning.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Moy, Barbara"
Date:06/02/2014 6:49 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" ,"Kwak, Grace (DPW)" ,"Yee, Ed (DPW)" ,"Miller, Don
(DPW)"
Subject: RE: Tomorrow's Meeting
 
It's on if it works for you.  I must go to a DBI meeting with my boss at 10 at DBI on mission street.


So if the others, meaning Ed and Don and Levon can hold the meeting at 9 or 9:15.  I can participate for a bit ,but I
am not necessary.  Grace is out tomorrow.  What do you wish?
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-------- Original message --------
From: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Date:06/02/2014 5:36 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Moy, Barbara"
Subject: Tomorrow's Meeting


Still on for tomorrow?  Would 9.30 work for you?  If not, then 9/9.15 works for me.  I have told people I CANNOT
cancel on you again.  So there!


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 (CII)
To: Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: RE: GSW
Date: Wednesday, July 16, 2014 9:17:00 AM


As for the website, there is a website folder with a 2014 subfolder.  I started there.  Can't remember if
in any decent shape, so will need some work.


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 (ADM)
Sent: Wednesday, July 16, 2014 8:59 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: GSW


I have time this afternoon to do website pages but I was looking for your update is it in the GSW folder
or website folder?  Also will send you the updated budget.


I don't think Manny has finished the planning MOU analysis, but for now I think we should assume we
are amending the contract with Planning's current proposed amount, right?
Lila


Sent from my iPhone
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: FW: Planning Staffing Needs
Date: Friday, June 06, 2014 11:24:00 AM


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: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, June 05, 2014 6:43 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Oerth, Sally (OCII); jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Subject: Planning Staffing Needs
 
Viktoriya – Thanks for meeting with me yesterday to go over the budget and staffing for the
Warriors project.  I need to check in with Jim Monday about what would go under the new Warriors
MOU and what would be under our existing MOU with Planning.  The revised design staffing
proposal you are going to create will be helpful to have when I meet with him.  As promised, the
following is a description of the various roles we envision for Planning for the project.
 
Planning Staff as OCII staff


·         Design review/process – acting at the primary OCII design review staff for the project. 
Responsible for the detailed review of all submittals, compilation of comments from other
OCII staff/outside agencies/etc.  We would need an architect that could participate on the
project from Major Phase visioning through to review of the construction permits.


·         I would be the point of contact for this person for the project and manage their OCII role.
·         Our understanding is that John has identified David Winslow for this, though Maia also


would be appropriate.
 
Planning Staff acting in their role as Planning for Prop M


·         Provides design review for the Planning Department per the DRDAP – for any Prop M
allocation as the project would require Planning Commission approval. 


·         Will work as part of the overall OCII/Planning design review team, but would be under the
supervision of the Planning Department.


·         Our understanding is that John has identified Elizabeth Watty for this role.
·         You were going to confirm that this would be funded  through Prop M fees collected by


Planning, since my understanding is that for previous projects, this role was in that manner. 
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Other Planning Staff Design Review Involvement


·         This was the component you were going to talk with Gil about regarding additional Planning
staffing and time commitment and I needed to confirm internally about expectations. 
Outside the existing architect staffing OCII and the staff person for the Prop M Planning
review, there may be the participation of John Rahaim and potentially other senior
management at occasional meetings (vs. the day-to-day meetings).  If you could talk with Gil
to get an idea of what this staffing maybe and a budget, then I will talk with Jim and Tiffany
next week about their vision for reimbursement of this work (ie, through us or direct
payment to Planning from the Warriors).


 
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: Moy, Barbara (DPW); Kwak, Grace (DPW); Yee, Ed (DPW); Miller, Don (DPW)
Subject: RE: Tomorrow"s Meeting
Date: Monday, June 02, 2014 8:27:02 PM


Curses!  A warriors meeting that I ak at the bottom of the food chain maybe spirling
into the 9.30 slot (or 10.30 I dont know yet). Let me know what you think about
Friday otherwise let's do 9 am. We can do a call in to avoid Ed having to coming all
the way up. Will check email later and or in the morning.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Moy, Barbara"
Date:06/02/2014 6:49 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" ,"Kwak, Grace (DPW)" ,"Yee, Ed (DPW)" ,"Miller, Don
(DPW)"
Subject: RE: Tomorrow's Meeting


It's on if it works for you.  I must go to a DBI meeting with my boss at 10 at DBI on mission street.


So if the others, meaning Ed and Don and Levon can hold the meeting at 9 or 9:15.  I can participate
for a bit ,but I am not necessary.  Grace is out tomorrow.  What do you wish?


-------- Original message --------
From: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Date:06/02/2014 5:36 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Moy, Barbara"
Subject: Tomorrow's Meeting


Still on for tomorrow?  Would 9.30 work for you?  If not, then 9/9.15 works for me.  I have told people
I CANNOT cancel on you again.  So there!


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 (CII)
To: Bohee, Tiffany (CII)
Cc: Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: RE: Gsw budget
Date: Friday, July 25, 2014 5:33:32 PM


Yes, we agree. Lila will be providing an intro/notes in the spreadsheet explaining
what areas are still in progress.


Thanks for sending, Lila.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Bohee, Tiffany (CII)"
Date:07/25/2014 5:26 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Cc: "Hussain, Lila (CII)"
Subject: RE: Gsw budget


That’s fine though you should include the topic areas for the items that are still to be identified as
part of the working draft.
 
Tiffany Bohee
Executive Director
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
  Successor to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Tel:  415-749-2588
Email:  tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org


 
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 5:15 PM
To: Bohee, Tiffany (CII)
Cc: Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: Gsw budget
 
Tiffany - Jenn requested that we send over what we have for the budget, knowing there are
gaps, so she can see how it is coming along. Lila will cc you on the email since Jenn may
outreach to you to discuss the best approach to presenting this to the Warriors team (when
finalized) and we want you to have the same version that Jenn has.
 
Thank you and have a great weekend.
 
Catherine
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: FW: Planning Staffing Needs
Date: Thursday, June 19, 2014 8:46:00 PM
Attachments: image001.png
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Attachment A - Budget for Planning Support amended 6_6_14.xlsx


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: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC) 
Sent: Friday, June 06, 2014 4:00 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Oerth, Sally (OCII); jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Kelley, Gil
(CPC)
Subject: RE: Planning Staffing Needs
 
Hi Catherine-
Thanks for the information.  Please see below for some feedback on each of the bullet points.  I am
also proposing that we add another bullet for informational hearings at the Planning Commission. 
I am attaching a revised draft budget that reflects the information below.  The total project
estimated budget comes to $480.326 (including environmental and design services [planning as OCII
staff] as well as contingency of 20 percent).  
 


I will be out of the office next week (returning on Monday, June 16th).  In my absence, please work
with Chris on any questions you may have. 
 
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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May 2014


			ATTACHMENT A - DRAFT BUDGET FOR GSW MISSION BAY PLANNING SUPPORT


			6-Jun-14


									Deputy ERO and ! Planner			E Planner IV CEQA Coordinator			E Planner IV Senior Review			E Planner IV Air Quality Specialist			E and ! Planner III			Current Planning Assistant Director			Design Services			Citywide Planner IV			Clerical (Planner Tech)			Hours by Task			Cost Per Task


			Hourly Rate			(Fully Loaded)			$154.19			$   142.86			$   142.86			$   142.86			$   120.48			$   154.19			$   120.48			$   142.86			$   72.68			-			-


			Task 1			Project Kick-Off			4			8			0			0			8			0			0			0			2			22			$2,869


			Task 2			Public Scoping and NOP			4			32			8			0			32			0			0			0			2			78			$10,332


			Task 3			Initial Study			24			80			40			4			120			0			0			0			8			276			$36,454


			Task 4			Air Quality Technical Report			0			0			0			16			0			0			0			0			0			16			$2,286


			Task 5			Alternatives			12			24			8			0			24			0			0			0			0			68			$9,313


			Task 6			Draft EIR			160			180			60			16			300			0			0			0			8			724			$97,968


			Task 7			Response to Comments			60			120			40			8			160			0			0			0			8			396			$53,110


			Task 8			Planning Commission Certification			4			4			0			2			4			0			0			0			0			14			$1,956


			Task 9			Final EIR			8			24			8			2			40			0			0			0			8			90			$11,491


			Task 10			Meetings			70			120			20			4			120			0			0			0			0			334			$45,823


			Task 11			Project Management			40			80			10			0			120			0			0			0			0			250			$33,483


			Task 12			Informational Presentation(s)			0			0			0			0			0			20			0			20			0			40			$5,941


			Task 13			Design Services (Planning as OCII Staff)			0			0			0			0			0			0			500			0			0			500			$60,240


			Sub-Total						386			672			194			52			928			20			500			20			36			2,808			$371,266


			Opt. Task 14			EIR Appeal			24			80			16			8			80			0			0			0			4			212			$28,487


			Opt. Task 15			Additional Technical Studies 			0			24			0			0			24			0			0			0			0			48			$6,320


			Sub-Total						24			104			16			8			104			0			0			0			4			260			$34,807


			Total Labor (Required and Optional Tasks)						$   63,218			$   110,859			$   30,001			$   8,572			$   124,335			$   3,084			$   60,240			$   2,857			$   2,907						$406,073


			20% Contingency (without optional tasks)																																				$   74,253


			Total Budget with Optional Tasks, Contingency																																				$   480,326


			1.  Cost estimates are for staff time subsequent to issuance of Notice to Proceed and do not include meetings and/or consultations prior to that. 


			2.  The budget and 12-month timeframe assume no changes to the core CEQA consultant team and that the consultant would have the Notice to Proceed and project description by mid-June 2014.  Changes to the consultant team or failure to provide NTP and finalize project description in June 2014 will delay CEQA schedule and increase estimated budget.


			3.  Budget is based on staff's understanding of the project description up to date.  


			4.  The estimated budget for Task 7 represent an average level of effort but ultimately depends on the quantity and complexity of public comments received during the public review process. 


			5.  Task 12 Assumes that the informational presenation is just power point (no staff report).  








Rates


			San Francisco Planning Department


			Work Order Budget - FY14-15


																					FY14-15 Assumptions:


			Project Name:																		Fringe Rate:			47.5%


			CPC Project Manager:																		Overhead Rate:			90%


			Sponsoring Dept:


			Dept Project Manager:


			Project Start Date:


			Project End Date:


			Job Class Title			Job Class			FTE			Base Hourly Rate FY14-15


Keith DeMartini: Keith DeMartini:
Assume Step 5 at the end of the fiscal year.			Fully Loaded Hourly Rate


Keith DeMartini: Keith DeMartini:
You can search position classifications and hourly rate assumptions using the City's Classification and Compensation Database (http://www.sfdhr.org/index.aspx?page=32)			Number of Hours			Total Project			Notes





			Salaries


			Planner I			5277			0.00			$35.1745			$83.54			1			$83.54


			Planner II			5278			0.00			$42.7450			$101.52			1			$101.52


			Planner III			5291			0.00			$50.7275			$120.48			1			$120.48


			Planner IV			5293			0.00			$60.1520			$142.86			1			$142.86


			Deputy Director CP			0923			0.00			$64.9212			$154.19			1			$154.19


			Deputy Director EP			0923			0.00			$64.9212			$154.19			1			$154.19


			Planner Technician			5275			0.00			$30.6039			$72.68			1			$72.68


			Senior Clerk			1406			0.00			$26.8315			$63.72			1			$63.72


			Intern			5276			0.00			$29.0718			$69.05			1			$69.05


			Manager IV			0932			0.00			$70.2975			$166.96			0			$0.00


			Subtotal						0.00									9			$962.23





			Supplies & Materials																		$0.00





			Total																		$962.23
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, June 05, 2014 6:43 PM
To: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Oerth, Sally (OCII); jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Subject: Planning Staffing Needs
 
Viktoriya – Thanks for meeting with me yesterday to go over the budget and staffing for the
Warriors project.  I need to check in with Jim Monday about what would go under the new Warriors
MOU and what would be under our existing MOU with Planning.  Sounds good – please let me know
what you decide as it affects how we set up the accounts in our system.  Additionally, a few weeks
ago we set up an account titled OCII GSW so that staff could charge their time there (e.g., the few
meetings we’ve attended thus far with OCII, the time associated with intersection selection and
coordination with MTA for a site visit, etc.).  The revised design staffing proposal you are going to
create will be helpful to have when I meet with him.  As promised, the following is a description of
the various roles we envision for Planning for the project.
 
Planning Staff as OCII staff  It is estimated that this work could take up to 500 hours over the life of
the project.  The cost estimate for this work is reflected in the attached draft budget in Task 13. 


·         Design review/process – acting at the primary OCII design review staff for the project. 
Responsible for the detailed review of all submittals, compilation of comments from other
OCII staff/outside agencies/etc.  We would need an architect that could participate on the
project from Major Phase visioning through to review of the construction permits. 


·         I would be the point of contact for this person for the project and manage their OCII role.
·         Our understanding is that John has identified David Winslow for this, though Maia also


would be appropriate.  Confirmed.
 
Planning Staff acting in their role as Planning for Prop M –  The project sponsor should file a prop M
application with the planning department and pay the associated fee.  The work for this will be
charged against this fee and accordingly is not reflected in the attached budget.   The application is
available on line:  http://www.sf-planning.org/Modules/ShowDocument.aspx?documentid=8582. 
The fee is reflected in the fee schedule and is currently $5,234. 


·         Provides design review for the Planning Department per the Design Review and Document
Approval Procedure – for any Prop M allocation as the project would require Planning
Commission approval. 


·         Will work as part of the overall OCII/Planning design review team, but would be under the
supervision of the Planning Department.


·         Our understanding is that John has identified Elizabeth Watty for this role.  Confirmed
·         You were going to confirm that this would be funded  through Prop M fees collected by


Planning, since my understanding is that for previous projects, this role was in that manner. 
Confirmed (see above).


 
Other Planning Staff Design Review Involvement  It is anticipated that this participation would
require approximately 200 hours of effort at a Planner III level and 100 hours of effort at a Planner
IV level (=$38,382).  This is our best estimate of the time given what we know about the project. 


·         This was the component you were going to talk with Gil about regarding additional Planning
staffing and time commitment and I needed to confirm internally about expectations. 
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Outside the existing architect staffing OCII and the staff person for the Prop M Planning
review, there may be the participation of John Rahaim and potentially other senior
management at occasional meetings (vs. the day-to-day meetings).  If you could talk with Gil
to get an idea of what this staffing maybe and a budget, then I will talk with Jim and Tiffany
next week about their vision for reimbursement of this work (ie, through us or direct
payment to Planning from the Warriors) . Please let me know what your thoughts are on this
last part.  I did not include this estimated time in the attached budget.   


 
Planning Commission Informational Presentations (cost included in the attached draft budget under
Task 12). 


·         I understood there was a need for Planning Commission Informational Presentation(s).  It is
anticipated that these presentations would be made by Current Planning (Liz Watty) +
Citywide Planning (Josh?) staff.  It is anticipated that there would be up to two presentations
and these would result in approximately 40 hours total provided they were simply power
point presentations (no staff report).  Note:  this does not include the commission hearing
for prop M.


 
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.
 



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/






From: Moy, Barbara
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Kwak, Grace (DPW); Yee, Ed (DPW); Miller, Don (DPW)
Subject: RE: Tomorrow"s Meeting
Date: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 8:23:55 AM


Hey that works.. tomorrow afternoon..  let’s meet in person or phone tomorrow at 1:30 or 2 ?
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 8:22 AM
To: Moy, Barbara; Kwak, Grace; Yee, Ed; Miller, Don
Subject: RE: Tomorrow's Meeting
 
ARRRGGGGG!!!!  Other than the 9 PUC meeting, the only other thing I have on Friday is from 1-3.  I
am open Wednesday for the MBDG call that isn’t going to happen.  This sums up my life right now.
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.
 


From: Moy, Barbara [mailto:Barbara.Moy@sfdpw.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 6:53 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Kwak, Grace (DPW); Yee, Ed (DPW); Miller, Don (DPW)
Subject: RE: Tomorrow's Meeting
 
Catherine..
 
Your morning is too hectic.. let’s do this Friday early afternoon. 1:30 or 2 PM or so? .  hope that
works for you..
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 8:30 PM
To: Moy, Barbara; Kwak, Grace; Yee, Ed; Miller, Don
Subject: RE: Tomorrow's Meeting
 
Ok. We take this up tomorrow. Damn we are all too popular.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Moy, Barbara"
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Date:06/02/2014 8:28 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" ,"Kwak, Grace (DPW)" ,"Yee, Ed (DPW)" ,"Miller, Don
(DPW)"
Subject: RE: Tomorrow's Meeting
 
oky
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 8:27 PM
To: Moy, Barbara; Kwak, Grace; Yee, Ed; Miller, Don
Subject: RE: Tomorrow's Meeting
 
Curses!  A warriors meeting that I ak at the bottom of the food chain maybe spirling into the
9.30 slot (or 10.30 I dont know yet). Let me know what you think about Friday otherwise
let's do 9 am. We can do a call in to avoid Ed having to coming all the way up. Will check
email later and or in the morning.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Moy, Barbara"
Date:06/02/2014 6:49 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" ,"Kwak, Grace (DPW)" ,"Yee, Ed (DPW)" ,"Miller, Don
(DPW)"
Subject: RE: Tomorrow's Meeting
 
It's on if it works for you.  I must go to a DBI meeting with my boss at 10 at DBI on mission street.


So if the others, meaning Ed and Don and Levon can hold the meeting at 9 or 9:15.  I can participate for a bit ,but I
am not necessary.  Grace is out tomorrow.  What do you wish?


-------- Original message --------
From: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Date:06/02/2014 5:36 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Moy, Barbara"
Subject: Tomorrow's Meeting


Still on for tomorrow?  Would 9.30 work for you?  If not, then 9/9.15 works for me.  I have told people I CANNOT
cancel on you again.  So there!


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Bohee, Tiffany (CII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: RE: Gsw budget
Date: Friday, July 25, 2014 5:26:48 PM


That’s fine though you should include the topic areas for the items that are still to be identified as
part of the working draft.
 
Tiffany Bohee
Executive Director
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
  Successor to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Tel:  415-749-2588
Email:  tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org


 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 5:15 PM
To: Bohee, Tiffany (CII)
Cc: Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: Gsw budget
 
Tiffany - Jenn requested that we send over what we have for the budget, knowing there are
gaps, so she can see how it is coming along. Lila will cc you on the email since Jenn may
outreach to you to discuss the best approach to presenting this to the Warriors team (when
finalized) and we want you to have the same version that Jenn has.
 
Thank you and have a great weekend.
 
Catherine
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: FW: Pre-proposal preliminary Urban Design guidance/recommendation for Warriors area project in MB
Date: Monday, June 09, 2014 9:03:00 AM


 
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Sunday, June 08, 2014 2:24 PM
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Arce, Pedro (OCII); Kelley, Gil (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC); Small, Maia
(CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: Pre-proposal preliminary Urban Design guidance/recommendation for Warriors area
project in MB
 
Hello all – It turns out that a bunch of the Warriors team cannot be at the meeting in person on


Friday the 13th.  We have a back-up time of Thursday June 19th at 10-11.30 that worked for John,
Tiffany, and Jennifer, and works better for the Warriors.  The plan is to meet as a large group on that
day, but Jennifer and I will jump on the phone with Strada on Friday to preview the comments that
Josh has put together and are being reviewed so that we get them into the mix earlier.
 


Please let us know who from Planning in additional to John should be on the invite for the 19th and
we’ll get a meeting invite sent out. 
 
OCII will be reviewing Josh’s comments and get back with any comments on Tuesday when Pedro is
back in the office.  But, off hand, they look great and thank you for drafting them.  My only
comment so far is to change the second to last bullet that references the Planning Code’s
requirement for the bike event parking to something like  “The OCII Commission, Planning
Commission, and community have expressed a strong desire for substantial bicycle parking facilities
within Mission Bay.” And reference the Planning Code section in the following sentence as an
example of what they should be thinking about providing as precedence of what is being done in
the rest of the city.   It avoids confusion on what regulations apply, since the Planning Code does not
apply, but identifies that bike parking is something that all the regulators/community will be
expecting to be provided.
 
Thank you



mailto:immanuel.bereket@sfgov.org

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


From: Switzky, Joshua (CPC) 
Sent: Friday, June 06, 2014 4:55 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Arce, Pedro (OCII); Kelley, Gil (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC); Small, Maia
(CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: Pre-proposal preliminary Urban Design guidance/recommendation for Warriors area project in
MB
 
Hi all –
Below is a preliminary set of “guidance” comments based on our conversation on Wednesday as
well as Pedro’s write-up. It’s wordier than I think originally intended, so it’s certainly open to
whittling. Please comment/edit.
 
 
Joshua Switzky
Senior Planner
Citywide Planning
 
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-6815 Fax: 415-558-9005
Email:joshua.switzky@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 
 
 
1. Reflect the urban, sophisticated, fine-grain and organic character of San Francisco. While the
project covers four blocks and contains a major civic facility, it should not be viewed or designed as
a superblock or “world unto itself.” The activity, energy and orientation of the project should
contribute to and reflect an outward urban orientation toward the neighborhood and the City and
should not strive to internalize or “capture” activity. This carries both through the site plan and
arrangement of buildings and public spaces and the relationship of all the structures to the streets,
but also to elements like signage, retail tenanting, and other factors. Architecture, art and public
spaces should be exciting and contemporary, but should avoid any overt “theming” or prominent
branding of the site as a whole, its public spaces, signage, or its retail components.
 
 
2. Create an urban place that fits into its context and breaks down the scale of the 4-block



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:joshua.switzky@sfgov.org

http://www.sfplanning.org/





“megablock”
·         An arena that “floats” in the middle of the superblock in a field of public space surrounding


 it on all sides and that does not present urban edges to any of the adjacent streets would
not be appropriate for this location. Public spaces should be deliberate and well defined,
and the building should have a direct and urban relationship to most of the streets around
the site, even creating a “streetwall” along some (maybe not all) of its edges. Creative and
expressive design of the arena should not come at the expense of good urbanism. Three of
its sides are urban and one faces the open expanses of the bay – use these as cues for
appropriate responses. The arena building should pull away from a direct urban interface
with the public streets only to create deliberate public spaces that have directly adjacent
activating uses and civic functions.


·         The underlying MB Plan is for a fine-grain grid of blocks, consistent with the fabric of San
Francisco. The street pattern is critical for circulation, view corridors and reduces the scale
of development. While the footprint of the arena may not allow for implementation of the
exact alignment of ROWs (“varas”) per the MB Plan, the arena project site design must both
respect and respond to the these alignments as they relate to varas/streets that terminate at
the site. The project should create an alternative through-site circulation and porosity (not
necessarily vehicular) that achieves the spirit and intent of these planned grid extensions.
Where  streets or paths (eg Bridgeview St, Illinois Street, UCSF Campus Lane), intersect or
terminate at the project site, the site and building design (particularly the arena itself)
should present significant responses and not terminate these vistas and circulation spines
with unresponsive buildings sides or dead zones.


·         Illinois Street is a very important spine (pedestrian, bike, and vehicular) connecting south to
Pier 70 and Dogpatch.


·         The office buildings, retail components and other non-arena buildings should be sited and
designed (along with adjoining public spaces and circulation) so as feel like they are part of
the broader fabric of the neighborhood and the City, and not appendages on an arena


mega-project that covers a super block.  If the office buildings line 3rd Street, consider
carrying Illinois St in some form (in lieu of the original Bridgeview vara alignment) through
the site to break down the site, distinguish the office from the arena, and tie the overall site
into the neighborhood. However to the extent that parking, loading/servicing can be
consolidated for the larger site below grade in a unified area, that would be extremely
beneficial.


 
3. Reflect the uniqueness and significance of the waterfront site
This site is very much a major waterfront site and the siting and orientation of the arena should
present itself directly and dramatically to the waterfront. The orientation of the arena building, the
ground floor and activating accessory uses, and public spaces should celebrate this special location
and augment planned open spaces. Note that the design of the major park across Terry Francois
(P22) is tentative and open for redesign and refinement to respond to being in more direct dialogue
with the arena project. Consider creating a major public space along Terry Francois that acts as a
waterfront forecourt to the arena and has a direct dialogue with the park across the street –
consider it to be the highly active urban/hardscape mirror of the softscape/landscape park along the
water’s edge.
 







 
4. The design of the arena building should express a major civic gesture and provide public
interest, engagement and amenity that surpasses its basic function as an indoor
sports/entertainment venue.
The building design should not only be elegant and contemporary, but should engage the public and
demonstrate a civic spirit and amenity, especially for those who are not attending events within the
arena and also when no events are occurring.  Major civic structures should strive to become
gathering spots. Aspects and avenues to explore include features that exhibit or provide: recreation,
sustainability (eg water, energy, habitat, urban agriculture), ability for non-ticket holders to see
inside the main space of the arena, public art (esp dynamic or interactive art), and other ways to
inhabit or interact in a tactile or sensory way with the building and its exterior.  Local examples
include: the viewing tower and free interior and exterior circulation areas at the DeYoung Museum;
the 5-acre park on the roof of the Transbay Transit Center; the outfield free viewing arcade at the
Giants ballpark; and the upper level accessible ramp view areas in the prior Pier 30-32 arena
proposal.
 
 
5. Project design, circulation and transportation elements must reflect a transit- and pedestrian-
oriented focus.


·         Be conscious of and accommodate major pedestrian flows from the light rail stop at


3rd/South Street. Also consider other major pedestrian desire lines. 16th Street will be
beefed up in the future with BRT-like service.


·         On-site parking, esp dedicated to the arena should be kept to a minimum, in light of the
profusion of existing and planned parking facilities in Mission Bay, especially considering
most are mostly or totally empty during evenings and weekends when arena events occur.
As such, any on-site parking should be shared to serve both the commercial uses and the
arena.


·         Plan for significant bicycle transportation to the arena. Note that Planning Code has
recently-adopted minimum standards for on-site bike valet for visitors for arenas/large
venues. Plan for a large valet operation for events, as well as bike share and other bike
parking distributed throughout the site.


·         Consider the possibility and ramifications of water transportation service (16th Street
terminus?)


 
 
 








From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Moy, Barbara (DPW); Kwak, Grace (DPW); Yee, Ed (DPW); Miller, Don (DPW)
Subject: RE: Tomorrow"s Meeting
Date: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 8:21:00 AM


ARRRGGGGG!!!!  Other than the 9 PUC meeting, the only other thing I have on Friday is from 1-3.  I
am open Wednesday for the MBDG call that isn’t going to happen.  This sums up my life right now.
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.
 


From: Moy, Barbara [mailto:Barbara.Moy@sfdpw.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 6:53 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Kwak, Grace (DPW); Yee, Ed (DPW); Miller, Don (DPW)
Subject: RE: Tomorrow's Meeting
 
Catherine..
 
Your morning is too hectic.. let’s do this Friday early afternoon. 1:30 or 2 PM or so? .  hope that
works for you..
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 8:30 PM
To: Moy, Barbara; Kwak, Grace; Yee, Ed; Miller, Don
Subject: RE: Tomorrow's Meeting
 
Ok. We take this up tomorrow. Damn we are all too popular.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Moy, Barbara"
Date:06/02/2014 8:28 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" ,"Kwak, Grace (DPW)" ,"Yee, Ed (DPW)" ,"Miller, Don
(DPW)"
Subject: RE: Tomorrow's Meeting
 
oky
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 8:27 PM
To: Moy, Barbara; Kwak, Grace; Yee, Ed; Miller, Don
Subject: RE: Tomorrow's Meeting
 
Curses!  A warriors meeting that I ak at the bottom of the food chain maybe spirling into the
9.30 slot (or 10.30 I dont know yet). Let me know what you think about Friday otherwise
let's do 9 am. We can do a call in to avoid Ed having to coming all the way up. Will check
email later and or in the morning.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Moy, Barbara"
Date:06/02/2014 6:49 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" ,"Kwak, Grace (DPW)" ,"Yee, Ed (DPW)" ,"Miller, Don
(DPW)"
Subject: RE: Tomorrow's Meeting
 
It's on if it works for you.  I must go to a DBI meeting with my boss at 10 at DBI on mission street.


So if the others, meaning Ed and Don and Levon can hold the meeting at 9 or 9:15.  I can participate for a bit ,but I
am not necessary.  Grace is out tomorrow.  What do you wish?


-------- Original message --------
From: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Date:06/02/2014 5:36 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Moy, Barbara"
Subject: Tomorrow's Meeting


Still on for tomorrow?  Would 9.30 work for you?  If not, then 9/9.15 works for me.  I have told people I CANNOT
cancel on you again.  So there!


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Moy, Barbara
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Kwak, Grace (DPW); Yee, Ed (DPW); Miller, Don (DPW)
Subject: RE: Tomorrow"s Meeting
Date: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 6:52:52 AM


Catherine..
 
Your morning is too hectic.. let’s do this Friday early afternoon. 1:30 or 2 PM or so? .  hope that
works for you..
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 8:30 PM
To: Moy, Barbara; Kwak, Grace; Yee, Ed; Miller, Don
Subject: RE: Tomorrow's Meeting
 
Ok. We take this up tomorrow. Damn we are all too popular.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Moy, Barbara"
Date:06/02/2014 8:28 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" ,"Kwak, Grace (DPW)" ,"Yee, Ed (DPW)" ,"Miller, Don
(DPW)"
Subject: RE: Tomorrow's Meeting
 
oky
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 8:27 PM
To: Moy, Barbara; Kwak, Grace; Yee, Ed; Miller, Don
Subject: RE: Tomorrow's Meeting
 
Curses!  A warriors meeting that I ak at the bottom of the food chain maybe spirling into the
9.30 slot (or 10.30 I dont know yet). Let me know what you think about Friday otherwise
let's do 9 am. We can do a call in to avoid Ed having to coming all the way up. Will check
email later and or in the morning.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Moy, Barbara"
Date:06/02/2014 6:49 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" ,"Kwak, Grace (DPW)" ,"Yee, Ed (DPW)" ,"Miller, Don
(DPW)"
Subject: RE: Tomorrow's Meeting
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It's on if it works for you.  I must go to a DBI meeting with my boss at 10 at DBI on mission street.


So if the others, meaning Ed and Don and Levon can hold the meeting at 9 or 9:15.  I can participate for a bit ,but I
am not necessary.  Grace is out tomorrow.  What do you wish?


-------- Original message --------
From: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Date:06/02/2014 5:36 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Moy, Barbara"
Subject: Tomorrow's Meeting


Still on for tomorrow?  Would 9.30 work for you?  If not, then 9/9.15 works for me.  I have told people I CANNOT
cancel on you again.  So there!


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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, Erin (MTA)
Subject: FW: Pre-proposal preliminary Urban Design guidance/recommendation for Warriors area project in MB
Date: Wednesday, June 18, 2014 10:55:00 AM
Attachments: Warriors Mission Bay prelim June 16 2014.docx


Erin – Here is the current draft of the comments that will be verbally presented to the Warriors
tomorrow.  I would appreciate it if you could take a quick look and make sure that there isn’t
anything that is a problem from your standpoint.  Ultimately we will most likely be giving something
in writing, but we wanted to go in more casual for tomorrow’s meeting to have it more of an open
discussion.
 
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: Switzky, Joshua (CPC) 
Sent: Monday, June 16, 2014 10:31 AM
To: Rahaim, John (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Arce, Pedro (OCII); Kelley, Gil (CPC); Winslow, David
(CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Joslin, Jeff (CPC)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Jones, Natasha (OCII)
Subject: RE: Pre-proposal preliminary Urban Design guidance/recommendation for Warriors area
project in MB
 
All –
Attached is an updated version based on the conversation on Friday for use in this week’s meeting
with the warriors team. I tried to increase usability of the notes by calling out key phrases with bold
italics.
-j
 
 
 


From: Rahaim, John (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, June 12, 2014 5:17 PM
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Arce, Pedro (OCII); Kelley, Gil (CPC); Winslow,
David (CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Jones, Natasha (OCII)
Subject: RE: Pre-proposal preliminary Urban Design guidance/recommendation for Warriors area
project in MB
 
Meeting is at OCII at 3. 
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The following is general urban design guidance towards which we believe the Golden State Warriors Arena in Mission Bay ought to strive as its design is articulated and refined. These are drawn from the qualities and location of the site, the plans and intents of the Mission Bay Redevelopment Plan, and general urban design policy and framework in San Francisco, but with a limited understanding of the new project components. We welcome discussions with the project team to discuss the particularities of the project and its requirements and to begin to engage in discussions of how the project can best achieve its needs in the framework of good urban design and city building.





1. Reflect the uniqueness and significance of the waterfront-facing site


· The entire composition on the Bay – including its built and unbuilt portions – should create a memorable dialogue with its dramatic setting at the edge of the city and on San Francisco Bay. This siting and orientation of the arena should present itself directly and dramatically to the waterfront and should embrace its setting. The orientation of the arena building, the ground floor and activating accessory uses, and public spaces should celebrate this special location and augment planned open spaces. 





2. Respect the urban character of San Francisco. Design buildings and open spaces that fit their context and respect the scale of the surroundings.


· The activity and orientation of the project should contribute to and reflect an outward urban orientation toward the neighborhood and the City and should not strive to internalize or “capture” activity. This carries both through the site plan and arrangement of buildings and public spaces and the relationship of all the structures to the streets, but also to elements like signage, retail tenanting, and other factors. 


· Create compelling, cutting-edge, contemporary design for the arena and other elements of development. Architecture should avoid any overt “theming” or prominent branding of the site as a whole, its public spaces, signage, or its retail components.





· The arena, open spaces and other buildings should be a part of the urban pattern, with similar relationships to the adjacent streets as other buildings. Public spaces should be deliberate and well defined, and the building should have a direct and urban relationship to most of the streets around the site, that respects the streetwall along its edges. 





· Three sides are urban and one faces the open bay – use these as cues for appropriate responses. The arena building should pull away from a direct urban interface with the public streets only to create deliberate public spaces that have directly adjacent activating uses and civic functions. 





· The Mission Bay grid consists of a grid of blocks that are consistent with the fabric of San Francisco. The street pattern provides legibility and view corridors, while moderating the scale of development. While the footprint of the arena may not allow for implementation of the exact alignment of ROWs (“varas”) per the MB Plan, the arena project site design must both respect and respond to these alignments as they relate to varas/streets that terminate at the site. The project should create an alternative through-site circulation and porosity that achieves the spirit and intent of these planned grid extensions. Where  streets or paths (eg Bridgeview St, Illinois Street, UCSF Campus Lane), intersect or terminate at the project site, the site and building design (particularly the arena itself) should continue or terminate these vistas and circulation spines with useful and significant architectural and public space responses.





· Activate all sides of the site. Since the project will be accessible and visible from all sides and from many public vantage points, there should be no obvious back sides, or where unavoidable they should be kept to a minimum. The highest priorities for retail and active uses are Terry Francois, 16th Street, and 3rd Street. 





· 16th Street is a major gateway connector to the waterfront, as it is a straight shot to the waterfront from the neighborhoods to the west, and is a major transit and bike route.





· Illinois Street is a very important spine (pedestrian, bike, and vehicular) connecting south to Pier 70 and Dogpatch.





· Office buildings, retail components and other non-arena buildings should be sited and designed (along with adjoining public spaces and circulation) so as feel like they are part of the broader fabric of the neighborhood and the City, independent of the arena.  If the office buildings line 3rd Street, consider carrying Illinois St in some form (in lieu of the original Bridgeview vara alignment) through the site to break down the site, distinguish the office from the arena, and tie the overall site into the neighborhood. 











3. Design project to be transit- and pedestrian-oriented.





· Maximize walking, bicycling, transit, taxi, and ferry access (16th Street terminus?) 


to minimize automobile reliance and the need for additional automobile parking in Mission Bay.





· Accommodate major pedestrian flows from the light rail stop at 3rd/South Street. Also consider other major pedestrian desire lines. 16th Street will include future BRT-like service with direct connection to 16th/Mission BART.





· On-site parking should be kept to a minimum. On-site parking should be shared to serve both the commercial uses and the arena.





· Explore use of existing and planned parking facilities in Mission Bay.  These have capacity during evenings and weekends when arena events will occur. 





· Plan for significant bicycle transportation to the arena. The OCII Commission, Planning Commission, and community have expressed a strong desire for substantial bicycle parking facilities within Mission Bay. As a reference , note that the Planning Code was recently updated to include minimum standards for on-site bike valet for visitors for arenas/large venues throughout the City. Plan for a large bike valet operation for events, as well as bike share and other public bike parking distributed throughout the site.








· Screen automobile parking from view on all visible frontages, preferably by fronting it with active uses if parking is located above grade.








· Minimize the number of service and automobile access points and minimize their widths and visual appearance. Auto and loading access should be accessed from South Street.





4. Design and program the project as a major civic facility with public amenity.


The project design and programming should engage the public and demonstrate a civic spirit. The building and public open spaces should strive to become gathering spots providing public amenity for people who are not attending events within the arena and also when no events are occurring.  The site and arena, which may have an inclination towards introversion, should open to the public and include programmatic features that provide public amenity that could include or highlight: recreation, sustainability (eg water, energy, habitat, urban agriculture), ability for non-ticket holders to see inside the main space of the arena, public art, and other ways to inhabit or interact in a tactile or sensory way with the building and its landscape. Local examples include: the viewing tower and free interior and exterior circulation areas at the DeYoung Museum; the 5-acre park on the roof of the Transbay Transit Center; the outfield free viewing arcade at the Giants ballpark; and the upper level accessible ramp view areas in the prior Pier 30-32 arena proposal.


	


· Strive for 24-hour activity and interest. Achieve this through a dramatic balance of siting, building, and public accommodation that welcomes and draws people in whether the arena is in use or not, and that therefore does not depend wholly on commercial uses to achieve a comforting level of activity and publicness. 





· Strive for a mix of retail and other uses that relies upon and showcases local businesses or as well as satisfies local needs for residents, workers, and students not otherwise being met in Mission Bay and adjacent areas.





· The arena should have a distinctive and expressive roof design and the roofscape should be deliberately designed as a “fifth façade.” Remember that the arena will also be viewed from above (eg from Potrero Hill).











5. Design public space to respond and connect to the surrounding larger public landscape and environment.





· Provide an iconic public forecourt to the arena that serves as a memorable point of orientation and meeting place. One option would be to create a strong relationship with the park (P22) across Terry Francois Blvd. by creating a space that is the highly active urban/hardscape mirror of the softscape/landscape park along the water’s edge. Another option would be to orient the arena toward 3rd Street and create a more urban plaza facing the city.


· Provide strong visual access and physical connections to the water.





· Provide multiple levels of public space that offer a variety of vantage points.





· Design and orient pathways and placement of direct and indirect lighting through the public spaces to maximize and facilitate access to transit. 





· [bookmark: _GoBack]Provide the highest levels of ecologically sustainable design. Provide an honest, visible demonstration of sustainability and sustainable design principles, including strong connection to the water and environmental processes.









Do we really think that Mission Bay has a “fine grain block pattern”?  Seems to me we should be
asking this project to break the large scale block pattern of MB rather than be consistent with it. 
Topic for discussion tomorrow.
 


From: Switzky, Joshua (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, June 12, 2014 5:07 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Arce, Pedro (OCII); Kelley, Gil (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC); Perry,
Nicholas (CPC)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Jones, Natasha (OCII); Rahaim, John (CPC)
Subject: RE: Pre-proposal preliminary Urban Design guidance/recommendation for Warriors area
project in MB
 
Has an updated invitation been sent out for tomorrow’s meeting? I don’t seem to have received
anything. I put a 3pm hold on my calendar.
 
In any event, attached is an updated and slightly reformatted version (thanks David!) for tomorrow’s
discussion, reflecting additional comments and suggestions.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Monday, June 09, 2014 6:10 PM
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Arce, Pedro (OCII); Kelley, Gil (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC); Small, Maia
(CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Jones, Natasha (OCII)
Subject: RE: Pre-proposal preliminary Urban Design guidance/recommendation for Warriors area
project in MB
 
Tiffany talked with John and he’d like another internal meeting to review the comments prior to the
external Warriors meeting.  So, we are going to go ahead and keep this Friday’s meeting at 3PM and
will have a room here at OCII.  Natasha will send out a revised invite with location.
 


The external meeting with the Warriors will be on the following Thursday 19th at 10AM.  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: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Sunday, June 08, 2014 2:24 PM
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Arce, Pedro (OCII); Kelley, Gil (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC); Small, Maia
(CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: Pre-proposal preliminary Urban Design guidance/recommendation for Warriors area
project in MB
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Hello all – It turns out that a bunch of the Warriors team cannot be at the meeting in person on


Friday the 13th.  We have a back-up time of Thursday June 19th at 10-11.30 that worked for John,
Tiffany, and Jennifer, and works better for the Warriors.  The plan is to meet as a large group on that
day, but Jennifer and I will jump on the phone with Strada on Friday to preview the comments that
Josh has put together and are being reviewed so that we get them into the mix earlier.
 


Please let us know who from Planning in additional to John should be on the invite for the 19th and
we’ll get a meeting invite sent out. 
 
OCII will be reviewing Josh’s comments and get back with any comments on Tuesday when Pedro is
back in the office.  But, off hand, they look great and thank you for drafting them.  My only
comment so far is to change the second to last bullet that references the Planning Code’s
requirement for the bike event parking to something like  “The OCII Commission, Planning
Commission, and community have expressed a strong desire for substantial bicycle parking facilities
within Mission Bay.” And reference the Planning Code section in the following sentence as an
example of what they should be thinking about providing as precedence of what is being done in
the rest of the city.   It avoids confusion on what regulations apply, since the Planning Code does not
apply, but identifies that bike parking is something that all the regulators/community will be
expecting to be provided.
 
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.
 


From: Switzky, Joshua (CPC) 
Sent: Friday, June 06, 2014 4:55 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Arce, Pedro (OCII); Kelley, Gil (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC); Small, Maia
(CPC); Perry, Nicholas (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: Pre-proposal preliminary Urban Design guidance/recommendation for Warriors area project in
MB
 
Hi all –
Below is a preliminary set of “guidance” comments based on our conversation on Wednesday as
well as Pedro’s write-up. It’s wordier than I think originally intended, so it’s certainly open to
whittling. Please comment/edit.
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Joshua Switzky
Senior Planner
Citywide Planning
 
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-6815 Fax: 415-558-9005
Email:joshua.switzky@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 
 
 
1. Reflect the urban, sophisticated, fine-grain and organic character of San Francisco. While the
project covers four blocks and contains a major civic facility, it should not be viewed or designed as
a superblock or “world unto itself.” The activity, energy and orientation of the project should
contribute to and reflect an outward urban orientation toward the neighborhood and the City and
should not strive to internalize or “capture” activity. This carries both through the site plan and
arrangement of buildings and public spaces and the relationship of all the structures to the streets,
but also to elements like signage, retail tenanting, and other factors. Architecture, art and public
spaces should be exciting and contemporary, but should avoid any overt “theming” or prominent
branding of the site as a whole, its public spaces, signage, or its retail components.
 
 
2. Create an urban place that fits into its context and breaks down the scale of the 4-block
“megablock”


·         An arena that “floats” in the middle of the superblock in a field of public space surrounding
 it on all sides and that does not present urban edges to any of the adjacent streets would
not be appropriate for this location. Public spaces should be deliberate and well defined,
and the building should have a direct and urban relationship to most of the streets around
the site, even creating a “streetwall” along some (maybe not all) of its edges. Creative and
expressive design of the arena should not come at the expense of good urbanism. Three of
its sides are urban and one faces the open expanses of the bay – use these as cues for
appropriate responses. The arena building should pull away from a direct urban interface
with the public streets only to create deliberate public spaces that have directly adjacent
activating uses and civic functions.


·         The underlying MB Plan is for a fine-grain grid of blocks, consistent with the fabric of San
Francisco. The street pattern is critical for circulation, view corridors and reduces the scale
of development. While the footprint of the arena may not allow for implementation of the
exact alignment of ROWs (“varas”) per the MB Plan, the arena project site design must both
respect and respond to the these alignments as they relate to varas/streets that terminate at
the site. The project should create an alternative through-site circulation and porosity (not
necessarily vehicular) that achieves the spirit and intent of these planned grid extensions.
Where  streets or paths (eg Bridgeview St, Illinois Street, UCSF Campus Lane), intersect or
terminate at the project site, the site and building design (particularly the arena itself)
should present significant responses and not terminate these vistas and circulation spines
with unresponsive buildings sides or dead zones.


·         Illinois Street is a very important spine (pedestrian, bike, and vehicular) connecting south to
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Pier 70 and Dogpatch.
·         The office buildings, retail components and other non-arena buildings should be sited and


designed (along with adjoining public spaces and circulation) so as feel like they are part of
the broader fabric of the neighborhood and the City, and not appendages on an arena


mega-project that covers a super block.  If the office buildings line 3rd Street, consider
carrying Illinois St in some form (in lieu of the original Bridgeview vara alignment) through
the site to break down the site, distinguish the office from the arena, and tie the overall site
into the neighborhood. However to the extent that parking, loading/servicing can be
consolidated for the larger site below grade in a unified area, that would be extremely
beneficial.


 
3. Reflect the uniqueness and significance of the waterfront site
This site is very much a major waterfront site and the siting and orientation of the arena should
present itself directly and dramatically to the waterfront. The orientation of the arena building, the
ground floor and activating accessory uses, and public spaces should celebrate this special location
and augment planned open spaces. Note that the design of the major park across Terry Francois
(P22) is tentative and open for redesign and refinement to respond to being in more direct dialogue
with the arena project. Consider creating a major public space along Terry Francois that acts as a
waterfront forecourt to the arena and has a direct dialogue with the park across the street –
consider it to be the highly active urban/hardscape mirror of the softscape/landscape park along the
water’s edge.
 
 
4. The design of the arena building should express a major civic gesture and provide public
interest, engagement and amenity that surpasses its basic function as an indoor
sports/entertainment venue.
The building design should not only be elegant and contemporary, but should engage the public and
demonstrate a civic spirit and amenity, especially for those who are not attending events within the
arena and also when no events are occurring.  Major civic structures should strive to become
gathering spots. Aspects and avenues to explore include features that exhibit or provide: recreation,
sustainability (eg water, energy, habitat, urban agriculture), ability for non-ticket holders to see
inside the main space of the arena, public art (esp dynamic or interactive art), and other ways to
inhabit or interact in a tactile or sensory way with the building and its exterior.  Local examples
include: the viewing tower and free interior and exterior circulation areas at the DeYoung Museum;
the 5-acre park on the roof of the Transbay Transit Center; the outfield free viewing arcade at the
Giants ballpark; and the upper level accessible ramp view areas in the prior Pier 30-32 arena
proposal.
 
 
5. Project design, circulation and transportation elements must reflect a transit- and pedestrian-
oriented focus.


·         Be conscious of and accommodate major pedestrian flows from the light rail stop at


3rd/South Street. Also consider other major pedestrian desire lines. 16th Street will be
beefed up in the future with BRT-like service.


·         On-site parking, esp dedicated to the arena should be kept to a minimum, in light of the







profusion of existing and planned parking facilities in Mission Bay, especially considering
most are mostly or totally empty during evenings and weekends when arena events occur.
As such, any on-site parking should be shared to serve both the commercial uses and the
arena.


·         Plan for significant bicycle transportation to the arena. Note that Planning Code has
recently-adopted minimum standards for on-site bike valet for visitors for arenas/large
venues. Plan for a large valet operation for events, as well as bike share and other bike
parking distributed throughout the site.


·         Consider the possibility and ramifications of water transportation service (16th Street
terminus?)


 
 
 








From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
Date: Thursday, June 05, 2014 12:52:00 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/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, June 05, 2014 12:51 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
 
I will make sure he is on the meeting list.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, June 05, 2014 12:50 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
 
Brett – I can’t remember if it was you or Chris or both that I asked to include Jim Morales from our
office on the invite list for the standing meetings as the attorney for the project (vs. having the City
Attorney attend every weekly meeting) – so thought I’d repeat it just in case (sorry if a duplication). 
He will bring in the City Attorney as needed.  His email is:  jim.morales@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/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
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From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) 
Sent: Wednesday, June 04, 2014 10:28 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
 
Thanks. You made finding a day/time much easier!
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 4:12 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
 
I checked with my other meeting and they can live without me (or we’ll reschedule if necessary). 
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: Monday, June 02, 2014 11:03 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
 
The results of the “doodle” survey are showing that the Wednesday 1-3pm timeslot works best for
all parties involved. Not a surprise considering that timeslot work very well with the last arena
proposal. Viktoriya and the project sponsor attorney have conflicts for the Tuesday 1-3pm timeslot.
I know you said you would have a conflict every other week for that timeslot. Would you have an
issue with us keeping the Wednesday 1-3pm timeslot?
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 5:55 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
 


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.
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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/
 
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)
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)
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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



http://doodle.com/54gfh5g3sz8akfck






From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
Date: Monday, June 02, 2014 11:27:00 AM


Let me check – it conflicts with my standing meeting with the MB Master Developer.  I will see what
I can do.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Monday, June 02, 2014 11:03 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
 
The results of the “doodle” survey are showing that the Wednesday 1-3pm timeslot works best for
all parties involved. Not a surprise considering that timeslot work very well with the last arena
proposal. Viktoriya and the project sponsor attorney have conflicts for the Tuesday 1-3pm timeslot.
I know you said you would have a conflict every other week for that timeslot. Would you have an
issue with us keeping the Wednesday 1-3pm timeslot?
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 5:55 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
 


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
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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: 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)
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 (CII)
To: Arce, Pedro (CII); Bereket, Immanuel (CII)
Subject: FW: Preliminary GSW D4D adjusted square footage calcs
Date: Saturday, July 26, 2014 12:49:00 PM
Attachments: 2014.07.23 - GSW - D4D Area Exclusions - Arena.pdf


2014.07.23 - GSW - D4d Area Exclusions - Small Theater.pdf


When you have some time this coming week, could you take a look and see if they are consistent
with what we had agreed upon below?  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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 2:52 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: Preliminary GSW D4D adjusted square footage calcs
 
Catherine,
 
As we’ve discussed, attached are the slides depicting the floor-by-floor square footage exclusions
per the D4D as it relates to the arena and the small theaters. The Office and Retail square footages
are obviously in flux as we respond to the comments we received yesterday from the City team, so
we should assume those will max out at the same numbers as shown in last week’s Preliminary
Project Description. With the exclusions shown in the attached slides for the Arena and Small
Theaters plus the square footages for the Office and Retail shown in the Prelim Project Description,
we hit a total Adjusted Gross Square Footage per the D4D of 1,094,980 SF.
 
Feel free to call me with any questions.
 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
101 Mission Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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Area (sq.ft.) Comments



720,566 Includes Skyline Event Hall, Practice Facility/Team Campus, and GSW Office Space



1| Basement/Cellar Space 84,817
Event Storage + MEP and Maintenance + Building Control Rooms + Commissary/Kitchen + Staff/Auxiliary Lockers + 
Audio/Visual Service Rooms + Under-Bowl Storage Areas



2| Attic Space n/a Not Applicable



3| Mechanical Penthouse 22,357 Two AHU Mezzanines + Elec & EER Rooms + Cooling Tower Well + Sound/Video/Scoreboard Ops



4| Intermediate Floor Mechanical 13,095
Amount of Mechanical space throughout the building not in Basement or Penthouse.
Breakdown is L100 = 5,542 GSF; L200 = 1,904 GSF; L300 = 1,904 GSF; L400 = 1,859 GSF; L500 = 1,886 GSF



5| Outside Stairs 6,376 Stairs located at face of the building that serve as fire escapes



6| Parking/Loading/Driveways 8,000 Dock area for loading/unloading



7| Public Arcades, Plazas, Walkways n/a Not Applicable



8| Balconies, Decks, Terraces n/a Not Applicable



9| Residential-Serving Elevators n/a Not Applicable



10| Window Bays n/a Not Applicable



11| Ground Floor Circulation & Service 74,611 Main Concourse level = 68,722 GSF + Grand Lobby Entrance at NW corner of level 100 = 5,889 GSF



12| Restaurants & Retail Under 5,000sf 4,624 Team Store & Box Office



13| Interior Open Space n/a Not Applicable



14| Child Care Facilities n/a Not Applicable



15| Cultural/Educational/Religious Space n/a Not Applicable



Total Area Exclusions: 213,880  



Total Gross Area per D4D: 506,686



Area Exclusions:
TOTAL OVERALL GROSS FLOOR AREA - ARENA
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1 - Basement & Cellar 



 



Level 000  Area = 84,817 sf 
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3 – Mechanical Penthouse 



 



Level 600  Area = 22,357 sf 
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4 – Intermediate Mechanical 



 



Level 100  Area = 5,542 sf 
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4 – Intermediate Mechanical 



 



Level 200  Area = 1,904 sf 
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4 – Intermediate Mechanical 



 



Level 300  Area = 1,904 sf 
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4 – Intermediate Mechanical 



 



Level 400  Area = 1,859 sf 
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4 – Intermediate Mechanical 



 



Level 500  Area = 1,886 sf 
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5 – Outside Stairs 



 



Level 000  Area = 6,376 sf 
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6 – Parking Loading 



 



Level 000  Area = 8,000 sf 
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11 – Ground Floor Circulation & Service 



 



Level 100  Area = 5,889 sf 
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11 – Ground Floor Circulation & Service  



 



Level 200  Area = 68,722 sf 
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12 – Restaurants & Retail 



 



Level 100  Area = 4,624 sf 
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Area (sq.ft.) Comments



25,000 Includes Two Small Live Theaters and Common Theater Lobby



1| Basement/Cellar Space n/a Not Applicable



2| Attic Space n/a Not Applicable



3| Mechanical Penthouse n/a Not Applicable



4| Intermediate Floor Mechanical n/a Not Applicable



5| Outside Stairs n/a Not Applicable



6| Parking/Loading/Driveways n/a Not Applicable



7| Public Arcades, Plazas, Walkways n/a Not Applicable



8| Balconies, Decks, Terraces n/a Not Applicable



9| Residential-Serving Elevators n/a Not Applicable



10| Window Bays n/a Not Applicable



11| Ground Floor Circulation & Service 11,500 Theater Lobby Entrance at SE corner = 11,500 GSF



12| Restaurants & Retail Under 5,000sf n/a Not Applicable



13| Interior Open Space n/a Not Applicable



14| Child Care Facilities n/a Not Applicable



15| Cultural/Educational/Religious Space n/a Not Applicable



Total Area Exclusions: 11,500  



Total Gross Area per D4D: 13,500



Area Exclusions:
TOTAL OVERALL GROSS FLOOR AREA - SMALL LIVE THEATERS & THEATER LOBBY
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11 – Ground Floor Circulation & Service –  
Small Live Theaters & Theater Lobby 



 Area = 11,500 sf 
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From: Moy, Barbara
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Tomorrow"s Meeting
Date: Monday, June 02, 2014 9:31:39 PM


Haha.  You know the feeling


On Jun 2, 2014 9:11 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:
Only if you take me with you.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Moy, Barbara"
Date:06/02/2014 8:44 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Subject: RE: Tomorrow's Meeting


I want to hide for a few months.. lol


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org]
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 8:30 PM
To: Moy, Barbara; Kwak, Grace; Yee, Ed; Miller, Don
Subject: RE: Tomorrow's Meeting


Ok. We take this up tomorrow. Damn we are all too popular.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Moy, Barbara"
Date:06/02/2014 8:28 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" ,"Kwak, Grace (DPW)" ,"Yee, Ed (DPW)" ,"Miller, Don (DPW)"
Subject: RE: Tomorrow's Meeting


oky


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org]
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 8:27 PM
To: Moy, Barbara; Kwak, Grace; Yee, Ed; Miller, Don
Subject: RE: Tomorrow's Meeting


Curses!  A warriors meeting that I ak at the bottom of the food chain maybe spirling into the 9.30 slot
(or 10.30 I dont know yet). Let me know what you think about Friday otherwise let's do 9 am. We can
do a call in to avoid Ed having to coming all the way up. Will check email later and or in the morning.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Moy, Barbara"
Date:06/02/2014 6:49 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" ,"Kwak, Grace (DPW)" ,"Yee, Ed (DPW)" ,"Miller, Don (DPW)"
Subject: RE: Tomorrow's Meeting
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It's on if it works for you.  I must go to a DBI meeting with my boss at 10 at DBI on mission street.


So if the others, meaning Ed and Don and Levon can hold the meeting at 9 or 9:15.  I can participate
for a bit ,but I am not necessary.  Grace is out tomorrow.  What do you wish?


-------- Original message --------
From: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Date:06/02/2014 5:36 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Moy, Barbara"
Subject: Tomorrow's Meeting


Still on for tomorrow?  Would 9.30 work for you?  If not, then 9/9.15 works for me.  I have told people
I CANNOT cancel on you again.  So there!


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Moy, Barbara (DPW)
Subject: RE: Tomorrow"s Meeting
Date: Monday, June 02, 2014 9:11:38 PM


Only if you take me with you.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Moy, Barbara"
Date:06/02/2014 8:44 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Subject: RE: Tomorrow's Meeting


I want to hide for a few months.. lol
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 8:30 PM
To: Moy, Barbara; Kwak, Grace; Yee, Ed; Miller, Don
Subject: RE: Tomorrow's Meeting
 
Ok. We take this up tomorrow. Damn we are all too popular.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Moy, Barbara"
Date:06/02/2014 8:28 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" ,"Kwak, Grace (DPW)" ,"Yee, Ed (DPW)" ,"Miller, Don
(DPW)"
Subject: RE: Tomorrow's Meeting
 
oky
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 8:27 PM
To: Moy, Barbara; Kwak, Grace; Yee, Ed; Miller, Don
Subject: RE: Tomorrow's Meeting
 
Curses!  A warriors meeting that I ak at the bottom of the food chain maybe spirling into the
9.30 slot (or 10.30 I dont know yet). Let me know what you think about Friday otherwise
let's do 9 am. We can do a call in to avoid Ed having to coming all the way up. Will check
email later and or in the morning.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone
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-------- Original message --------
From: "Moy, Barbara"
Date:06/02/2014 6:49 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" ,"Kwak, Grace (DPW)" ,"Yee, Ed (DPW)" ,"Miller, Don
(DPW)"
Subject: RE: Tomorrow's Meeting
 
It's on if it works for you.  I must go to a DBI meeting with my boss at 10 at DBI on mission street.


So if the others, meaning Ed and Don and Levon can hold the meeting at 9 or 9:15.  I can participate for a bit ,but I
am not necessary.  Grace is out tomorrow.  What do you wish?


-------- Original message --------
From: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Date:06/02/2014 5:36 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Moy, Barbara"
Subject: Tomorrow's Meeting


Still on for tomorrow?  Would 9.30 work for you?  If not, then 9/9.15 works for me.  I have told people I CANNOT
cancel on you again.  So there!


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 (CII)
To: Arce, Pedro (CII); Bereket, Immanuel (CII)
Subject: FW: Preliminary GSW D4D adjusted square footage calcs
Date: Saturday, July 26, 2014 12:49:00 PM
Attachments: 2014.07.23 - GSW - D4D Area Exclusions - Arena.pdf


2014.07.23 - GSW - D4d Area Exclusions - Small Theater.pdf


When you have some time this coming week, could you take a look and see if they are consistent
with what we had agreed upon below?  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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 2:52 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: Preliminary GSW D4D adjusted square footage calcs
 
Catherine,
 
As we’ve discussed, attached are the slides depicting the floor-by-floor square footage exclusions
per the D4D as it relates to the arena and the small theaters. The Office and Retail square footages
are obviously in flux as we respond to the comments we received yesterday from the City team, so
we should assume those will max out at the same numbers as shown in last week’s Preliminary
Project Description. With the exclusions shown in the attached slides for the Arena and Small
Theaters plus the square footages for the Office and Retail shown in the Prelim Project Description,
we hit a total Adjusted Gross Square Footage per the D4D of 1,094,980 SF.
 
Feel free to call me with any questions.
 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
101 Mission Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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Area (sq.ft.) Comments



720,566 Includes Skyline Event Hall, Practice Facility/Team Campus, and GSW Office Space



1| Basement/Cellar Space 84,817
Event Storage + MEP and Maintenance + Building Control Rooms + Commissary/Kitchen + Staff/Auxiliary Lockers + 
Audio/Visual Service Rooms + Under-Bowl Storage Areas



2| Attic Space n/a Not Applicable



3| Mechanical Penthouse 22,357 Two AHU Mezzanines + Elec & EER Rooms + Cooling Tower Well + Sound/Video/Scoreboard Ops



4| Intermediate Floor Mechanical 13,095
Amount of Mechanical space throughout the building not in Basement or Penthouse.
Breakdown is L100 = 5,542 GSF; L200 = 1,904 GSF; L300 = 1,904 GSF; L400 = 1,859 GSF; L500 = 1,886 GSF



5| Outside Stairs 6,376 Stairs located at face of the building that serve as fire escapes



6| Parking/Loading/Driveways 8,000 Dock area for loading/unloading



7| Public Arcades, Plazas, Walkways n/a Not Applicable



8| Balconies, Decks, Terraces n/a Not Applicable



9| Residential-Serving Elevators n/a Not Applicable



10| Window Bays n/a Not Applicable



11| Ground Floor Circulation & Service 74,611 Main Concourse level = 68,722 GSF + Grand Lobby Entrance at NW corner of level 100 = 5,889 GSF



12| Restaurants & Retail Under 5,000sf 4,624 Team Store & Box Office



13| Interior Open Space n/a Not Applicable



14| Child Care Facilities n/a Not Applicable



15| Cultural/Educational/Religious Space n/a Not Applicable



Total Area Exclusions: 213,880  



Total Gross Area per D4D: 506,686



Area Exclusions:
TOTAL OVERALL GROSS FLOOR AREA - ARENA
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1 - Basement & Cellar 



 



Level 000  Area = 84,817 sf 
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3 – Mechanical Penthouse 



 



Level 600  Area = 22,357 sf 
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4 – Intermediate Mechanical 



 



Level 100  Area = 5,542 sf 
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4 – Intermediate Mechanical 



 



Level 200  Area = 1,904 sf 
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4 – Intermediate Mechanical 



 



Level 300  Area = 1,904 sf 
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4 – Intermediate Mechanical 



 



Level 400  Area = 1,859 sf 
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4 – Intermediate Mechanical 



 



Level 500  Area = 1,886 sf 
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5 – Outside Stairs 



 



Level 000  Area = 6,376 sf 
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6 – Parking Loading 



 



Level 000  Area = 8,000 sf 
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11 – Ground Floor Circulation & Service 



 



Level 100  Area = 5,889 sf 
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11 – Ground Floor Circulation & Service  



 



Level 200  Area = 68,722 sf 
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12 – Restaurants & Retail 



 



Level 100  Area = 4,624 sf 
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Area (sq.ft.) Comments



25,000 Includes Two Small Live Theaters and Common Theater Lobby



1| Basement/Cellar Space n/a Not Applicable



2| Attic Space n/a Not Applicable



3| Mechanical Penthouse n/a Not Applicable



4| Intermediate Floor Mechanical n/a Not Applicable



5| Outside Stairs n/a Not Applicable



6| Parking/Loading/Driveways n/a Not Applicable



7| Public Arcades, Plazas, Walkways n/a Not Applicable



8| Balconies, Decks, Terraces n/a Not Applicable



9| Residential-Serving Elevators n/a Not Applicable



10| Window Bays n/a Not Applicable



11| Ground Floor Circulation & Service 11,500 Theater Lobby Entrance at SE corner = 11,500 GSF



12| Restaurants & Retail Under 5,000sf n/a Not Applicable



13| Interior Open Space n/a Not Applicable



14| Child Care Facilities n/a Not Applicable



15| Cultural/Educational/Religious Space n/a Not Applicable



Total Area Exclusions: 11,500  



Total Gross Area per D4D: 13,500



Area Exclusions:
TOTAL OVERALL GROSS FLOOR AREA - SMALL LIVE THEATERS & THEATER LOBBY
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11 – Ground Floor Circulation & Service –  
Small Live Theaters & Theater Lobby 



 Area = 11,500 sf 
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From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
Date: Monday, June 02, 2014 11:03:15 AM


The results of the “doodle” survey are showing that the Wednesday 1-3pm timeslot works best for
all parties involved. Not a surprise considering that timeslot work very well with the last arena
proposal. Viktoriya and the project sponsor attorney have conflicts for the Tuesday 1-3pm timeslot.
I know you said you would have a conflict every other week for that timeslot. Would you have an
issue with us keeping the Wednesday 1-3pm timeslot?
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 5:55 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
 


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
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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: Moy, Barbara
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Tomorrow"s Meeting
Date: Monday, June 02, 2014 8:44:18 PM


I want to hide for a few months.. lol
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 8:30 PM
To: Moy, Barbara; Kwak, Grace; Yee, Ed; Miller, Don
Subject: RE: Tomorrow's Meeting
 
Ok. We take this up tomorrow. Damn we are all too popular.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Moy, Barbara"
Date:06/02/2014 8:28 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" ,"Kwak, Grace (DPW)" ,"Yee, Ed (DPW)" ,"Miller, Don
(DPW)"
Subject: RE: Tomorrow's Meeting
 
oky
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 8:27 PM
To: Moy, Barbara; Kwak, Grace; Yee, Ed; Miller, Don
Subject: RE: Tomorrow's Meeting
 
Curses!  A warriors meeting that I ak at the bottom of the food chain maybe spirling into the
9.30 slot (or 10.30 I dont know yet). Let me know what you think about Friday otherwise
let's do 9 am. We can do a call in to avoid Ed having to coming all the way up. Will check
email later and or in the morning.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Moy, Barbara"
Date:06/02/2014 6:49 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" ,"Kwak, Grace (DPW)" ,"Yee, Ed (DPW)" ,"Miller, Don
(DPW)"
Subject: RE: Tomorrow's Meeting
 
It's on if it works for you.  I must go to a DBI meeting with my boss at 10 at DBI on mission street.


So if the others, meaning Ed and Don and Levon can hold the meeting at 9 or 9:15.  I can participate for a bit ,but I
am not necessary.  Grace is out tomorrow.  What do you wish?



mailto:Barbara.Moy@sfdpw.org

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org





-------- Original message --------
From: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Date:06/02/2014 5:36 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Moy, Barbara"
Subject: Tomorrow's Meeting


Still on for tomorrow?  Would 9.30 work for you?  If not, then 9/9.15 works for me.  I have told people I CANNOT
cancel on you again.  So there!


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 (CII)
To: Arce, Pedro (CII); Bereket, Immanuel (CII)
Subject: FW: Preliminary GSW D4D adjusted square footage calcs
Date: Saturday, July 26, 2014 12:49:30 PM
Attachments: 2014.07.23 - GSW - D4D Area Exclusions - Arena.pdf


2014.07.23 - GSW - D4d Area Exclusions - Small Theater.pdf


When you have some time this coming week, could you take a look and see if they are consistent
with what we had agreed upon below?  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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 2:52 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: Preliminary GSW D4D adjusted square footage calcs
 
Catherine,
 
As we’ve discussed, attached are the slides depicting the floor-by-floor square footage exclusions
per the D4D as it relates to the arena and the small theaters. The Office and Retail square footages
are obviously in flux as we respond to the comments we received yesterday from the City team, so
we should assume those will max out at the same numbers as shown in last week’s Preliminary
Project Description. With the exclusions shown in the attached slides for the Arena and Small
Theaters plus the square footages for the Office and Retail shown in the Prelim Project Description,
we hit a total Adjusted Gross Square Footage per the D4D of 1,094,980 SF.
 
Feel free to call me with any questions.
 
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
101 Mission Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
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Area (sq.ft.) Comments



720,566 Includes Skyline Event Hall, Practice Facility/Team Campus, and GSW Office Space



1| Basement/Cellar Space 84,817
Event Storage + MEP and Maintenance + Building Control Rooms + Commissary/Kitchen + Staff/Auxiliary Lockers + 
Audio/Visual Service Rooms + Under-Bowl Storage Areas



2| Attic Space n/a Not Applicable



3| Mechanical Penthouse 22,357 Two AHU Mezzanines + Elec & EER Rooms + Cooling Tower Well + Sound/Video/Scoreboard Ops



4| Intermediate Floor Mechanical 13,095
Amount of Mechanical space throughout the building not in Basement or Penthouse.
Breakdown is L100 = 5,542 GSF; L200 = 1,904 GSF; L300 = 1,904 GSF; L400 = 1,859 GSF; L500 = 1,886 GSF



5| Outside Stairs 6,376 Stairs located at face of the building that serve as fire escapes



6| Parking/Loading/Driveways 8,000 Dock area for loading/unloading



7| Public Arcades, Plazas, Walkways n/a Not Applicable



8| Balconies, Decks, Terraces n/a Not Applicable



9| Residential-Serving Elevators n/a Not Applicable



10| Window Bays n/a Not Applicable



11| Ground Floor Circulation & Service 74,611 Main Concourse level = 68,722 GSF + Grand Lobby Entrance at NW corner of level 100 = 5,889 GSF



12| Restaurants & Retail Under 5,000sf 4,624 Team Store & Box Office



13| Interior Open Space n/a Not Applicable



14| Child Care Facilities n/a Not Applicable



15| Cultural/Educational/Religious Space n/a Not Applicable



Total Area Exclusions: 213,880  



Total Gross Area per D4D: 506,686



Area Exclusions:
TOTAL OVERALL GROSS FLOOR AREA - ARENA



DRAFT              Golden State Warriors Arena - Design for Development Area Exclusions Summary              DRAFT
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1 - Basement & Cellar 



 



Level 000  Area = 84,817 sf 
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3 – Mechanical Penthouse 



 



Level 600  Area = 22,357 sf 
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4 – Intermediate Mechanical 



 



Level 100  Area = 5,542 sf 
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4 – Intermediate Mechanical 



 



Level 200  Area = 1,904 sf 
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4 – Intermediate Mechanical 



 



Level 300  Area = 1,904 sf 
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4 – Intermediate Mechanical 



 



Level 400  Area = 1,859 sf 
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4 – Intermediate Mechanical 



 



Level 500  Area = 1,886 sf 
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5 – Outside Stairs 



 



Level 000  Area = 6,376 sf 
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6 – Parking Loading 



 



Level 000  Area = 8,000 sf 
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11 – Ground Floor Circulation & Service 



 



Level 100  Area = 5,889 sf 
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11 – Ground Floor Circulation & Service  



 



Level 200  Area = 68,722 sf 
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12 – Restaurants & Retail 



 



Level 100  Area = 4,624 sf 
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Area (sq.ft.) Comments



25,000 Includes Two Small Live Theaters and Common Theater Lobby



1| Basement/Cellar Space n/a Not Applicable



2| Attic Space n/a Not Applicable



3| Mechanical Penthouse n/a Not Applicable



4| Intermediate Floor Mechanical n/a Not Applicable



5| Outside Stairs n/a Not Applicable



6| Parking/Loading/Driveways n/a Not Applicable



7| Public Arcades, Plazas, Walkways n/a Not Applicable



8| Balconies, Decks, Terraces n/a Not Applicable



9| Residential-Serving Elevators n/a Not Applicable



10| Window Bays n/a Not Applicable



11| Ground Floor Circulation & Service 11,500 Theater Lobby Entrance at SE corner = 11,500 GSF



12| Restaurants & Retail Under 5,000sf n/a Not Applicable



13| Interior Open Space n/a Not Applicable



14| Child Care Facilities n/a Not Applicable



15| Cultural/Educational/Religious Space n/a Not Applicable



Total Area Exclusions: 11,500  



Total Gross Area per D4D: 13,500



Area Exclusions:
TOTAL OVERALL GROSS FLOOR AREA - SMALL LIVE THEATERS & THEATER LOBBY
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11 – Ground Floor Circulation & Service –  
Small Live Theaters & Theater Lobby 



 Area = 11,500 sf 
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
Date: Thursday, June 05, 2014 12:49:00 PM


Brett – I can’t remember if it was you or Chris or both that I asked to include Jim Morales from our
office on the invite list for the standing meetings as the attorney for the project (vs. having the City
Attorney attend every weekly meeting) – so thought I’d repeat it just in case (sorry if a duplication). 
He will bring in the City Attorney as needed.  His email is:  jim.morales@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/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) 
Sent: Wednesday, June 04, 2014 10:28 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
 
Thanks. You made finding a day/time much easier!
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 4:12 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
 
I checked with my other meeting and they can live without me (or we’ll reschedule if necessary). 
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 (CPC) 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 11:03 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
 
The results of the “doodle” survey are showing that the Wednesday 1-3pm timeslot works best for
all parties involved. Not a surprise considering that timeslot work very well with the last arena
proposal. Viktoriya and the project sponsor attorney have conflicts for the Tuesday 1-3pm timeslot.
I know you said you would have a conflict every other week for that timeslot. Would you have an
issue with us keeping the Wednesday 1-3pm timeslot?
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 5:55 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
 


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
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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: Moy, Barbara (DPW); Kwak, Grace (DPW); Yee, Ed (DPW); Miller, Don (DPW)
Subject: RE: Tomorrow"s Meeting
Date: Monday, June 02, 2014 8:29:45 PM


Ok. We take this up tomorrow. Damn we are all too popular.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Moy, Barbara"
Date:06/02/2014 8:28 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" ,"Kwak, Grace (DPW)" ,"Yee, Ed (DPW)" ,"Miller, Don
(DPW)"
Subject: RE: Tomorrow's Meeting


oky
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 8:27 PM
To: Moy, Barbara; Kwak, Grace; Yee, Ed; Miller, Don
Subject: RE: Tomorrow's Meeting
 
Curses!  A warriors meeting that I ak at the bottom of the food chain maybe spirling into the
9.30 slot (or 10.30 I dont know yet). Let me know what you think about Friday otherwise
let's do 9 am. We can do a call in to avoid Ed having to coming all the way up. Will check
email later and or in the morning.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Moy, Barbara"
Date:06/02/2014 6:49 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" ,"Kwak, Grace (DPW)" ,"Yee, Ed (DPW)" ,"Miller, Don
(DPW)"
Subject: RE: Tomorrow's Meeting
 
It's on if it works for you.  I must go to a DBI meeting with my boss at 10 at DBI on mission street.


So if the others, meaning Ed and Don and Levon can hold the meeting at 9 or 9:15.  I can participate for a bit ,but I
am not necessary.  Grace is out tomorrow.  What do you wish?


-------- Original message --------
From: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Date:06/02/2014 5:36 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Moy, Barbara"
Subject: Tomorrow's Meeting


Still on for tomorrow?  Would 9.30 work for you?  If not, then 9/9.15 works for me.  I have told people I CANNOT
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cancel on you again.  So there!


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 (CII)
To: Bereket, Immanuel (CII)
Subject: FW: Preliminary Scope of Work for SEIR for GSW Project in Mission Bay
Date: Tuesday, July 15, 2014 3:14:34 PM
Attachments: Preliminary SOW for GSW_Mission Bay_07-15-14.pdf


For your review.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 15, 2014 11:39 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gary Oates; Karl Heisler; Joyce
Subject: Preliminary Scope of Work for SEIR for GSW Project in Mission Bay
 
Catherine and Chris:
 
Attached is ESA’s preliminary scope of work for CEQA services for the proposed Golden State
Warriors Event Center Development in Mission Bay; we have copied Clarke Miller at Strada on the
preliminary scope of work as well.  Please review; we are happy to answer any questions regarding
this preliminary scope of work from you or Clarke should they arise. 
 
We look forward to working with the City and the Warriors on this important project.
 
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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550 Kearny Street 



Suite 800 



San Francisco, CA 94108 



415.896.5900 phone 



415.896.0332 fax 



www.esassoc.com 



 



 



July 15, 2014 
 
 
To: Catherine Reilly Chris Kern 



Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure San Francisco Planning Department 
One South Van Ness Avenue Environmental Planning Division 
5th Floor 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 
San Francisco, CA 94103 San Francisco, CA 94103 



 
Cc: Clarke Miller 



Strada Investment Group 
100 Spear Street, Suite 2080 
San Francisco, CA 94105 



 
Subject: Preliminary Scope of Work for CEQA Services for the proposed Golden State Warriors Event 



Center Development in Mission Bay 
 



Environmental Science Associates (ESA) submits herein a preliminary scope of work for environmental review 
services for the proposed Golden State Warriors (GSW) event center development within the Mission Bay South 
Redevelopment Area (proposed project or project). We understand that the City’s Office of Community 
Investment and Infrastructure (OCII), as the CEQA lead agency, in cooperation with the San Francisco Planning 
Department, Environmental Planning (EP) Division, has determined that a Supplemental Environmental Impact 
Report (Supplemental EIR) is required, and that the Supplemental EIR will be tiered from the Final Mission Bay 
Subsequent EIR (1998). Further, we understand the OCII and EP will be responsible for day-to-day project 
management of the environmental review process in accordance with a Memorandum of Agreement to be 
executed between those two City agencies. Thus, ESA is submitting this preliminary scope of work for review 
and approval by OCII and EP, with input from the Project Sponsor, represented by Strada Investment Group. 



In general, we understand the project, proposed on Blocks 29 to 32 of the Mission Bay South Redevelopment 
Area, will consist of an event center with a seating capacity the same as that proposed previously on Piers 30-32, 
two small live-performance theaters, office development, retail development, and parking facilities on the 12-acre 
project site in Mission Bay. A number of project details are still under development. 



We also understand that the EIR would provide the environmental information necessary to support several 
discretionary actions to be considered by the OCII Commission, including approval of a Major Phase application 
and an amendment to the Mission Bay South Design for Development and the Mission Bay South Owner 
Participation Agreement, as well as one discretionary action by the San Francisco Planning Commission, namely 
the approval of allocation of office space under the City’s Office Development Annual Limit. 



ESA Team and Staffing 



The ESA team will be led by Paul Mitchell and Karl Heisler, as Project Manager and Project Director, 
respectively; Gary Oates will serve as Principal-in-Charge. Joyce Hsiao, with Orion Environmental Associates 
will serve as senior technical coordinator and advisor. Brian Boxer, ESA’s Community Development Practice 
Leader and the Project Manager for the recently completed Sacramento Kings Arena EIR, will also be available to 
provide senior technical review as necessary. Karl and Gary will serve as spokespeople for ESA at public hearings 
related to the project. This management team will be supported by a host of technical specialists, who are largely 
in-house ESA staff, with experience in numerous San Francisco development projects, and all of whom worked 
on the previous event center development proposed at Piers 30-32. ESA proposes to include the services of 











 



Preliminary Scope of Work for CEQA Services for the proposed 
Golden State Warriors Event Center Development in Mission Bay 



 



Catherine Reilly; Chris Kern 
July 15, 2014 
Page 2 



 



several specialty subconsultants, all of whom ESA has worked with on the previous event center development 
proposed at Piers 30-32. These subconsultants include: Orion Environmental Associates (hydrology and water 
quality); Fehr and Peers Transportation Consultants, Adavant Consulting and LCW Consulting (transportation). 
In addition Hydroconsult Engineers, Inc. is included as an optional subconsultant, if requested (for assistance with 
developing combined sewer/stormwater calculations). All of these subconsultants will be used in a focused 
manner with their particular specialty and experience, appropriate to the level of detail needed for this 
Supplemental EIR. It should be noted that Orion Environmental Associates, Adavant Consulting, LCW 
Consulting and Hydroconsult Engineers, Inc. are all Local Business Enterprise (LBE)-certified by City. 



Background 



Regulation in Mission Bay South 



The San Francisco Board of Supervisors established the Mission Bay North and South Redevelopment project 
areas in November 1998, covering 303 acres of land south of downtown between the San Francisco Bay and 
Interstate 280. The Mission Bay development program, of which some phases have been completed or are 
currently under construction, includes housing, office/life science/biotechnology commercial space, a UCSF 
research campus and hospital complex, city and neighborhood-serving retail space, a hotel, and a range of 
community facilities. 



OCII, as the Successor Agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency since 2012, is authorized to 
implement the Mission Bay development program. OCII is governed by two bodies, the Oversight Board of the 
Successor Agency (which oversees certain fiscal management of former Redevelopment Agency assets) and the 
Commission on Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII Commission, which exercises land use, 
development and design approval authority for the Major Approved Development Projects). Although OCII, as 
the Successor Agency, is a separate legal entity from the City and County of San Francisco, pursuant to state law, 
the San Francisco Board of Supervisors is the legislative body of the Successor Agency. The Board of 
Supervisors has delegated to the OCII Commission, among other powers, the authority to act in place of the 
Redevelopment Agency to implement surviving redevelopment projects, including Mission Bay. 



The proposed development would be primarily regulated by the Redevelopment Plan for the Mission Bay South 
Redevelopment Project (South Plan), the Mission Bay South Design for Development (South Design for 
Development), and the Mission Bay South Owner Participation Agreement (South OPA). The South Plan, adopted 
in 1998 and last amended in 2013, provides objectives and basic land use controls within the project area. The South 
Design for Development is a companion document to the South Plan, and provides specific land use controls 
standards and regulates height, bulk, setbacks, coverage, streetwalls, view corridors, open space, parking and other 
design issues. The standards of the South Design for Development supersede the San Francisco Planning Code in its 
entirety, except as otherwise provided in the South Plan. The South OPA establishes binding contractual rights and 
obligations for reviewing and approving private and public development for Mission Bay South, including 
specifying maximum development rights, timing of infrastructure and parks, provision of affordable housing, and 
programs to diversify the workforce. Other regulatory documents that apply to private developments in Mission Bay 
South include the Mission Bay South Streetscape Master Plan and the Mission Bay South Signage Master Plan. 
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Mission Bay Final Subsequent EIR (Mission Bay FSEIR) 



In October 1998, the San Francisco Board of Supervisors affirmed certification of the Mission Bay Final Subsequent 
EIR (Mission Bay FSEIR) by the Redevelopment Agency and Planning Commission, and adopted environmental 
findings (and a statement of overriding considerations). The Mission Bay FSEIR is a program EIR under CEQA 
Guidelines 15168 and a redevelopment plan EIR under CEQA Guidelines 15180. The Mission Bay FSEIR includes 
a series of mitigation measures that apply to various development stages for projects in Mission Bay, and a 
comprehensive system for mitigation monitoring was established. Since 1998, there have been nine addenda to the 
Mission Bay FSEIR (completed between 2000 and 2013) for specific developments within Mission Bay that 
required additional environmental review of specific issues beyond those that were covered in the Mission Bay 
FSEIR; in all of these cases, none of the conditions triggering a Subsequent or Supplemental EIR were met.  



Prior Proposals at the Project Site 



The GSW project site at Blocks 29 to 32 has been the subject of prior development proposals, including a 
development proposed by Alexandria Real Estate Equities, Inc., and most recently a development proposal by 
Salesforce.com (Salesforce). The Salesforce proposal envisioned a variety of uses on the project site (and certain 
adjacent and nearby parcels), including office development (as allocated by the Planning Commission under 
Proposition M), retail (including restaurant) space, childcare facilities and parking on Blocks 29 to 32. 



Under both previous proposals, the OCII Commission determined that the projects were within the scope of the 
project analyzed in the Mission Bay FSEIR and addenda and that no additional environmental review was 
required; hence, OCII adopted findings and approved Major Phase applications for both projects. The Planning 
Commission also completed office development allocations subject to Proposition M for the Alexandria proposal, 
but not for Salesforce. However, neither of these development proposals ultimately occurred on the project site.  



Proposed GSW Project 



Understanding of the Project 



In April 2014, the GSW entered into a contract with Salesforce to purchase an approximately 12-acre site located 
within the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Project Area of San Francisco. This partially developed site 
consists of Blocks 29 to 32, and is bounded by Third Street on the west, 16th Street on the south, South Street on 
the north, and roughly by the future planned realigned Terry Francois Boulevard on the east. Paved surface 
metered parking facilities containing 675 parking spaces operate in the west and north portions of the site (Lots B 
and E, respectively). Just east of, and adjacent to, Parking Lot B is a depressed basin where stormwater runoff 
from the central–south portion of the project site is directed to and retained in. 



The GSW propose to develop approximately 1.7 million square feet of development, including a 720,000 square-
foot event center (including GSW practice facilities); two small theaters encompassing 27,000 square feet; 
approximately 550,000 square feet of office uses; 65,000 square feet of retail space; and 336,000 square feet of 
parking and loading. The GSW have preliminarily indicated that operation of the proposed event center would be 
similar in function to that previously proposed at the Piers 30-32 site, hosting the GSW basketball team during the 
NBA season, and providing a year-round venue for other events, including concerts, family shows, other sporting 
events, cultural events, conference and conventions. The proposed office development could include research and 
development, and biotechnical uses. The retail uses are anticipated to be restaurant uses (both sit-down and quick-
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serve) and in-line retail The Project Sponsor desires to have the development constructed and in operation no later 
than the National Basketball Association (NBA) 2017-18 season. 



Proposed GSW Project Approvals 



The GSW project would require approval by the OCII Commission of a new Major Phase for Blocks 29 to 32 to 
identify the specific uses, intensities of development, height, bulk and massing. Prior to approval, a Major Phase is 
referred to the Planning Department for review and comment. Following Major Phase approval, the GSW project 
would also require approval by the OCII Commission of individual Combined Basic Concept and Schematic 
Designs (Schematic Designs) for each building and private open spaces. Schematic Designs are also referred to the 
Planning Department for review and comment. Schematic Designs including office development will also require 
Planning Commission action to release office space from the citywide Proposition M office allocation pool. 



OCII has indicated that the proposed event center can be permitted as an allowed secondary use (Assembly and 
Entertainment: Nighttime Entertainment and/or Recreation Building) in the South Plan, and consequently, would 
not require an amendment to the South Plan. OCII indicates modifications to other design- and infrastructure-
related documents, such as the South Design for Development, Mission Bay South Signage Master Plan, and 
Mission Bay South Infrastructure Plan, would be required, as applicable. 



Environmental Review for GSW Project 



OCII has determined that the proposed GSW project in Mission Bay will require preparation of a focused 
Supplemental EIR to the Mission Bay FSEIR. Section 15163 of the CEQA Guidelines indicates that 
Supplemental EIRs may be used in cases if 1) any of the conditions described in the requirements that trigger a 
Subsequent EIR are met; and 2) only minor additions or changes would be necessary to make the previous EIR 
adequately apply to the project in the changed situation. Furthermore, Section 15163 indicates that Supplemental 
EIRs need contain only the information necessary to make the previous EIR adequate for the project as revised.  



Based on our preliminary understanding of the project, it is assumed that the Supplemental EIR for the GSW 
project in Mission Bay would focus on the following environmental topics for detailed environmental analysis: 
Transportation, Air Quality (including Health Risks), Greenhouse Gases, Noise and Vibration, Wind, Shadow, 
and certain issues associated with Hydrology (sea level rise and flooding), Utilities (water and wastewater), and 
potentially Public Services (police and fire). The work scopes for these environmental topics are addressed under 
Task 3, below. It is assumed all other environmental topics would be addressed in lesser detail in an Initial Study, 
as described in Task 2, below. As described below, the topic of Aesthetics is not proposed to be addressed in the 
SEIR, consistent with the proposed processing of the project under SB 743. 



Tasks for Completion of the CEQA Environmental Review Process 



The ESA team will conduct all activities and documentation required under the CEQA environmental review 
process in conjunction with, and under the direction of, OCII and EP, and consistent with procedures and format 
as directed by these agencies. 



Task 1. Prepare Notice of Preparation, Distribute Notice of Preparation/Initial Study, and Public Scoping  



The City has requested preparation of a Notice of Preparation (NOP) to be prepared for the GSW project. ESA, in 
consultation with the project sponsor team, OCII and EP, will prepare the NOP for the project. The NOP will 
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contain all information as required by the CEQA Guidelines Section 15082, and consistent with environmental 
review guidelines of the City. The City has also requested preparation of an Initial Study that would accompany 
the NOP; see Prepare Initial Study under Task 2, below. 



ESA will develop a mailing distribution list for the project in consultation with, and using mailing list information 
provided by, OCII and EP. ESA will conduct mailing of the NOP/ as requested by the City EP and OCII. It is 
assumed ESA will print and distribute 250 copies of the NOP, and 30 copies of the NOP with Initial Study, plus 
100 CDs. ESA shall provide an electronic file of the NOP/Initial Study for posting on the Planning Department 
and/or OCII website. 



The City has requested that a public scoping meeting occur for the project. ESA will attend the public scoping 
meeting. ESA will also arrange for a court reporter at the scoping meeting who will prepare transcripts. 



Following the close of the 30-day public review period for the NOP, ESA will review and catalog responses to the 
comments received on the NOP, and provide this summary to the City. 



Task 2. Prepare Initial Study 



The City has requested preparation of an Initial Study that will accompany the NOP. The Initial Study format, 
including, but not limited to, the environmental checklist items to be addressed and the comparative 
determinations, shall be approved by EP and OCII. The checklist will be adapted from the standard checklist to 
address the inquiry required under CEQA Guidelines Sections 15162 and 15163; that is, whether the project 
would result in new or substantially more severe significant effects than those identified in the Mission Bay 
FSEIR. This work scope assumes the following environmental topics (except where indicated otherwise, below) 
will be addressed in the Initial Study, in lesser detail than those items to be addressed in the SEIR: 



 Land Use 
 Population and Housing 
 Cultural Resources 
 Recreation 
 Utilities and Service Systems  



(excluding water and wastewater) 
 Public Services (excluding police and fire) 



 Biological Resources
 Geology and Soils 
 Hydrology and Water Quality  



(excluding sea level rise and flooding) 
 Hazards and Hazardous Materials 
 Mineral and Energy Resources 
 Agricultural and Forest Resources 



 
The proposed approach in the Initial Study for addressing each of the above topics is to first summarize how each 
of these topics were addressed for the Mission Bay project in the Mission Bay FSEIR, including identifying any 
applicable mitigation measures from the Mission Bay FSEIR, and conclusions reached regarding significance of 
effects. The Initial Study will then analyze the proposed project pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15163 to 
determine if the proposed changes, circumstances under which the project is undertaken, or new information 
would lead to new or more severe significant environmental effects. 



The Initial Study will not contain any detailed information or analysis for those environmental topics to be 
addressed in detail in the SEIR (i.e., transportation and circulation, air quality (including health risk), greenhouse 
gases noise and vibration, wind and shadow), unless there is a specific issue(s) from those topics that can be 
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clearly focused out in the Initial Study. However, the Initial Study will inform the reader that the respective 
environmental topics will be addressed in full detail in the SEIR. 



While, as noted above, the topics to be addressed in the Initial Study are largely not anticipated to require a 
quantitative analysis, the City has preliminarily identified certain environmental issues, including sea level 
rise/flooding effects, utility demand/effects, and effects on police and fire protection services, that will merit a 
more quantitative and detailed analysis. For purposes of this work scope, it is assumed these issues will be 
addressed in the SEIR (unless, time permitting, these discrete issues can be included in the Initial Study). A scope 
for these issues is presented under Task 3, below. 



ESA will prepare an administrative draft #1 Initial Study for review and comment by OCII, EP, and the project 
sponsor. We will then respond to and incorporate all comments into administrative draft #2 Initial Study, followed 
by preparation of a screencheck draft Initial Study, for a total of three rounds of review. Following receipt of 
comments on the screencheck draft Initial Study, ESA will prepare the final Initial Study for public distribution 
with the NOP.  



Task 3. Prepare Administrative Draft Supplemental EIR #1 



ESA will prepare an Administrative Draft Supplemental EIR #1 (ADSEIR #1) that will include the topics and 
environmental issues listed below, with the exception of the administrative draft project description, which will be 
submitted in advance of the ADSEIR #1 for review. A brief discussion of the level of detail for each section is 
also shown below, in the order in which they will appear in the Draft Supplemental EIR. All resource topics will 
include an analysis of cumulative impacts based on an assessment of other past, present, and reasonably 
foreseeable projects in the vicinity that could contribute to effects on the same resources, including, where 
applicable, citywide and regional growth projections and specific major projects that could affect resources also 
affected by the project, as set forth in EP guidance for cumulative impact analysis. ESA will work with OCII and 
EP to develop the list of projects and assumptions to consider for the various cumulative analyses. For each area 
of cumulative analysis, ESA will describe the relevant geographic area of impact; will identify cumulative 
impacts to which both the project and other projects would contribute; will determine if the project’s incremental 
contribution to each such impact is cumulatively considerable; and, where applicable, will identify feasible 
mitigation measures to reduce the project’s contribution to the cumulative significant impact. 



Based on discussions with Strada, and as further discussed below, it is our understanding that certain technical 
studies and analyses will be conducted by the sponsor’s consultant, including quantitative air quality emissions 
estimates and health risk assessment (to be conducted by Environ), and a wind study (assumed to be conducted by 
RWDI but could be done by ESA as an option) that will serve as a basis for information in developing the 
respective Supplemental EIR sections. Nevertheless, working together the sponsor’s consultants, ESA’s own in-
house technical experts, will prepare the actual Air Quality (including Health Risks), Greenhouse Gas, Wind, and 
Shadow sections of the Supplemental EIR. 



 Introduction — This section will include a description of the purpose and function of the Supplemental 
EIR, CEQA environmental review process, and summary of public comments received during the scoping 
period. 
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 Project Description — The project description will be based in part on the project description prepared for 
the NOP, and expanded as needed for the focused environmental analysis as additional project detail is made 
available by the sponsor team. It is expected that the level of detail for the Supplemental EIR project 
description would be commensurate with the overall level of detail that is typically used for Major Phase 
submittals in Mission Bay South, along with appropriate construction/operational-related information needed 
to conduct quantitative impact analyses, where relevant (e.g., transportation, air quality). The project 
description will include project objectives. Upon receipt of comments received on the first administrative draft 
project description, it is assumed that there would be no further substantive changes to the project description. 



 Plans and Policies — Relevant OCII and City documents to be reviewed to identify apparent conflicts with 
the project would include, but not be limited to, the Redevelopment Plan for the Mission Bay South 
Redevelopment Project, South Design for Development, San Francisco General Plan, the City’s 
Sustainability Plan, Climate Action Plan, Better Streets Plan, and Bicycle Plan. Applicable federal, regional 
and/or state plans/policies to be discussed would include, but not limited to, those of the California 
Regional Water Quality Control Board, Bay Area Air Quality Management District, and Association of Bay 
Area Governments; as well as applicable legislation, such as Senate Bill 743 (SB 743). 



 Transportation and Circulation — See Attachment A, Transportation Scope of Work from Fehr and 
Peers, Adavant Consulting and LCW Consulting. 



 Noise and Vibration — Although the project site is in a primarily commercial area, there are certain 
existing/proposed residential land uses in the project vicinity including UCSF student housing and multi-
family dwellings north/west of the site. The UCSF hospital will also be considered a sensitive receptor. 
During construction, these and other nearby land uses would be exposed to elevated noise levels, 
particularly to noise generated by pile-driving activities. ESA has recently conducted ambient noise 
measurements in support of the environmental review being prepared for the nearby UCSF LRDP project 
that would be used, as applicable, for the proposed GSW project. ESA would supplement this with other 
limited short- and/or long-term noise monitoring, as needed. If determined to be necessary, ESA will work 
with OCII and EP to determine the location and number of additional noise measurements; for the purpose 
of this scope of work, it is assumed that ESA will conduct no more than three long-term noise 
measurements and six short-term measurements. Construction noise impacts will be quantitatively analyzed 
relative to the City’s noise ordinance and applicable significance thresholds; construction vibration impacts 
from pile driving will also be analyzed. Operational noise impacts to be analyzed include stationary 
sources, crowd noise, entertainment noise, and project-generated traffic noise at up to 10 roadway 
segments. Tasks are anticipated to include measurement of existing ambient noise in the project site 
vicinity, including at the nearest sensitive receptors, and possibly additional measurements at appropriate 
locations to gather information on event facility noise conditions. Where required, feasible mitigation 
measures beyond those in the Mission Bay FSEIR will be identified. 



 Air Quality (including Health Risk) — Both construction and operation of the project would result in air 
pollutant emissions. Construction activities would generate dust and diesel emissions (including diesel 
particulate matter, a toxic air contaminant). ESA will rely on an assessment of project construction and 
operational air emissions, and project-specific health risk assessment, to be prepared by the project 
sponsor’s consultant, Environ. (It is assumed that EP will review and approve a separate work scope for the 
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air quality analysis, to be prepared by Environ; we further assume that if EP requires a stand-alone Air 
Quality Technical Report, this AQTR will be prepared by Environ.) ESA will collaborate with Environ as 
needed to ensure consistency in project understanding, and analysis methodology and approach, and will 
peer review Environ’s results for accuracy. ESA will use the assessment from Environ as a basis for writing 
the Air Quality (including Health Risks) section of the SEIR. The air quality analysis will also address 
construction dust, odor impacts, and consistency with the Clean Air Plan. Where required, feasible 
mitigation measures beyond those in the Mission Bay FSEIR will be identified. 



 Greenhouse Gas Emissions — The City does not require quantification of estimated greenhouse gas 
emissions in CEQA analysis for construction or operation of a project. Rather, the approach to this analysis is 
to confirm that the project will be consistent with the City’s Strategies to Address Greenhouse Gas Emissions. 
This determination is made on the basis of a checklist developed by EP. Much of the information in the 
checklist—such as how the project will comply with various aspects of the City’s Green Building Ordinance, 
water conservation and stormwater requirements, and recycling and composting requirements—must be 
supplied by the project design team, to the extent that this information is available at the time that CEQA 
review is under way. ESA will complete the checklist in coordination with the project sponsor. However, it is 
noted that SB 743 processing requires documentation of no increase in greenhouse gas emissions, and 
therefore ESA will also coordinate the EIR’s greenhouse gas emissions analysis with the work being 
performed by Environ in support of the sponsor’s proposed processing of the project under SB743. 



 Wind — Two potential options are provided for the Wind analyses, as follows:  



Option A. Peer Review of Wind-Tunnel Analysis and Preparation of SEIR Wind Section. Under this 
option, ESA will rely on an assessment of wind impacts – both direct project impacts and cumulative 
impacts - to be prepared by the project sponsor’s consultant, RWDI. ESA will consult with RWDI as 
needed to ensure consistency in project understanding, and analysis methodology and approach, and 
will peer review RWDI’s results for accuracy. It is assumed RWDI will conduct wind-tunnel testing 
of the project site, and prepare a wind technical report that will provide wind data results sufficient to 
evaluate project impacts in accordance with the requirements for wind analysis in the Design for 
Development. The wind technical memorandum prepared by RWDI will serve as the basis for the 
SEIR Wind section to be prepared by ESA.  



Option B. Wind-Tunnel Testing and Preparation of SEIR Wind Section. Under this option, ESA will 
conduct the wind assessment and also prepare the SEIR wind section using our in-house wind 
experts. Using ESA’s existing 1"=50' scale model of Mission Bay, ESA would build and add in a 
model of the Warriors project development proposed on Blocks 29 to 32 based on development plans 
from the Warriors. As needed, ESA would update and add any other future non-project cumulative 
development anticipated in the vicinity. ESA, in consultation with the City, will identify the number 
and location of wind test points to study. The model would be delivered to U.C. Davis’s wind tunnel 
facility, where the wind modeling would be conducted. Wind conditions will be analyzed for the 
existing setting, existing plus project conditions and cumulative conditions for primary wind 
directions. ESA will then prepare a technical memorandum that will document the approach, 
methods, assumptions, and results of the wind test. This memorandum will serve as the basis for the 
SEIR section on wind that ESA will also prepare.  If needed, feasible mitigation measures will be 
identified to address any significant wind impacts. 
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 Shadow — ESA will evaluate shadow effects consistent with the Design for Development’s guidelines for 
“Sunlight Access to Open Space,” and prepare the SEIR Shadow section. ESA will build a digital model of 
the proposed project and cast shadow on the potentially affected public and publicly accessible open spaces 
that could be affected, in particular, the planned Bayfront Park east of the project site and the realigned 
Terry Francois Boulevard, as well as UCSF-owned publicly accessible open space both north and south of 
Gene Friend Way. ESA will include in the analysis graphical illustrations of project shadow on locations 
and at times of the year and day to be determined in consultation with EP and OCII. At a minimum, it is 
assumed that net new shadow will be depicted on Bayfront Park. The Design for Development establishes a 
recommended limit for total shadow on Bayfront Park: no more than 20 percent of the overall park 
(extending from Mission Bay Commons south to Mariposa Street) should be continuously shaded for an 
hour or more during the period 10:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m., March to September. If needed, feasible mitigation 
measures will be identified to address any significant shadow impacts. 



 Sea Level Rise/Flooding Effects — The project site is an area subject to the potential effects of sea level 
rise. ESA will review the latest available policy and research on sea level rise, including but not limited to, 
the 2012 National Research Council publication “Sea-Level Rise for the Coasts of California, Oregon, and 
Washington: Past, Present, and Future.” In consultation with City staff, ESA will identify the best sea level 
rise inundation maps available for the project area [if available, this may include the San Francisco Public 
Utilities Commission (SFPUC) sea level rise inundation maps for San Francisco’s Bay shoreline that are 
scheduled be published soon]. Based on this mapping, ESA will identify design year sea level rise for a 
range of potential sea level projections. ESA will consult with the sponsor to identify any design features 
proposed as part of the project to address sea level rise. As needed, ESA will identify feasible mitigation 
measures for addressing sea level rise, which may include preparation of a risk assessment by the sponsor 
and identification of additional potential design solutions and adaptation measures to avoid or minimize sea 
level rise effects. 



 Utility Demands/Effects — The proposed project will generate a demand for water, generate wastewater 
and require wastewater and stormwater collection and treatment. In consultation with the OCII and SFPUC, 
ESA will update as needed the description of public utility system improvements serving the project site 
vicinity, and document if there are any known existing or future deficiencies in water supply/distribution, 
and wastewater/stormwater collection and treatment. Using existing information in the Mission Bay FSEIR, 
ESA will derive the estimated project site water demand/wastewater generation estimates originally 
assumed for the Block 29-32 project site in the Mission Bay FSEIR. The project sponsor’s engineers will 
provide ESA with a description of proposed utility system improvements to serve the project site, including 
proposed water utilities, water reduction measures/systems, wastewater collection utilities, stormwater 
collection, storage and/or treatment utilities; as well as projected utility demands for the project, including 
water demand, wastewater generation and stormflows. ESA will present preliminary utility information and 
results to, and consult with, City staff to determine what, if any, additional utilities information or analysis 
may be needed for the environmental document. 



Optional Task: Hydrologic Modeling of Effects on the City’s Combined Sewer/Stormwater System. The 
above scope of work does not provide for any quantitative analysis using the Bayside Planning Model or 
other hydrologic model that may be recommended by OCII, EP and/or SFPUC to estimate potential 
changes in project/cumulative combined sewer flows and discharges. However, if based on the results of 
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the preliminary tasks discussed above, OCII and EP determines that hydrologic modeling of the combined 
sewer/stormwater flows is required to quantify potential changes in effects on the combined system, ESA 
proposes to use Hydroconsult Engineers, Inc., to conduct this effort as an optional task. The scope of work 
for this task would be developed in consultation with OCII, EP and the project sponsor. 



As discussed below, this scope of work assumes the project sponsor will process the project under SB 743. The 
eligibility of the proposed project under SB743 would provide that aesthetic impacts of the proposed project shall 
not be considered significant impacts on the environment. Accordingly, as was the approach for the Piers 30-32 
site, the aesthetics impacts will not be analyzed in the Supplemental EIR. This work scope therefore does not 
include the preparation or inclusion of any visual simulations for the proposed project in the SEIR. 



Based on preliminary discussions to date with EP and OCII, it is assumed that the SEIR will not require analysis 
of any new CEQA alternatives, but can instead can rely on the alternatives analysis in the Mission Bay FSEIR. At 
this time, it is also assumed that the SEIR will describe and analyze one version of the proposed project only, and 
that there will be no Variants to the project. 



Task 4. Prepare Administrative Draft Supplemental EIR #2 and Screencheck Draft Supplemental EIR  



This task consists of reviewing and responding to comments on the ADSEIR #1 and preparing an Administrative 
Draft Supplemental EIR #2 (ADSEIR #2). Following receipt of comments on ADSEIR #2, a Screencheck Draft 
SEIR will be submitted to OCII and EP, including the Environmental Review Officer (ERO), for review and final 
comment prior to publication. Three rounds of review are included in this task (review of ADSEIR #1, 
ADSEIR #2, and Screencheck Draft SEIR) as well as work sessions to resolve issues that arise with each round of 
review. (In this way, the work session to review/revise the Screencheck Draft will, in effect, produce a Printcheck 
Draft in the process of developing the Public Draft SEIR for printing and distribution.) This proposal assumes 
review only by OCII, EP, City Attorney, other relevant City staff (e.g., MTA, SFPUC), and the project sponsor 
team. Additional review of any administrative draft EIR sections by any other entities – and ESA’s responding to 
those comments - is not provided for in the work scope, budget and schedule. 



Task 5. Prepare and Distribute Draft SEIR and Conduct Public Hearings 



ESA will prepare a Notice of Completion (NOC) and Notice of Availability (NOA) for distribution at the same 
time as issuance of the public Draft SEIR. In conjunction with OCII and EP, ESA will prepare a mailing list and 
distribute the NOAs and Draft SEIR to the mailing list, and send the NOC to the State Clearinghouse, along with 
either 15 copies of the Draft SEIR (likely in electronic form, along with printed copies of the summary). It is 
assumed ESA will print and distribute 125 copies of the Draft SEIR plus 200 CDs and 500 copies of the NOA. 
ESA will also be responsible for on-site posting of the NOA of the Draft SEIR for public review. At the time that 
the Draft SEIR is published, ESA will provide OCII and EP with a complete set of all references cited in the Draft 
SEIR in electronic format. ESA will assist OCII and EP in planning and preparing for a public hearing to receive 
oral comments on the Draft SEIR, including providing a court reporter at the hearing who will prepare transcripts 
to be used in responding to comments. 



Task 6. Responses to Comments Document and MMRP 



At this time, the number, nature, and extent of comments on the Draft SEIR cannot be predicted. ESA has 
assumed a reasonable budget sufficient to respond to a reasonable number of comments given the potentially 
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controversial nature of the project, but for the purposes of this scope of work, we assume that responses will not 
require major new analysis in any resource area, any substantive changes to the Project Description, or any new 
quantitative analysis of a substantive nature. ESA will review, bracket/code, organize, and synthesize comments 
received on the Draft SEIR, including preparing a matrix of all comments received to facilitate preparation of 
responses. The matrix will identify the commenter, comment code, primary and secondary topic, person(s) 
responsible for preparing the response, additional information needs, and issues to be resolved, and the matrix can 
be sorted as needed for various purposes. Consistent with EP format, the Responses to Comments (RTC) 
document will be organized by resource topic, and ESA will work with the project sponsor, OCII, EP, and other 
City staff as applicable to strategize in the most efficient way to prepare responses and structure the RTC 
document. Similar to the process for the Draft SEIR, the RTC will require preparation of two rounds of the 
administrative draft RTC document for iterative review and comment before preparing and distributing the public 
RTC document. At the time that the RTC document is published, ESA will provide OCII and EP with an updated 
set of all references cited in the Draft SEIR and RTC document in electronic format.  



Following publication of the RTC document, ESA will prepare the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 
(MMRP) as required by CEQA and consistent with OCII and EP requirements.  We assumed one round of review 
for the MMRP. 



ESA will print 75 hard copies of the RTC document, 100 CD copies, and 10 copies of the MMRP.  



Task 7. SEIR Certification, Appeal, Final SEIR, and Notice of Determination  



ESA will assist OCII prior to and during the certification hearing on the Final SEIR before the OCII Commission, 
providing technical and administrative assistance as needed. It is assumed that the OCII will be responsible for 
preparing the CEQA Findings. Following certification of the SEIR, this scope of work assumes at least one appeal 
of the SEIR certification will be filed to the San Francisco Board of Supervisors (BOS), as the legislative body for 
the Successor Agency. ESA will provide technical and administrative support to OCII and EP during the appeal 
process, including preparation of draft and final appeal response materials and attendance and support at the 
appeal hearing; this scope of work assumed that certain issues would require discussion/clarification and response 
during the appeal process but no additional analysis will be required. It is assumed that the project sponsor will be 
responsible for all filing fees, including the California Department of Fish and Wildlife CEQA fees. 



Following filing of the NOD, ESA, will prepare a consolidated Final SEIR that combines and integrates the 
contents of the Draft SEIR and the RTC document.  



Task 8. Project Management and Meetings 



This task covers regular progress meetings and/or conference calls as well as day-to-day coordination and 
consultation with the project sponsor, design team, OCII, EP, and other CCSF staff; formal and informal meetings; 
and additional administrative duties, including subconsultant coordination. The ESA team will coordinate work 
efforts, maintain consistency in project understanding and approach, maintain action item lists and information 
requests, address and respond to issues as they arise, and distribute the project information needed for preparation of 
the CEQA documentation. For all CEQA meetings and work sessions, ESA will prepare an agenda prior to the 
meeting.   
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This task also includes monitoring project status in terms of staffing, budget, schedule, and coordinating the work 
of all subconsultants. ESA will prepare updates to the project schedule as needed.  



Task 9. Administrative Record and SB 743 Compliance Support 



The project sponsor is proposing to apply for certification of the project under SB 743. Among other requirements, 
SB 743 requires preparation of an electronic administrative record concurrently with the administrative process 
(including placement on the internet) and certification of the final administrative record within specific timeframes. 
ESA will manage the administrative record process for this project and provide SB 743 compliance support. 



A detailed description of ESA’s proposed scope for preparation, management of the Administrative Record and 
SB 743 compliance support is presented in Attachment B. Within 10 days of the Governor certifying the 
environmental leadership development project, ESA will prepare and distribute the public notice that the applicant 
has elected to proceed under Chapter 6.5 of the Public Resources Code. For purposes of scoping/costing, it is 
assumed the Administrative Record for this project under SB 743 begins with submittal of the new Environmental 
Evaluation (EE) Application, and will be maintained until the City renders a final decision on the project. If 
desired by the City, ESA would establish and maintain a project-specific email address for the receipt of 
electronic documents submitted. If requested, ESA can also include ESA’s physical address and/or facsimile 
address in all forthcoming project notices for the receipt of printed materials which ESA would then convert to an 
electronic format. All documents received will be indexed and organized by ESA as outlined in Attachment B. 
The Administrative Record will include an Administrative Record Index that includes live links to all indexed 
documents as well as the documents themselves. OCII and EP shall approve the format of Administrative Record 
Index, and prepare and/or approve the process for which project materials shall be included in the Administrative 
Record.  



ESA will support the OCII and the City in making all documents and other Administrative Record materials 
available to the public in a readily accessible, downloadable electronic format. As directed by OCII and EP, the 
City would host a link to its website that would direct users to an off-site, cloud-based server, which we assume 
will need to be in operation from publication of the Draft SEIR through a final decision on the project. ESA will 
design and build the user interface page (format and content to be approved by the OCII and EP), providing 
background information about the project and the CEQA process as well as access to the Administrative Record. 
ESA’s Website Lead will design, build, maintain, and troubleshoot the site. Commencing with the date of the 
release of the Draft SEIR, ESA will upload a current Administrative Record Index and electronic copy of 
submitted documents within the prescribed timelines outlined in Attachment B. ESA will provide the final Index 
and Administrative Record materials for the City’s certification so that the City can meet the statutory obligation 
to certify the final Administrative Record within five days of project approval. 
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Scope of Work 



Transportation Analysis for the proposed Event Center at Mission Bay 
South Area Blocks 29-32 EIR  



Second Draft: July 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 



The San Francisco 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 project variant; 



• 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 the project variant; and 



• Transportation section schedule and deliverables. 
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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 
(e.g., office, retail, restaurant, athletic club, movie theater, live theater) 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-related transportation improvements, background traffic 
assumptions, and parking assumptions. The proposed project and project variant travel demand will 
be presented for each analysis scenario.  This technical memorandum will be presented to the 
Planning Department for review and approval prior to proceeding with the transportation impact 
analysis.   



The transportation consultants will work with the project sponsor to develop the definition of the 
project variant. 
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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 Variant 1 
 



1     2 



Future Year 2040 Cumulative 
        



Project - No Event 1     1  2 



Project – with Event  
- with Basketball Game 
- with Convention Event 



 
1 
1 



    1  
 



2 
1 



Project Variant – No Event  1       1 



TOTAL 9 2 3 2 2 5 2 25 



 



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 
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• 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 and June 2014, as 
appropriate. 



Table 2a - Intersection Analysis Locations 



Location Location 



1 The Embarcadero/Harrison St 13 Terry Francois Blvd/16th St [a] 



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/Fifth 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   
Note: 
[a] Future analysis location. 



 



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 
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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. 
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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   



3 Terry Francois Blvd/South St [b]   
Notes: 
[a] All crosswalks at the listed intersections. 
[b] Future analysis location. 



 



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 describe 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 and at 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; 
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• 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 site, 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.  
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Task 5 – Determine Project and Project Variant 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 variant 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, office, athletic club, movie theater, live theater) 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 
parking lots 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 facilities 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 the project 
variant 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 variant 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). 
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Task 6 – Transportation Impact Analysis 



The transportation consultants will identify the transportation impacts associated with the proposed 
project and the project variant 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 - no Event 



• Future year 2040 Cumulative - with Event 



Table 1 on page 3 details the number of project, project variant, 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’s and project variant’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 
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’s/project variant’s 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/project 
variant’s contribution to these conditions. 
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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 - no Event  



• Future year 2040 Cumulative – with Event 



Table 1 on page 3 details the number of project, project variant 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 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 
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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)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. 



TASK 6.5 – LOADING IMPACTS 
The transportation consultants will prepare a loading supply/demand analysis for the proposed 
project and the project variant.  The proposed on-site loading supply will be compared to the Mission 
Bay South Area D4D 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 and project variant.  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 the project variant.  



TASK 6.7 – CONSTRUCTION IMPACTS 
The transportation consultants will qualitatively assess any potential temporary construction-related 
transportation impacts that would be generated by the proposed project and the project variant.  
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 variant.  Handicapped-accessible, bicycle and carshare spaces supplied by 
the project and project variant will be identified.  The proposed parking supply will be compared to the 
requirements of the Mission Bay South Area D4D.  Any exceptions to the Mission Bay South Area 
D4D will be noted.  



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. 



                                                        
 



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. 
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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 – 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 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 project variant; 



• 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). 
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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 9 – 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 10:  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 11 – 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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ATTACHMENT B 
SCOPE OF WORK: ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD AND SB 743 COMPLIANCE SUPPORT 



Prepare and Distribute Notice that Applicant has Elected to Proceed under 
Chapter 6.5 of the Public Resources Code 



ESA, in consultation with the project sponsor team, OCII and EP, will prepare the public notice required by 
Public Resources Code section 21187 that the applicant has elected to proceed under Chapter 6.5 of the Public 
Resources Code. Pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21187, within 10 days of the Governor certifying the 
environmental leadership development project, the City must issue a notice in no less than 12-point type stating 
the following: 



“THE APPLICANT HAS ELECTED TO PROCEED UNDER CHAPTER 6.5 
(COMMENCING WITH SECTION 21178) OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE, 
WHICH PROVIDES, AMONG OTHER THINGS, THAT ANY JUDICIAL ACTION 
CHALLENGING THE CERTIFICATION OF THE EIR OR THE APPROVAL OF THE 
PROJECT DESCRIBED IN THE EIR IS SUBJECT TO THE PROCEDURES SET FORTH 
IN SECTIONS 21185 TO 21186, INCLUSIVE OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE. A 
COPY OF CHAPTER 6.5 (COMMENCING WITH SECTION 21178) OF THE PUBLIC 
RESOURCES CODE IS INCLUDED BELOW.” 



ESA will also develop a mailing list for the project in consultation with, and using mailing list information 
provided by, OCII and EP. ESA will conduct mailing of the notice as well. The public notice shall be distributed 
as required for public notices pursuant to Section 21092(b)(3) – the same as that required for a Notice of 
Preparation of an EIR.  



Administrative Record Preparation and Maintenance 



ESA will prepare the Administrative Record for the project concurrently with the City’s CEQA administrative 
process based on information generated by ESA as well as input and materials received from the City and project 
sponsor. 



It is assumed the Administrative Record for this project begins with submittal of the Environmental Evaluation 
(EE) Application in June 2014, and ESA will maintain the Administrative Record until the City renders a final 
decision on the project. For purposes of costing, it is assumed that ESA’s Administrative Record Lead’s duties 
would continue through September 2015 (the estimated amount of time to complete the environmental review and 
entitlements process for the project.) 



The Administrative Record will include an Administrative Record Index, prepared in Excel, that would include 
live links to all indexed documents as well as to the documents themselves. A sample Administrative Record 
Index to be used for the project is included in Table 1, below. It is assumed the OCII, EP and project sponsor will 
review and confirm that the proposed index format is acceptable for this project prior to ESA’s formal setup and 
use of this index. 
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Based on input provided by the OCII and the City, ESA will establish and maintain the CEQA administrative 
record of all materials determined to be appropriate for inclusion. ESA will establish and maintain a project-
specific email address for the receipt of documents prepared by or on behalf of the OCII and the City; submitted 
by the project sponsor; and provided by other agencies, interested organizations, and members of the public. 
Documents delivered to the project email box will generally be indexed and organized by ESA within two 
business days of receipt. The preferred format for all documents to be included in the Administrative Record is a 
downloadable electronic format in pdf format. However, if the OCII and the City requests, ESA can include 
ESA’s physical address in all forthcoming project notices for the delivery of printed materials; and can also 
include ESA’s facsimile address in all project notices as an additional delivery option. Documents received by 
either of these methods that do not duplicate previously received electronic copies would be scanned or otherwise 
converted to an electronic format, indexed, and organized, generally within four business days of receipt. 



ESA will support the OCII and the City in making all documents and other Administrative Record materials 
available to the public in a readily accessible, downloadable electronic format via a website maintained by the 
City (Pub. Res. Code §21186(b)). ESA proposes to outsource file storage to a hosted cloud-based server farm that 
would provide up to 30 GB capacity, managed application infrastructure, public access 24/7, and back-up of all 
files. ESA will work closely with the OCII and the City to make sure the site has a look and feel that is similar to 
or seamless relative to other City website products. 



 The City would host a link on the a City website (as directed by OCII and the City) that would direct users 
to an off-site server. It would appear to members of the public viewing materials on-line that they have 
remained on the City’s website. 



 ESA will design and build the user interface page (format and content to be approved by the OCII and the 
City). The page will provide background information about the project and the CEQA process as well as 
access to the Administrative Record. ESA’s word processing staff would optimize the files for website 
viewing; ESA’s website lead will design, build, maintain, and troubleshoot the site over the anticipated 
length of time between issuance of the Draft SEIR and the City’s certification of the Administrative Record. 



 Commencing with the date of the release of the Draft SEIR: 



- Lead Agency and project sponsor documents: ESA will upload a current Administrative Record Index 
and electronic copy of documents prepared by the City or submitted by the project sponsor within 
five (5) business days of receiving such a document (Pub. Res. Code §21186(d)). 



- Public comments received in an electronic format: ESA will upload a current Administrative Record 
Index and electronic copy of documents provided by other agencies and members of the public in an 
electronic format within five (5) business days of receiving such a document (Pub. Res. Code 
§21186(e)). 



- Public comments not in an electronic format: ESA will upload a current Administrative Record Index 
and electronic copy of documents provided by other agencies and members of the public not in an 
electronic format within seven (7) business days of receiving such a document (Pub. Res. Code 
§21186(f)). 
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 Pursuant to Pub. Res. Code §21186(g), for those documents submitted to or relied on by the City that were 
not prepared specifically for the project and are copyright protected are not required to be made readily 
accessible in an electronic format, but will be included in the Administrative Record Index. ESA will 
upload a current Administrative Record Index of the copyright protected documents provided by other 
agencies and members of the public in an electronic format within five (5) business days of receiving such a 
document. The Administrative Record Index will specify the library or lead agency offices in which 
hardcopies of the copyrighted materials are available for public review. 



 The site would be hosted by a third-party contractor and maintained by ESA for an assumed duration of 
12 months (i.e., from release of the Draft SEIR through the completion of the entitlements process for the 
project). The site would be available to the public the same day that the Notice of Completion of the Draft 
SEIR is received by the State Clearinghouse and would be maintained through the end of the calendar 
month in which the City issues its final decision on the project. 



Certification of the Administrative Record 



ESA will provide the final Index and Administrative Record materials for the City’s certification within two (2) 
days of the City’s decision on the project so that the City may meet the statutory obligation to certify the final 
Administrative Record within five (5) days of project approval (Pub. Res. Code §21186(g)). 











TABLE 1
SAMPLE ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD INDEX FOR EVENT CENTER AND MIXED‐USE DEVELOPMENT AT PIERS 30‐32 AND SEAWALL LOT 330



A B C D E F G H I J K L



Topic Category Date Received/Sent Document Date Recipient(s)/ Affiliation
Author/ 
Affiliation



Document Name Document Subject Number of Pages
Document/ 
Media Type



Bates 
Numbers



Digital File 
Name



Other 
Notes



PDF Emails and documents are categorized by topic.  This column identifies the 
date the document was 
received or sent.



This is the date 
shown on the 
document.



This identifies the recipient 
of the document.



This identifies the 
author of the 
document.



This column identifies the title of the 
document or PDF Email attachment. If 
an PDF Email does not include an 
attachment, the entry will be blank.



This column identifies 
the subject(s) of the 
document using key 
words



This identifies the 
number of pages in the 
document.



This identifies the 
entry's document 
type or media 
format.



A unique bates 
range will identify 
each entry



This identifies name 
of the digital file 
associated with the 
entry.  All 
documents saved in 
pdf format



     e.g., Notice of Preparation, Draft EIR, Responses to Comments, Notice of Determination, CEQA Findings, Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program, etc.



    e.g., Applicable memos, correspondence and other miscellaneous information related to AB900 application (such as technical reports related to GHG analysis, correspondence with CARB, approval from Governor's Office, etc.)



    e.g.,  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EE Application



    e.g.,  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with  NOP (through publication)



    e.g.,  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with non‐technical EIR sections (e.g., Introduction, etc.)



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Project Description



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Plans and Policies



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Land Use



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Aesthetics



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Population and Housing



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Cultural and Paleontological Resources



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Transportation and Circulation



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Noise and Vibration



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Air Quality



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Greenhouse Gases



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Wind and Shadow



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Recreation



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Utilties and Service Systems



00  Final Key Documents



01   AB 900



03   Notice of Preparation (NOP) 



04   EIR ‐ General (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



05   EIR ‐ Project Description (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



06   EIR ‐ Plans and Policies (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



07   EIR ‐ Land Use (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



08   EIR ‐ Aesthetics (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



09   EIR ‐ Population and Housing (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



10   EIR ‐ Cultural and Paleontological Resources (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



02   Environmental Evaluation (EE) Application



11   EIR ‐ Transportation and Circulation (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



17   EIR ‐ Utilities and Service Systems (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



12   EIR ‐ Noise and Vibration (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



13   EIR ‐ Air Quality (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



14   EIR ‐ Greenhouse Gases (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



15   EIR ‐ Wind and Shadow (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



16   EIR  ‐ Recreation (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)
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    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Biological Resources



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Geology and Soils



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Hydrology and Water Quality



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Hazards and Hazardous Materials



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Mineral and Energy Resources



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Agriculture Resources



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with Other CEQA Issues (Growth Inducement, Significant and Unavoidable Impacts, Significant and Irreversible Changes, and Areas of Known Controversy



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Alternatives



    Agency, Public and Organization Scoping Comments Received in Response to NOP



    Agency, Public and Organization Comments on Draft EIR



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with multiple EIR topics 



    e.g., Agenda, Minutes, from Agency‐Sponsor Coordination Meetings



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with potential EIR appeal, and appeal response



24   EIR ‐ Other CEQA Issues (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



30  EIR Appeal



28   Correspondence ‐ General 



26   NOP Scoping Comments



27   Comments on Draft EIR 



29   Agency‐Sponsor Coordination Meetings



21   EIR ‐ Hazards and Hazardous Materials (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



22   EIR ‐ Mineral and Energy Resources (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



23   EIR ‐ Agriculture and Forest Resources (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



25   EIR ‐ Alternatives (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



18   EIR ‐ Biological Resources (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



19   EIR  ‐ Geology and Soils (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



20   EIR ‐ Hydrology and Water Quality (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



















From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
Date: Thursday, June 05, 2014 12:49:00 PM


Brett – I can’t remember if it was you or Chris or both that I asked to include Jim Morales from our
office on the invite list for the standing meetings as the attorney for the project (vs. having the City
Attorney attend every weekly meeting) – so thought I’d repeat it just in case (sorry if a duplication). 
He will bring in the City Attorney as needed.  His email is:  jim.morales@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/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) 
Sent: Wednesday, June 04, 2014 10:28 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
 
Thanks. You made finding a day/time much easier!
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 4:12 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
 
I checked with my other meeting and they can live without me (or we’ll reschedule if necessary). 
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 (CPC) 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 11:03 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
 
The results of the “doodle” survey are showing that the Wednesday 1-3pm timeslot works best for
all parties involved. Not a surprise considering that timeslot work very well with the last arena
proposal. Viktoriya and the project sponsor attorney have conflicts for the Tuesday 1-3pm timeslot.
I know you said you would have a conflict every other week for that timeslot. Would you have an
issue with us keeping the Wednesday 1-3pm timeslot?
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 5:55 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
 


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



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/





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: Moy, Barbara
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Kwak, Grace (DPW); Yee, Ed (DPW); Miller, Don (DPW)
Subject: RE: Tomorrow"s Meeting
Date: Monday, June 02, 2014 8:28:45 PM


oky
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 8:27 PM
To: Moy, Barbara; Kwak, Grace; Yee, Ed; Miller, Don
Subject: RE: Tomorrow's Meeting
 
Curses!  A warriors meeting that I ak at the bottom of the food chain maybe spirling into the
9.30 slot (or 10.30 I dont know yet). Let me know what you think about Friday otherwise
let's do 9 am. We can do a call in to avoid Ed having to coming all the way up. Will check
email later and or in the morning.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Moy, Barbara"
Date:06/02/2014 6:49 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" ,"Kwak, Grace (DPW)" ,"Yee, Ed (DPW)" ,"Miller, Don
(DPW)"
Subject: RE: Tomorrow's Meeting
 
It's on if it works for you.  I must go to a DBI meeting with my boss at 10 at DBI on mission street.


So if the others, meaning Ed and Don and Levon can hold the meeting at 9 or 9:15.  I can participate for a bit ,but I
am not necessary.  Grace is out tomorrow.  What do you wish?


-------- Original message --------
From: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Date:06/02/2014 5:36 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Moy, Barbara"
Subject: Tomorrow's Meeting


Still on for tomorrow?  Would 9.30 work for you?  If not, then 9/9.15 works for me.  I have told people I CANNOT
cancel on you again.  So there!


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 (CII)
To: Bereket, Immanuel (CII)
Subject: FW: Preliminary Scope of Work for SEIR for GSW Project in Mission Bay
Date: Tuesday, July 15, 2014 3:14:00 PM
Attachments: Preliminary SOW for GSW_Mission Bay_07-15-14.pdf


For your review.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 15, 2014 11:39 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gary Oates; Karl Heisler; Joyce
Subject: Preliminary Scope of Work for SEIR for GSW Project in Mission Bay
 
Catherine and Chris:
 
Attached is ESA’s preliminary scope of work for CEQA services for the proposed Golden State
Warriors Event Center Development in Mission Bay; we have copied Clarke Miller at Strada on the
preliminary scope of work as well.  Please review; we are happy to answer any questions regarding
this preliminary scope of work from you or Clarke should they arise. 
 
We look forward to working with the City and the Warriors on this important project.
 
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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July 15, 2014 
 
 
To: Catherine Reilly Chris Kern 



Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure San Francisco Planning Department 
One South Van Ness Avenue Environmental Planning Division 
5th Floor 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 
San Francisco, CA 94103 San Francisco, CA 94103 



 
Cc: Clarke Miller 



Strada Investment Group 
100 Spear Street, Suite 2080 
San Francisco, CA 94105 



 
Subject: Preliminary Scope of Work for CEQA Services for the proposed Golden State Warriors Event 



Center Development in Mission Bay 
 



Environmental Science Associates (ESA) submits herein a preliminary scope of work for environmental review 
services for the proposed Golden State Warriors (GSW) event center development within the Mission Bay South 
Redevelopment Area (proposed project or project). We understand that the City’s Office of Community 
Investment and Infrastructure (OCII), as the CEQA lead agency, in cooperation with the San Francisco Planning 
Department, Environmental Planning (EP) Division, has determined that a Supplemental Environmental Impact 
Report (Supplemental EIR) is required, and that the Supplemental EIR will be tiered from the Final Mission Bay 
Subsequent EIR (1998). Further, we understand the OCII and EP will be responsible for day-to-day project 
management of the environmental review process in accordance with a Memorandum of Agreement to be 
executed between those two City agencies. Thus, ESA is submitting this preliminary scope of work for review 
and approval by OCII and EP, with input from the Project Sponsor, represented by Strada Investment Group. 



In general, we understand the project, proposed on Blocks 29 to 32 of the Mission Bay South Redevelopment 
Area, will consist of an event center with a seating capacity the same as that proposed previously on Piers 30-32, 
two small live-performance theaters, office development, retail development, and parking facilities on the 12-acre 
project site in Mission Bay. A number of project details are still under development. 



We also understand that the EIR would provide the environmental information necessary to support several 
discretionary actions to be considered by the OCII Commission, including approval of a Major Phase application 
and an amendment to the Mission Bay South Design for Development and the Mission Bay South Owner 
Participation Agreement, as well as one discretionary action by the San Francisco Planning Commission, namely 
the approval of allocation of office space under the City’s Office Development Annual Limit. 



ESA Team and Staffing 



The ESA team will be led by Paul Mitchell and Karl Heisler, as Project Manager and Project Director, 
respectively; Gary Oates will serve as Principal-in-Charge. Joyce Hsiao, with Orion Environmental Associates 
will serve as senior technical coordinator and advisor. Brian Boxer, ESA’s Community Development Practice 
Leader and the Project Manager for the recently completed Sacramento Kings Arena EIR, will also be available to 
provide senior technical review as necessary. Karl and Gary will serve as spokespeople for ESA at public hearings 
related to the project. This management team will be supported by a host of technical specialists, who are largely 
in-house ESA staff, with experience in numerous San Francisco development projects, and all of whom worked 
on the previous event center development proposed at Piers 30-32. ESA proposes to include the services of 
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several specialty subconsultants, all of whom ESA has worked with on the previous event center development 
proposed at Piers 30-32. These subconsultants include: Orion Environmental Associates (hydrology and water 
quality); Fehr and Peers Transportation Consultants, Adavant Consulting and LCW Consulting (transportation). 
In addition Hydroconsult Engineers, Inc. is included as an optional subconsultant, if requested (for assistance with 
developing combined sewer/stormwater calculations). All of these subconsultants will be used in a focused 
manner with their particular specialty and experience, appropriate to the level of detail needed for this 
Supplemental EIR. It should be noted that Orion Environmental Associates, Adavant Consulting, LCW 
Consulting and Hydroconsult Engineers, Inc. are all Local Business Enterprise (LBE)-certified by City. 



Background 



Regulation in Mission Bay South 



The San Francisco Board of Supervisors established the Mission Bay North and South Redevelopment project 
areas in November 1998, covering 303 acres of land south of downtown between the San Francisco Bay and 
Interstate 280. The Mission Bay development program, of which some phases have been completed or are 
currently under construction, includes housing, office/life science/biotechnology commercial space, a UCSF 
research campus and hospital complex, city and neighborhood-serving retail space, a hotel, and a range of 
community facilities. 



OCII, as the Successor Agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency since 2012, is authorized to 
implement the Mission Bay development program. OCII is governed by two bodies, the Oversight Board of the 
Successor Agency (which oversees certain fiscal management of former Redevelopment Agency assets) and the 
Commission on Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII Commission, which exercises land use, 
development and design approval authority for the Major Approved Development Projects). Although OCII, as 
the Successor Agency, is a separate legal entity from the City and County of San Francisco, pursuant to state law, 
the San Francisco Board of Supervisors is the legislative body of the Successor Agency. The Board of 
Supervisors has delegated to the OCII Commission, among other powers, the authority to act in place of the 
Redevelopment Agency to implement surviving redevelopment projects, including Mission Bay. 



The proposed development would be primarily regulated by the Redevelopment Plan for the Mission Bay South 
Redevelopment Project (South Plan), the Mission Bay South Design for Development (South Design for 
Development), and the Mission Bay South Owner Participation Agreement (South OPA). The South Plan, adopted 
in 1998 and last amended in 2013, provides objectives and basic land use controls within the project area. The South 
Design for Development is a companion document to the South Plan, and provides specific land use controls 
standards and regulates height, bulk, setbacks, coverage, streetwalls, view corridors, open space, parking and other 
design issues. The standards of the South Design for Development supersede the San Francisco Planning Code in its 
entirety, except as otherwise provided in the South Plan. The South OPA establishes binding contractual rights and 
obligations for reviewing and approving private and public development for Mission Bay South, including 
specifying maximum development rights, timing of infrastructure and parks, provision of affordable housing, and 
programs to diversify the workforce. Other regulatory documents that apply to private developments in Mission Bay 
South include the Mission Bay South Streetscape Master Plan and the Mission Bay South Signage Master Plan. 
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Mission Bay Final Subsequent EIR (Mission Bay FSEIR) 



In October 1998, the San Francisco Board of Supervisors affirmed certification of the Mission Bay Final Subsequent 
EIR (Mission Bay FSEIR) by the Redevelopment Agency and Planning Commission, and adopted environmental 
findings (and a statement of overriding considerations). The Mission Bay FSEIR is a program EIR under CEQA 
Guidelines 15168 and a redevelopment plan EIR under CEQA Guidelines 15180. The Mission Bay FSEIR includes 
a series of mitigation measures that apply to various development stages for projects in Mission Bay, and a 
comprehensive system for mitigation monitoring was established. Since 1998, there have been nine addenda to the 
Mission Bay FSEIR (completed between 2000 and 2013) for specific developments within Mission Bay that 
required additional environmental review of specific issues beyond those that were covered in the Mission Bay 
FSEIR; in all of these cases, none of the conditions triggering a Subsequent or Supplemental EIR were met.  



Prior Proposals at the Project Site 



The GSW project site at Blocks 29 to 32 has been the subject of prior development proposals, including a 
development proposed by Alexandria Real Estate Equities, Inc., and most recently a development proposal by 
Salesforce.com (Salesforce). The Salesforce proposal envisioned a variety of uses on the project site (and certain 
adjacent and nearby parcels), including office development (as allocated by the Planning Commission under 
Proposition M), retail (including restaurant) space, childcare facilities and parking on Blocks 29 to 32. 



Under both previous proposals, the OCII Commission determined that the projects were within the scope of the 
project analyzed in the Mission Bay FSEIR and addenda and that no additional environmental review was 
required; hence, OCII adopted findings and approved Major Phase applications for both projects. The Planning 
Commission also completed office development allocations subject to Proposition M for the Alexandria proposal, 
but not for Salesforce. However, neither of these development proposals ultimately occurred on the project site.  



Proposed GSW Project 



Understanding of the Project 



In April 2014, the GSW entered into a contract with Salesforce to purchase an approximately 12-acre site located 
within the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Project Area of San Francisco. This partially developed site 
consists of Blocks 29 to 32, and is bounded by Third Street on the west, 16th Street on the south, South Street on 
the north, and roughly by the future planned realigned Terry Francois Boulevard on the east. Paved surface 
metered parking facilities containing 675 parking spaces operate in the west and north portions of the site (Lots B 
and E, respectively). Just east of, and adjacent to, Parking Lot B is a depressed basin where stormwater runoff 
from the central–south portion of the project site is directed to and retained in. 



The GSW propose to develop approximately 1.7 million square feet of development, including a 720,000 square-
foot event center (including GSW practice facilities); two small theaters encompassing 27,000 square feet; 
approximately 550,000 square feet of office uses; 65,000 square feet of retail space; and 336,000 square feet of 
parking and loading. The GSW have preliminarily indicated that operation of the proposed event center would be 
similar in function to that previously proposed at the Piers 30-32 site, hosting the GSW basketball team during the 
NBA season, and providing a year-round venue for other events, including concerts, family shows, other sporting 
events, cultural events, conference and conventions. The proposed office development could include research and 
development, and biotechnical uses. The retail uses are anticipated to be restaurant uses (both sit-down and quick-
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serve) and in-line retail The Project Sponsor desires to have the development constructed and in operation no later 
than the National Basketball Association (NBA) 2017-18 season. 



Proposed GSW Project Approvals 



The GSW project would require approval by the OCII Commission of a new Major Phase for Blocks 29 to 32 to 
identify the specific uses, intensities of development, height, bulk and massing. Prior to approval, a Major Phase is 
referred to the Planning Department for review and comment. Following Major Phase approval, the GSW project 
would also require approval by the OCII Commission of individual Combined Basic Concept and Schematic 
Designs (Schematic Designs) for each building and private open spaces. Schematic Designs are also referred to the 
Planning Department for review and comment. Schematic Designs including office development will also require 
Planning Commission action to release office space from the citywide Proposition M office allocation pool. 



OCII has indicated that the proposed event center can be permitted as an allowed secondary use (Assembly and 
Entertainment: Nighttime Entertainment and/or Recreation Building) in the South Plan, and consequently, would 
not require an amendment to the South Plan. OCII indicates modifications to other design- and infrastructure-
related documents, such as the South Design for Development, Mission Bay South Signage Master Plan, and 
Mission Bay South Infrastructure Plan, would be required, as applicable. 



Environmental Review for GSW Project 



OCII has determined that the proposed GSW project in Mission Bay will require preparation of a focused 
Supplemental EIR to the Mission Bay FSEIR. Section 15163 of the CEQA Guidelines indicates that 
Supplemental EIRs may be used in cases if 1) any of the conditions described in the requirements that trigger a 
Subsequent EIR are met; and 2) only minor additions or changes would be necessary to make the previous EIR 
adequately apply to the project in the changed situation. Furthermore, Section 15163 indicates that Supplemental 
EIRs need contain only the information necessary to make the previous EIR adequate for the project as revised.  



Based on our preliminary understanding of the project, it is assumed that the Supplemental EIR for the GSW 
project in Mission Bay would focus on the following environmental topics for detailed environmental analysis: 
Transportation, Air Quality (including Health Risks), Greenhouse Gases, Noise and Vibration, Wind, Shadow, 
and certain issues associated with Hydrology (sea level rise and flooding), Utilities (water and wastewater), and 
potentially Public Services (police and fire). The work scopes for these environmental topics are addressed under 
Task 3, below. It is assumed all other environmental topics would be addressed in lesser detail in an Initial Study, 
as described in Task 2, below. As described below, the topic of Aesthetics is not proposed to be addressed in the 
SEIR, consistent with the proposed processing of the project under SB 743. 



Tasks for Completion of the CEQA Environmental Review Process 



The ESA team will conduct all activities and documentation required under the CEQA environmental review 
process in conjunction with, and under the direction of, OCII and EP, and consistent with procedures and format 
as directed by these agencies. 



Task 1. Prepare Notice of Preparation, Distribute Notice of Preparation/Initial Study, and Public Scoping  



The City has requested preparation of a Notice of Preparation (NOP) to be prepared for the GSW project. ESA, in 
consultation with the project sponsor team, OCII and EP, will prepare the NOP for the project. The NOP will 
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contain all information as required by the CEQA Guidelines Section 15082, and consistent with environmental 
review guidelines of the City. The City has also requested preparation of an Initial Study that would accompany 
the NOP; see Prepare Initial Study under Task 2, below. 



ESA will develop a mailing distribution list for the project in consultation with, and using mailing list information 
provided by, OCII and EP. ESA will conduct mailing of the NOP/ as requested by the City EP and OCII. It is 
assumed ESA will print and distribute 250 copies of the NOP, and 30 copies of the NOP with Initial Study, plus 
100 CDs. ESA shall provide an electronic file of the NOP/Initial Study for posting on the Planning Department 
and/or OCII website. 



The City has requested that a public scoping meeting occur for the project. ESA will attend the public scoping 
meeting. ESA will also arrange for a court reporter at the scoping meeting who will prepare transcripts. 



Following the close of the 30-day public review period for the NOP, ESA will review and catalog responses to the 
comments received on the NOP, and provide this summary to the City. 



Task 2. Prepare Initial Study 



The City has requested preparation of an Initial Study that will accompany the NOP. The Initial Study format, 
including, but not limited to, the environmental checklist items to be addressed and the comparative 
determinations, shall be approved by EP and OCII. The checklist will be adapted from the standard checklist to 
address the inquiry required under CEQA Guidelines Sections 15162 and 15163; that is, whether the project 
would result in new or substantially more severe significant effects than those identified in the Mission Bay 
FSEIR. This work scope assumes the following environmental topics (except where indicated otherwise, below) 
will be addressed in the Initial Study, in lesser detail than those items to be addressed in the SEIR: 



 Land Use 
 Population and Housing 
 Cultural Resources 
 Recreation 
 Utilities and Service Systems  



(excluding water and wastewater) 
 Public Services (excluding police and fire) 



 Biological Resources
 Geology and Soils 
 Hydrology and Water Quality  



(excluding sea level rise and flooding) 
 Hazards and Hazardous Materials 
 Mineral and Energy Resources 
 Agricultural and Forest Resources 



 
The proposed approach in the Initial Study for addressing each of the above topics is to first summarize how each 
of these topics were addressed for the Mission Bay project in the Mission Bay FSEIR, including identifying any 
applicable mitigation measures from the Mission Bay FSEIR, and conclusions reached regarding significance of 
effects. The Initial Study will then analyze the proposed project pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15163 to 
determine if the proposed changes, circumstances under which the project is undertaken, or new information 
would lead to new or more severe significant environmental effects. 



The Initial Study will not contain any detailed information or analysis for those environmental topics to be 
addressed in detail in the SEIR (i.e., transportation and circulation, air quality (including health risk), greenhouse 
gases noise and vibration, wind and shadow), unless there is a specific issue(s) from those topics that can be 
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clearly focused out in the Initial Study. However, the Initial Study will inform the reader that the respective 
environmental topics will be addressed in full detail in the SEIR. 



While, as noted above, the topics to be addressed in the Initial Study are largely not anticipated to require a 
quantitative analysis, the City has preliminarily identified certain environmental issues, including sea level 
rise/flooding effects, utility demand/effects, and effects on police and fire protection services, that will merit a 
more quantitative and detailed analysis. For purposes of this work scope, it is assumed these issues will be 
addressed in the SEIR (unless, time permitting, these discrete issues can be included in the Initial Study). A scope 
for these issues is presented under Task 3, below. 



ESA will prepare an administrative draft #1 Initial Study for review and comment by OCII, EP, and the project 
sponsor. We will then respond to and incorporate all comments into administrative draft #2 Initial Study, followed 
by preparation of a screencheck draft Initial Study, for a total of three rounds of review. Following receipt of 
comments on the screencheck draft Initial Study, ESA will prepare the final Initial Study for public distribution 
with the NOP.  



Task 3. Prepare Administrative Draft Supplemental EIR #1 



ESA will prepare an Administrative Draft Supplemental EIR #1 (ADSEIR #1) that will include the topics and 
environmental issues listed below, with the exception of the administrative draft project description, which will be 
submitted in advance of the ADSEIR #1 for review. A brief discussion of the level of detail for each section is 
also shown below, in the order in which they will appear in the Draft Supplemental EIR. All resource topics will 
include an analysis of cumulative impacts based on an assessment of other past, present, and reasonably 
foreseeable projects in the vicinity that could contribute to effects on the same resources, including, where 
applicable, citywide and regional growth projections and specific major projects that could affect resources also 
affected by the project, as set forth in EP guidance for cumulative impact analysis. ESA will work with OCII and 
EP to develop the list of projects and assumptions to consider for the various cumulative analyses. For each area 
of cumulative analysis, ESA will describe the relevant geographic area of impact; will identify cumulative 
impacts to which both the project and other projects would contribute; will determine if the project’s incremental 
contribution to each such impact is cumulatively considerable; and, where applicable, will identify feasible 
mitigation measures to reduce the project’s contribution to the cumulative significant impact. 



Based on discussions with Strada, and as further discussed below, it is our understanding that certain technical 
studies and analyses will be conducted by the sponsor’s consultant, including quantitative air quality emissions 
estimates and health risk assessment (to be conducted by Environ), and a wind study (assumed to be conducted by 
RWDI but could be done by ESA as an option) that will serve as a basis for information in developing the 
respective Supplemental EIR sections. Nevertheless, working together the sponsor’s consultants, ESA’s own in-
house technical experts, will prepare the actual Air Quality (including Health Risks), Greenhouse Gas, Wind, and 
Shadow sections of the Supplemental EIR. 



 Introduction — This section will include a description of the purpose and function of the Supplemental 
EIR, CEQA environmental review process, and summary of public comments received during the scoping 
period. 
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 Project Description — The project description will be based in part on the project description prepared for 
the NOP, and expanded as needed for the focused environmental analysis as additional project detail is made 
available by the sponsor team. It is expected that the level of detail for the Supplemental EIR project 
description would be commensurate with the overall level of detail that is typically used for Major Phase 
submittals in Mission Bay South, along with appropriate construction/operational-related information needed 
to conduct quantitative impact analyses, where relevant (e.g., transportation, air quality). The project 
description will include project objectives. Upon receipt of comments received on the first administrative draft 
project description, it is assumed that there would be no further substantive changes to the project description. 



 Plans and Policies — Relevant OCII and City documents to be reviewed to identify apparent conflicts with 
the project would include, but not be limited to, the Redevelopment Plan for the Mission Bay South 
Redevelopment Project, South Design for Development, San Francisco General Plan, the City’s 
Sustainability Plan, Climate Action Plan, Better Streets Plan, and Bicycle Plan. Applicable federal, regional 
and/or state plans/policies to be discussed would include, but not limited to, those of the California 
Regional Water Quality Control Board, Bay Area Air Quality Management District, and Association of Bay 
Area Governments; as well as applicable legislation, such as Senate Bill 743 (SB 743). 



 Transportation and Circulation — See Attachment A, Transportation Scope of Work from Fehr and 
Peers, Adavant Consulting and LCW Consulting. 



 Noise and Vibration — Although the project site is in a primarily commercial area, there are certain 
existing/proposed residential land uses in the project vicinity including UCSF student housing and multi-
family dwellings north/west of the site. The UCSF hospital will also be considered a sensitive receptor. 
During construction, these and other nearby land uses would be exposed to elevated noise levels, 
particularly to noise generated by pile-driving activities. ESA has recently conducted ambient noise 
measurements in support of the environmental review being prepared for the nearby UCSF LRDP project 
that would be used, as applicable, for the proposed GSW project. ESA would supplement this with other 
limited short- and/or long-term noise monitoring, as needed. If determined to be necessary, ESA will work 
with OCII and EP to determine the location and number of additional noise measurements; for the purpose 
of this scope of work, it is assumed that ESA will conduct no more than three long-term noise 
measurements and six short-term measurements. Construction noise impacts will be quantitatively analyzed 
relative to the City’s noise ordinance and applicable significance thresholds; construction vibration impacts 
from pile driving will also be analyzed. Operational noise impacts to be analyzed include stationary 
sources, crowd noise, entertainment noise, and project-generated traffic noise at up to 10 roadway 
segments. Tasks are anticipated to include measurement of existing ambient noise in the project site 
vicinity, including at the nearest sensitive receptors, and possibly additional measurements at appropriate 
locations to gather information on event facility noise conditions. Where required, feasible mitigation 
measures beyond those in the Mission Bay FSEIR will be identified. 



 Air Quality (including Health Risk) — Both construction and operation of the project would result in air 
pollutant emissions. Construction activities would generate dust and diesel emissions (including diesel 
particulate matter, a toxic air contaminant). ESA will rely on an assessment of project construction and 
operational air emissions, and project-specific health risk assessment, to be prepared by the project 
sponsor’s consultant, Environ. (It is assumed that EP will review and approve a separate work scope for the 
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air quality analysis, to be prepared by Environ; we further assume that if EP requires a stand-alone Air 
Quality Technical Report, this AQTR will be prepared by Environ.) ESA will collaborate with Environ as 
needed to ensure consistency in project understanding, and analysis methodology and approach, and will 
peer review Environ’s results for accuracy. ESA will use the assessment from Environ as a basis for writing 
the Air Quality (including Health Risks) section of the SEIR. The air quality analysis will also address 
construction dust, odor impacts, and consistency with the Clean Air Plan. Where required, feasible 
mitigation measures beyond those in the Mission Bay FSEIR will be identified. 



 Greenhouse Gas Emissions — The City does not require quantification of estimated greenhouse gas 
emissions in CEQA analysis for construction or operation of a project. Rather, the approach to this analysis is 
to confirm that the project will be consistent with the City’s Strategies to Address Greenhouse Gas Emissions. 
This determination is made on the basis of a checklist developed by EP. Much of the information in the 
checklist—such as how the project will comply with various aspects of the City’s Green Building Ordinance, 
water conservation and stormwater requirements, and recycling and composting requirements—must be 
supplied by the project design team, to the extent that this information is available at the time that CEQA 
review is under way. ESA will complete the checklist in coordination with the project sponsor. However, it is 
noted that SB 743 processing requires documentation of no increase in greenhouse gas emissions, and 
therefore ESA will also coordinate the EIR’s greenhouse gas emissions analysis with the work being 
performed by Environ in support of the sponsor’s proposed processing of the project under SB743. 



 Wind — Two potential options are provided for the Wind analyses, as follows:  



Option A. Peer Review of Wind-Tunnel Analysis and Preparation of SEIR Wind Section. Under this 
option, ESA will rely on an assessment of wind impacts – both direct project impacts and cumulative 
impacts - to be prepared by the project sponsor’s consultant, RWDI. ESA will consult with RWDI as 
needed to ensure consistency in project understanding, and analysis methodology and approach, and 
will peer review RWDI’s results for accuracy. It is assumed RWDI will conduct wind-tunnel testing 
of the project site, and prepare a wind technical report that will provide wind data results sufficient to 
evaluate project impacts in accordance with the requirements for wind analysis in the Design for 
Development. The wind technical memorandum prepared by RWDI will serve as the basis for the 
SEIR Wind section to be prepared by ESA.  



Option B. Wind-Tunnel Testing and Preparation of SEIR Wind Section. Under this option, ESA will 
conduct the wind assessment and also prepare the SEIR wind section using our in-house wind 
experts. Using ESA’s existing 1"=50' scale model of Mission Bay, ESA would build and add in a 
model of the Warriors project development proposed on Blocks 29 to 32 based on development plans 
from the Warriors. As needed, ESA would update and add any other future non-project cumulative 
development anticipated in the vicinity. ESA, in consultation with the City, will identify the number 
and location of wind test points to study. The model would be delivered to U.C. Davis’s wind tunnel 
facility, where the wind modeling would be conducted. Wind conditions will be analyzed for the 
existing setting, existing plus project conditions and cumulative conditions for primary wind 
directions. ESA will then prepare a technical memorandum that will document the approach, 
methods, assumptions, and results of the wind test. This memorandum will serve as the basis for the 
SEIR section on wind that ESA will also prepare.  If needed, feasible mitigation measures will be 
identified to address any significant wind impacts. 











 



Preliminary Scope of Work for CEQA Services for the proposed 
Golden State Warriors Event Center Development in Mission Bay 



 



Catherine Reilly; Chris Kern 
July 15, 2014 
Page 9 



 



 Shadow — ESA will evaluate shadow effects consistent with the Design for Development’s guidelines for 
“Sunlight Access to Open Space,” and prepare the SEIR Shadow section. ESA will build a digital model of 
the proposed project and cast shadow on the potentially affected public and publicly accessible open spaces 
that could be affected, in particular, the planned Bayfront Park east of the project site and the realigned 
Terry Francois Boulevard, as well as UCSF-owned publicly accessible open space both north and south of 
Gene Friend Way. ESA will include in the analysis graphical illustrations of project shadow on locations 
and at times of the year and day to be determined in consultation with EP and OCII. At a minimum, it is 
assumed that net new shadow will be depicted on Bayfront Park. The Design for Development establishes a 
recommended limit for total shadow on Bayfront Park: no more than 20 percent of the overall park 
(extending from Mission Bay Commons south to Mariposa Street) should be continuously shaded for an 
hour or more during the period 10:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m., March to September. If needed, feasible mitigation 
measures will be identified to address any significant shadow impacts. 



 Sea Level Rise/Flooding Effects — The project site is an area subject to the potential effects of sea level 
rise. ESA will review the latest available policy and research on sea level rise, including but not limited to, 
the 2012 National Research Council publication “Sea-Level Rise for the Coasts of California, Oregon, and 
Washington: Past, Present, and Future.” In consultation with City staff, ESA will identify the best sea level 
rise inundation maps available for the project area [if available, this may include the San Francisco Public 
Utilities Commission (SFPUC) sea level rise inundation maps for San Francisco’s Bay shoreline that are 
scheduled be published soon]. Based on this mapping, ESA will identify design year sea level rise for a 
range of potential sea level projections. ESA will consult with the sponsor to identify any design features 
proposed as part of the project to address sea level rise. As needed, ESA will identify feasible mitigation 
measures for addressing sea level rise, which may include preparation of a risk assessment by the sponsor 
and identification of additional potential design solutions and adaptation measures to avoid or minimize sea 
level rise effects. 



 Utility Demands/Effects — The proposed project will generate a demand for water, generate wastewater 
and require wastewater and stormwater collection and treatment. In consultation with the OCII and SFPUC, 
ESA will update as needed the description of public utility system improvements serving the project site 
vicinity, and document if there are any known existing or future deficiencies in water supply/distribution, 
and wastewater/stormwater collection and treatment. Using existing information in the Mission Bay FSEIR, 
ESA will derive the estimated project site water demand/wastewater generation estimates originally 
assumed for the Block 29-32 project site in the Mission Bay FSEIR. The project sponsor’s engineers will 
provide ESA with a description of proposed utility system improvements to serve the project site, including 
proposed water utilities, water reduction measures/systems, wastewater collection utilities, stormwater 
collection, storage and/or treatment utilities; as well as projected utility demands for the project, including 
water demand, wastewater generation and stormflows. ESA will present preliminary utility information and 
results to, and consult with, City staff to determine what, if any, additional utilities information or analysis 
may be needed for the environmental document. 



Optional Task: Hydrologic Modeling of Effects on the City’s Combined Sewer/Stormwater System. The 
above scope of work does not provide for any quantitative analysis using the Bayside Planning Model or 
other hydrologic model that may be recommended by OCII, EP and/or SFPUC to estimate potential 
changes in project/cumulative combined sewer flows and discharges. However, if based on the results of 
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the preliminary tasks discussed above, OCII and EP determines that hydrologic modeling of the combined 
sewer/stormwater flows is required to quantify potential changes in effects on the combined system, ESA 
proposes to use Hydroconsult Engineers, Inc., to conduct this effort as an optional task. The scope of work 
for this task would be developed in consultation with OCII, EP and the project sponsor. 



As discussed below, this scope of work assumes the project sponsor will process the project under SB 743. The 
eligibility of the proposed project under SB743 would provide that aesthetic impacts of the proposed project shall 
not be considered significant impacts on the environment. Accordingly, as was the approach for the Piers 30-32 
site, the aesthetics impacts will not be analyzed in the Supplemental EIR. This work scope therefore does not 
include the preparation or inclusion of any visual simulations for the proposed project in the SEIR. 



Based on preliminary discussions to date with EP and OCII, it is assumed that the SEIR will not require analysis 
of any new CEQA alternatives, but can instead can rely on the alternatives analysis in the Mission Bay FSEIR. At 
this time, it is also assumed that the SEIR will describe and analyze one version of the proposed project only, and 
that there will be no Variants to the project. 



Task 4. Prepare Administrative Draft Supplemental EIR #2 and Screencheck Draft Supplemental EIR  



This task consists of reviewing and responding to comments on the ADSEIR #1 and preparing an Administrative 
Draft Supplemental EIR #2 (ADSEIR #2). Following receipt of comments on ADSEIR #2, a Screencheck Draft 
SEIR will be submitted to OCII and EP, including the Environmental Review Officer (ERO), for review and final 
comment prior to publication. Three rounds of review are included in this task (review of ADSEIR #1, 
ADSEIR #2, and Screencheck Draft SEIR) as well as work sessions to resolve issues that arise with each round of 
review. (In this way, the work session to review/revise the Screencheck Draft will, in effect, produce a Printcheck 
Draft in the process of developing the Public Draft SEIR for printing and distribution.) This proposal assumes 
review only by OCII, EP, City Attorney, other relevant City staff (e.g., MTA, SFPUC), and the project sponsor 
team. Additional review of any administrative draft EIR sections by any other entities – and ESA’s responding to 
those comments - is not provided for in the work scope, budget and schedule. 



Task 5. Prepare and Distribute Draft SEIR and Conduct Public Hearings 



ESA will prepare a Notice of Completion (NOC) and Notice of Availability (NOA) for distribution at the same 
time as issuance of the public Draft SEIR. In conjunction with OCII and EP, ESA will prepare a mailing list and 
distribute the NOAs and Draft SEIR to the mailing list, and send the NOC to the State Clearinghouse, along with 
either 15 copies of the Draft SEIR (likely in electronic form, along with printed copies of the summary). It is 
assumed ESA will print and distribute 125 copies of the Draft SEIR plus 200 CDs and 500 copies of the NOA. 
ESA will also be responsible for on-site posting of the NOA of the Draft SEIR for public review. At the time that 
the Draft SEIR is published, ESA will provide OCII and EP with a complete set of all references cited in the Draft 
SEIR in electronic format. ESA will assist OCII and EP in planning and preparing for a public hearing to receive 
oral comments on the Draft SEIR, including providing a court reporter at the hearing who will prepare transcripts 
to be used in responding to comments. 



Task 6. Responses to Comments Document and MMRP 



At this time, the number, nature, and extent of comments on the Draft SEIR cannot be predicted. ESA has 
assumed a reasonable budget sufficient to respond to a reasonable number of comments given the potentially 
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controversial nature of the project, but for the purposes of this scope of work, we assume that responses will not 
require major new analysis in any resource area, any substantive changes to the Project Description, or any new 
quantitative analysis of a substantive nature. ESA will review, bracket/code, organize, and synthesize comments 
received on the Draft SEIR, including preparing a matrix of all comments received to facilitate preparation of 
responses. The matrix will identify the commenter, comment code, primary and secondary topic, person(s) 
responsible for preparing the response, additional information needs, and issues to be resolved, and the matrix can 
be sorted as needed for various purposes. Consistent with EP format, the Responses to Comments (RTC) 
document will be organized by resource topic, and ESA will work with the project sponsor, OCII, EP, and other 
City staff as applicable to strategize in the most efficient way to prepare responses and structure the RTC 
document. Similar to the process for the Draft SEIR, the RTC will require preparation of two rounds of the 
administrative draft RTC document for iterative review and comment before preparing and distributing the public 
RTC document. At the time that the RTC document is published, ESA will provide OCII and EP with an updated 
set of all references cited in the Draft SEIR and RTC document in electronic format.  



Following publication of the RTC document, ESA will prepare the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 
(MMRP) as required by CEQA and consistent with OCII and EP requirements.  We assumed one round of review 
for the MMRP. 



ESA will print 75 hard copies of the RTC document, 100 CD copies, and 10 copies of the MMRP.  



Task 7. SEIR Certification, Appeal, Final SEIR, and Notice of Determination  



ESA will assist OCII prior to and during the certification hearing on the Final SEIR before the OCII Commission, 
providing technical and administrative assistance as needed. It is assumed that the OCII will be responsible for 
preparing the CEQA Findings. Following certification of the SEIR, this scope of work assumes at least one appeal 
of the SEIR certification will be filed to the San Francisco Board of Supervisors (BOS), as the legislative body for 
the Successor Agency. ESA will provide technical and administrative support to OCII and EP during the appeal 
process, including preparation of draft and final appeal response materials and attendance and support at the 
appeal hearing; this scope of work assumed that certain issues would require discussion/clarification and response 
during the appeal process but no additional analysis will be required. It is assumed that the project sponsor will be 
responsible for all filing fees, including the California Department of Fish and Wildlife CEQA fees. 



Following filing of the NOD, ESA, will prepare a consolidated Final SEIR that combines and integrates the 
contents of the Draft SEIR and the RTC document.  



Task 8. Project Management and Meetings 



This task covers regular progress meetings and/or conference calls as well as day-to-day coordination and 
consultation with the project sponsor, design team, OCII, EP, and other CCSF staff; formal and informal meetings; 
and additional administrative duties, including subconsultant coordination. The ESA team will coordinate work 
efforts, maintain consistency in project understanding and approach, maintain action item lists and information 
requests, address and respond to issues as they arise, and distribute the project information needed for preparation of 
the CEQA documentation. For all CEQA meetings and work sessions, ESA will prepare an agenda prior to the 
meeting.   
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This task also includes monitoring project status in terms of staffing, budget, schedule, and coordinating the work 
of all subconsultants. ESA will prepare updates to the project schedule as needed.  



Task 9. Administrative Record and SB 743 Compliance Support 



The project sponsor is proposing to apply for certification of the project under SB 743. Among other requirements, 
SB 743 requires preparation of an electronic administrative record concurrently with the administrative process 
(including placement on the internet) and certification of the final administrative record within specific timeframes. 
ESA will manage the administrative record process for this project and provide SB 743 compliance support. 



A detailed description of ESA’s proposed scope for preparation, management of the Administrative Record and 
SB 743 compliance support is presented in Attachment B. Within 10 days of the Governor certifying the 
environmental leadership development project, ESA will prepare and distribute the public notice that the applicant 
has elected to proceed under Chapter 6.5 of the Public Resources Code. For purposes of scoping/costing, it is 
assumed the Administrative Record for this project under SB 743 begins with submittal of the new Environmental 
Evaluation (EE) Application, and will be maintained until the City renders a final decision on the project. If 
desired by the City, ESA would establish and maintain a project-specific email address for the receipt of 
electronic documents submitted. If requested, ESA can also include ESA’s physical address and/or facsimile 
address in all forthcoming project notices for the receipt of printed materials which ESA would then convert to an 
electronic format. All documents received will be indexed and organized by ESA as outlined in Attachment B. 
The Administrative Record will include an Administrative Record Index that includes live links to all indexed 
documents as well as the documents themselves. OCII and EP shall approve the format of Administrative Record 
Index, and prepare and/or approve the process for which project materials shall be included in the Administrative 
Record.  



ESA will support the OCII and the City in making all documents and other Administrative Record materials 
available to the public in a readily accessible, downloadable electronic format. As directed by OCII and EP, the 
City would host a link to its website that would direct users to an off-site, cloud-based server, which we assume 
will need to be in operation from publication of the Draft SEIR through a final decision on the project. ESA will 
design and build the user interface page (format and content to be approved by the OCII and EP), providing 
background information about the project and the CEQA process as well as access to the Administrative Record. 
ESA’s Website Lead will design, build, maintain, and troubleshoot the site. Commencing with the date of the 
release of the Draft SEIR, ESA will upload a current Administrative Record Index and electronic copy of 
submitted documents within the prescribed timelines outlined in Attachment B. ESA will provide the final Index 
and Administrative Record materials for the City’s certification so that the City can meet the statutory obligation 
to certify the final Administrative Record within five days of project approval. 
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Scope of Work 



Transportation Analysis for the proposed Event Center at Mission Bay 
South Area Blocks 29-32 EIR  



Second Draft: July 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 



The San Francisco 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 project variant; 



• 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 the project variant; and 



• Transportation section schedule and deliverables. 
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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 
(e.g., office, retail, restaurant, athletic club, movie theater, live theater) 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-related transportation improvements, background traffic 
assumptions, and parking assumptions. The proposed project and project variant travel demand will 
be presented for each analysis scenario.  This technical memorandum will be presented to the 
Planning Department for review and approval prior to proceeding with the transportation impact 
analysis.   



The transportation consultants will work with the project sponsor to develop the definition of the 
project variant. 
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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 Variant 1 
 



1     2 



Future Year 2040 Cumulative 
        



Project - No Event 1     1  2 



Project – with Event  
- with Basketball Game 
- with Convention Event 



 
1 
1 



    1  
 



2 
1 



Project Variant – No Event  1       1 



TOTAL 9 2 3 2 2 5 2 25 



 



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 
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• 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 and June 2014, as 
appropriate. 



Table 2a - Intersection Analysis Locations 



Location Location 



1 The Embarcadero/Harrison St 13 Terry Francois Blvd/16th St [a] 



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/Fifth 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   
Note: 
[a] Future analysis location. 



 



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 
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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. 
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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   



3 Terry Francois Blvd/South St [b]   
Notes: 
[a] All crosswalks at the listed intersections. 
[b] Future analysis location. 



 



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 describe 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 and at 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; 
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• 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 site, 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.  
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Task 5 – Determine Project and Project Variant 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 variant 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, office, athletic club, movie theater, live theater) 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 
parking lots 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 facilities 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 the project 
variant 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 variant 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). 
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Task 6 – Transportation Impact Analysis 



The transportation consultants will identify the transportation impacts associated with the proposed 
project and the project variant 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 - no Event 



• Future year 2040 Cumulative - with Event 



Table 1 on page 3 details the number of project, project variant, 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’s and project variant’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 
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’s/project variant’s 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/project 
variant’s contribution to these conditions. 
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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 - no Event  



• Future year 2040 Cumulative – with Event 



Table 1 on page 3 details the number of project, project variant 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 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 











LCW Consulting  Adavant 
Consulting 



 
 



 
Event Center at Mission Bay South Area Blocks 29-32  July 14, 2014 
2012.0718E – Draft Transportation Scope of Work Page 11 



 



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)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. 



TASK 6.5 – LOADING IMPACTS 
The transportation consultants will prepare a loading supply/demand analysis for the proposed 
project and the project variant.  The proposed on-site loading supply will be compared to the Mission 
Bay South Area D4D 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 and project variant.  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 the project variant.  



TASK 6.7 – CONSTRUCTION IMPACTS 
The transportation consultants will qualitatively assess any potential temporary construction-related 
transportation impacts that would be generated by the proposed project and the project variant.  
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 variant.  Handicapped-accessible, bicycle and carshare spaces supplied by 
the project and project variant will be identified.  The proposed parking supply will be compared to the 
requirements of the Mission Bay South Area D4D.  Any exceptions to the Mission Bay South Area 
D4D will be noted.  



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. 



                                                        
 



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. 
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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 – 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 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 project variant; 



• 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). 
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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 9 – 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 10:  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 11 – 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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ATTACHMENT B 
SCOPE OF WORK: ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD AND SB 743 COMPLIANCE SUPPORT 



Prepare and Distribute Notice that Applicant has Elected to Proceed under 
Chapter 6.5 of the Public Resources Code 



ESA, in consultation with the project sponsor team, OCII and EP, will prepare the public notice required by 
Public Resources Code section 21187 that the applicant has elected to proceed under Chapter 6.5 of the Public 
Resources Code. Pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21187, within 10 days of the Governor certifying the 
environmental leadership development project, the City must issue a notice in no less than 12-point type stating 
the following: 



“THE APPLICANT HAS ELECTED TO PROCEED UNDER CHAPTER 6.5 
(COMMENCING WITH SECTION 21178) OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE, 
WHICH PROVIDES, AMONG OTHER THINGS, THAT ANY JUDICIAL ACTION 
CHALLENGING THE CERTIFICATION OF THE EIR OR THE APPROVAL OF THE 
PROJECT DESCRIBED IN THE EIR IS SUBJECT TO THE PROCEDURES SET FORTH 
IN SECTIONS 21185 TO 21186, INCLUSIVE OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE. A 
COPY OF CHAPTER 6.5 (COMMENCING WITH SECTION 21178) OF THE PUBLIC 
RESOURCES CODE IS INCLUDED BELOW.” 



ESA will also develop a mailing list for the project in consultation with, and using mailing list information 
provided by, OCII and EP. ESA will conduct mailing of the notice as well. The public notice shall be distributed 
as required for public notices pursuant to Section 21092(b)(3) – the same as that required for a Notice of 
Preparation of an EIR.  



Administrative Record Preparation and Maintenance 



ESA will prepare the Administrative Record for the project concurrently with the City’s CEQA administrative 
process based on information generated by ESA as well as input and materials received from the City and project 
sponsor. 



It is assumed the Administrative Record for this project begins with submittal of the Environmental Evaluation 
(EE) Application in June 2014, and ESA will maintain the Administrative Record until the City renders a final 
decision on the project. For purposes of costing, it is assumed that ESA’s Administrative Record Lead’s duties 
would continue through September 2015 (the estimated amount of time to complete the environmental review and 
entitlements process for the project.) 



The Administrative Record will include an Administrative Record Index, prepared in Excel, that would include 
live links to all indexed documents as well as to the documents themselves. A sample Administrative Record 
Index to be used for the project is included in Table 1, below. It is assumed the OCII, EP and project sponsor will 
review and confirm that the proposed index format is acceptable for this project prior to ESA’s formal setup and 
use of this index. 
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Based on input provided by the OCII and the City, ESA will establish and maintain the CEQA administrative 
record of all materials determined to be appropriate for inclusion. ESA will establish and maintain a project-
specific email address for the receipt of documents prepared by or on behalf of the OCII and the City; submitted 
by the project sponsor; and provided by other agencies, interested organizations, and members of the public. 
Documents delivered to the project email box will generally be indexed and organized by ESA within two 
business days of receipt. The preferred format for all documents to be included in the Administrative Record is a 
downloadable electronic format in pdf format. However, if the OCII and the City requests, ESA can include 
ESA’s physical address in all forthcoming project notices for the delivery of printed materials; and can also 
include ESA’s facsimile address in all project notices as an additional delivery option. Documents received by 
either of these methods that do not duplicate previously received electronic copies would be scanned or otherwise 
converted to an electronic format, indexed, and organized, generally within four business days of receipt. 



ESA will support the OCII and the City in making all documents and other Administrative Record materials 
available to the public in a readily accessible, downloadable electronic format via a website maintained by the 
City (Pub. Res. Code §21186(b)). ESA proposes to outsource file storage to a hosted cloud-based server farm that 
would provide up to 30 GB capacity, managed application infrastructure, public access 24/7, and back-up of all 
files. ESA will work closely with the OCII and the City to make sure the site has a look and feel that is similar to 
or seamless relative to other City website products. 



 The City would host a link on the a City website (as directed by OCII and the City) that would direct users 
to an off-site server. It would appear to members of the public viewing materials on-line that they have 
remained on the City’s website. 



 ESA will design and build the user interface page (format and content to be approved by the OCII and the 
City). The page will provide background information about the project and the CEQA process as well as 
access to the Administrative Record. ESA’s word processing staff would optimize the files for website 
viewing; ESA’s website lead will design, build, maintain, and troubleshoot the site over the anticipated 
length of time between issuance of the Draft SEIR and the City’s certification of the Administrative Record. 



 Commencing with the date of the release of the Draft SEIR: 



- Lead Agency and project sponsor documents: ESA will upload a current Administrative Record Index 
and electronic copy of documents prepared by the City or submitted by the project sponsor within 
five (5) business days of receiving such a document (Pub. Res. Code §21186(d)). 



- Public comments received in an electronic format: ESA will upload a current Administrative Record 
Index and electronic copy of documents provided by other agencies and members of the public in an 
electronic format within five (5) business days of receiving such a document (Pub. Res. Code 
§21186(e)). 



- Public comments not in an electronic format: ESA will upload a current Administrative Record Index 
and electronic copy of documents provided by other agencies and members of the public not in an 
electronic format within seven (7) business days of receiving such a document (Pub. Res. Code 
§21186(f)). 
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 Pursuant to Pub. Res. Code §21186(g), for those documents submitted to or relied on by the City that were 
not prepared specifically for the project and are copyright protected are not required to be made readily 
accessible in an electronic format, but will be included in the Administrative Record Index. ESA will 
upload a current Administrative Record Index of the copyright protected documents provided by other 
agencies and members of the public in an electronic format within five (5) business days of receiving such a 
document. The Administrative Record Index will specify the library or lead agency offices in which 
hardcopies of the copyrighted materials are available for public review. 



 The site would be hosted by a third-party contractor and maintained by ESA for an assumed duration of 
12 months (i.e., from release of the Draft SEIR through the completion of the entitlements process for the 
project). The site would be available to the public the same day that the Notice of Completion of the Draft 
SEIR is received by the State Clearinghouse and would be maintained through the end of the calendar 
month in which the City issues its final decision on the project. 



Certification of the Administrative Record 



ESA will provide the final Index and Administrative Record materials for the City’s certification within two (2) 
days of the City’s decision on the project so that the City may meet the statutory obligation to certify the final 
Administrative Record within five (5) days of project approval (Pub. Res. Code §21186(g)). 











TABLE 1
SAMPLE ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD INDEX FOR EVENT CENTER AND MIXED‐USE DEVELOPMENT AT PIERS 30‐32 AND SEAWALL LOT 330



A B C D E F G H I J K L



Topic Category Date Received/Sent Document Date Recipient(s)/ Affiliation
Author/ 
Affiliation



Document Name Document Subject Number of Pages
Document/ 
Media Type



Bates 
Numbers



Digital File 
Name



Other 
Notes



PDF Emails and documents are categorized by topic.  This column identifies the 
date the document was 
received or sent.



This is the date 
shown on the 
document.



This identifies the recipient 
of the document.



This identifies the 
author of the 
document.



This column identifies the title of the 
document or PDF Email attachment. If 
an PDF Email does not include an 
attachment, the entry will be blank.



This column identifies 
the subject(s) of the 
document using key 
words



This identifies the 
number of pages in the 
document.



This identifies the 
entry's document 
type or media 
format.



A unique bates 
range will identify 
each entry



This identifies name 
of the digital file 
associated with the 
entry.  All 
documents saved in 
pdf format



     e.g., Notice of Preparation, Draft EIR, Responses to Comments, Notice of Determination, CEQA Findings, Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program, etc.



    e.g., Applicable memos, correspondence and other miscellaneous information related to AB900 application (such as technical reports related to GHG analysis, correspondence with CARB, approval from Governor's Office, etc.)



    e.g.,  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EE Application



    e.g.,  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with  NOP (through publication)



    e.g.,  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with non‐technical EIR sections (e.g., Introduction, etc.)



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Project Description



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Plans and Policies



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Land Use



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Aesthetics



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Population and Housing



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Cultural and Paleontological Resources



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Transportation and Circulation



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Noise and Vibration



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Air Quality



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Greenhouse Gases



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Wind and Shadow



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Recreation



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Utilties and Service Systems



00  Final Key Documents



01   AB 900



03   Notice of Preparation (NOP) 



04   EIR ‐ General (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



05   EIR ‐ Project Description (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



06   EIR ‐ Plans and Policies (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



07   EIR ‐ Land Use (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



08   EIR ‐ Aesthetics (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



09   EIR ‐ Population and Housing (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



10   EIR ‐ Cultural and Paleontological Resources (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



02   Environmental Evaluation (EE) Application



11   EIR ‐ Transportation and Circulation (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



17   EIR ‐ Utilities and Service Systems (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



12   EIR ‐ Noise and Vibration (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



13   EIR ‐ Air Quality (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



14   EIR ‐ Greenhouse Gases (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



15   EIR ‐ Wind and Shadow (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



16   EIR  ‐ Recreation (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)











TABLE 1
SAMPLE ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD INDEX FOR EVENT CENTER AND MIXED‐USE DEVELOPMENT AT PIERS 30‐32 AND SEAWALL LOT 330



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Biological Resources



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Geology and Soils



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Hydrology and Water Quality



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Hazards and Hazardous Materials



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Mineral and Energy Resources



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Agriculture Resources



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with Other CEQA Issues (Growth Inducement, Significant and Unavoidable Impacts, Significant and Irreversible Changes, and Areas of Known Controversy



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Alternatives



    Agency, Public and Organization Scoping Comments Received in Response to NOP



    Agency, Public and Organization Comments on Draft EIR



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with multiple EIR topics 



    e.g., Agenda, Minutes, from Agency‐Sponsor Coordination Meetings



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with potential EIR appeal, and appeal response



24   EIR ‐ Other CEQA Issues (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



30  EIR Appeal



28   Correspondence ‐ General 



26   NOP Scoping Comments



27   Comments on Draft EIR 



29   Agency‐Sponsor Coordination Meetings



21   EIR ‐ Hazards and Hazardous Materials (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



22   EIR ‐ Mineral and Energy Resources (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



23   EIR ‐ Agriculture and Forest Resources (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



25   EIR ‐ Alternatives (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



18   EIR ‐ Biological Resources (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



19   EIR  ‐ Geology and Soils (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



20   EIR ‐ Hydrology and Water Quality (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



















From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
Date: Wednesday, June 04, 2014 12:15:00 PM


Here to please (and got me out of my other 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: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) 
Sent: Wednesday, June 04, 2014 10:28 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
 
Thanks. You made finding a day/time much easier!
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 4:12 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
 
I checked with my other meeting and they can live without me (or we’ll reschedule if necessary). 
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: Monday, June 02, 2014 11:03 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
 



mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/





The results of the “doodle” survey are showing that the Wednesday 1-3pm timeslot works best for
all parties involved. Not a surprise considering that timeslot work very well with the last arena
proposal. Viktoriya and the project sponsor attorney have conflicts for the Tuesday 1-3pm timeslot.
I know you said you would have a conflict every other week for that timeslot. Would you have an
issue with us keeping the Wednesday 1-3pm timeslot?
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 5:55 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
 


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



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/





Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Moy, Barbara (DPW); Kwak, Grace (DPW); Yee, Ed (DPW); Miller, Don (DPW)
Subject: RE: Tomorrow"s Meeting
Date: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 8:58:00 AM


Let’s do 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/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Moy, Barbara [mailto:Barbara.Moy@sfdpw.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 8:24 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Kwak, Grace (DPW); Yee, Ed (DPW); Miller, Don (DPW)
Subject: RE: Tomorrow's Meeting
 
Hey that works.. tomorrow afternoon..  let’s meet in person or phone tomorrow at 1:30 or 2 ?
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 8:22 AM
To: Moy, Barbara; Kwak, Grace; Yee, Ed; Miller, Don
Subject: RE: Tomorrow's Meeting
 
ARRRGGGGG!!!!  Other than the 9 PUC meeting, the only other thing I have on Friday is from 1-3.  I
am open Wednesday for the MBDG call that isn’t going to happen.  This sums up my life right now.
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.
 


From: Moy, Barbara [mailto:Barbara.Moy@sfdpw.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 6:53 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Kwak, Grace (DPW); Yee, Ed (DPW); Miller, Don (DPW)
Subject: RE: Tomorrow's Meeting
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Catherine..
 
Your morning is too hectic.. let’s do this Friday early afternoon. 1:30 or 2 PM or so? .  hope that
works for you..
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 8:30 PM
To: Moy, Barbara; Kwak, Grace; Yee, Ed; Miller, Don
Subject: RE: Tomorrow's Meeting
 
Ok. We take this up tomorrow. Damn we are all too popular.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Moy, Barbara"
Date:06/02/2014 8:28 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" ,"Kwak, Grace (DPW)" ,"Yee, Ed (DPW)" ,"Miller, Don
(DPW)"
Subject: RE: Tomorrow's Meeting
 
oky
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 8:27 PM
To: Moy, Barbara; Kwak, Grace; Yee, Ed; Miller, Don
Subject: RE: Tomorrow's Meeting
 
Curses!  A warriors meeting that I ak at the bottom of the food chain maybe spirling into the
9.30 slot (or 10.30 I dont know yet). Let me know what you think about Friday otherwise
let's do 9 am. We can do a call in to avoid Ed having to coming all the way up. Will check
email later and or in the morning.
 
 
Sent  from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: "Moy, Barbara"
Date:06/02/2014 6:49 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" ,"Kwak, Grace (DPW)" ,"Yee, Ed (DPW)" ,"Miller, Don
(DPW)"
Subject: RE: Tomorrow's Meeting
 
It's on if it works for you.  I must go to a DBI meeting with my boss at 10 at DBI on mission street.


So if the others, meaning Ed and Don and Levon can hold the meeting at 9 or 9:15.  I can participate for a bit ,but I
am not necessary.  Grace is out tomorrow.  What do you wish?



mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org
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-------- Original message --------
From: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Date:06/02/2014 5:36 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Moy, Barbara"
Subject: Tomorrow's Meeting


Still on for tomorrow?  Would 9.30 work for you?  If not, then 9/9.15 works for me.  I have told people I CANNOT
cancel on you again.  So there!


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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.



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/






From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Bereket, Immanuel (CII)
Subject: FW: Preliminary Scope of Work for SEIR for GSW Project in Mission Bay
Date: Tuesday, July 15, 2014 3:14:00 PM
Attachments: Preliminary SOW for GSW_Mission Bay_07-15-14.pdf


For your review.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 15, 2014 11:39 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gary Oates; Karl Heisler; Joyce
Subject: Preliminary Scope of Work for SEIR for GSW Project in Mission Bay
 
Catherine and Chris:
 
Attached is ESA’s preliminary scope of work for CEQA services for the proposed Golden State
Warriors Event Center Development in Mission Bay; we have copied Clarke Miller at Strada on the
preliminary scope of work as well.  Please review; we are happy to answer any questions regarding
this preliminary scope of work from you or Clarke should they arise. 
 
We look forward to working with the City and the Warriors on this important project.
 
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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July 15, 2014 
 
 
To: Catherine Reilly Chris Kern 



Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure San Francisco Planning Department 
One South Van Ness Avenue Environmental Planning Division 
5th Floor 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 
San Francisco, CA 94103 San Francisco, CA 94103 



 
Cc: Clarke Miller 



Strada Investment Group 
100 Spear Street, Suite 2080 
San Francisco, CA 94105 



 
Subject: Preliminary Scope of Work for CEQA Services for the proposed Golden State Warriors Event 



Center Development in Mission Bay 
 



Environmental Science Associates (ESA) submits herein a preliminary scope of work for environmental review 
services for the proposed Golden State Warriors (GSW) event center development within the Mission Bay South 
Redevelopment Area (proposed project or project). We understand that the City’s Office of Community 
Investment and Infrastructure (OCII), as the CEQA lead agency, in cooperation with the San Francisco Planning 
Department, Environmental Planning (EP) Division, has determined that a Supplemental Environmental Impact 
Report (Supplemental EIR) is required, and that the Supplemental EIR will be tiered from the Final Mission Bay 
Subsequent EIR (1998). Further, we understand the OCII and EP will be responsible for day-to-day project 
management of the environmental review process in accordance with a Memorandum of Agreement to be 
executed between those two City agencies. Thus, ESA is submitting this preliminary scope of work for review 
and approval by OCII and EP, with input from the Project Sponsor, represented by Strada Investment Group. 



In general, we understand the project, proposed on Blocks 29 to 32 of the Mission Bay South Redevelopment 
Area, will consist of an event center with a seating capacity the same as that proposed previously on Piers 30-32, 
two small live-performance theaters, office development, retail development, and parking facilities on the 12-acre 
project site in Mission Bay. A number of project details are still under development. 



We also understand that the EIR would provide the environmental information necessary to support several 
discretionary actions to be considered by the OCII Commission, including approval of a Major Phase application 
and an amendment to the Mission Bay South Design for Development and the Mission Bay South Owner 
Participation Agreement, as well as one discretionary action by the San Francisco Planning Commission, namely 
the approval of allocation of office space under the City’s Office Development Annual Limit. 



ESA Team and Staffing 



The ESA team will be led by Paul Mitchell and Karl Heisler, as Project Manager and Project Director, 
respectively; Gary Oates will serve as Principal-in-Charge. Joyce Hsiao, with Orion Environmental Associates 
will serve as senior technical coordinator and advisor. Brian Boxer, ESA’s Community Development Practice 
Leader and the Project Manager for the recently completed Sacramento Kings Arena EIR, will also be available to 
provide senior technical review as necessary. Karl and Gary will serve as spokespeople for ESA at public hearings 
related to the project. This management team will be supported by a host of technical specialists, who are largely 
in-house ESA staff, with experience in numerous San Francisco development projects, and all of whom worked 
on the previous event center development proposed at Piers 30-32. ESA proposes to include the services of 
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several specialty subconsultants, all of whom ESA has worked with on the previous event center development 
proposed at Piers 30-32. These subconsultants include: Orion Environmental Associates (hydrology and water 
quality); Fehr and Peers Transportation Consultants, Adavant Consulting and LCW Consulting (transportation). 
In addition Hydroconsult Engineers, Inc. is included as an optional subconsultant, if requested (for assistance with 
developing combined sewer/stormwater calculations). All of these subconsultants will be used in a focused 
manner with their particular specialty and experience, appropriate to the level of detail needed for this 
Supplemental EIR. It should be noted that Orion Environmental Associates, Adavant Consulting, LCW 
Consulting and Hydroconsult Engineers, Inc. are all Local Business Enterprise (LBE)-certified by City. 



Background 



Regulation in Mission Bay South 



The San Francisco Board of Supervisors established the Mission Bay North and South Redevelopment project 
areas in November 1998, covering 303 acres of land south of downtown between the San Francisco Bay and 
Interstate 280. The Mission Bay development program, of which some phases have been completed or are 
currently under construction, includes housing, office/life science/biotechnology commercial space, a UCSF 
research campus and hospital complex, city and neighborhood-serving retail space, a hotel, and a range of 
community facilities. 



OCII, as the Successor Agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency since 2012, is authorized to 
implement the Mission Bay development program. OCII is governed by two bodies, the Oversight Board of the 
Successor Agency (which oversees certain fiscal management of former Redevelopment Agency assets) and the 
Commission on Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII Commission, which exercises land use, 
development and design approval authority for the Major Approved Development Projects). Although OCII, as 
the Successor Agency, is a separate legal entity from the City and County of San Francisco, pursuant to state law, 
the San Francisco Board of Supervisors is the legislative body of the Successor Agency. The Board of 
Supervisors has delegated to the OCII Commission, among other powers, the authority to act in place of the 
Redevelopment Agency to implement surviving redevelopment projects, including Mission Bay. 



The proposed development would be primarily regulated by the Redevelopment Plan for the Mission Bay South 
Redevelopment Project (South Plan), the Mission Bay South Design for Development (South Design for 
Development), and the Mission Bay South Owner Participation Agreement (South OPA). The South Plan, adopted 
in 1998 and last amended in 2013, provides objectives and basic land use controls within the project area. The South 
Design for Development is a companion document to the South Plan, and provides specific land use controls 
standards and regulates height, bulk, setbacks, coverage, streetwalls, view corridors, open space, parking and other 
design issues. The standards of the South Design for Development supersede the San Francisco Planning Code in its 
entirety, except as otherwise provided in the South Plan. The South OPA establishes binding contractual rights and 
obligations for reviewing and approving private and public development for Mission Bay South, including 
specifying maximum development rights, timing of infrastructure and parks, provision of affordable housing, and 
programs to diversify the workforce. Other regulatory documents that apply to private developments in Mission Bay 
South include the Mission Bay South Streetscape Master Plan and the Mission Bay South Signage Master Plan. 
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Mission Bay Final Subsequent EIR (Mission Bay FSEIR) 



In October 1998, the San Francisco Board of Supervisors affirmed certification of the Mission Bay Final Subsequent 
EIR (Mission Bay FSEIR) by the Redevelopment Agency and Planning Commission, and adopted environmental 
findings (and a statement of overriding considerations). The Mission Bay FSEIR is a program EIR under CEQA 
Guidelines 15168 and a redevelopment plan EIR under CEQA Guidelines 15180. The Mission Bay FSEIR includes 
a series of mitigation measures that apply to various development stages for projects in Mission Bay, and a 
comprehensive system for mitigation monitoring was established. Since 1998, there have been nine addenda to the 
Mission Bay FSEIR (completed between 2000 and 2013) for specific developments within Mission Bay that 
required additional environmental review of specific issues beyond those that were covered in the Mission Bay 
FSEIR; in all of these cases, none of the conditions triggering a Subsequent or Supplemental EIR were met.  



Prior Proposals at the Project Site 



The GSW project site at Blocks 29 to 32 has been the subject of prior development proposals, including a 
development proposed by Alexandria Real Estate Equities, Inc., and most recently a development proposal by 
Salesforce.com (Salesforce). The Salesforce proposal envisioned a variety of uses on the project site (and certain 
adjacent and nearby parcels), including office development (as allocated by the Planning Commission under 
Proposition M), retail (including restaurant) space, childcare facilities and parking on Blocks 29 to 32. 



Under both previous proposals, the OCII Commission determined that the projects were within the scope of the 
project analyzed in the Mission Bay FSEIR and addenda and that no additional environmental review was 
required; hence, OCII adopted findings and approved Major Phase applications for both projects. The Planning 
Commission also completed office development allocations subject to Proposition M for the Alexandria proposal, 
but not for Salesforce. However, neither of these development proposals ultimately occurred on the project site.  



Proposed GSW Project 



Understanding of the Project 



In April 2014, the GSW entered into a contract with Salesforce to purchase an approximately 12-acre site located 
within the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Project Area of San Francisco. This partially developed site 
consists of Blocks 29 to 32, and is bounded by Third Street on the west, 16th Street on the south, South Street on 
the north, and roughly by the future planned realigned Terry Francois Boulevard on the east. Paved surface 
metered parking facilities containing 675 parking spaces operate in the west and north portions of the site (Lots B 
and E, respectively). Just east of, and adjacent to, Parking Lot B is a depressed basin where stormwater runoff 
from the central–south portion of the project site is directed to and retained in. 



The GSW propose to develop approximately 1.7 million square feet of development, including a 720,000 square-
foot event center (including GSW practice facilities); two small theaters encompassing 27,000 square feet; 
approximately 550,000 square feet of office uses; 65,000 square feet of retail space; and 336,000 square feet of 
parking and loading. The GSW have preliminarily indicated that operation of the proposed event center would be 
similar in function to that previously proposed at the Piers 30-32 site, hosting the GSW basketball team during the 
NBA season, and providing a year-round venue for other events, including concerts, family shows, other sporting 
events, cultural events, conference and conventions. The proposed office development could include research and 
development, and biotechnical uses. The retail uses are anticipated to be restaurant uses (both sit-down and quick-
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serve) and in-line retail The Project Sponsor desires to have the development constructed and in operation no later 
than the National Basketball Association (NBA) 2017-18 season. 



Proposed GSW Project Approvals 



The GSW project would require approval by the OCII Commission of a new Major Phase for Blocks 29 to 32 to 
identify the specific uses, intensities of development, height, bulk and massing. Prior to approval, a Major Phase is 
referred to the Planning Department for review and comment. Following Major Phase approval, the GSW project 
would also require approval by the OCII Commission of individual Combined Basic Concept and Schematic 
Designs (Schematic Designs) for each building and private open spaces. Schematic Designs are also referred to the 
Planning Department for review and comment. Schematic Designs including office development will also require 
Planning Commission action to release office space from the citywide Proposition M office allocation pool. 



OCII has indicated that the proposed event center can be permitted as an allowed secondary use (Assembly and 
Entertainment: Nighttime Entertainment and/or Recreation Building) in the South Plan, and consequently, would 
not require an amendment to the South Plan. OCII indicates modifications to other design- and infrastructure-
related documents, such as the South Design for Development, Mission Bay South Signage Master Plan, and 
Mission Bay South Infrastructure Plan, would be required, as applicable. 



Environmental Review for GSW Project 



OCII has determined that the proposed GSW project in Mission Bay will require preparation of a focused 
Supplemental EIR to the Mission Bay FSEIR. Section 15163 of the CEQA Guidelines indicates that 
Supplemental EIRs may be used in cases if 1) any of the conditions described in the requirements that trigger a 
Subsequent EIR are met; and 2) only minor additions or changes would be necessary to make the previous EIR 
adequately apply to the project in the changed situation. Furthermore, Section 15163 indicates that Supplemental 
EIRs need contain only the information necessary to make the previous EIR adequate for the project as revised.  



Based on our preliminary understanding of the project, it is assumed that the Supplemental EIR for the GSW 
project in Mission Bay would focus on the following environmental topics for detailed environmental analysis: 
Transportation, Air Quality (including Health Risks), Greenhouse Gases, Noise and Vibration, Wind, Shadow, 
and certain issues associated with Hydrology (sea level rise and flooding), Utilities (water and wastewater), and 
potentially Public Services (police and fire). The work scopes for these environmental topics are addressed under 
Task 3, below. It is assumed all other environmental topics would be addressed in lesser detail in an Initial Study, 
as described in Task 2, below. As described below, the topic of Aesthetics is not proposed to be addressed in the 
SEIR, consistent with the proposed processing of the project under SB 743. 



Tasks for Completion of the CEQA Environmental Review Process 



The ESA team will conduct all activities and documentation required under the CEQA environmental review 
process in conjunction with, and under the direction of, OCII and EP, and consistent with procedures and format 
as directed by these agencies. 



Task 1. Prepare Notice of Preparation, Distribute Notice of Preparation/Initial Study, and Public Scoping  



The City has requested preparation of a Notice of Preparation (NOP) to be prepared for the GSW project. ESA, in 
consultation with the project sponsor team, OCII and EP, will prepare the NOP for the project. The NOP will 
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contain all information as required by the CEQA Guidelines Section 15082, and consistent with environmental 
review guidelines of the City. The City has also requested preparation of an Initial Study that would accompany 
the NOP; see Prepare Initial Study under Task 2, below. 



ESA will develop a mailing distribution list for the project in consultation with, and using mailing list information 
provided by, OCII and EP. ESA will conduct mailing of the NOP/ as requested by the City EP and OCII. It is 
assumed ESA will print and distribute 250 copies of the NOP, and 30 copies of the NOP with Initial Study, plus 
100 CDs. ESA shall provide an electronic file of the NOP/Initial Study for posting on the Planning Department 
and/or OCII website. 



The City has requested that a public scoping meeting occur for the project. ESA will attend the public scoping 
meeting. ESA will also arrange for a court reporter at the scoping meeting who will prepare transcripts. 



Following the close of the 30-day public review period for the NOP, ESA will review and catalog responses to the 
comments received on the NOP, and provide this summary to the City. 



Task 2. Prepare Initial Study 



The City has requested preparation of an Initial Study that will accompany the NOP. The Initial Study format, 
including, but not limited to, the environmental checklist items to be addressed and the comparative 
determinations, shall be approved by EP and OCII. The checklist will be adapted from the standard checklist to 
address the inquiry required under CEQA Guidelines Sections 15162 and 15163; that is, whether the project 
would result in new or substantially more severe significant effects than those identified in the Mission Bay 
FSEIR. This work scope assumes the following environmental topics (except where indicated otherwise, below) 
will be addressed in the Initial Study, in lesser detail than those items to be addressed in the SEIR: 



 Land Use 
 Population and Housing 
 Cultural Resources 
 Recreation 
 Utilities and Service Systems  



(excluding water and wastewater) 
 Public Services (excluding police and fire) 



 Biological Resources
 Geology and Soils 
 Hydrology and Water Quality  



(excluding sea level rise and flooding) 
 Hazards and Hazardous Materials 
 Mineral and Energy Resources 
 Agricultural and Forest Resources 



 
The proposed approach in the Initial Study for addressing each of the above topics is to first summarize how each 
of these topics were addressed for the Mission Bay project in the Mission Bay FSEIR, including identifying any 
applicable mitigation measures from the Mission Bay FSEIR, and conclusions reached regarding significance of 
effects. The Initial Study will then analyze the proposed project pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15163 to 
determine if the proposed changes, circumstances under which the project is undertaken, or new information 
would lead to new or more severe significant environmental effects. 



The Initial Study will not contain any detailed information or analysis for those environmental topics to be 
addressed in detail in the SEIR (i.e., transportation and circulation, air quality (including health risk), greenhouse 
gases noise and vibration, wind and shadow), unless there is a specific issue(s) from those topics that can be 
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clearly focused out in the Initial Study. However, the Initial Study will inform the reader that the respective 
environmental topics will be addressed in full detail in the SEIR. 



While, as noted above, the topics to be addressed in the Initial Study are largely not anticipated to require a 
quantitative analysis, the City has preliminarily identified certain environmental issues, including sea level 
rise/flooding effects, utility demand/effects, and effects on police and fire protection services, that will merit a 
more quantitative and detailed analysis. For purposes of this work scope, it is assumed these issues will be 
addressed in the SEIR (unless, time permitting, these discrete issues can be included in the Initial Study). A scope 
for these issues is presented under Task 3, below. 



ESA will prepare an administrative draft #1 Initial Study for review and comment by OCII, EP, and the project 
sponsor. We will then respond to and incorporate all comments into administrative draft #2 Initial Study, followed 
by preparation of a screencheck draft Initial Study, for a total of three rounds of review. Following receipt of 
comments on the screencheck draft Initial Study, ESA will prepare the final Initial Study for public distribution 
with the NOP.  



Task 3. Prepare Administrative Draft Supplemental EIR #1 



ESA will prepare an Administrative Draft Supplemental EIR #1 (ADSEIR #1) that will include the topics and 
environmental issues listed below, with the exception of the administrative draft project description, which will be 
submitted in advance of the ADSEIR #1 for review. A brief discussion of the level of detail for each section is 
also shown below, in the order in which they will appear in the Draft Supplemental EIR. All resource topics will 
include an analysis of cumulative impacts based on an assessment of other past, present, and reasonably 
foreseeable projects in the vicinity that could contribute to effects on the same resources, including, where 
applicable, citywide and regional growth projections and specific major projects that could affect resources also 
affected by the project, as set forth in EP guidance for cumulative impact analysis. ESA will work with OCII and 
EP to develop the list of projects and assumptions to consider for the various cumulative analyses. For each area 
of cumulative analysis, ESA will describe the relevant geographic area of impact; will identify cumulative 
impacts to which both the project and other projects would contribute; will determine if the project’s incremental 
contribution to each such impact is cumulatively considerable; and, where applicable, will identify feasible 
mitigation measures to reduce the project’s contribution to the cumulative significant impact. 



Based on discussions with Strada, and as further discussed below, it is our understanding that certain technical 
studies and analyses will be conducted by the sponsor’s consultant, including quantitative air quality emissions 
estimates and health risk assessment (to be conducted by Environ), and a wind study (assumed to be conducted by 
RWDI but could be done by ESA as an option) that will serve as a basis for information in developing the 
respective Supplemental EIR sections. Nevertheless, working together the sponsor’s consultants, ESA’s own in-
house technical experts, will prepare the actual Air Quality (including Health Risks), Greenhouse Gas, Wind, and 
Shadow sections of the Supplemental EIR. 



 Introduction — This section will include a description of the purpose and function of the Supplemental 
EIR, CEQA environmental review process, and summary of public comments received during the scoping 
period. 
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 Project Description — The project description will be based in part on the project description prepared for 
the NOP, and expanded as needed for the focused environmental analysis as additional project detail is made 
available by the sponsor team. It is expected that the level of detail for the Supplemental EIR project 
description would be commensurate with the overall level of detail that is typically used for Major Phase 
submittals in Mission Bay South, along with appropriate construction/operational-related information needed 
to conduct quantitative impact analyses, where relevant (e.g., transportation, air quality). The project 
description will include project objectives. Upon receipt of comments received on the first administrative draft 
project description, it is assumed that there would be no further substantive changes to the project description. 



 Plans and Policies — Relevant OCII and City documents to be reviewed to identify apparent conflicts with 
the project would include, but not be limited to, the Redevelopment Plan for the Mission Bay South 
Redevelopment Project, South Design for Development, San Francisco General Plan, the City’s 
Sustainability Plan, Climate Action Plan, Better Streets Plan, and Bicycle Plan. Applicable federal, regional 
and/or state plans/policies to be discussed would include, but not limited to, those of the California 
Regional Water Quality Control Board, Bay Area Air Quality Management District, and Association of Bay 
Area Governments; as well as applicable legislation, such as Senate Bill 743 (SB 743). 



 Transportation and Circulation — See Attachment A, Transportation Scope of Work from Fehr and 
Peers, Adavant Consulting and LCW Consulting. 



 Noise and Vibration — Although the project site is in a primarily commercial area, there are certain 
existing/proposed residential land uses in the project vicinity including UCSF student housing and multi-
family dwellings north/west of the site. The UCSF hospital will also be considered a sensitive receptor. 
During construction, these and other nearby land uses would be exposed to elevated noise levels, 
particularly to noise generated by pile-driving activities. ESA has recently conducted ambient noise 
measurements in support of the environmental review being prepared for the nearby UCSF LRDP project 
that would be used, as applicable, for the proposed GSW project. ESA would supplement this with other 
limited short- and/or long-term noise monitoring, as needed. If determined to be necessary, ESA will work 
with OCII and EP to determine the location and number of additional noise measurements; for the purpose 
of this scope of work, it is assumed that ESA will conduct no more than three long-term noise 
measurements and six short-term measurements. Construction noise impacts will be quantitatively analyzed 
relative to the City’s noise ordinance and applicable significance thresholds; construction vibration impacts 
from pile driving will also be analyzed. Operational noise impacts to be analyzed include stationary 
sources, crowd noise, entertainment noise, and project-generated traffic noise at up to 10 roadway 
segments. Tasks are anticipated to include measurement of existing ambient noise in the project site 
vicinity, including at the nearest sensitive receptors, and possibly additional measurements at appropriate 
locations to gather information on event facility noise conditions. Where required, feasible mitigation 
measures beyond those in the Mission Bay FSEIR will be identified. 



 Air Quality (including Health Risk) — Both construction and operation of the project would result in air 
pollutant emissions. Construction activities would generate dust and diesel emissions (including diesel 
particulate matter, a toxic air contaminant). ESA will rely on an assessment of project construction and 
operational air emissions, and project-specific health risk assessment, to be prepared by the project 
sponsor’s consultant, Environ. (It is assumed that EP will review and approve a separate work scope for the 
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air quality analysis, to be prepared by Environ; we further assume that if EP requires a stand-alone Air 
Quality Technical Report, this AQTR will be prepared by Environ.) ESA will collaborate with Environ as 
needed to ensure consistency in project understanding, and analysis methodology and approach, and will 
peer review Environ’s results for accuracy. ESA will use the assessment from Environ as a basis for writing 
the Air Quality (including Health Risks) section of the SEIR. The air quality analysis will also address 
construction dust, odor impacts, and consistency with the Clean Air Plan. Where required, feasible 
mitigation measures beyond those in the Mission Bay FSEIR will be identified. 



 Greenhouse Gas Emissions — The City does not require quantification of estimated greenhouse gas 
emissions in CEQA analysis for construction or operation of a project. Rather, the approach to this analysis is 
to confirm that the project will be consistent with the City’s Strategies to Address Greenhouse Gas Emissions. 
This determination is made on the basis of a checklist developed by EP. Much of the information in the 
checklist—such as how the project will comply with various aspects of the City’s Green Building Ordinance, 
water conservation and stormwater requirements, and recycling and composting requirements—must be 
supplied by the project design team, to the extent that this information is available at the time that CEQA 
review is under way. ESA will complete the checklist in coordination with the project sponsor. However, it is 
noted that SB 743 processing requires documentation of no increase in greenhouse gas emissions, and 
therefore ESA will also coordinate the EIR’s greenhouse gas emissions analysis with the work being 
performed by Environ in support of the sponsor’s proposed processing of the project under SB743. 



 Wind — Two potential options are provided for the Wind analyses, as follows:  



Option A. Peer Review of Wind-Tunnel Analysis and Preparation of SEIR Wind Section. Under this 
option, ESA will rely on an assessment of wind impacts – both direct project impacts and cumulative 
impacts - to be prepared by the project sponsor’s consultant, RWDI. ESA will consult with RWDI as 
needed to ensure consistency in project understanding, and analysis methodology and approach, and 
will peer review RWDI’s results for accuracy. It is assumed RWDI will conduct wind-tunnel testing 
of the project site, and prepare a wind technical report that will provide wind data results sufficient to 
evaluate project impacts in accordance with the requirements for wind analysis in the Design for 
Development. The wind technical memorandum prepared by RWDI will serve as the basis for the 
SEIR Wind section to be prepared by ESA.  



Option B. Wind-Tunnel Testing and Preparation of SEIR Wind Section. Under this option, ESA will 
conduct the wind assessment and also prepare the SEIR wind section using our in-house wind 
experts. Using ESA’s existing 1"=50' scale model of Mission Bay, ESA would build and add in a 
model of the Warriors project development proposed on Blocks 29 to 32 based on development plans 
from the Warriors. As needed, ESA would update and add any other future non-project cumulative 
development anticipated in the vicinity. ESA, in consultation with the City, will identify the number 
and location of wind test points to study. The model would be delivered to U.C. Davis’s wind tunnel 
facility, where the wind modeling would be conducted. Wind conditions will be analyzed for the 
existing setting, existing plus project conditions and cumulative conditions for primary wind 
directions. ESA will then prepare a technical memorandum that will document the approach, 
methods, assumptions, and results of the wind test. This memorandum will serve as the basis for the 
SEIR section on wind that ESA will also prepare.  If needed, feasible mitigation measures will be 
identified to address any significant wind impacts. 
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 Shadow — ESA will evaluate shadow effects consistent with the Design for Development’s guidelines for 
“Sunlight Access to Open Space,” and prepare the SEIR Shadow section. ESA will build a digital model of 
the proposed project and cast shadow on the potentially affected public and publicly accessible open spaces 
that could be affected, in particular, the planned Bayfront Park east of the project site and the realigned 
Terry Francois Boulevard, as well as UCSF-owned publicly accessible open space both north and south of 
Gene Friend Way. ESA will include in the analysis graphical illustrations of project shadow on locations 
and at times of the year and day to be determined in consultation with EP and OCII. At a minimum, it is 
assumed that net new shadow will be depicted on Bayfront Park. The Design for Development establishes a 
recommended limit for total shadow on Bayfront Park: no more than 20 percent of the overall park 
(extending from Mission Bay Commons south to Mariposa Street) should be continuously shaded for an 
hour or more during the period 10:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m., March to September. If needed, feasible mitigation 
measures will be identified to address any significant shadow impacts. 



 Sea Level Rise/Flooding Effects — The project site is an area subject to the potential effects of sea level 
rise. ESA will review the latest available policy and research on sea level rise, including but not limited to, 
the 2012 National Research Council publication “Sea-Level Rise for the Coasts of California, Oregon, and 
Washington: Past, Present, and Future.” In consultation with City staff, ESA will identify the best sea level 
rise inundation maps available for the project area [if available, this may include the San Francisco Public 
Utilities Commission (SFPUC) sea level rise inundation maps for San Francisco’s Bay shoreline that are 
scheduled be published soon]. Based on this mapping, ESA will identify design year sea level rise for a 
range of potential sea level projections. ESA will consult with the sponsor to identify any design features 
proposed as part of the project to address sea level rise. As needed, ESA will identify feasible mitigation 
measures for addressing sea level rise, which may include preparation of a risk assessment by the sponsor 
and identification of additional potential design solutions and adaptation measures to avoid or minimize sea 
level rise effects. 



 Utility Demands/Effects — The proposed project will generate a demand for water, generate wastewater 
and require wastewater and stormwater collection and treatment. In consultation with the OCII and SFPUC, 
ESA will update as needed the description of public utility system improvements serving the project site 
vicinity, and document if there are any known existing or future deficiencies in water supply/distribution, 
and wastewater/stormwater collection and treatment. Using existing information in the Mission Bay FSEIR, 
ESA will derive the estimated project site water demand/wastewater generation estimates originally 
assumed for the Block 29-32 project site in the Mission Bay FSEIR. The project sponsor’s engineers will 
provide ESA with a description of proposed utility system improvements to serve the project site, including 
proposed water utilities, water reduction measures/systems, wastewater collection utilities, stormwater 
collection, storage and/or treatment utilities; as well as projected utility demands for the project, including 
water demand, wastewater generation and stormflows. ESA will present preliminary utility information and 
results to, and consult with, City staff to determine what, if any, additional utilities information or analysis 
may be needed for the environmental document. 



Optional Task: Hydrologic Modeling of Effects on the City’s Combined Sewer/Stormwater System. The 
above scope of work does not provide for any quantitative analysis using the Bayside Planning Model or 
other hydrologic model that may be recommended by OCII, EP and/or SFPUC to estimate potential 
changes in project/cumulative combined sewer flows and discharges. However, if based on the results of 
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the preliminary tasks discussed above, OCII and EP determines that hydrologic modeling of the combined 
sewer/stormwater flows is required to quantify potential changes in effects on the combined system, ESA 
proposes to use Hydroconsult Engineers, Inc., to conduct this effort as an optional task. The scope of work 
for this task would be developed in consultation with OCII, EP and the project sponsor. 



As discussed below, this scope of work assumes the project sponsor will process the project under SB 743. The 
eligibility of the proposed project under SB743 would provide that aesthetic impacts of the proposed project shall 
not be considered significant impacts on the environment. Accordingly, as was the approach for the Piers 30-32 
site, the aesthetics impacts will not be analyzed in the Supplemental EIR. This work scope therefore does not 
include the preparation or inclusion of any visual simulations for the proposed project in the SEIR. 



Based on preliminary discussions to date with EP and OCII, it is assumed that the SEIR will not require analysis 
of any new CEQA alternatives, but can instead can rely on the alternatives analysis in the Mission Bay FSEIR. At 
this time, it is also assumed that the SEIR will describe and analyze one version of the proposed project only, and 
that there will be no Variants to the project. 



Task 4. Prepare Administrative Draft Supplemental EIR #2 and Screencheck Draft Supplemental EIR  



This task consists of reviewing and responding to comments on the ADSEIR #1 and preparing an Administrative 
Draft Supplemental EIR #2 (ADSEIR #2). Following receipt of comments on ADSEIR #2, a Screencheck Draft 
SEIR will be submitted to OCII and EP, including the Environmental Review Officer (ERO), for review and final 
comment prior to publication. Three rounds of review are included in this task (review of ADSEIR #1, 
ADSEIR #2, and Screencheck Draft SEIR) as well as work sessions to resolve issues that arise with each round of 
review. (In this way, the work session to review/revise the Screencheck Draft will, in effect, produce a Printcheck 
Draft in the process of developing the Public Draft SEIR for printing and distribution.) This proposal assumes 
review only by OCII, EP, City Attorney, other relevant City staff (e.g., MTA, SFPUC), and the project sponsor 
team. Additional review of any administrative draft EIR sections by any other entities – and ESA’s responding to 
those comments - is not provided for in the work scope, budget and schedule. 



Task 5. Prepare and Distribute Draft SEIR and Conduct Public Hearings 



ESA will prepare a Notice of Completion (NOC) and Notice of Availability (NOA) for distribution at the same 
time as issuance of the public Draft SEIR. In conjunction with OCII and EP, ESA will prepare a mailing list and 
distribute the NOAs and Draft SEIR to the mailing list, and send the NOC to the State Clearinghouse, along with 
either 15 copies of the Draft SEIR (likely in electronic form, along with printed copies of the summary). It is 
assumed ESA will print and distribute 125 copies of the Draft SEIR plus 200 CDs and 500 copies of the NOA. 
ESA will also be responsible for on-site posting of the NOA of the Draft SEIR for public review. At the time that 
the Draft SEIR is published, ESA will provide OCII and EP with a complete set of all references cited in the Draft 
SEIR in electronic format. ESA will assist OCII and EP in planning and preparing for a public hearing to receive 
oral comments on the Draft SEIR, including providing a court reporter at the hearing who will prepare transcripts 
to be used in responding to comments. 



Task 6. Responses to Comments Document and MMRP 



At this time, the number, nature, and extent of comments on the Draft SEIR cannot be predicted. ESA has 
assumed a reasonable budget sufficient to respond to a reasonable number of comments given the potentially 
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controversial nature of the project, but for the purposes of this scope of work, we assume that responses will not 
require major new analysis in any resource area, any substantive changes to the Project Description, or any new 
quantitative analysis of a substantive nature. ESA will review, bracket/code, organize, and synthesize comments 
received on the Draft SEIR, including preparing a matrix of all comments received to facilitate preparation of 
responses. The matrix will identify the commenter, comment code, primary and secondary topic, person(s) 
responsible for preparing the response, additional information needs, and issues to be resolved, and the matrix can 
be sorted as needed for various purposes. Consistent with EP format, the Responses to Comments (RTC) 
document will be organized by resource topic, and ESA will work with the project sponsor, OCII, EP, and other 
City staff as applicable to strategize in the most efficient way to prepare responses and structure the RTC 
document. Similar to the process for the Draft SEIR, the RTC will require preparation of two rounds of the 
administrative draft RTC document for iterative review and comment before preparing and distributing the public 
RTC document. At the time that the RTC document is published, ESA will provide OCII and EP with an updated 
set of all references cited in the Draft SEIR and RTC document in electronic format.  



Following publication of the RTC document, ESA will prepare the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 
(MMRP) as required by CEQA and consistent with OCII and EP requirements.  We assumed one round of review 
for the MMRP. 



ESA will print 75 hard copies of the RTC document, 100 CD copies, and 10 copies of the MMRP.  



Task 7. SEIR Certification, Appeal, Final SEIR, and Notice of Determination  



ESA will assist OCII prior to and during the certification hearing on the Final SEIR before the OCII Commission, 
providing technical and administrative assistance as needed. It is assumed that the OCII will be responsible for 
preparing the CEQA Findings. Following certification of the SEIR, this scope of work assumes at least one appeal 
of the SEIR certification will be filed to the San Francisco Board of Supervisors (BOS), as the legislative body for 
the Successor Agency. ESA will provide technical and administrative support to OCII and EP during the appeal 
process, including preparation of draft and final appeal response materials and attendance and support at the 
appeal hearing; this scope of work assumed that certain issues would require discussion/clarification and response 
during the appeal process but no additional analysis will be required. It is assumed that the project sponsor will be 
responsible for all filing fees, including the California Department of Fish and Wildlife CEQA fees. 



Following filing of the NOD, ESA, will prepare a consolidated Final SEIR that combines and integrates the 
contents of the Draft SEIR and the RTC document.  



Task 8. Project Management and Meetings 



This task covers regular progress meetings and/or conference calls as well as day-to-day coordination and 
consultation with the project sponsor, design team, OCII, EP, and other CCSF staff; formal and informal meetings; 
and additional administrative duties, including subconsultant coordination. The ESA team will coordinate work 
efforts, maintain consistency in project understanding and approach, maintain action item lists and information 
requests, address and respond to issues as they arise, and distribute the project information needed for preparation of 
the CEQA documentation. For all CEQA meetings and work sessions, ESA will prepare an agenda prior to the 
meeting.   
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This task also includes monitoring project status in terms of staffing, budget, schedule, and coordinating the work 
of all subconsultants. ESA will prepare updates to the project schedule as needed.  



Task 9. Administrative Record and SB 743 Compliance Support 



The project sponsor is proposing to apply for certification of the project under SB 743. Among other requirements, 
SB 743 requires preparation of an electronic administrative record concurrently with the administrative process 
(including placement on the internet) and certification of the final administrative record within specific timeframes. 
ESA will manage the administrative record process for this project and provide SB 743 compliance support. 



A detailed description of ESA’s proposed scope for preparation, management of the Administrative Record and 
SB 743 compliance support is presented in Attachment B. Within 10 days of the Governor certifying the 
environmental leadership development project, ESA will prepare and distribute the public notice that the applicant 
has elected to proceed under Chapter 6.5 of the Public Resources Code. For purposes of scoping/costing, it is 
assumed the Administrative Record for this project under SB 743 begins with submittal of the new Environmental 
Evaluation (EE) Application, and will be maintained until the City renders a final decision on the project. If 
desired by the City, ESA would establish and maintain a project-specific email address for the receipt of 
electronic documents submitted. If requested, ESA can also include ESA’s physical address and/or facsimile 
address in all forthcoming project notices for the receipt of printed materials which ESA would then convert to an 
electronic format. All documents received will be indexed and organized by ESA as outlined in Attachment B. 
The Administrative Record will include an Administrative Record Index that includes live links to all indexed 
documents as well as the documents themselves. OCII and EP shall approve the format of Administrative Record 
Index, and prepare and/or approve the process for which project materials shall be included in the Administrative 
Record.  



ESA will support the OCII and the City in making all documents and other Administrative Record materials 
available to the public in a readily accessible, downloadable electronic format. As directed by OCII and EP, the 
City would host a link to its website that would direct users to an off-site, cloud-based server, which we assume 
will need to be in operation from publication of the Draft SEIR through a final decision on the project. ESA will 
design and build the user interface page (format and content to be approved by the OCII and EP), providing 
background information about the project and the CEQA process as well as access to the Administrative Record. 
ESA’s Website Lead will design, build, maintain, and troubleshoot the site. Commencing with the date of the 
release of the Draft SEIR, ESA will upload a current Administrative Record Index and electronic copy of 
submitted documents within the prescribed timelines outlined in Attachment B. ESA will provide the final Index 
and Administrative Record materials for the City’s certification so that the City can meet the statutory obligation 
to certify the final Administrative Record within five days of project approval. 
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Scope of Work 



Transportation Analysis for the proposed Event Center at Mission Bay 
South Area Blocks 29-32 EIR  



Second Draft: July 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 



The San Francisco 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 project variant; 



• 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 the project variant; and 



• Transportation section schedule and deliverables. 
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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 
(e.g., office, retail, restaurant, athletic club, movie theater, live theater) 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-related transportation improvements, background traffic 
assumptions, and parking assumptions. The proposed project and project variant travel demand will 
be presented for each analysis scenario.  This technical memorandum will be presented to the 
Planning Department for review and approval prior to proceeding with the transportation impact 
analysis.   



The transportation consultants will work with the project sponsor to develop the definition of the 
project variant. 



 











LCW Consulting  Adavant 
Consulting 



 
 



 
Event Center at Mission Bay South Area Blocks 29-32  July 14, 2014 
2012.0718E – Draft Transportation Scope of Work Page 3 



 



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 Variant 1 
 



1     2 



Future Year 2040 Cumulative 
        



Project - No Event 1     1  2 



Project – with Event  
- with Basketball Game 
- with Convention Event 



 
1 
1 



    1  
 



2 
1 



Project Variant – No Event  1       1 



TOTAL 9 2 3 2 2 5 2 25 



 



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 
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• 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 and June 2014, as 
appropriate. 



Table 2a - Intersection Analysis Locations 



Location Location 



1 The Embarcadero/Harrison St 13 Terry Francois Blvd/16th St [a] 



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/Fifth 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   
Note: 
[a] Future analysis location. 



 



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 
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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. 
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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   



3 Terry Francois Blvd/South St [b]   
Notes: 
[a] All crosswalks at the listed intersections. 
[b] Future analysis location. 



 



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 describe 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 and at 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; 
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• 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 site, 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.  
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Task 5 – Determine Project and Project Variant 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 variant 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, office, athletic club, movie theater, live theater) 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 
parking lots 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 facilities 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 the project 
variant 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 variant 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). 
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Task 6 – Transportation Impact Analysis 



The transportation consultants will identify the transportation impacts associated with the proposed 
project and the project variant 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 - no Event 



• Future year 2040 Cumulative - with Event 



Table 1 on page 3 details the number of project, project variant, 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’s and project variant’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 
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’s/project variant’s 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/project 
variant’s contribution to these conditions. 
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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 - no Event  



• Future year 2040 Cumulative – with Event 



Table 1 on page 3 details the number of project, project variant 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 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 
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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)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. 



TASK 6.5 – LOADING IMPACTS 
The transportation consultants will prepare a loading supply/demand analysis for the proposed 
project and the project variant.  The proposed on-site loading supply will be compared to the Mission 
Bay South Area D4D 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 and project variant.  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 the project variant.  



TASK 6.7 – CONSTRUCTION IMPACTS 
The transportation consultants will qualitatively assess any potential temporary construction-related 
transportation impacts that would be generated by the proposed project and the project variant.  
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 variant.  Handicapped-accessible, bicycle and carshare spaces supplied by 
the project and project variant will be identified.  The proposed parking supply will be compared to the 
requirements of the Mission Bay South Area D4D.  Any exceptions to the Mission Bay South Area 
D4D will be noted.  



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. 



                                                        
 



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. 
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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 – 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 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 project variant; 



• 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). 
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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 9 – 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 10:  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 11 – 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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ATTACHMENT B 
SCOPE OF WORK: ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD AND SB 743 COMPLIANCE SUPPORT 



Prepare and Distribute Notice that Applicant has Elected to Proceed under 
Chapter 6.5 of the Public Resources Code 



ESA, in consultation with the project sponsor team, OCII and EP, will prepare the public notice required by 
Public Resources Code section 21187 that the applicant has elected to proceed under Chapter 6.5 of the Public 
Resources Code. Pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21187, within 10 days of the Governor certifying the 
environmental leadership development project, the City must issue a notice in no less than 12-point type stating 
the following: 



“THE APPLICANT HAS ELECTED TO PROCEED UNDER CHAPTER 6.5 
(COMMENCING WITH SECTION 21178) OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE, 
WHICH PROVIDES, AMONG OTHER THINGS, THAT ANY JUDICIAL ACTION 
CHALLENGING THE CERTIFICATION OF THE EIR OR THE APPROVAL OF THE 
PROJECT DESCRIBED IN THE EIR IS SUBJECT TO THE PROCEDURES SET FORTH 
IN SECTIONS 21185 TO 21186, INCLUSIVE OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE. A 
COPY OF CHAPTER 6.5 (COMMENCING WITH SECTION 21178) OF THE PUBLIC 
RESOURCES CODE IS INCLUDED BELOW.” 



ESA will also develop a mailing list for the project in consultation with, and using mailing list information 
provided by, OCII and EP. ESA will conduct mailing of the notice as well. The public notice shall be distributed 
as required for public notices pursuant to Section 21092(b)(3) – the same as that required for a Notice of 
Preparation of an EIR.  



Administrative Record Preparation and Maintenance 



ESA will prepare the Administrative Record for the project concurrently with the City’s CEQA administrative 
process based on information generated by ESA as well as input and materials received from the City and project 
sponsor. 



It is assumed the Administrative Record for this project begins with submittal of the Environmental Evaluation 
(EE) Application in June 2014, and ESA will maintain the Administrative Record until the City renders a final 
decision on the project. For purposes of costing, it is assumed that ESA’s Administrative Record Lead’s duties 
would continue through September 2015 (the estimated amount of time to complete the environmental review and 
entitlements process for the project.) 



The Administrative Record will include an Administrative Record Index, prepared in Excel, that would include 
live links to all indexed documents as well as to the documents themselves. A sample Administrative Record 
Index to be used for the project is included in Table 1, below. It is assumed the OCII, EP and project sponsor will 
review and confirm that the proposed index format is acceptable for this project prior to ESA’s formal setup and 
use of this index. 
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Based on input provided by the OCII and the City, ESA will establish and maintain the CEQA administrative 
record of all materials determined to be appropriate for inclusion. ESA will establish and maintain a project-
specific email address for the receipt of documents prepared by or on behalf of the OCII and the City; submitted 
by the project sponsor; and provided by other agencies, interested organizations, and members of the public. 
Documents delivered to the project email box will generally be indexed and organized by ESA within two 
business days of receipt. The preferred format for all documents to be included in the Administrative Record is a 
downloadable electronic format in pdf format. However, if the OCII and the City requests, ESA can include 
ESA’s physical address in all forthcoming project notices for the delivery of printed materials; and can also 
include ESA’s facsimile address in all project notices as an additional delivery option. Documents received by 
either of these methods that do not duplicate previously received electronic copies would be scanned or otherwise 
converted to an electronic format, indexed, and organized, generally within four business days of receipt. 



ESA will support the OCII and the City in making all documents and other Administrative Record materials 
available to the public in a readily accessible, downloadable electronic format via a website maintained by the 
City (Pub. Res. Code §21186(b)). ESA proposes to outsource file storage to a hosted cloud-based server farm that 
would provide up to 30 GB capacity, managed application infrastructure, public access 24/7, and back-up of all 
files. ESA will work closely with the OCII and the City to make sure the site has a look and feel that is similar to 
or seamless relative to other City website products. 



 The City would host a link on the a City website (as directed by OCII and the City) that would direct users 
to an off-site server. It would appear to members of the public viewing materials on-line that they have 
remained on the City’s website. 



 ESA will design and build the user interface page (format and content to be approved by the OCII and the 
City). The page will provide background information about the project and the CEQA process as well as 
access to the Administrative Record. ESA’s word processing staff would optimize the files for website 
viewing; ESA’s website lead will design, build, maintain, and troubleshoot the site over the anticipated 
length of time between issuance of the Draft SEIR and the City’s certification of the Administrative Record. 



 Commencing with the date of the release of the Draft SEIR: 



- Lead Agency and project sponsor documents: ESA will upload a current Administrative Record Index 
and electronic copy of documents prepared by the City or submitted by the project sponsor within 
five (5) business days of receiving such a document (Pub. Res. Code §21186(d)). 



- Public comments received in an electronic format: ESA will upload a current Administrative Record 
Index and electronic copy of documents provided by other agencies and members of the public in an 
electronic format within five (5) business days of receiving such a document (Pub. Res. Code 
§21186(e)). 



- Public comments not in an electronic format: ESA will upload a current Administrative Record Index 
and electronic copy of documents provided by other agencies and members of the public not in an 
electronic format within seven (7) business days of receiving such a document (Pub. Res. Code 
§21186(f)). 
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 Pursuant to Pub. Res. Code §21186(g), for those documents submitted to or relied on by the City that were 
not prepared specifically for the project and are copyright protected are not required to be made readily 
accessible in an electronic format, but will be included in the Administrative Record Index. ESA will 
upload a current Administrative Record Index of the copyright protected documents provided by other 
agencies and members of the public in an electronic format within five (5) business days of receiving such a 
document. The Administrative Record Index will specify the library or lead agency offices in which 
hardcopies of the copyrighted materials are available for public review. 



 The site would be hosted by a third-party contractor and maintained by ESA for an assumed duration of 
12 months (i.e., from release of the Draft SEIR through the completion of the entitlements process for the 
project). The site would be available to the public the same day that the Notice of Completion of the Draft 
SEIR is received by the State Clearinghouse and would be maintained through the end of the calendar 
month in which the City issues its final decision on the project. 



Certification of the Administrative Record 



ESA will provide the final Index and Administrative Record materials for the City’s certification within two (2) 
days of the City’s decision on the project so that the City may meet the statutory obligation to certify the final 
Administrative Record within five (5) days of project approval (Pub. Res. Code §21186(g)). 











TABLE 1
SAMPLE ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD INDEX FOR EVENT CENTER AND MIXED‐USE DEVELOPMENT AT PIERS 30‐32 AND SEAWALL LOT 330



A B C D E F G H I J K L



Topic Category Date Received/Sent Document Date Recipient(s)/ Affiliation
Author/ 
Affiliation



Document Name Document Subject Number of Pages
Document/ 
Media Type



Bates 
Numbers



Digital File 
Name



Other 
Notes



PDF Emails and documents are categorized by topic.  This column identifies the 
date the document was 
received or sent.



This is the date 
shown on the 
document.



This identifies the recipient 
of the document.



This identifies the 
author of the 
document.



This column identifies the title of the 
document or PDF Email attachment. If 
an PDF Email does not include an 
attachment, the entry will be blank.



This column identifies 
the subject(s) of the 
document using key 
words



This identifies the 
number of pages in the 
document.



This identifies the 
entry's document 
type or media 
format.



A unique bates 
range will identify 
each entry



This identifies name 
of the digital file 
associated with the 
entry.  All 
documents saved in 
pdf format



     e.g., Notice of Preparation, Draft EIR, Responses to Comments, Notice of Determination, CEQA Findings, Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program, etc.



    e.g., Applicable memos, correspondence and other miscellaneous information related to AB900 application (such as technical reports related to GHG analysis, correspondence with CARB, approval from Governor's Office, etc.)



    e.g.,  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EE Application



    e.g.,  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with  NOP (through publication)



    e.g.,  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with non‐technical EIR sections (e.g., Introduction, etc.)



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Project Description



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Plans and Policies



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Land Use



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Aesthetics



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Population and Housing



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Cultural and Paleontological Resources



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Transportation and Circulation



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Noise and Vibration



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Air Quality



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Greenhouse Gases



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Wind and Shadow



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Recreation



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Utilties and Service Systems



00  Final Key Documents



01   AB 900



03   Notice of Preparation (NOP) 



04   EIR ‐ General (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



05   EIR ‐ Project Description (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



06   EIR ‐ Plans and Policies (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



07   EIR ‐ Land Use (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



08   EIR ‐ Aesthetics (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



09   EIR ‐ Population and Housing (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



10   EIR ‐ Cultural and Paleontological Resources (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



02   Environmental Evaluation (EE) Application



11   EIR ‐ Transportation and Circulation (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



17   EIR ‐ Utilities and Service Systems (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



12   EIR ‐ Noise and Vibration (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



13   EIR ‐ Air Quality (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



14   EIR ‐ Greenhouse Gases (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



15   EIR ‐ Wind and Shadow (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



16   EIR  ‐ Recreation (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)
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    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Biological Resources



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Geology and Soils



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Hydrology and Water Quality



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Hazards and Hazardous Materials



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Mineral and Energy Resources



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Agriculture Resources



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with Other CEQA Issues (Growth Inducement, Significant and Unavoidable Impacts, Significant and Irreversible Changes, and Areas of Known Controversy



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Alternatives



    Agency, Public and Organization Scoping Comments Received in Response to NOP



    Agency, Public and Organization Comments on Draft EIR



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with multiple EIR topics 



    e.g., Agenda, Minutes, from Agency‐Sponsor Coordination Meetings



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with potential EIR appeal, and appeal response



24   EIR ‐ Other CEQA Issues (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



30  EIR Appeal



28   Correspondence ‐ General 



26   NOP Scoping Comments



27   Comments on Draft EIR 



29   Agency‐Sponsor Coordination Meetings



21   EIR ‐ Hazards and Hazardous Materials (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



22   EIR ‐ Mineral and Energy Resources (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



23   EIR ‐ Agriculture and Forest Resources (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



25   EIR ‐ Alternatives (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



18   EIR ‐ Biological Resources (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



19   EIR  ‐ Geology and Soils (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



20   EIR ‐ Hydrology and Water Quality (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



















From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
Date: Wednesday, June 04, 2014 12:15:00 PM


Here to please (and got me out of my other 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: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) 
Sent: Wednesday, June 04, 2014 10:28 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
 
Thanks. You made finding a day/time much easier!
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 4:12 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
 
I checked with my other meeting and they can live without me (or we’ll reschedule if necessary). 
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: Monday, June 02, 2014 11:03 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
 



mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/





The results of the “doodle” survey are showing that the Wednesday 1-3pm timeslot works best for
all parties involved. Not a surprise considering that timeslot work very well with the last arena
proposal. Viktoriya and the project sponsor attorney have conflicts for the Tuesday 1-3pm timeslot.
I know you said you would have a conflict every other week for that timeslot. Would you have an
issue with us keeping the Wednesday 1-3pm timeslot?
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 5:55 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
 


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



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/





Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Gavin, John (MYR)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: RE: Tuesday 7/29, Warriors Meetings in SF
Date: Friday, July 25, 2014 3:03:55 PM
Attachments: image003.png


Actually, Jennifer suggested to have the meeting at OCII if there is a room available? 
 
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: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 12:57 PM
To: Gavin, John (MYR); Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: RE: Tuesday 7/29, Warriors Meetings in SF
 
That is fine.  No one is expecting to be in 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/
 


From: Gavin, John (MYR) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 11:49 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: FW: Tuesday 7/29, Warriors Meetings in SF
 
FYI.  I will confirm, but with Dan able to make the meeting, I think we’ll be meeting at City Hall on
Tuesday.
 
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: Dan Barrett [mailto:dsb@barrettsports.com] 



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=D3FDD7FCDB634739ADBCE4142157EE0A-JOHN GAVIN
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Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 10:32 AM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Cc: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: Tuesday 7/29, Warriors Meetings in SF
 
I will be there Tuesday.
 
 








From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Bereket, Immanuel (CII)
Subject: FW: Preliminary Scope of Work for SEIR for GSW Project in Mission Bay
Date: Tuesday, July 15, 2014 3:14:34 PM
Attachments: Preliminary SOW for GSW_Mission Bay_07-15-14.pdf


For your review.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 15, 2014 11:39 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Clarke Miller; Gary Oates; Karl Heisler; Joyce
Subject: Preliminary Scope of Work for SEIR for GSW Project in Mission Bay
 
Catherine and Chris:
 
Attached is ESA’s preliminary scope of work for CEQA services for the proposed Golden State
Warriors Event Center Development in Mission Bay; we have copied Clarke Miller at Strada on the
preliminary scope of work as well.  Please review; we are happy to answer any questions regarding
this preliminary scope of work from you or Clarke should they arise. 
 
We look forward to working with the City and the Warriors on this important project.
 
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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July 15, 2014 
 
 
To: Catherine Reilly Chris Kern 



Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure San Francisco Planning Department 
One South Van Ness Avenue Environmental Planning Division 
5th Floor 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 
San Francisco, CA 94103 San Francisco, CA 94103 



 
Cc: Clarke Miller 



Strada Investment Group 
100 Spear Street, Suite 2080 
San Francisco, CA 94105 



 
Subject: Preliminary Scope of Work for CEQA Services for the proposed Golden State Warriors Event 



Center Development in Mission Bay 
 



Environmental Science Associates (ESA) submits herein a preliminary scope of work for environmental review 
services for the proposed Golden State Warriors (GSW) event center development within the Mission Bay South 
Redevelopment Area (proposed project or project). We understand that the City’s Office of Community 
Investment and Infrastructure (OCII), as the CEQA lead agency, in cooperation with the San Francisco Planning 
Department, Environmental Planning (EP) Division, has determined that a Supplemental Environmental Impact 
Report (Supplemental EIR) is required, and that the Supplemental EIR will be tiered from the Final Mission Bay 
Subsequent EIR (1998). Further, we understand the OCII and EP will be responsible for day-to-day project 
management of the environmental review process in accordance with a Memorandum of Agreement to be 
executed between those two City agencies. Thus, ESA is submitting this preliminary scope of work for review 
and approval by OCII and EP, with input from the Project Sponsor, represented by Strada Investment Group. 



In general, we understand the project, proposed on Blocks 29 to 32 of the Mission Bay South Redevelopment 
Area, will consist of an event center with a seating capacity the same as that proposed previously on Piers 30-32, 
two small live-performance theaters, office development, retail development, and parking facilities on the 12-acre 
project site in Mission Bay. A number of project details are still under development. 



We also understand that the EIR would provide the environmental information necessary to support several 
discretionary actions to be considered by the OCII Commission, including approval of a Major Phase application 
and an amendment to the Mission Bay South Design for Development and the Mission Bay South Owner 
Participation Agreement, as well as one discretionary action by the San Francisco Planning Commission, namely 
the approval of allocation of office space under the City’s Office Development Annual Limit. 



ESA Team and Staffing 



The ESA team will be led by Paul Mitchell and Karl Heisler, as Project Manager and Project Director, 
respectively; Gary Oates will serve as Principal-in-Charge. Joyce Hsiao, with Orion Environmental Associates 
will serve as senior technical coordinator and advisor. Brian Boxer, ESA’s Community Development Practice 
Leader and the Project Manager for the recently completed Sacramento Kings Arena EIR, will also be available to 
provide senior technical review as necessary. Karl and Gary will serve as spokespeople for ESA at public hearings 
related to the project. This management team will be supported by a host of technical specialists, who are largely 
in-house ESA staff, with experience in numerous San Francisco development projects, and all of whom worked 
on the previous event center development proposed at Piers 30-32. ESA proposes to include the services of 
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several specialty subconsultants, all of whom ESA has worked with on the previous event center development 
proposed at Piers 30-32. These subconsultants include: Orion Environmental Associates (hydrology and water 
quality); Fehr and Peers Transportation Consultants, Adavant Consulting and LCW Consulting (transportation). 
In addition Hydroconsult Engineers, Inc. is included as an optional subconsultant, if requested (for assistance with 
developing combined sewer/stormwater calculations). All of these subconsultants will be used in a focused 
manner with their particular specialty and experience, appropriate to the level of detail needed for this 
Supplemental EIR. It should be noted that Orion Environmental Associates, Adavant Consulting, LCW 
Consulting and Hydroconsult Engineers, Inc. are all Local Business Enterprise (LBE)-certified by City. 



Background 



Regulation in Mission Bay South 



The San Francisco Board of Supervisors established the Mission Bay North and South Redevelopment project 
areas in November 1998, covering 303 acres of land south of downtown between the San Francisco Bay and 
Interstate 280. The Mission Bay development program, of which some phases have been completed or are 
currently under construction, includes housing, office/life science/biotechnology commercial space, a UCSF 
research campus and hospital complex, city and neighborhood-serving retail space, a hotel, and a range of 
community facilities. 



OCII, as the Successor Agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency since 2012, is authorized to 
implement the Mission Bay development program. OCII is governed by two bodies, the Oversight Board of the 
Successor Agency (which oversees certain fiscal management of former Redevelopment Agency assets) and the 
Commission on Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII Commission, which exercises land use, 
development and design approval authority for the Major Approved Development Projects). Although OCII, as 
the Successor Agency, is a separate legal entity from the City and County of San Francisco, pursuant to state law, 
the San Francisco Board of Supervisors is the legislative body of the Successor Agency. The Board of 
Supervisors has delegated to the OCII Commission, among other powers, the authority to act in place of the 
Redevelopment Agency to implement surviving redevelopment projects, including Mission Bay. 



The proposed development would be primarily regulated by the Redevelopment Plan for the Mission Bay South 
Redevelopment Project (South Plan), the Mission Bay South Design for Development (South Design for 
Development), and the Mission Bay South Owner Participation Agreement (South OPA). The South Plan, adopted 
in 1998 and last amended in 2013, provides objectives and basic land use controls within the project area. The South 
Design for Development is a companion document to the South Plan, and provides specific land use controls 
standards and regulates height, bulk, setbacks, coverage, streetwalls, view corridors, open space, parking and other 
design issues. The standards of the South Design for Development supersede the San Francisco Planning Code in its 
entirety, except as otherwise provided in the South Plan. The South OPA establishes binding contractual rights and 
obligations for reviewing and approving private and public development for Mission Bay South, including 
specifying maximum development rights, timing of infrastructure and parks, provision of affordable housing, and 
programs to diversify the workforce. Other regulatory documents that apply to private developments in Mission Bay 
South include the Mission Bay South Streetscape Master Plan and the Mission Bay South Signage Master Plan. 
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Mission Bay Final Subsequent EIR (Mission Bay FSEIR) 



In October 1998, the San Francisco Board of Supervisors affirmed certification of the Mission Bay Final Subsequent 
EIR (Mission Bay FSEIR) by the Redevelopment Agency and Planning Commission, and adopted environmental 
findings (and a statement of overriding considerations). The Mission Bay FSEIR is a program EIR under CEQA 
Guidelines 15168 and a redevelopment plan EIR under CEQA Guidelines 15180. The Mission Bay FSEIR includes 
a series of mitigation measures that apply to various development stages for projects in Mission Bay, and a 
comprehensive system for mitigation monitoring was established. Since 1998, there have been nine addenda to the 
Mission Bay FSEIR (completed between 2000 and 2013) for specific developments within Mission Bay that 
required additional environmental review of specific issues beyond those that were covered in the Mission Bay 
FSEIR; in all of these cases, none of the conditions triggering a Subsequent or Supplemental EIR were met.  



Prior Proposals at the Project Site 



The GSW project site at Blocks 29 to 32 has been the subject of prior development proposals, including a 
development proposed by Alexandria Real Estate Equities, Inc., and most recently a development proposal by 
Salesforce.com (Salesforce). The Salesforce proposal envisioned a variety of uses on the project site (and certain 
adjacent and nearby parcels), including office development (as allocated by the Planning Commission under 
Proposition M), retail (including restaurant) space, childcare facilities and parking on Blocks 29 to 32. 



Under both previous proposals, the OCII Commission determined that the projects were within the scope of the 
project analyzed in the Mission Bay FSEIR and addenda and that no additional environmental review was 
required; hence, OCII adopted findings and approved Major Phase applications for both projects. The Planning 
Commission also completed office development allocations subject to Proposition M for the Alexandria proposal, 
but not for Salesforce. However, neither of these development proposals ultimately occurred on the project site.  



Proposed GSW Project 



Understanding of the Project 



In April 2014, the GSW entered into a contract with Salesforce to purchase an approximately 12-acre site located 
within the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Project Area of San Francisco. This partially developed site 
consists of Blocks 29 to 32, and is bounded by Third Street on the west, 16th Street on the south, South Street on 
the north, and roughly by the future planned realigned Terry Francois Boulevard on the east. Paved surface 
metered parking facilities containing 675 parking spaces operate in the west and north portions of the site (Lots B 
and E, respectively). Just east of, and adjacent to, Parking Lot B is a depressed basin where stormwater runoff 
from the central–south portion of the project site is directed to and retained in. 



The GSW propose to develop approximately 1.7 million square feet of development, including a 720,000 square-
foot event center (including GSW practice facilities); two small theaters encompassing 27,000 square feet; 
approximately 550,000 square feet of office uses; 65,000 square feet of retail space; and 336,000 square feet of 
parking and loading. The GSW have preliminarily indicated that operation of the proposed event center would be 
similar in function to that previously proposed at the Piers 30-32 site, hosting the GSW basketball team during the 
NBA season, and providing a year-round venue for other events, including concerts, family shows, other sporting 
events, cultural events, conference and conventions. The proposed office development could include research and 
development, and biotechnical uses. The retail uses are anticipated to be restaurant uses (both sit-down and quick-
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serve) and in-line retail The Project Sponsor desires to have the development constructed and in operation no later 
than the National Basketball Association (NBA) 2017-18 season. 



Proposed GSW Project Approvals 



The GSW project would require approval by the OCII Commission of a new Major Phase for Blocks 29 to 32 to 
identify the specific uses, intensities of development, height, bulk and massing. Prior to approval, a Major Phase is 
referred to the Planning Department for review and comment. Following Major Phase approval, the GSW project 
would also require approval by the OCII Commission of individual Combined Basic Concept and Schematic 
Designs (Schematic Designs) for each building and private open spaces. Schematic Designs are also referred to the 
Planning Department for review and comment. Schematic Designs including office development will also require 
Planning Commission action to release office space from the citywide Proposition M office allocation pool. 



OCII has indicated that the proposed event center can be permitted as an allowed secondary use (Assembly and 
Entertainment: Nighttime Entertainment and/or Recreation Building) in the South Plan, and consequently, would 
not require an amendment to the South Plan. OCII indicates modifications to other design- and infrastructure-
related documents, such as the South Design for Development, Mission Bay South Signage Master Plan, and 
Mission Bay South Infrastructure Plan, would be required, as applicable. 



Environmental Review for GSW Project 



OCII has determined that the proposed GSW project in Mission Bay will require preparation of a focused 
Supplemental EIR to the Mission Bay FSEIR. Section 15163 of the CEQA Guidelines indicates that 
Supplemental EIRs may be used in cases if 1) any of the conditions described in the requirements that trigger a 
Subsequent EIR are met; and 2) only minor additions or changes would be necessary to make the previous EIR 
adequately apply to the project in the changed situation. Furthermore, Section 15163 indicates that Supplemental 
EIRs need contain only the information necessary to make the previous EIR adequate for the project as revised.  



Based on our preliminary understanding of the project, it is assumed that the Supplemental EIR for the GSW 
project in Mission Bay would focus on the following environmental topics for detailed environmental analysis: 
Transportation, Air Quality (including Health Risks), Greenhouse Gases, Noise and Vibration, Wind, Shadow, 
and certain issues associated with Hydrology (sea level rise and flooding), Utilities (water and wastewater), and 
potentially Public Services (police and fire). The work scopes for these environmental topics are addressed under 
Task 3, below. It is assumed all other environmental topics would be addressed in lesser detail in an Initial Study, 
as described in Task 2, below. As described below, the topic of Aesthetics is not proposed to be addressed in the 
SEIR, consistent with the proposed processing of the project under SB 743. 



Tasks for Completion of the CEQA Environmental Review Process 



The ESA team will conduct all activities and documentation required under the CEQA environmental review 
process in conjunction with, and under the direction of, OCII and EP, and consistent with procedures and format 
as directed by these agencies. 



Task 1. Prepare Notice of Preparation, Distribute Notice of Preparation/Initial Study, and Public Scoping  



The City has requested preparation of a Notice of Preparation (NOP) to be prepared for the GSW project. ESA, in 
consultation with the project sponsor team, OCII and EP, will prepare the NOP for the project. The NOP will 
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contain all information as required by the CEQA Guidelines Section 15082, and consistent with environmental 
review guidelines of the City. The City has also requested preparation of an Initial Study that would accompany 
the NOP; see Prepare Initial Study under Task 2, below. 



ESA will develop a mailing distribution list for the project in consultation with, and using mailing list information 
provided by, OCII and EP. ESA will conduct mailing of the NOP/ as requested by the City EP and OCII. It is 
assumed ESA will print and distribute 250 copies of the NOP, and 30 copies of the NOP with Initial Study, plus 
100 CDs. ESA shall provide an electronic file of the NOP/Initial Study for posting on the Planning Department 
and/or OCII website. 



The City has requested that a public scoping meeting occur for the project. ESA will attend the public scoping 
meeting. ESA will also arrange for a court reporter at the scoping meeting who will prepare transcripts. 



Following the close of the 30-day public review period for the NOP, ESA will review and catalog responses to the 
comments received on the NOP, and provide this summary to the City. 



Task 2. Prepare Initial Study 



The City has requested preparation of an Initial Study that will accompany the NOP. The Initial Study format, 
including, but not limited to, the environmental checklist items to be addressed and the comparative 
determinations, shall be approved by EP and OCII. The checklist will be adapted from the standard checklist to 
address the inquiry required under CEQA Guidelines Sections 15162 and 15163; that is, whether the project 
would result in new or substantially more severe significant effects than those identified in the Mission Bay 
FSEIR. This work scope assumes the following environmental topics (except where indicated otherwise, below) 
will be addressed in the Initial Study, in lesser detail than those items to be addressed in the SEIR: 



 Land Use 
 Population and Housing 
 Cultural Resources 
 Recreation 
 Utilities and Service Systems  



(excluding water and wastewater) 
 Public Services (excluding police and fire) 



 Biological Resources
 Geology and Soils 
 Hydrology and Water Quality  



(excluding sea level rise and flooding) 
 Hazards and Hazardous Materials 
 Mineral and Energy Resources 
 Agricultural and Forest Resources 



 
The proposed approach in the Initial Study for addressing each of the above topics is to first summarize how each 
of these topics were addressed for the Mission Bay project in the Mission Bay FSEIR, including identifying any 
applicable mitigation measures from the Mission Bay FSEIR, and conclusions reached regarding significance of 
effects. The Initial Study will then analyze the proposed project pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15163 to 
determine if the proposed changes, circumstances under which the project is undertaken, or new information 
would lead to new or more severe significant environmental effects. 



The Initial Study will not contain any detailed information or analysis for those environmental topics to be 
addressed in detail in the SEIR (i.e., transportation and circulation, air quality (including health risk), greenhouse 
gases noise and vibration, wind and shadow), unless there is a specific issue(s) from those topics that can be 
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clearly focused out in the Initial Study. However, the Initial Study will inform the reader that the respective 
environmental topics will be addressed in full detail in the SEIR. 



While, as noted above, the topics to be addressed in the Initial Study are largely not anticipated to require a 
quantitative analysis, the City has preliminarily identified certain environmental issues, including sea level 
rise/flooding effects, utility demand/effects, and effects on police and fire protection services, that will merit a 
more quantitative and detailed analysis. For purposes of this work scope, it is assumed these issues will be 
addressed in the SEIR (unless, time permitting, these discrete issues can be included in the Initial Study). A scope 
for these issues is presented under Task 3, below. 



ESA will prepare an administrative draft #1 Initial Study for review and comment by OCII, EP, and the project 
sponsor. We will then respond to and incorporate all comments into administrative draft #2 Initial Study, followed 
by preparation of a screencheck draft Initial Study, for a total of three rounds of review. Following receipt of 
comments on the screencheck draft Initial Study, ESA will prepare the final Initial Study for public distribution 
with the NOP.  



Task 3. Prepare Administrative Draft Supplemental EIR #1 



ESA will prepare an Administrative Draft Supplemental EIR #1 (ADSEIR #1) that will include the topics and 
environmental issues listed below, with the exception of the administrative draft project description, which will be 
submitted in advance of the ADSEIR #1 for review. A brief discussion of the level of detail for each section is 
also shown below, in the order in which they will appear in the Draft Supplemental EIR. All resource topics will 
include an analysis of cumulative impacts based on an assessment of other past, present, and reasonably 
foreseeable projects in the vicinity that could contribute to effects on the same resources, including, where 
applicable, citywide and regional growth projections and specific major projects that could affect resources also 
affected by the project, as set forth in EP guidance for cumulative impact analysis. ESA will work with OCII and 
EP to develop the list of projects and assumptions to consider for the various cumulative analyses. For each area 
of cumulative analysis, ESA will describe the relevant geographic area of impact; will identify cumulative 
impacts to which both the project and other projects would contribute; will determine if the project’s incremental 
contribution to each such impact is cumulatively considerable; and, where applicable, will identify feasible 
mitigation measures to reduce the project’s contribution to the cumulative significant impact. 



Based on discussions with Strada, and as further discussed below, it is our understanding that certain technical 
studies and analyses will be conducted by the sponsor’s consultant, including quantitative air quality emissions 
estimates and health risk assessment (to be conducted by Environ), and a wind study (assumed to be conducted by 
RWDI but could be done by ESA as an option) that will serve as a basis for information in developing the 
respective Supplemental EIR sections. Nevertheless, working together the sponsor’s consultants, ESA’s own in-
house technical experts, will prepare the actual Air Quality (including Health Risks), Greenhouse Gas, Wind, and 
Shadow sections of the Supplemental EIR. 



 Introduction — This section will include a description of the purpose and function of the Supplemental 
EIR, CEQA environmental review process, and summary of public comments received during the scoping 
period. 
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 Project Description — The project description will be based in part on the project description prepared for 
the NOP, and expanded as needed for the focused environmental analysis as additional project detail is made 
available by the sponsor team. It is expected that the level of detail for the Supplemental EIR project 
description would be commensurate with the overall level of detail that is typically used for Major Phase 
submittals in Mission Bay South, along with appropriate construction/operational-related information needed 
to conduct quantitative impact analyses, where relevant (e.g., transportation, air quality). The project 
description will include project objectives. Upon receipt of comments received on the first administrative draft 
project description, it is assumed that there would be no further substantive changes to the project description. 



 Plans and Policies — Relevant OCII and City documents to be reviewed to identify apparent conflicts with 
the project would include, but not be limited to, the Redevelopment Plan for the Mission Bay South 
Redevelopment Project, South Design for Development, San Francisco General Plan, the City’s 
Sustainability Plan, Climate Action Plan, Better Streets Plan, and Bicycle Plan. Applicable federal, regional 
and/or state plans/policies to be discussed would include, but not limited to, those of the California 
Regional Water Quality Control Board, Bay Area Air Quality Management District, and Association of Bay 
Area Governments; as well as applicable legislation, such as Senate Bill 743 (SB 743). 



 Transportation and Circulation — See Attachment A, Transportation Scope of Work from Fehr and 
Peers, Adavant Consulting and LCW Consulting. 



 Noise and Vibration — Although the project site is in a primarily commercial area, there are certain 
existing/proposed residential land uses in the project vicinity including UCSF student housing and multi-
family dwellings north/west of the site. The UCSF hospital will also be considered a sensitive receptor. 
During construction, these and other nearby land uses would be exposed to elevated noise levels, 
particularly to noise generated by pile-driving activities. ESA has recently conducted ambient noise 
measurements in support of the environmental review being prepared for the nearby UCSF LRDP project 
that would be used, as applicable, for the proposed GSW project. ESA would supplement this with other 
limited short- and/or long-term noise monitoring, as needed. If determined to be necessary, ESA will work 
with OCII and EP to determine the location and number of additional noise measurements; for the purpose 
of this scope of work, it is assumed that ESA will conduct no more than three long-term noise 
measurements and six short-term measurements. Construction noise impacts will be quantitatively analyzed 
relative to the City’s noise ordinance and applicable significance thresholds; construction vibration impacts 
from pile driving will also be analyzed. Operational noise impacts to be analyzed include stationary 
sources, crowd noise, entertainment noise, and project-generated traffic noise at up to 10 roadway 
segments. Tasks are anticipated to include measurement of existing ambient noise in the project site 
vicinity, including at the nearest sensitive receptors, and possibly additional measurements at appropriate 
locations to gather information on event facility noise conditions. Where required, feasible mitigation 
measures beyond those in the Mission Bay FSEIR will be identified. 



 Air Quality (including Health Risk) — Both construction and operation of the project would result in air 
pollutant emissions. Construction activities would generate dust and diesel emissions (including diesel 
particulate matter, a toxic air contaminant). ESA will rely on an assessment of project construction and 
operational air emissions, and project-specific health risk assessment, to be prepared by the project 
sponsor’s consultant, Environ. (It is assumed that EP will review and approve a separate work scope for the 
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air quality analysis, to be prepared by Environ; we further assume that if EP requires a stand-alone Air 
Quality Technical Report, this AQTR will be prepared by Environ.) ESA will collaborate with Environ as 
needed to ensure consistency in project understanding, and analysis methodology and approach, and will 
peer review Environ’s results for accuracy. ESA will use the assessment from Environ as a basis for writing 
the Air Quality (including Health Risks) section of the SEIR. The air quality analysis will also address 
construction dust, odor impacts, and consistency with the Clean Air Plan. Where required, feasible 
mitigation measures beyond those in the Mission Bay FSEIR will be identified. 



 Greenhouse Gas Emissions — The City does not require quantification of estimated greenhouse gas 
emissions in CEQA analysis for construction or operation of a project. Rather, the approach to this analysis is 
to confirm that the project will be consistent with the City’s Strategies to Address Greenhouse Gas Emissions. 
This determination is made on the basis of a checklist developed by EP. Much of the information in the 
checklist—such as how the project will comply with various aspects of the City’s Green Building Ordinance, 
water conservation and stormwater requirements, and recycling and composting requirements—must be 
supplied by the project design team, to the extent that this information is available at the time that CEQA 
review is under way. ESA will complete the checklist in coordination with the project sponsor. However, it is 
noted that SB 743 processing requires documentation of no increase in greenhouse gas emissions, and 
therefore ESA will also coordinate the EIR’s greenhouse gas emissions analysis with the work being 
performed by Environ in support of the sponsor’s proposed processing of the project under SB743. 



 Wind — Two potential options are provided for the Wind analyses, as follows:  



Option A. Peer Review of Wind-Tunnel Analysis and Preparation of SEIR Wind Section. Under this 
option, ESA will rely on an assessment of wind impacts – both direct project impacts and cumulative 
impacts - to be prepared by the project sponsor’s consultant, RWDI. ESA will consult with RWDI as 
needed to ensure consistency in project understanding, and analysis methodology and approach, and 
will peer review RWDI’s results for accuracy. It is assumed RWDI will conduct wind-tunnel testing 
of the project site, and prepare a wind technical report that will provide wind data results sufficient to 
evaluate project impacts in accordance with the requirements for wind analysis in the Design for 
Development. The wind technical memorandum prepared by RWDI will serve as the basis for the 
SEIR Wind section to be prepared by ESA.  



Option B. Wind-Tunnel Testing and Preparation of SEIR Wind Section. Under this option, ESA will 
conduct the wind assessment and also prepare the SEIR wind section using our in-house wind 
experts. Using ESA’s existing 1"=50' scale model of Mission Bay, ESA would build and add in a 
model of the Warriors project development proposed on Blocks 29 to 32 based on development plans 
from the Warriors. As needed, ESA would update and add any other future non-project cumulative 
development anticipated in the vicinity. ESA, in consultation with the City, will identify the number 
and location of wind test points to study. The model would be delivered to U.C. Davis’s wind tunnel 
facility, where the wind modeling would be conducted. Wind conditions will be analyzed for the 
existing setting, existing plus project conditions and cumulative conditions for primary wind 
directions. ESA will then prepare a technical memorandum that will document the approach, 
methods, assumptions, and results of the wind test. This memorandum will serve as the basis for the 
SEIR section on wind that ESA will also prepare.  If needed, feasible mitigation measures will be 
identified to address any significant wind impacts. 
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 Shadow — ESA will evaluate shadow effects consistent with the Design for Development’s guidelines for 
“Sunlight Access to Open Space,” and prepare the SEIR Shadow section. ESA will build a digital model of 
the proposed project and cast shadow on the potentially affected public and publicly accessible open spaces 
that could be affected, in particular, the planned Bayfront Park east of the project site and the realigned 
Terry Francois Boulevard, as well as UCSF-owned publicly accessible open space both north and south of 
Gene Friend Way. ESA will include in the analysis graphical illustrations of project shadow on locations 
and at times of the year and day to be determined in consultation with EP and OCII. At a minimum, it is 
assumed that net new shadow will be depicted on Bayfront Park. The Design for Development establishes a 
recommended limit for total shadow on Bayfront Park: no more than 20 percent of the overall park 
(extending from Mission Bay Commons south to Mariposa Street) should be continuously shaded for an 
hour or more during the period 10:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m., March to September. If needed, feasible mitigation 
measures will be identified to address any significant shadow impacts. 



 Sea Level Rise/Flooding Effects — The project site is an area subject to the potential effects of sea level 
rise. ESA will review the latest available policy and research on sea level rise, including but not limited to, 
the 2012 National Research Council publication “Sea-Level Rise for the Coasts of California, Oregon, and 
Washington: Past, Present, and Future.” In consultation with City staff, ESA will identify the best sea level 
rise inundation maps available for the project area [if available, this may include the San Francisco Public 
Utilities Commission (SFPUC) sea level rise inundation maps for San Francisco’s Bay shoreline that are 
scheduled be published soon]. Based on this mapping, ESA will identify design year sea level rise for a 
range of potential sea level projections. ESA will consult with the sponsor to identify any design features 
proposed as part of the project to address sea level rise. As needed, ESA will identify feasible mitigation 
measures for addressing sea level rise, which may include preparation of a risk assessment by the sponsor 
and identification of additional potential design solutions and adaptation measures to avoid or minimize sea 
level rise effects. 



 Utility Demands/Effects — The proposed project will generate a demand for water, generate wastewater 
and require wastewater and stormwater collection and treatment. In consultation with the OCII and SFPUC, 
ESA will update as needed the description of public utility system improvements serving the project site 
vicinity, and document if there are any known existing or future deficiencies in water supply/distribution, 
and wastewater/stormwater collection and treatment. Using existing information in the Mission Bay FSEIR, 
ESA will derive the estimated project site water demand/wastewater generation estimates originally 
assumed for the Block 29-32 project site in the Mission Bay FSEIR. The project sponsor’s engineers will 
provide ESA with a description of proposed utility system improvements to serve the project site, including 
proposed water utilities, water reduction measures/systems, wastewater collection utilities, stormwater 
collection, storage and/or treatment utilities; as well as projected utility demands for the project, including 
water demand, wastewater generation and stormflows. ESA will present preliminary utility information and 
results to, and consult with, City staff to determine what, if any, additional utilities information or analysis 
may be needed for the environmental document. 



Optional Task: Hydrologic Modeling of Effects on the City’s Combined Sewer/Stormwater System. The 
above scope of work does not provide for any quantitative analysis using the Bayside Planning Model or 
other hydrologic model that may be recommended by OCII, EP and/or SFPUC to estimate potential 
changes in project/cumulative combined sewer flows and discharges. However, if based on the results of 
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the preliminary tasks discussed above, OCII and EP determines that hydrologic modeling of the combined 
sewer/stormwater flows is required to quantify potential changes in effects on the combined system, ESA 
proposes to use Hydroconsult Engineers, Inc., to conduct this effort as an optional task. The scope of work 
for this task would be developed in consultation with OCII, EP and the project sponsor. 



As discussed below, this scope of work assumes the project sponsor will process the project under SB 743. The 
eligibility of the proposed project under SB743 would provide that aesthetic impacts of the proposed project shall 
not be considered significant impacts on the environment. Accordingly, as was the approach for the Piers 30-32 
site, the aesthetics impacts will not be analyzed in the Supplemental EIR. This work scope therefore does not 
include the preparation or inclusion of any visual simulations for the proposed project in the SEIR. 



Based on preliminary discussions to date with EP and OCII, it is assumed that the SEIR will not require analysis 
of any new CEQA alternatives, but can instead can rely on the alternatives analysis in the Mission Bay FSEIR. At 
this time, it is also assumed that the SEIR will describe and analyze one version of the proposed project only, and 
that there will be no Variants to the project. 



Task 4. Prepare Administrative Draft Supplemental EIR #2 and Screencheck Draft Supplemental EIR  



This task consists of reviewing and responding to comments on the ADSEIR #1 and preparing an Administrative 
Draft Supplemental EIR #2 (ADSEIR #2). Following receipt of comments on ADSEIR #2, a Screencheck Draft 
SEIR will be submitted to OCII and EP, including the Environmental Review Officer (ERO), for review and final 
comment prior to publication. Three rounds of review are included in this task (review of ADSEIR #1, 
ADSEIR #2, and Screencheck Draft SEIR) as well as work sessions to resolve issues that arise with each round of 
review. (In this way, the work session to review/revise the Screencheck Draft will, in effect, produce a Printcheck 
Draft in the process of developing the Public Draft SEIR for printing and distribution.) This proposal assumes 
review only by OCII, EP, City Attorney, other relevant City staff (e.g., MTA, SFPUC), and the project sponsor 
team. Additional review of any administrative draft EIR sections by any other entities – and ESA’s responding to 
those comments - is not provided for in the work scope, budget and schedule. 



Task 5. Prepare and Distribute Draft SEIR and Conduct Public Hearings 



ESA will prepare a Notice of Completion (NOC) and Notice of Availability (NOA) for distribution at the same 
time as issuance of the public Draft SEIR. In conjunction with OCII and EP, ESA will prepare a mailing list and 
distribute the NOAs and Draft SEIR to the mailing list, and send the NOC to the State Clearinghouse, along with 
either 15 copies of the Draft SEIR (likely in electronic form, along with printed copies of the summary). It is 
assumed ESA will print and distribute 125 copies of the Draft SEIR plus 200 CDs and 500 copies of the NOA. 
ESA will also be responsible for on-site posting of the NOA of the Draft SEIR for public review. At the time that 
the Draft SEIR is published, ESA will provide OCII and EP with a complete set of all references cited in the Draft 
SEIR in electronic format. ESA will assist OCII and EP in planning and preparing for a public hearing to receive 
oral comments on the Draft SEIR, including providing a court reporter at the hearing who will prepare transcripts 
to be used in responding to comments. 



Task 6. Responses to Comments Document and MMRP 



At this time, the number, nature, and extent of comments on the Draft SEIR cannot be predicted. ESA has 
assumed a reasonable budget sufficient to respond to a reasonable number of comments given the potentially 











 



Preliminary Scope of Work for CEQA Services for the proposed 
Golden State Warriors Event Center Development in Mission Bay 



 



Catherine Reilly; Chris Kern 
July 15, 2014 
Page 11 



 



controversial nature of the project, but for the purposes of this scope of work, we assume that responses will not 
require major new analysis in any resource area, any substantive changes to the Project Description, or any new 
quantitative analysis of a substantive nature. ESA will review, bracket/code, organize, and synthesize comments 
received on the Draft SEIR, including preparing a matrix of all comments received to facilitate preparation of 
responses. The matrix will identify the commenter, comment code, primary and secondary topic, person(s) 
responsible for preparing the response, additional information needs, and issues to be resolved, and the matrix can 
be sorted as needed for various purposes. Consistent with EP format, the Responses to Comments (RTC) 
document will be organized by resource topic, and ESA will work with the project sponsor, OCII, EP, and other 
City staff as applicable to strategize in the most efficient way to prepare responses and structure the RTC 
document. Similar to the process for the Draft SEIR, the RTC will require preparation of two rounds of the 
administrative draft RTC document for iterative review and comment before preparing and distributing the public 
RTC document. At the time that the RTC document is published, ESA will provide OCII and EP with an updated 
set of all references cited in the Draft SEIR and RTC document in electronic format.  



Following publication of the RTC document, ESA will prepare the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 
(MMRP) as required by CEQA and consistent with OCII and EP requirements.  We assumed one round of review 
for the MMRP. 



ESA will print 75 hard copies of the RTC document, 100 CD copies, and 10 copies of the MMRP.  



Task 7. SEIR Certification, Appeal, Final SEIR, and Notice of Determination  



ESA will assist OCII prior to and during the certification hearing on the Final SEIR before the OCII Commission, 
providing technical and administrative assistance as needed. It is assumed that the OCII will be responsible for 
preparing the CEQA Findings. Following certification of the SEIR, this scope of work assumes at least one appeal 
of the SEIR certification will be filed to the San Francisco Board of Supervisors (BOS), as the legislative body for 
the Successor Agency. ESA will provide technical and administrative support to OCII and EP during the appeal 
process, including preparation of draft and final appeal response materials and attendance and support at the 
appeal hearing; this scope of work assumed that certain issues would require discussion/clarification and response 
during the appeal process but no additional analysis will be required. It is assumed that the project sponsor will be 
responsible for all filing fees, including the California Department of Fish and Wildlife CEQA fees. 



Following filing of the NOD, ESA, will prepare a consolidated Final SEIR that combines and integrates the 
contents of the Draft SEIR and the RTC document.  



Task 8. Project Management and Meetings 



This task covers regular progress meetings and/or conference calls as well as day-to-day coordination and 
consultation with the project sponsor, design team, OCII, EP, and other CCSF staff; formal and informal meetings; 
and additional administrative duties, including subconsultant coordination. The ESA team will coordinate work 
efforts, maintain consistency in project understanding and approach, maintain action item lists and information 
requests, address and respond to issues as they arise, and distribute the project information needed for preparation of 
the CEQA documentation. For all CEQA meetings and work sessions, ESA will prepare an agenda prior to the 
meeting.   
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This task also includes monitoring project status in terms of staffing, budget, schedule, and coordinating the work 
of all subconsultants. ESA will prepare updates to the project schedule as needed.  



Task 9. Administrative Record and SB 743 Compliance Support 



The project sponsor is proposing to apply for certification of the project under SB 743. Among other requirements, 
SB 743 requires preparation of an electronic administrative record concurrently with the administrative process 
(including placement on the internet) and certification of the final administrative record within specific timeframes. 
ESA will manage the administrative record process for this project and provide SB 743 compliance support. 



A detailed description of ESA’s proposed scope for preparation, management of the Administrative Record and 
SB 743 compliance support is presented in Attachment B. Within 10 days of the Governor certifying the 
environmental leadership development project, ESA will prepare and distribute the public notice that the applicant 
has elected to proceed under Chapter 6.5 of the Public Resources Code. For purposes of scoping/costing, it is 
assumed the Administrative Record for this project under SB 743 begins with submittal of the new Environmental 
Evaluation (EE) Application, and will be maintained until the City renders a final decision on the project. If 
desired by the City, ESA would establish and maintain a project-specific email address for the receipt of 
electronic documents submitted. If requested, ESA can also include ESA’s physical address and/or facsimile 
address in all forthcoming project notices for the receipt of printed materials which ESA would then convert to an 
electronic format. All documents received will be indexed and organized by ESA as outlined in Attachment B. 
The Administrative Record will include an Administrative Record Index that includes live links to all indexed 
documents as well as the documents themselves. OCII and EP shall approve the format of Administrative Record 
Index, and prepare and/or approve the process for which project materials shall be included in the Administrative 
Record.  



ESA will support the OCII and the City in making all documents and other Administrative Record materials 
available to the public in a readily accessible, downloadable electronic format. As directed by OCII and EP, the 
City would host a link to its website that would direct users to an off-site, cloud-based server, which we assume 
will need to be in operation from publication of the Draft SEIR through a final decision on the project. ESA will 
design and build the user interface page (format and content to be approved by the OCII and EP), providing 
background information about the project and the CEQA process as well as access to the Administrative Record. 
ESA’s Website Lead will design, build, maintain, and troubleshoot the site. Commencing with the date of the 
release of the Draft SEIR, ESA will upload a current Administrative Record Index and electronic copy of 
submitted documents within the prescribed timelines outlined in Attachment B. ESA will provide the final Index 
and Administrative Record materials for the City’s certification so that the City can meet the statutory obligation 
to certify the final Administrative Record within five days of project approval. 
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Scope of Work 



Transportation Analysis for the proposed Event Center at Mission Bay 
South Area Blocks 29-32 EIR  



Second Draft: July 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 



The San Francisco 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 project variant; 



• 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 the project variant; and 



• Transportation section schedule and deliverables. 
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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 
(e.g., office, retail, restaurant, athletic club, movie theater, live theater) 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-related transportation improvements, background traffic 
assumptions, and parking assumptions. The proposed project and project variant travel demand will 
be presented for each analysis scenario.  This technical memorandum will be presented to the 
Planning Department for review and approval prior to proceeding with the transportation impact 
analysis.   



The transportation consultants will work with the project sponsor to develop the definition of the 
project variant. 
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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 Variant 1 
 



1     2 



Future Year 2040 Cumulative 
        



Project - No Event 1     1  2 



Project – with Event  
- with Basketball Game 
- with Convention Event 



 
1 
1 



    1  
 



2 
1 



Project Variant – No Event  1       1 



TOTAL 9 2 3 2 2 5 2 25 



 



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 
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• 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 and June 2014, as 
appropriate. 



Table 2a - Intersection Analysis Locations 



Location Location 



1 The Embarcadero/Harrison St 13 Terry Francois Blvd/16th St [a] 



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/Fifth 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   
Note: 
[a] Future analysis location. 



 



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 
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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. 
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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   



3 Terry Francois Blvd/South St [b]   
Notes: 
[a] All crosswalks at the listed intersections. 
[b] Future analysis location. 



 



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 describe 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 and at 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; 
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• 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 site, 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.  
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Task 5 – Determine Project and Project Variant 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 variant 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, office, athletic club, movie theater, live theater) 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 
parking lots 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 facilities 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 the project 
variant 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 variant 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). 
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Task 6 – Transportation Impact Analysis 



The transportation consultants will identify the transportation impacts associated with the proposed 
project and the project variant 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 - no Event 



• Future year 2040 Cumulative - with Event 



Table 1 on page 3 details the number of project, project variant, 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’s and project variant’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 
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’s/project variant’s 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/project 
variant’s contribution to these conditions. 
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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 - no Event  



• Future year 2040 Cumulative – with Event 



Table 1 on page 3 details the number of project, project variant 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 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 
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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)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. 



TASK 6.5 – LOADING IMPACTS 
The transportation consultants will prepare a loading supply/demand analysis for the proposed 
project and the project variant.  The proposed on-site loading supply will be compared to the Mission 
Bay South Area D4D 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 and project variant.  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 the project variant.  



TASK 6.7 – CONSTRUCTION IMPACTS 
The transportation consultants will qualitatively assess any potential temporary construction-related 
transportation impacts that would be generated by the proposed project and the project variant.  
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 variant.  Handicapped-accessible, bicycle and carshare spaces supplied by 
the project and project variant will be identified.  The proposed parking supply will be compared to the 
requirements of the Mission Bay South Area D4D.  Any exceptions to the Mission Bay South Area 
D4D will be noted.  



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. 



                                                        
 



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. 
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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 – 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 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 project variant; 



• 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). 
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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 9 – 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 10:  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 11 – 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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ATTACHMENT B 
SCOPE OF WORK: ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD AND SB 743 COMPLIANCE SUPPORT 



Prepare and Distribute Notice that Applicant has Elected to Proceed under 
Chapter 6.5 of the Public Resources Code 



ESA, in consultation with the project sponsor team, OCII and EP, will prepare the public notice required by 
Public Resources Code section 21187 that the applicant has elected to proceed under Chapter 6.5 of the Public 
Resources Code. Pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21187, within 10 days of the Governor certifying the 
environmental leadership development project, the City must issue a notice in no less than 12-point type stating 
the following: 



“THE APPLICANT HAS ELECTED TO PROCEED UNDER CHAPTER 6.5 
(COMMENCING WITH SECTION 21178) OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE, 
WHICH PROVIDES, AMONG OTHER THINGS, THAT ANY JUDICIAL ACTION 
CHALLENGING THE CERTIFICATION OF THE EIR OR THE APPROVAL OF THE 
PROJECT DESCRIBED IN THE EIR IS SUBJECT TO THE PROCEDURES SET FORTH 
IN SECTIONS 21185 TO 21186, INCLUSIVE OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE. A 
COPY OF CHAPTER 6.5 (COMMENCING WITH SECTION 21178) OF THE PUBLIC 
RESOURCES CODE IS INCLUDED BELOW.” 



ESA will also develop a mailing list for the project in consultation with, and using mailing list information 
provided by, OCII and EP. ESA will conduct mailing of the notice as well. The public notice shall be distributed 
as required for public notices pursuant to Section 21092(b)(3) – the same as that required for a Notice of 
Preparation of an EIR.  



Administrative Record Preparation and Maintenance 



ESA will prepare the Administrative Record for the project concurrently with the City’s CEQA administrative 
process based on information generated by ESA as well as input and materials received from the City and project 
sponsor. 



It is assumed the Administrative Record for this project begins with submittal of the Environmental Evaluation 
(EE) Application in June 2014, and ESA will maintain the Administrative Record until the City renders a final 
decision on the project. For purposes of costing, it is assumed that ESA’s Administrative Record Lead’s duties 
would continue through September 2015 (the estimated amount of time to complete the environmental review and 
entitlements process for the project.) 



The Administrative Record will include an Administrative Record Index, prepared in Excel, that would include 
live links to all indexed documents as well as to the documents themselves. A sample Administrative Record 
Index to be used for the project is included in Table 1, below. It is assumed the OCII, EP and project sponsor will 
review and confirm that the proposed index format is acceptable for this project prior to ESA’s formal setup and 
use of this index. 
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Based on input provided by the OCII and the City, ESA will establish and maintain the CEQA administrative 
record of all materials determined to be appropriate for inclusion. ESA will establish and maintain a project-
specific email address for the receipt of documents prepared by or on behalf of the OCII and the City; submitted 
by the project sponsor; and provided by other agencies, interested organizations, and members of the public. 
Documents delivered to the project email box will generally be indexed and organized by ESA within two 
business days of receipt. The preferred format for all documents to be included in the Administrative Record is a 
downloadable electronic format in pdf format. However, if the OCII and the City requests, ESA can include 
ESA’s physical address in all forthcoming project notices for the delivery of printed materials; and can also 
include ESA’s facsimile address in all project notices as an additional delivery option. Documents received by 
either of these methods that do not duplicate previously received electronic copies would be scanned or otherwise 
converted to an electronic format, indexed, and organized, generally within four business days of receipt. 



ESA will support the OCII and the City in making all documents and other Administrative Record materials 
available to the public in a readily accessible, downloadable electronic format via a website maintained by the 
City (Pub. Res. Code §21186(b)). ESA proposes to outsource file storage to a hosted cloud-based server farm that 
would provide up to 30 GB capacity, managed application infrastructure, public access 24/7, and back-up of all 
files. ESA will work closely with the OCII and the City to make sure the site has a look and feel that is similar to 
or seamless relative to other City website products. 



 The City would host a link on the a City website (as directed by OCII and the City) that would direct users 
to an off-site server. It would appear to members of the public viewing materials on-line that they have 
remained on the City’s website. 



 ESA will design and build the user interface page (format and content to be approved by the OCII and the 
City). The page will provide background information about the project and the CEQA process as well as 
access to the Administrative Record. ESA’s word processing staff would optimize the files for website 
viewing; ESA’s website lead will design, build, maintain, and troubleshoot the site over the anticipated 
length of time between issuance of the Draft SEIR and the City’s certification of the Administrative Record. 



 Commencing with the date of the release of the Draft SEIR: 



- Lead Agency and project sponsor documents: ESA will upload a current Administrative Record Index 
and electronic copy of documents prepared by the City or submitted by the project sponsor within 
five (5) business days of receiving such a document (Pub. Res. Code §21186(d)). 



- Public comments received in an electronic format: ESA will upload a current Administrative Record 
Index and electronic copy of documents provided by other agencies and members of the public in an 
electronic format within five (5) business days of receiving such a document (Pub. Res. Code 
§21186(e)). 



- Public comments not in an electronic format: ESA will upload a current Administrative Record Index 
and electronic copy of documents provided by other agencies and members of the public not in an 
electronic format within seven (7) business days of receiving such a document (Pub. Res. Code 
§21186(f)). 
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 Pursuant to Pub. Res. Code §21186(g), for those documents submitted to or relied on by the City that were 
not prepared specifically for the project and are copyright protected are not required to be made readily 
accessible in an electronic format, but will be included in the Administrative Record Index. ESA will 
upload a current Administrative Record Index of the copyright protected documents provided by other 
agencies and members of the public in an electronic format within five (5) business days of receiving such a 
document. The Administrative Record Index will specify the library or lead agency offices in which 
hardcopies of the copyrighted materials are available for public review. 



 The site would be hosted by a third-party contractor and maintained by ESA for an assumed duration of 
12 months (i.e., from release of the Draft SEIR through the completion of the entitlements process for the 
project). The site would be available to the public the same day that the Notice of Completion of the Draft 
SEIR is received by the State Clearinghouse and would be maintained through the end of the calendar 
month in which the City issues its final decision on the project. 



Certification of the Administrative Record 



ESA will provide the final Index and Administrative Record materials for the City’s certification within two (2) 
days of the City’s decision on the project so that the City may meet the statutory obligation to certify the final 
Administrative Record within five (5) days of project approval (Pub. Res. Code §21186(g)). 











TABLE 1
SAMPLE ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD INDEX FOR EVENT CENTER AND MIXED‐USE DEVELOPMENT AT PIERS 30‐32 AND SEAWALL LOT 330



A B C D E F G H I J K L



Topic Category Date Received/Sent Document Date Recipient(s)/ Affiliation
Author/ 
Affiliation



Document Name Document Subject Number of Pages
Document/ 
Media Type



Bates 
Numbers



Digital File 
Name



Other 
Notes



PDF Emails and documents are categorized by topic.  This column identifies the 
date the document was 
received or sent.



This is the date 
shown on the 
document.



This identifies the recipient 
of the document.



This identifies the 
author of the 
document.



This column identifies the title of the 
document or PDF Email attachment. If 
an PDF Email does not include an 
attachment, the entry will be blank.



This column identifies 
the subject(s) of the 
document using key 
words



This identifies the 
number of pages in the 
document.



This identifies the 
entry's document 
type or media 
format.



A unique bates 
range will identify 
each entry



This identifies name 
of the digital file 
associated with the 
entry.  All 
documents saved in 
pdf format



     e.g., Notice of Preparation, Draft EIR, Responses to Comments, Notice of Determination, CEQA Findings, Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program, etc.



    e.g., Applicable memos, correspondence and other miscellaneous information related to AB900 application (such as technical reports related to GHG analysis, correspondence with CARB, approval from Governor's Office, etc.)



    e.g.,  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EE Application



    e.g.,  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with  NOP (through publication)



    e.g.,  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with non‐technical EIR sections (e.g., Introduction, etc.)



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Project Description



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Plans and Policies



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Land Use



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Aesthetics



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Population and Housing



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Cultural and Paleontological Resources



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Transportation and Circulation



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Noise and Vibration



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Air Quality



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Greenhouse Gases



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Wind and Shadow



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Recreation



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Utilties and Service Systems



00  Final Key Documents



01   AB 900



03   Notice of Preparation (NOP) 



04   EIR ‐ General (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



05   EIR ‐ Project Description (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



06   EIR ‐ Plans and Policies (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



07   EIR ‐ Land Use (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



08   EIR ‐ Aesthetics (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



09   EIR ‐ Population and Housing (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



10   EIR ‐ Cultural and Paleontological Resources (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



02   Environmental Evaluation (EE) Application



11   EIR ‐ Transportation and Circulation (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



17   EIR ‐ Utilities and Service Systems (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



12   EIR ‐ Noise and Vibration (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



13   EIR ‐ Air Quality (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



14   EIR ‐ Greenhouse Gases (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



15   EIR ‐ Wind and Shadow (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



16   EIR  ‐ Recreation (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)
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    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Biological Resources



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Geology and Soils



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Hydrology and Water Quality



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Hazards and Hazardous Materials



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Mineral and Energy Resources



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Agriculture Resources



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with Other CEQA Issues (Growth Inducement, Significant and Unavoidable Impacts, Significant and Irreversible Changes, and Areas of Known Controversy



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with EIR Alternatives



    Agency, Public and Organization Scoping Comments Received in Response to NOP



    Agency, Public and Organization Comments on Draft EIR



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with multiple EIR topics 



    e.g., Agenda, Minutes, from Agency‐Sponsor Coordination Meetings



    e.g.  Applicable email correspondence, memos, and other miscellaneous information associated with potential EIR appeal, and appeal response



24   EIR ‐ Other CEQA Issues (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



30  EIR Appeal



28   Correspondence ‐ General 



26   NOP Scoping Comments



27   Comments on Draft EIR 



29   Agency‐Sponsor Coordination Meetings



21   EIR ‐ Hazards and Hazardous Materials (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



22   EIR ‐ Mineral and Energy Resources (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



23   EIR ‐ Agriculture and Forest Resources (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



25   EIR ‐ Alternatives (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



18   EIR ‐ Biological Resources (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



19   EIR  ‐ Geology and Soils (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



20   EIR ‐ Hydrology and Water Quality (Draft EIR + Response to Comments)



















From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
Date: Wednesday, June 04, 2014 10:28:22 AM


Thanks. You made finding a day/time much easier!
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 4:12 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
 
I checked with my other meeting and they can live without me (or we’ll reschedule if necessary). 
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: Monday, June 02, 2014 11:03 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
 
The results of the “doodle” survey are showing that the Wednesday 1-3pm timeslot works best for
all parties involved. Not a surprise considering that timeslot work very well with the last arena
proposal. Viktoriya and the project sponsor attorney have conflicts for the Tuesday 1-3pm timeslot.
I know you said you would have a conflict every other week for that timeslot. Would you have an
issue with us keeping the Wednesday 1-3pm timeslot?
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 5:55 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
 


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.



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=67BDABC659C24C8683A48BF436A14F2D-BRETT BOLLINGER

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.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/
 
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)
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)
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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 (CII)
To: Gavin, John (MYR); Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: RE: Tuesday 7/29, Warriors Meetings in SF
Date: Friday, July 25, 2014 12:57:00 PM
Attachments: image001.png


That is fine.  No one is expecting to be in 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/
 


From: Gavin, John (MYR) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 11:49 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: FW: Tuesday 7/29, Warriors Meetings in SF
 
FYI.  I will confirm, but with Dan able to make the meeting, I think we’ll be meeting at City Hall on
Tuesday.
 
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: Dan Barrett [mailto:dsb@barrettsports.com] 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 10:32 AM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Cc: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: Tuesday 7/29, Warriors Meetings in SF
 
I will be there Tuesday.
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Subject: FW: Prop M Allocations
Date: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 1:51:00 PM


We have not heard anything further.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Friday, May 30, 2014 11:47 AM
To: 'Ford Fish'
Cc: Sider, Dan
Subject: RE: Prop M Allocations
 
Ford – In your letter, please make sure that you clarify how you are proposing to allocate the 1.1M
in Prop M that was allocated to the parcels you purchased from ARE, and which per the March 16,
2011 Zoning Administrator letter appears to be assigned to specific blocks and lots, since the total
amount you identified below exceeds 1.1M.  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.
 
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
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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
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
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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/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1,
2014.
 
 



tel:415-749-2516

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/






From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
Date: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 4:12:00 PM


I checked with my other meeting and they can live without me (or we’ll reschedule if necessary). 
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: Monday, June 02, 2014 11:03 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
 
The results of the “doodle” survey are showing that the Wednesday 1-3pm timeslot works best for
all parties involved. Not a surprise considering that timeslot work very well with the last arena
proposal. Viktoriya and the project sponsor attorney have conflicts for the Tuesday 1-3pm timeslot.
I know you said you would have a conflict every other week for that timeslot. Would you have an
issue with us keeping the Wednesday 1-3pm timeslot?
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 5:55 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
 


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
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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: 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)
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 (CII)
To: Gavin, John (MYR); Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: RE: Tuesday 7/29, Warriors Meetings in SF
Date: Friday, July 25, 2014 3:21:00 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Done – just sent you an invite for the room (I don’t know how to add the room to your original
invite).
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Friday, July 25, 2014 3:04 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: RE: Tuesday 7/29, Warriors Meetings in SF
 
Actually, Jennifer suggested to have the meeting at OCII if there is a room available? 
 
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: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 12:57 PM
To: Gavin, John (MYR); Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: RE: Tuesday 7/29, Warriors Meetings in SF
 
That is fine.  No one is expecting to be in 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/
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From: Gavin, John (MYR) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 11:49 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: FW: Tuesday 7/29, Warriors Meetings in SF
 
FYI.  I will confirm, but with Dan able to make the meeting, I think we’ll be meeting at City Hall on
Tuesday.
 
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: Dan Barrett [mailto:dsb@barrettsports.com] 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 10:32 AM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Cc: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: Tuesday 7/29, Warriors Meetings in SF
 
I will be there Tuesday.
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Subject: FW: Prop M Allocations
Date: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 1:51:00 PM


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: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 5:53 PM
To: 'Ford Fish'
Cc: Sider, Dan
Subject: RE: Prop M Allocations
 
No problem.  If you are going to have a centralized question/answer period for interested parties, it
would be great if I could participate (can be a bit overwhelming during due diligence times with the
calls/meetings).  Also, so that you know, I have confirmed that since the Commission took action on
the salesforce.com Major Phase that covered Blocks 26/27, the current Commission would need to
take a new action to re-approve the old ARE schematic designs since they were superseded by the
Major Phase (assuming anyone wants to use them).  I will let folks know this as I talk with them so
that they are aware that they cannot assume that they can walk directly into the old ARE SDs
without additional approvals from the Commission.  I will be confirming with Planning what
additional approvals would be needed on their part related to design, as well as Prop M.
 
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.
 
From: Ford Fish [mailto:ffish@salesforce.com] 
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Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 5:33 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Sider, Dan
Subject: Re: Prop M Allocations
 
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
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: 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
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. 
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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: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
Date: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 4:12:00 PM


I checked with my other meeting and they can live without me (or we’ll reschedule if necessary). 
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: Monday, June 02, 2014 11:03 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
 
The results of the “doodle” survey are showing that the Wednesday 1-3pm timeslot works best for
all parties involved. Not a surprise considering that timeslot work very well with the last arena
proposal. Viktoriya and the project sponsor attorney have conflicts for the Tuesday 1-3pm timeslot.
I know you said you would have a conflict every other week for that timeslot. Would you have an
issue with us keeping the Wednesday 1-3pm timeslot?
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 5:55 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
 


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
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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: 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)
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: Gavin, John (MYR)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Tuesday meeting
Date: Thursday, July 24, 2014 2:23:03 PM


Hey Catherine,


Jennifer sent me a tentative schedule for Tuesday, and it looks as if Dan Barrett is able fly up for the
meeting she'd prefer to have the meeting held at City Hall.  If Dan can't make the trip, perhaps we can
hold the meeting in Mission Bay.  I should know by the end of the day today, and can send out a
meeting update with location tomorrow.


-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


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 9:46 AM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: meeting today?


I am open.  The park/site manager is down in MB if we want to be nice and go to them (Mary comes
from Yerba Buena Gardens).  We could ask Pam if we could meet at her offices.


It does conflict with our every other week GSW check in - the only thing.


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY JULY 25th


-----Original Message-----
From: Gavin, John (MYR)
Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 9:27 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: meeting today?


Oh, right, I remember now.
 Just wanted to make sure I didn't miss something I was supposed make!


Looks like we are on for next Tuesday for quality of life.  Where should we meet?  Should we do a site
walk through, or just meet at City Hall?


-jg
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_______________________________________
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 8:46 AM
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: meeting today?


Hi, John - the design meeting was the smaller group that was identified as part of last week's larger
group meeting.  We do not have the next large group meeting scheduled, but will need to look for
times.


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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY JULY 25th


-----Original Message-----
From: Gavin, John (MYR)
Sent: Tuesday, July 22, 2014 6:34 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: meeting today?


Hi Catherine,
Was there a design meeting scheduled for today at OCII that I missed? I spoke with Phillip and he
mentioned Jennifer was at a meeting at OCII.  I didn't have it calendared.


Thanks,
John
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Teague, Corey (CPC); Varat, Adam (CPC)
Subject: FW: Prop M Allocations
Date: Monday, July 07, 2014 9:16:00 AM
Attachments: Bay Owners Semi-Annual Report(79043642_3) (1).docx


Corey/Adam – would one of you be able to help review this while Dan is out?  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: Michael Kovaleski [mailto:mkovaleski@salesforce.com] 
Sent: Monday, July 07, 2014 8:18 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Pamela Van Stavern; Ford Fish; Peter Travers; Sider, Dan; Hamsher, David A.
Subject: Re: Prop M Allocations
 
Thanks Catherine.  In answer to your specific question, there is not contemplated shift in
allocations at this time.
 
It would be great if someone else could take a look while Dan is out.  This should be pretty
straightforward and we are trying to wrap up loose ends.
 


On Sun, Jul 6, 2014 at 5:46 PM, Reilly, Catherine (OCII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Hi, Michael - Dan is out for another week.  What is your timeline?  I can ask around at
Planning to see if someone else can review/comment on this until Dan is back if you need a
response before then (since it is a Planning lead process, I am not the one that should make
the final decision).  


 


That said, I did take a look and the one comment I had was that it would be good to make a
statement of what amount of Prop M allocation you are planning on transferred with each
of the proposed sales (ie, if you are going to keep the same amount that was originally
allocated to a parcel, or if you are proposing to shift some around).


 


Thanks
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June ___, 2014





VIA OVERNIGHT COURIER


Mr. Scott Sanchez
Zoning Administrator


Office of the Zoning Administrator
San Francisco Planning Department
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, California 94103-2479





Re: 	Planning Code Sections 321 and 322
Semi-Annual Report on Allocation of Office Space
Alexandria Mission Bay Life Sciences and Technology Development District 


Dear Mr. Sanchez:


Bay Jacaranda No. 2627, LLC, a Delaware limited liability company (“Bay 2627”), Bay Jacaranda No. 2932, LLC, a Delaware limited liability company (“Bay 2932”), Bay Jacaranda No. 3334, LLC, a Delaware limited liability company (“Bay 3334”, and, together with Bay 2627 and Bay 2932, the “Bay Owners”), are providing this semi-annual report to the Zoning Administrator in connection with the Alexandria Mission Bay Life Sciences and Technology Development District (the “Development District”) created by Motion 17709 (the “Motion”) adopted by the San Francisco Planning Commission on October 2, 2008 and attached as Exhibit A hereto.


Pursuant to a letter dated December 7, 2010, Alexandria Real Estate Equities, Inc. (“Project Sponsor”) notified the Zoning Administrator of Project Sponsor’s transfer of allocated office space to the Bay Owners.  


In accordance with Item 3 set forth in Exhibit A to the Motion (the “Conditions of Approval”), the Bay Owners hereby advise the Zoning Administrator of the status of the following allocations:


Bay 2627


On November 1, 2010, Bay 2627 acquired certain real property commonly referred to as 1455 Third Street and 1515 Third Street within Mission Bay South Development Blocks 26 and 27 (the “Blocks 26-27 Parcels”) from Project Sponsor.  In conjunction with this transaction, the Project Sponsor allocated 422,908 square feet of office space authorizations to the Blocks 26-27 Parcels (the “Blocks 26-27 Allocation”).  As of the Effective Date, there is no built out space, buildings or leasable square footage on the Blocks 26-27 Parcels.


Bay 2627 is in the process of selling the Blocks 26-27 Parcels (including the Blocks 26-27 Allocation) to a party not affiliated with the Bay Owners.  Bay 2627 will provide the Zoning Administrator notice of transfer when such transaction is complete in accordance with the Conditions of Approval.


Bay 2932


On November 1, 2010, Bay 2932 acquired the property commonly referred to as Mission Bay South Development Blocks 29, 30, 31, and 32 (“Blocks 29-32”) from Project Sponsor.  In conjunction with this transaction, the Project Sponsor allocated 677,020 square feet of office space authorizations to Blocks 29-32 (the “Blocks 29-32 Allocation”).  As of the Effective Date, there is no built out space, buildings or leasable square footage on Blocks 29-32.


Bay 2932 is in the process of selling Blocks 29-32 (including the Blocks 29-32 Allocation) to a party not affiliated with the Bay Owners.  Bay 2932 will provide the Zoning Administrator notice of transfer when such transaction is complete in accordance with the Conditions of Approval.


Bay 3334


On November 1, 2010, Bay 3334 acquired the property commonly referred to as Mission Bay South Development Blocks 33 and 34 (“Blocks 33-34”) from Project Sponsor.  In conjunction with this transaction, the Project Sponsor allocated no office space authorizations to Blocks 33-34.  As of the Effective Date, Bay 3334 has not requested that any office space authorizations be allocated to Blocks 3334 and there is no built out space, buildings or leasable square footage on Blocks 33-34.


Bay 3334 is in the process of selling Blocks 33-34 to a party not affiliated with the Bay Owners.  Bay 3334 will provide the Zoning Administrator notice of transfer when such transaction is complete in accordance with the Conditions of Approval.


[ REMAINDER OF PAGE INTENTIONALLY BLANK; SIGNATURES ON FOLLOWING PAGE ]


	Thank you for your assistance and feel free to contact me at (415)XXX-XXXX with any questions.


Sincerely,




BAY JACARANDA NO. 2627, LLC,


a Delaware limited liability company


By:	Bay Jacaranda Holdings, LLC,
a Delaware limited liability company,
Its Sole Member


	By:	salesforce.com, inc.,
	a Delaware corporation,
	Its Sole Member


	By:							
Name:						
Title:						








BAY JACARANDA NO. 2932, LLC,


a Delaware limited liability company


By:	Bay Jacaranda Holdings, LLC,
a Delaware limited liability company,
Its Sole Member


	By:	salesforce.com, inc.,
	a Delaware corporation,
	Its Sole Member


	By:							
Name:						
Title:						
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BAY JACARANDA NO. 3334, LLC,


a Delaware limited liability company


By:	Bay Jacaranda Holdings, LLC,
a Delaware limited liability company,
Its Sole Member


	By:	salesforce.com, inc.,
	a Delaware corporation,
	Its Sole Member


	By:							
Name:						
Title:						
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Catherine


From: Michael Kovaleski <mkovaleski@salesforce.com>
Sent: Friday, June 27, 2014 3:11 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Pamela Van Stavern; Ford Fish; Peter Travers; Sider, Dan; Hamsher, David A.
Subject: Re: Prop M Allocations
 


Catherine/Dan: 


1.       Reporting.  In regards to your original email below, please find attached a draft report.  Can you
please confirm the format of the report is acceptable.  If so, then I will arrange to have the attached
document signed and returned to you.


2.       Transfer.  The conditions of approval require notice be delivered to OCII on “first pending sale or
transfer” of property in the district.  Alexandria Real Estate Equities provided such notice of sale in
2010 after closing the sale to Salesforce.  We read the word "first" to mean that only the first sale by
Alexandria needed to be reported (in other words, Salesforce does not have an obligation to provide
notice of subsequent sales or transfer of the property).  Can you confirm our understanding?


Thanks,
Michael


 


On Thu, Jun 26, 2014 at 3:50 PM, Reilly, Catherine (OCII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:
Great. I will be back in the office next Tuesday. I have included Dan Sider  since he is the
lead on the Prop M allocation.
 
Thanks
 
 
Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


 


-------- Original message --------
From: Pamela Van Stavern
Date:06/26/2014 3:39 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Cc: Ford Fish ,Peter Travers ,Michael Kovaleski
Subject: Re: Prop M Allocations
 
Hi Catherine,
 
My colleague, Michael Kovaleski, will be reaching out to you shortly regarding the
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Prop M issue.  
 
Sorry for the delay!
 
Pam


Pamela Van Stavern | Senior Corporate Counsel | 415-371-7429 (o) | pvanstavern@salesforce.com


 


 


---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Ford Fish <ffish@salesforce.com>
Date: Thu, May 29, 2014 at 5:33 PM
Subject: Re: Prop M Allocations
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
Cc: "Sider, Dan" <dan.sider@sfgov.org>


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.
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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


 


 


On Thu, May 29, 2014 at 11:40 AM, Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:
Sorry, I forgot the attachment.
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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/
 
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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--
Michael Kovaleski | Corporate Counsel | 415-589-2692 (o) | mkovaleski@salesforce.com


 
--
Michael Kovaleski | Corporate Counsel | 415-589-2692 (o) | mkovaleski@salesforce.com
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
Date: Monday, June 02, 2014 11:27:00 AM


Let me check – it conflicts with my standing meeting with the MB Master Developer.  I will see what
I can do.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Monday, June 02, 2014 11:03 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
 
The results of the “doodle” survey are showing that the Wednesday 1-3pm timeslot works best for
all parties involved. Not a surprise considering that timeslot work very well with the last arena
proposal. Viktoriya and the project sponsor attorney have conflicts for the Tuesday 1-3pm timeslot.
I know you said you would have a conflict every other week for that timeslot. Would you have an
issue with us keeping the Wednesday 1-3pm timeslot?
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 5:55 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
 


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
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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: 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)
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: "Lima, Cindy"
Cc: Beauchamp, Kevin; Erin Stewart
Subject: RE: UCSF Benioff Children"s Skyline Sign logo change - temp banner and permanent
Date: Sunday, June 08, 2014 1:46:00 PM


I think it looks fine, will try to corner Tiffany tomorrow to make sure she is ok with 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/
 
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, June 04, 2014 10:34 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Beauchamp, Kevin; Erin Stewart
Subject: Re: UCSF Benioff Children's Skyline Sign logo change - temp banner and permanent
 
Hi Catherine,
 
The bridge is scheduled to be removed and the temporary banner hung next week which
requires a lift.  Do you think we are good to go?
 
Thanks,
Cindy


Cindy Lima
Executive Director
Mission Bay Hospitals Project
Health System Organizational Program Management
UCSF Medical Center | UCSF Benioff Children's Hospital
office:   415.353.2729
mobile: 415.218.3105
 
 


On May 28, 2014, at 11:49 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Cindy – this is on my list to deal with.  Will get any comments in the next day or two. 
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/
 
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:
<image001.png>
 
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.)



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:Cindy.Lima@ucsfmedctr.org





 
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: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Subject: FW: Property Management Plan
Date: Monday, June 16, 2014 3:42:00 PM
Attachments: Tab 2 Mission Bay PMP.pdf


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: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Monday, June 16, 2014 2:41 PM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: Property Management Plan
 
Jennifer – here is the property management plan that we submitted for Mission Bay.  It provides a
good summary of the ownership and management of the MB open spaces.  As we discussed, there
are definitely opportunities to work with the Warriors when we reassess the design of Park P22 and
to partner on activating the park in a way that benefits both the Warriors and the larger public. 
Both the community and the Port (as the underlying owner) will also need to be involved (the Port
Commission has joint design purview with the OCII Commission for MB parks on Port property).  It is
good to note that the Citizens Advisory Committee was vocal at last week’s meeting in wanting to
reassess the park design to reflect the changed use on Blocks 29-32, so we are all on the same page
about what needs to be done.  Once we have a better idea of the site layout of the Warriors site, it
will allow us to see how to best integrate the park design into the overall concept for the area.  The
following gives a sense of the overall design process for parks in MB:
 


-          Community Involvement (typically 1-2 workshops) – in the case of Park P22 we can also
commit to work directly with the Warriors and their design team, but I would want them to
participate in the community workshops so that the CAC does not feel cut out of the
process and so that everyone is on the same page


-          Schematic Design OCII Commission Approval
-          Schematic Design Port Commission Approval
-          Construction Drawings – OCII Staff Approval, Permitted through DPW


 
Another issue that may come up with the Warriors is the potential for using the required art fee in
Park P22.  The art fee can be used for either public art within the Warriors’ site on an outside,
publically accessible location (would require OCII approval).  Alternatively, they can pay the fee (or a



mailto:tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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LONG-RANGE PROPERTY MANAGEMENT PLAN 



MAJOR APPROVED DEVELOPMENT PROJECT 



MISSION BAY 
 



 



EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 



The Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco 



(the “Successor Agency”) submits its Long-Range Property Management Plan (“PMP”) for the 



disposition of certain real property (the “Mission Bay Property”) in the Mission Bay North and 



South Redevelopment Project Areas (together, the “Mission Bay Project”).  The Mission Bay 



Property includes land that the Successor Agency owns and leases (now and in the future) for 



parks and affordable housing. 



 



In November 1998, the former redevelopment agency (the “SFRA”) and the master developer 



and owner of most of the land in the Mission Bay Project (the “Developer”) entered into Owner 



Participation Agreements (the “OPAs”) authorizing a mixed-use, mixed-income transit-oriented 



development on 300 acres of land.  



 



Under the OPAs, the Developer is required, among other things, to develop Park Parcels on land 



owned by the City and County of San Francisco (the “City”).  The Successor Agency is required 



to lease, in phases, the Park Parcels from the City (as they are developed into parks) and 



maintain them using funds generated from a community facilities district (the “Maintenance 



CFD”).  Under the CFD formation documents, the Successor Agency administers the 



Maintenance CFD until fiscal year 2043-44.  A 2001 Ground Lease with the City, which 



terminates in 2045, implements the Successor Agency’s obligation to lease and maintain the 



Mission Bay Park Parcels (the “Agency Lease”).  To date, the Successor Agency has leased 



about 13.2 acres under the Agency Lease (the “Completed Parks”) and will lease an additional 



27.3 acres when they are complete (the “Future Parks”).   



 



In addition, the OPAs require the Developer to contribute “building ready” Affordable Housing 



Parcels to the Successor Agency after the Developer has remediated hazardous materials, graded 



the sites, and provided infrastructure for the development of affordable housing.  The Successor 



Agency is required to use the Affordable Housing Parcels solely for the development of 



affordable housing units using tax increment generated from Mission Bay. 



 



In light of the Redevelopment Dissolution Law’s wind down of former redevelopment agency 



activities, the Successor Agency proposes the following disposition plan providing for the early 



termination of the Agency Lease for the Park Parcels and the transfer of Affordable Housing 



Parcels to the City as Housing Successor after the Successor Agency fulfills its obligation to 



fund and develop affordable housing on the parcels: 



 



 Park Parcels – Continue to lease the Completed Parks (Parks NP1-5, P1, P10, P16-18, 



and P21) under the Agency Lease and add Future Parks (Parks P2-3, P5-7, P8-9, P11, 



P11A, P12-13, P15, P19-20, P22-24, and P26-27) to the Agency Lease as they are 
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developed into parks.  The Successor Agency will ensure completion of all Future Parks 



and then terminate its leasehold interests and transfer the property management 



responsibility of all the Park Parcels to the City for a governmental purpose (i.e., a 



cohesive public park system).  The estimated transfer date is 2022. 



 



 Affordable Housing Parcels -- Acquire and retain the Affordable Housing Parcels 



(Blocks 3 East, 4 East, 6 East and West, 7 West, 9 and 9A, and 12 West) to fulfill the 



Successor Agency’s obligation under the OPAs to develop Affordable Housing Parcels 



and, upon completion of each specific development, transfer it to the City Housing 



Successor, as required under Redevelopment Dissolution Law.  The estimated transfer 



dates are between 2015 and 2022.  



 



 



BACKGROUND 
 



During the early-to-mid-1990s, the neighborhood currently known as Mission Bay was an 



underutilized industrial railyard, primarily owned by one private property owner, Catellus 



Development Corporation, which was the development arm of the former rail company.  Some 



of the Mission Bay lands were also owned by the City, including portions owned by the Port of 



San Francisco (the “Port”).  Some of the publicly owned lands are under the jurisdiction of the 



State Lands Commission, as waterfront land held in public trust. 



 



In November 1998, the City's Board of Supervisors approved Redevelopment Plans for Mission 



Bay North and for Mission Bay South (the "Redevelopment Plans"), establishing the Mission 



Bay North and South Redevelopment Project Areas, which together cover approximately 300 



acres.  Mission Bay is a mixed-use, mixed-income transit-oriented development that is well in 



progress.  At full build-out, it will contain up to 6,350 new residential units, including 1,900+ 



affordable units.  The project includes up to 4.4 million square feet of private commercial space, 



including office space for high-tech companies and laboratory space for biotechnology and life 



science companies.  Importantly, the project has at its center a 43-acre research campus for the 



University of California, San Francisco ("UCSF") and a new UCSF medical center serving 



children, women and cancer patients.  It also includes neighborhood-serving retail, a new hotel, 



and other public facilities, such as a new public library, new local fire and police stations, and 



possibly a new public school. 



Also in November 1998, in conjunction with the approval of the Redevelopment Plans, the 



SFRA and the Developer, Catellus Development Corporation (“Catellus”), entered into the 



OPAs for the Mission Bay North and South projects.  FOCIL-MB, LLC, an entity that Farallon 



Capital Management controls, is the successor-in-interest to Catellus and holds all of Catellus' 



rights and obligations as “Owner” under the OPAs.  There are separate OPAs for Mission Bay 



North and Mission Bay South, but the OPAs are substantially similar, particularly as to the 



enforceable obligations that are the subject of this PMP.
1
  Planning for the Mission Bay North 



                                                           
1
 On November 20, 2012, the Successor Agency requested a “final and conclusive” determination from DOF that the 



North OPA and the South OPA are enforceable obligations under Redevelopment Dissolution Law.    
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and Mission Bay South projects are closely intertwined and the public's ability to realize the full 



benefits of each separate project depends on the successful development of both projects. 



 



Also in 1998, the Developer, the City, and the City acting through the Port, executed land 



transfer agreements to facilitate the appropriate land uses under the  Redevelopment Plans (the 



“Land Transfer Agreements”).  The Land Transfer Agreements include the Amended and 



Restated Mission Bay City Land Transfer Agreement (the “CLTA”), the Amended and Restated 



Mission Bay Port Land Transfer Agreement (the “PLTA”), and the Amended and Restated 



Agreement Concerning the Public Trust, which included as a party the State of California (the 



“Public Trust Agreement”).   



 



Both the CLTA and the PLTA require the City and the Port to lease approximately 40 acres of 



City-owned land designated as parks in the Mission Bay Redevelopment Plan to the SFRA (the 



“Park Parcels”).  Under the CLTA and the PLTA, the SFRA (and now the Successor Agency) 



must maintain the Park Parcels using funds generated from a community facilities district that 



runs until 2043 – a date that is 45 years from the adoption of the Mission Bay Redevelopment 



Plan.  The PLTA also includes a term sheet for the Agency Lease.  



 



 



Mission Bay Enforceable Obligations 



 



Obligations regarding the Park Parcels.  Under the OPAs, the Developer is required to finance 



and build the park improvements on the publicly owned Park Parcels.  The OPAs, at Section 7, 



state that the “Agency shall enter into the Agency Lease” within a certain time period (between 



30 and 60 days) after the Developer begins the park improvements on a Park Parcel.  In the 



Financing Plans attached as Attachment E to the OPAs, the former redevelopment agency agreed 



to form the Maintenance CFD “for the purpose of providing monies to pay the ongoing 



maintenance” of the Park Parcels.  (See Section 7.A.i of the Financing Plan.)  The Financing 



Plan further provided that “[a]ll CFDs established to implement the Financing Plan will be 



formed by the [Agency] Commission, acting as the legislative body for the CFDs under the 



[Mello-Roos Community Facilities] Act.”  (See Section 3.A.i. of the Financing Plan.)  Finally, it 



required the SFRA to use the taxes collected from the Maintenance CFD to “operate, maintain, 



and repair, or cause to be operated, maintained, and repaired” the Park Parcels for 45 years (i.e., 



until 2043).  The SFRA formed, by Agency Resolution No. 217-99 (Dec. 21, 1999), the 



Maintenance CFD and approved the Rate and Method of Apportionment of Special Tax.  



 



To implement the obligations under the OPAs, the former redevelopment agency entered into a 



Ground Lease with the City (and the City acting through the Port) on November 16, 2001 (the 



“Agency Lease”).  The Agency Lease runs for 45 years, and currently covers the Completed 



Parks.  The rent is $1 per year, to be payable in advance ($45 was paid to the City at lease 



commencement).  The Agency Lease requires the Successor Agency to add Future Parks to the 



leasehold after the City and Agency have received the Developer’s notice “specifying the 



portions of the Open Space Development Parcels that the Owner intends to develop as public 



open space, parks, or plazas in accordance with the Plan documents.”  (See Ground Lease, 



Section 2.1 at page 7.)   
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Obligations regarding Affordable Housing Parcels.  The OPAs require the Developer to donate 



“building ready” land to the Successor Agency for the development of affordable housing.  The 



OPAs and the Tax Increment Allocation Pledge Agreements for Mission Bay North and South 



require the Successor Agency to use tax increment generated from the Mission Bay Project to 



finance the affordable housing development.  The North OPA (See Attachment C, Housing 



Program) requires the Developer to contribute between 2.5 and 3.8 acres to the Successor 



Agency for the development of up to 345 affordable housing units.  The South OPA (See 



Attachment C, Housing Program) requires the Developer to contribute 11.5 acres to the 



Successor Agency for the development of up to 1,108 affordable housing units.  The total 14.9 



acres are the “Affordable Housing Parcels.”  The OPAs require the Developer to record a 



“memorandum of option” on any Affordable Housing Parcel to be donated to the Successor 



Agency in the future as each major phase of development is approved.  The Successor Agency is 



required to accept title to the Affordable Housing Parcels once the Successor Agency is ready to 



start construction on the parcel, assuming the stated preconditions are met.  The Successor 



Agency must ensure that these parcels are developed with affordable housing, using the tax 



increment that is pledged from the Mission Bay Project.  Since dissolution of the former 



redevelopment agency, the Successor Agency has transferred approximately 394 units of 



affordable housing in 4 separate projects to the City Housing Successor as required under 



Redevelopment Dissolution Law. 



 



 



LONG-RANGE PROPERTY MANAGEMENT PLAN (“PMP”) 
 



The Mission Bay Property is comprised of the Park Parcels (40.5 acres, which includes both the 



Completed Parks and the Future Parks) and the Affordable Housing Parcels (14.9 acres, which 



includes eight parcels the Successor Agency will own in the future).  These properties are also 



shown on Attachment A (DOF Tracking Sheet for Mission Bay) and Attachment B (Map of 



Mission Bay Property).  



 



Date of Acquisition 



 



See Attachment A for acquisition dates for the Park Parcels and the Affordable Housing Parcels.   



 



Value of Property at Time of Acquisition 



 



See Attachment A for acquisition values for the Park Parcels and the Affordable Housing 



Parcels.   



 



Estimate of the Current Value 



 



See Attachment A for estimates of current values for the Park Parcels and the Affordable 



Housing Parcels.  The source of the values for the Park Parcels is based on the current tax rolls. 



The Affordable Housing Parcels have an estimated value of zero under Redevelopment 



Dissolution Law due to long-term affordability restrictions and future transfer to the City as 



Housing Successor Agency. 
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Purpose for which the Mission Bay Property was Acquired 



 



The Park Parcels are leased by the Successor Agency for the purpose of maintaining the Park 



Parcels with special taxes that the Successor Agency collects through the Maintenance CFD, as 



required by the OPAs.  The Park Parcels have been designed and developed as a cohesive park 



system.  For example, park maintenance facilities are shared and concentrated in certain areas to 



cut costs and streamline operations.   



 



The Affordable Housing Parcels will be acquired by the Successor Agency for the purpose of 



constructing affordable housing, as required by the OPAs.  Upon completion of a particular 



affordable housing development, the Successor Agency will transfer it to the Housing Successor, 



as required under Redevelopment Dissolution Law.  



 



Address/Location 



 



See Attachment A for the specific addresses/locations of the Park Parcels and the Affordable 



Housing Parcels.  A map of these parcels is attached as Attachment B.  



 



Lot Size 



 



See Attachment A for the lot sizes of the Park Parcels (40.5 acres) and the Affordable Housing 



Parcels (14.9 acres).  A map of these parcels is attached as Attachment B.  



 



Current Zoning 



 



The Park Parcels are zoned MB-RA in the San Francisco Planning Code.  The MB-RA zone 



refers to the Mission Bay Redevelopment Plan which designates the Park Parcels as “Open 



Space.”  The Affordable Housing Parcels are also zoned MB-RA in the San Francisco Planning 



Code.  The MB-RA zone refers to the Mission Bay Redevelopment Plan which designates the 



Affordable Housing Parcels as “Mission Bay South Residential.”  



 



Estimate of Revenues Generated (Including Contractual Requirements for Use of Funds) 



 



The Park Parcels currently generate a small amount of revenue (less than $30,000 a year) from 



special events and facility rental fees.  This money is used to offset the cost of those private 



events and support public community events, such as kite-day and free concerts.  The Affordable 



Housing Sites are owned by the Developer, so the parcels do not currently generate any revenues 



for the Successor Agency.  



 



History of Environmental Contamination, Studies, Remediation Efforts 



 



The Mission Bay Property has undergone significant environmental studies over the past several 



decades.  As part of the original approval process, an Environmental Impact Report was prepared 



in 1998 that addressed environmental contamination within the Mission Bay Project.  The area is 



considered a brownfield site, with low levels of contamination, resulting from the materials used 



to fill in the bay over the years.  A Risk Management Plan (“RMP”) was prepared for the 
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Mission Bay Project in 1999.  The RMP applies to both the Park Parcels and the Affordable 



Housing Parcels and includes mitigations to address soil contamination on all sites. 



 



Potential for Transit-Oriented Development; Advancement of Planning Objectives 
 



The Mission Bay Project is a successful example of transit-oriented development.  In 2010, the 



Mission Bay Project was recognized by the California Department of Housing and Community 



Development as a Gold Catalyst Community (i.e., a great example of how to build a sustainable, 



economically vibrant community).  The design principles embedded in the Mission Bay 



Redevelopment Plan envision a transit-oriented neighborhood that promotes transit, bicycle, and 



pedestrian modes of transportation. The development of all of the Affordable Housing Parcels 



fulfills the planning objectives contained in the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan, the 



City’s General Plan and the Housing Element, all of which identify a need for permanently 



affordable housing. 



 



Specifically, the Mission Bay Project concentrates 6,350 new residential units, 4.4 million square 



feet of office/bio-tech uses, 400,000 square feet of retail uses, a new 43-acre research campus, 



550-bed hospital, and public uses, including a school, police/fire station, police headquarters, and 



49-acres of new parkland in an area that is highly served by transit.  Specifically, within Mission 



Bay there is a Caltrain station that provides rail service to the South Bay, two light rail lines, and 



multiple bus lines connecting to the rest of the City that will be further extended to the southern 



portion of Mission Bay once the roadways are completed. A private shuttle service is also 



provided by a Transportation Management Association and additional shuttle service is provided 



by the University of California, San Francisco to link their Mission Bay campus to their other 



locations within San Francisco. 



 



History of Previous Development and Leasing Proposals 



 



There have been no other development or leasing proposals put forward for the Park Parcels and 



the Affordable Housing Parcels. 



 



Disposition of the Mission Bay Property 



 



The Successor Agency has an enforceable obligation to ensure the Park Parcels are developed 



and maintained as a cohesive, financially self-sustaining park system and to use the funding from 



the Maintenance CFD for this purpose.  Any amendments to this enforceable obligation 



(including the proposal below) will require the concurrence and written consent of the 



counterparty under the enforceable obligation (Developer).  Such consent has not yet been 



sought or received, and there is no guarantee Developer will provide consent.  Under the existing 



obligations, the City becomes responsible for managing the Park Parcels after 2043.  In light of 



the Redevelopment Dissolution Law’s wind down of former redevelopment agency activities, the 



Successor Agency proposes a more expedited disposition plan whereby the Successor Agency 



would continue managing the Park Parcels until all the park improvements are complete and the 



Park Parcels can transfer to the City as a package of interlocking parks.  The City, Developer, 



and Mission Bay community representatives have expressed a preference for this approach to 



ensure that the Park Parcels (1) remain together and continue to be managed as a single asset by 
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a single entity (i.e., either one City entity or a separate non-profit), (2) continue to be 



professionally managed under a competitive bidding process, and (3) continue to be managed in 



a way that allows for direct community involvement and oversight. 



 



Accordingly, the PMP proposes the following: 



 



 Park Parcels – Continue to lease the Completed Parks (Parks NP1-5, P1, P10, P16-18, 



and P21) under the Agency Lease and add Future Parks (Parks P2-3, P5-7, P8-9, P11, 



P11A, P12-13, P15, P19-20, P22-24, and P26-27) to the Agency Lease as they are 



developed into parks.  The Successor Agency will ensure completion of all Future Parks 



and then terminate its leasehold interests and transfer the property management 



responsibility of all the Park Parcels to the City for a governmental purpose (i.e., a 



cohesive public park system).  The Successor Agency will continue administering the 



Maintenance CFD, but will provide the City with the CFD funds to maintain the Park 



Parcels.  The estimated transfer date is 2022. 



 



 Affordable Housing Parcels -- Acquire and retain the Affordable Housing Parcels 



(Blocks 3 East, 4 East, 6 East and West, 7 West, 9 and 9A, and 12 West) to fulfill the 



Successor Agency’s obligation under the OPAs to develop Affordable Housing Parcels. 



The Successor Agency intends to provide the affordable housing developer for each parcel 



with a ground lease to provide site access to construct the affordable housing, as well as 



apply long term affordability restrictions to the project.  Upon completion of each specific 



development, transfer it to the City as Successor Housing Agency, as required under 



Redevelopment Dissolution Law.  The estimated transfer dates are between 2015 and 



2022. 



 



The transfer dates above are estimates based on current market conditions and anticipated 



phasing of private development within Mission Bay.  However, if there is a change in the 



economy outside the control of the Successor Agency the timing of the transfer of both the Park 



and Affordable Housing Parcels may change. 



 



Properties Dedicated to Governmental Use Purposes and Properties Retained for Purposes 



of Fulfilling an Enforceable Obligation 



 



See section above. 
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Successor Agency:  Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco



County:  San Francisco



LONG RANGE PROPERTY MANAGEMENT PLAN (PART 2): PROPERTY INVENTORY DATA - MISSION BAY



HSC 34191.5 (c)(1)(B) HSC 34191.5 (c)(1)(D) HSC 34191.5 (c)(1)(F) HSC 34191.5 (c)(1)H)



No. Property Name Property Type Permissable Use Permissable Use Detail Acquisition Date 



Value at Time 



of Purchase



Estimated 



Current Value Value Basis



Date of 



Estimated 



Current Value 



Proposed Sale 



Value



Proposed Sale 



Date



Purpose for which 



property was 



acquired Address APN # Lot Size



Current 



Zoning



Estimate of Current 



Parcel Value 



Estimate of 



Income/Revenue



Contractual 



requirements for use 



of income/revenue



History of 



environmental 



contamination, studies, 



and/or remediation, and 



designation as a 



brownfield site



Description of 



property's 



potential for 



transit 



oriented 



development



Advancement 



of planning 



objectives of 



the successor 



agency 



History of previous 



development 



proposals and activity 



Mission Bay South - Affordable Housing Parcels



1 Block 3 East Vacant Lot/Land Fulfill Enforceable 



Obligation



See narrative 2017  $                  -   



$0 
(1)



 Market Nov. 2013  $                  -   See narrative  See narrative Northwest corner 



of 3rd and 



Mission Rock 



Streets



8711-026 47,916 Residential



$0 
(1)



 See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative



2 Block 4 East Vacant Lot/Land Fulfill Enforceable 



Obligation



See narrative 2019  $                  -   



$0 
(1)



 Market Nov. 2013  $                  -   See narrative  See narrative West side of 3rd 



Street between 



Mission Rock 



and China Basin 



Streets



8711-029 47,916 Residential



$0 
(1)



 See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative



3 Block 6 East Vacant Lot/Land Fulfill Enforceable 



Obligation



See narrative 2015  $                  -   



$0 
(1)



 Market Nov. 2013  $                  -   See narrative  See narrative West side of 4th 



Street between 



China Basin 



Street and 



Mission Bay 



Blvd. North



8711-021 65,340 Residential



$0 
(1)



 See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative



4 Block 6 West Vacant Lot/Land Fulfill Enforceable 



Obligation



See narrative 2019  $                  -   



$0 
(1)



 Market Nov. 2013  $                  -   See narrative  See narrative East side of 



Merrimac 



between China 



Basin Street and 



Mission Bay 



Blvd. North



8711-020 47,916 Residential



$0 
(1)



 See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative



5 Block 7 West Vacant Lot/Land Fulfill Enforceable 



Obligation



See narrative 2014  $                  -   



$0 
(1)



 Market Nov. 2013  $                  -   See narrative  See narrative East side of 4th 



Street between 



China Basin 



Street and 



Mission Bay 



Blvd. North



8711-031, 



032(p)



80,859 Residential



$0 
(1)



 See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative



6 Block 9 Vacant Lot/Land Fulfill Enforceable 



Obligation



See narrative 2021  $                  -   



$0 
(1)



 Market Nov. 2013  $                  -   See narrative  See narrative West side of 



Bridgeview 



between Mission 



Rock Street and 



Mission Bay 



Blvd. North



8719-003 47,439 Residential



$0 
(1)



 See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative



7 Block 9A Vacant Lot/Land Fulfill Enforceable 



Obligation



See narrative 2021  $                  -   



$0 
(1)



 Market Nov. 2013  $                  -   See narrative  See narrative East side of 



Bridgeview 



between Mission 



Rock Street and 



Mission Bay 



Blvd. North



8719-005 29,939 Residential



$0 
(1)



 See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative



8 Block 12 West Vacant Lot/Land Fulfill Enforceable 



Obligation



See narrative 2021  $                  -   



$0 
(1)



 Market Nov. 2013  $                  -   See narrative  See narrative Northeast corner 



of Channel 



Street and 



Mission Bay 



Drive 



8710-006 73,534 Residential



$0 
(1)



 See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative



Mission Bay South - Park Lands



9 Park P1 Park Fulfill Enforceable 



Obligation



See narrative 12/30/2005  $                  -   0  Market Nov. 2013  $                  -   See narrative  See narrative West of 4th 



Street between 



Mission Creek 



and Channel 



Street



3810-006 139,932 Open 



Space



 $                                 -    See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative



10 Park P10 Park Fulfill Enforceable 



Obligation



See narrative 4/2/2013  $                  -   0  Market Nov. 2013  $                  -   See narrative  See narrative Mission Bay 



Circle



8709-003(p)         40,292 Open 



Space



 $                                 -    See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative



11 Park P16 Park Fulfill Enforceable 



Obligation



See narrative 12/6/2010  $                  -   0  Market Nov. 2013  $                  -   See narrative  See narrative East side of 



Third Street and 



Mission Bay 



Blvd. North and 



South



8720-



003,005,004



(p),010(p),0



12(p),013,01



4(p)



55,321 Open 



Space



 $                                 -    See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative



12 Park P17 Park Fulfill Enforceable 



Obligation



See narrative 7/20/2009  $                  -   0  Market Nov. 2013  $                  -   See narrative  See narrative West side of 



Terry Francois 



Blvd. between 



Mission Bay 



Blvd. North



8720-006(p), 



007(p),008 



(p)



39,204 Open 



Space



 $                                 -    See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative



13 Park P18 Park Fulfill Enforceable 



Obligation



See narrative 6/20/2009  $                  -   0  Market Nov. 2013  $                  -   See narrative  See narrative West side of 



Terry Francois 



Blvd. between 



China Basin 



Street and 



Mission Bay 



Blvd. North



8720-008; 



8722-005



15,246 Open 



Space



 $                                 -    See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative



14 Park P21 Park Fulfill Enforceable 



Obligation



See narrative 3/22/2006  $                  -   0  Market Nov. 2013  $                  -   See narrative  See narrative East side of 



Terry Francois 



Blvd. between of 



Mission Bay 



Blvd. North and 



South Street



8721-009(p); 



8722-005(p)



21,780 Open 



Space



 $                                 -    See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative



15 Park P2 Vacant Lot/Land Fulfill Enforceable 



Obligation



See narrative 2016  $                  -   0  Market Nov. 2013  $                  -   See narrative  See narrative South side of 



Mission Creek, 



immediately to 



the west of Park 



P1 



3810-008 164,657     Open 



Space



 $                                 -    See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative



16 Park P3 Vacant Lot/Land Fulfill Enforceable 



Obligation



See narrative 2017  $                  -   0  Market Nov. 2013  $                  -   See narrative  See narrative South side of 



Mission Creek 



east of Fourth 



Street



8714-002 72,745       Open 



Space



 $                                 -    See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative



17 Park P5 Vacant Lot/Land Fulfill Enforceable 



Obligation



See narrative 2016  $                  -   0  Market Nov. 2013  $                  -   See narrative  See narrative Between 



Channel Street, 



Long Bridge 



Streets and El 



Dorado East and 



West 



8711-009(p); 



8710/002(p)



16,117       Open 



Space



 $                                 -    See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative



18 Park P6 Vacant Lot/Land Fulfill Enforceable 



Obligation



See narrative 2014  $                  -   0  Market Nov. 2013  $                  -   See narrative  See narrative East corner of 



Long Bridge and 



China Basin 



Streets



8711-003; 



8711-009(p); 



8711/017



48,787       Open 



Space



 $                                 -    See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative



19 Park P7 Vacant Lot/Land Fulfill Enforceable 



Obligation



See narrative 2018  $                  -   0  Market Nov. 2013  $                  -   See narrative  See narrative South west 



corner of 



Mission Bay 



Drive and 



Owens Street 



8709-003(p) 85,378       Open 



Space



 $                                 -    See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative



HSC 34191.5 (c)(2) HSC 34191.5 (c)(1)(G)HSC 34191.5 (c)(1)(A) HSC 34191.5 (c)(1)(C) HSC 34191.5 (c)(1)(E)SALE OF PROPERTY











LONG RANGE PROPERTY MANAGEMENT PLAN (PART 2): PROPERTY INVENTORY DATA - MISSION BAY



HSC 34191.5 (c)(1)(B) HSC 34191.5 (c)(1)(D) HSC 34191.5 (c)(1)(F) HSC 34191.5 (c)(1)H)



No. Property Name Property Type Permissable Use Permissable Use Detail Acquisition Date 



Value at Time 



of Purchase



Estimated 



Current Value Value Basis



Date of 



Estimated 



Current Value 



Proposed Sale 



Value



Proposed Sale 



Date



Purpose for which 



property was 



acquired Address APN # Lot Size



Current 



Zoning



Estimate of Current 



Parcel Value 



Estimate of 



Income/Revenue



Contractual 



requirements for use 



of income/revenue



History of 



environmental 



contamination, studies, 



and/or remediation, and 



designation as a 



brownfield site



Description of 



property's 



potential for 



transit 



oriented 



development



Advancement 



of planning 



objectives of 



the successor 



agency 



History of previous 



development 



proposals and activity 



HSC 34191.5 (c)(2) HSC 34191.5 (c)(1)(G)HSC 34191.5 (c)(1)(A) HSC 34191.5 (c)(1)(C) HSC 34191.5 (c)(1)(E)SALE OF PROPERTY



20 Park P8 Vacant Lot/Land Fulfill Enforceable 



Obligation



See narrative 2016  $                  -   0  Market Nov. 2013  $                  -   See narrative  See narrative Between Mission 



Creek and 



Mission Bay 



Drive, partially 



under under I-



280



8709-003(p) 121,532     Open 



Space



 $                                 -    See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative



21 Park P9 Vacant Lot/Land Fulfill Enforceable 



Obligation



See narrative 2018  $                  -   0  Market Nov. 2013  $                  -   See narrative  See narrative South of Mission 



Bay Drive under 



I-280



8709-002 37,462       Open 



Space



 $                                 -    See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative



22 Park P11 Vacant Lot/Land Fulfill Enforceable 



Obligation



See narrative 2015  $                  -   0  Market Nov. 2013  $                  -   See narrative  See narrative Between Mission 



Bay Blvd N&S, 



east of Mission 



Bay Circle



8710-003(p) 10,454       Open 



Space



 $                                 -    See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative



23 Park P11A Vacant Lot/Land Fulfill Enforceable 



Obligation



See narrative 2015  $                  -   0  Market Nov. 2013  $                  -   See narrative  See narrative Between Mission 



Bay Blvd N&S, 



east of Mission 



Bay Circle



8710-003(p) Included 



above



Open 



Space



 $                                 -    See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative



24 Park P12 Vacant Lot/Land Fulfill Enforceable 



Obligation



See narrative 2021  $                  -   0  Market Nov. 2013  $                  -   See narrative  See narrative West side of 



Merrimac 



between Mission 



Bay Blvd. North 



and South



8710-003(p) 60,113       Open 



Space



 $                                 -    See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative



25 Park P13 Vacant Lot/Land Fulfill Enforceable 



Obligation



See narrative 2021  $                  -   0  Market Nov. 2013  $                  -   See narrative  See narrative East side of 



Merrimac 



between Mission 



Bay Blvd. North 



and South



8710-003(p) 56,628       Open 



Space



 $                                 -    See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative



26 Park P15 Vacant Lot/Land Fulfill Enforceable 



Obligation



See narrative 2021  $                  -   0  Market Nov. 2013  $                  -   See narrative  See narrative East side of 4th 



Street between 



Mission Bay 



Blvd. North and 



South



8711-005(p); 



8732-001(p)



53,143       Open 



Space



 $                                 -    See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative



27 Park P19 Vacant Lot/Land Fulfill Enforceable 



Obligation



See narrative 2015  $                  -   0  Market Nov. 2013  $                  -   See narrative  See narrative West side of 



Terry Francois 



Blvd. between 



Mission Rock 



and China Basin 



Streets



8722-005 23,958       Open 



Space



 $                                 -    See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative



28 Park P20 Vacant Lot/Land Fulfill Enforceable 



Obligation



See narrative 2021  $                  -   0  Market Nov. 2013  $                  -   See narrative  See narrative North side of 



Mission Rock 



Street between 



Third Street and 



Terry Francois 



Blvd.



8719-002(p) 14,810       Open 



Space



 $                                 -    See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative



29 Park P22 Vacant Lot/Land Fulfill Enforceable 



Obligation



See narrative 2020  $                  -   0  Market Nov. 2013  $                  -   See narrative  See narrative East side of 



Terry Francois 



Blvd. between 



South and 16th 



Streets



8722-001(p), 



005,006, 



007, 009(p), 



013(p)



235,224     Open 



Space



 $                                 -    See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative



30 Park P23 Vacant Lot/Land Fulfill Enforceable 



Obligation



See narrative 2015  $                  -   0  Market Nov. 2013  $                  -   See narrative  See narrative Southwest 



corner of 16th 



Street and Terry 



Francois Blvd.



3940-002(p); 



8722-005(p); 



3941-001(p); 



3940-001(p)



87,120       Open 



Space



 $                                 -    See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative



31 Park P24 Vacant Lot/Land Fulfill Enforceable 



Obligation



See narrative 2015  $                  -   0  Market Nov. 2013  $                  -   See narrative  See narrative Northeast corner 



of Illinois Street 



and Terry 



Francois Blvd.



3491-001(p) Included 



above



Open 



Space



 $                                 -    See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative



32 Park P26 Vacant Lot/Land Fulfill Enforceable 



Obligation



See narrative 2015  $                  -   0  Market Nov. 2013  $                  -   See narrative  See narrative North side of 



Mariposa 



between Owens 



and 4th Streets



8723-003, 



004, 006, 



007(p)



87,556       Open 



Space



 $                                 -    See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative



33 Park P27 Vacant Lot/Land Fulfill Enforceable 



Obligation



See narrative 2015  $                  -   0  Market Nov. 2013  $                  -   See narrative  See narrative Northwest corner 



of Owens and 



Mariposa Streets



8723-002 15,246       Open 



Space



 $                                 -    See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative



Mission Bay North - Park Lands



34 Park NP1 Park Fulfill Enforceable 



Obligation



See narrative 8/26/2005  $                  -   0  Market Nov. 2013  $                  -   See narrative  See narrative North side of 



Mission Creek 



west of 4th 



Street



8708-002(p) 139,392 Open 



Space



 $                                 -    See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative



35 Park NP2 Park Fulfill Enforceable 



Obligation



See narrative 8/26/2005  $                  -   0  Market Nov. 2013  $                  -   See narrative  See narrative North side of 



Mission Creek 



west of NP1



8708-002(p); 



8707-002(p)



Included in 



NP1



Open 



Space



 $                                 -    See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative



36 Park NP3 Park Fulfill Enforceable 



Obligation



See narrative 6/4/2008  $                  -   0  Market Nov. 2013  $                  -   See narrative  See narrative North side of 



Mission Creek 



west of NP2



8707-002(p) Included in 



NP1



Open 



Space



 $                                 -    See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative



37 Park NP4 Park Fulfill Enforceable 



Obligation



See narrative 6/4/2008  $                  -   0  Market Nov. 2013  $                  -   See narrative  See narrative North side of 



Mission Creek 



west of NP3



8730-001(p); 



8707-003(p)



130,680 Open 



Space



 $                                 -    See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative



38 Park NP5 Park Fulfill Enforceable 



Obligation



See narrative 6/4/2008  $                  -   0  Market Nov. 2013  $                  -   See narrative  See narrative North side of 



Mission creek 



west of NP4



8730-001(p); 



3806-006(p)



Included in 



NP4



Open 



Space



 $                                 -    See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative See narrative



NOTES: (1) No value under Redevelopment Dissolution Law due to long-term affordability restrictions and future transfer to the City as Housing Successor Agency.
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portion if they use some on their own site) and it would be used in one of the MB open space areas. 
If it is on a Port property (ie, P22), then the Port would have joint approval with OCII.  If it is on a
non-Port site, then the Arts Commission has joint approval with OCII.  We are going to be creating
the MB art program this year as it is not required to be the same as the City’s standard process.  So,
while I anticipate that we will rely heavily on the Arts Commission staff for assistance, it will not be a
repetition of their exact typical process (just in case it comes 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.
 



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/






From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
Date: Thursday, June 05, 2014 12:52:00 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/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, June 05, 2014 12:51 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
 
I will make sure he is on the meeting list.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, June 05, 2014 12:50 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
 
Brett – I can’t remember if it was you or Chris or both that I asked to include Jim Morales from our
office on the invite list for the standing meetings as the attorney for the project (vs. having the City
Attorney attend every weekly meeting) – so thought I’d repeat it just in case (sorry if a duplication). 
He will bring in the City Attorney as needed.  His email is:  jim.morales@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/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.



mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:jim.morales@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/





 


From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) 
Sent: Wednesday, June 04, 2014 10:28 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
 
Thanks. You made finding a day/time much easier!
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 4:12 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
 
I checked with my other meeting and they can live without me (or we’ll reschedule if necessary). 
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: Monday, June 02, 2014 11:03 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
 
The results of the “doodle” survey are showing that the Wednesday 1-3pm timeslot works best for
all parties involved. Not a surprise considering that timeslot work very well with the last arena
proposal. Viktoriya and the project sponsor attorney have conflicts for the Tuesday 1-3pm timeslot.
I know you said you would have a conflict every other week for that timeslot. Would you have an
issue with us keeping the Wednesday 1-3pm timeslot?
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 5:55 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA Weekly Team Meetings Day/Time Survey
 


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.



http://www.sfredevelopment.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/
 
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)
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)



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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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



http://doodle.com/54gfh5g3sz8akfck






From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: RE: UCSF LRDP TIS (please review and send to Wade)
Date: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 2:26:07 PM
Attachments: image001.png


image002.png
image003.png
image004.png
image005.png


PS – it looks good.  Please cc me on the email to Wade.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 11:32 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: FW: UCSF LRDP TIS (please review and send to Wade)
 
Wade,
 
Here are my comments on behalf of OCII. I reviewed the sections relevant to Mission Bay
project area, and the cumulative analysis section (Chapter 5) for assumptions.
 
3.9 CONSTRUCTION DEMAND
3.9. 11 Mission Bay
This section outlines UCSF construction schedule as described in detail in Table 3-38, page
149. I note there is a reasonably foreseeable project on the horizon that is scheduled to
occur on Block 29-32, which may coincide with Block 15. It may benefit the document if
discussion (or mention of other project schedules within the project area) occurs on this
section, in addition to what the discussion on page 221 (or reference to discussion that
occurs on page 221).
 
4 TRANSPORTATION IMPACT ANALYSIS
4.1 SIGNIFICANCE CRITERIA
Page 153-154.  
The standard of significance is unclear in relation to Mission Bay where there are several
approved projects, pending projects, and reasonable foreseeable large project. I think the
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document should expand and include specific discussion regarding Mission Bay project area.
 
5.1.3 Year 2040 Conditions
5.1.3.3 Foreseeable Development Projects
As a matter of clarification, the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency (SFRA) through a
single competitive process, selected Lennar/BVHP Partners, an affiliate of Lennar, as the
primary developer of the Hunters Point Shipyard Project and Candlestick Point Project. The
City issued only one request for qualifications (RFQ) for the project. The project entitlements
have two distinct Disposition and Development Agreements: (1) the Hunters Point Shipyard
Phase 1 (2003) and (2) the Hunters Point Shipyard Phase 2/Candlestick Point Project (2010). 
 
I note Treasure Island residential project is not listed.
 
5.2.3 Mission Bay (Year 2040)
5.2.3.1 Four-Lane 16th Street Scenario
I think the discussion should be expanded to explain why the LRDP’s contribution to the


cumulative 2040 scenario would be insignificant despite the fact  16th street is anticipated


to operate at LOS F under Year 2040 Plus LRDP conditions. The same question applies to 4th


street.
 
5.2.3.2 Two-Lane 16th Street Scenario
Mitigation Measures: I wonder if the mitigation measures could be revised so as to compel
UCSF to participate (financially) in the future studies to determine adequacy of the proposed
mitigation measures, or if additional mitigation measures would be necessary.
 
 
 


From: Wietgrefe, Wade (CPC) 
Sent: Monday, June 30, 2014 1:40 PM
To: Warren, Elaine (CAT); Pangilinan, Chris (MTA); Rivasplata, Charles (MTA); Markowitz, Frank (MTA);
Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: RE: UCSF LRDP TIS
 
Hello,
 
I have discussed with MTA already about this, but Elaine and Immanuel please get me your


comments on the TIS before noon on Tuesday, July 1st.
 
Wade Wietgrefe, AICP
 


From: Wietgrefe, Wade (CPC) 
Sent: Friday, June 20, 2014 2:10 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Jain, Devyani (CPC); Warren, Elaine (CAT); Pangilinan, Chris (MTA);
Rivasplata, Charles (MTA); Markowitz, Frank (MTA); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Perry, Nicholas (CPC);







Hrushowy, Neil (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: RE: UCSF LRDP TIS
 
Hello again,
 
I have asked UCSF for a word version, but I have yet to receive it.  Please hope that they send this, as
I do not want to deal with pdf comments J
 
Wade Wietgrefe, AICP
 


From: Wietgrefe, Wade (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, June 19, 2014 7:24 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Jain, Devyani (CPC); Warren, Elaine (CAT); Pangilinan, Chris (MTA);
Rivasplata, Charles (MTA); Markowitz, Frank (MTA); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Perry, Nicholas (CPC);
Hrushowy, Neil (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: RE: UCSF LRDP TIS
 
Hello City team,
 


As a reminder, your comments are due to me electronically by Thursday, June 26th, so that I have
time to consolidate and get clarification on any comments you may have before the UCSF deadline. 
Thank you,
 
Wade Wietgrefe, AICP
Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9050 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:wade.wietgrefe@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org


            
 


From: Wong, Diane C. [mailto:DWong@planning.ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 18, 2014 9:12 PM
To: Wietgrefe, Wade (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Jain, Devyani (CPC); Warren, Elaine (CAT);
'TCV@cpdb.com'; Pangilinan, Chris (MTA); 'Hamalian, Seth (SHamalian@mbaydevelopment.com)';
Rivasplata, Charles (MTA); Markowitz, Frank (MTA); 'Luke Stewart (lstewart@mbaydevelopment.com)';
Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Perry, Nicholas (CPC); Hrushowy, Neil (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Beauchamp, Kevin; Yamauchi, Lori; White, Melissa; 'Charles Olson (colson@steinlubin.com)';
'cbennett@esassoc.com'; 'Cory Barringhaus (CBarringhaus@esassoc.com)'; Eric Womeldorff
(E.Womeldorff@fehrandpeers.com); Matt Goyne; José I. Farrán [jifarran@adavantconsulting.com];
Elisabeth Gunther
Subject: UCSF LRDP TIS
 
 
Hello Everyone,
 
The draft TIS is available through the link below.
https://www.dropbox.com/s/5cbuus57wxztk7w/UCSF_LRDP_TIS_06-18-14.pdf
 
In addition, as requested, paper copies will be sent to the following people:
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SFMTA (Charles, Chris):  2 copies
OCII (Catherine, Immanuel):  2 copies
Planning (Viktoriya, Devyani):  2 copies
City Attorney (Elaine):  1 copy
 
At our last meeting, someone mentioned that the SFPUC should be sent a copy.  Can someone advise
who at SFPUC should receive the TIS?
 
We would appreciate your comments by Thursday, July 3rd.
 
Thank you.  Diane
 
 


From: Wong, Diane C.
Sent: Wednesday, June 04, 2014 2:50 PM
To: 'Wietgrefe, Wade (CPC)'; 'Reilly, Catherine (OCII)'; 'Jain, Devyani (CPC)'; 'Warren, Elaine (CAT)';
'TCV@cpdb.com'; 'Pangilinan, Chris (MTA)'; 'Hamalian, Seth (SHamalian@mbaydevelopment.com)';
'Rivasplata, Charles (MTA)'; 'Markowitz, Frank (MTA)'; 'Luke Stewart (lstewart@mbaydevelopment.com)';
Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Beauchamp, Kevin; Yamauchi, Lori; White, Melissa; 'Charles Olson
(colson@steinlubin.com)'; 'cbennett@esassoc.com'; 'Cory Barringhaus (CBarringhaus@esassoc.com)';
José I. Farrán [jifarran@adavantconsulting.com]; Eric Womeldorff (E.Womeldorff@fehrandpeers.com);
Elisabeth Gunther; Perry, Nicholas (CPC); Hrushowy, Neil (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: June 20 TIS Meeting with UCSF


Hello everyone,
 
Thank you for meeting with us today for the TIS Preview.  It was helpful for us to hear your questions


and feedback.  At the conclusion of the meeting, it was decided that we do not need the June 20th


meeting to further discuss the TIS.  I will send out a cancellation via Outlook shortly.
 


We are on track to have a draft TIS ready for your review on June 18th.  A link will be provided for
you to download the study.  In addition, at the meeting today several people asked for a paper copy
of the TIS.  I jotted down the following:
 
SFMTA (Charles, Chris):  2 copies
OCII (Catherine, Immanuel):  2 copies
Planning (Viktoriya, Devyani):  2 copies
City Attorney (Elaine):  1 copy
SFPUC (?):  1 copy
 
Let me know if the above list is correct.  If anyone else wishes to have a paper copy, just let me
know.  Please note we would greatly appreciate receiving comments in electronic format.
 
Thank you all once again for taking time out of your busy schedules to devote to this project.
 
Diane
 
Diane Wong
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Principal Planner / Environmental Coordinator
UCSF Campus Planning
654 Minnesota Street, 2nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94143-0286
T:(415) 502-5952
F:(415) 476-9478
dwong@planning.ucsf.edu
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From: Albert, Peter
To: Miller, Erin (MTA)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: FW: Proposed Street Changes
Date: Wednesday, July 16, 2014 11:45:09 AM
Attachments: 2014.07.11_GSW_Mission Bay_Cross-Sections_CM.PDF


Erin, as you know, I'm not available tomorrow. 
Are you able to attend this meeting?
 
Thanks,
Peter


From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM) [catherine.reilly@sfgov.org]
Sent: Wednesday, July 16, 2014 11:36 AM
To: Rahaim, John; Switzky, Joshua; Watty, Elizabeth; Arce, Pedro; Winslow, David; Bohee, Tiffany;
Miller, Erin; Matz, Jennifer Entine; Van de Water, Adam; Gavin, John; Kern, Chris; Bollinger, Brett;
Hussain, Lila; Bereket, Immanuel; Albert, Peter
Subject: Proposed Street Changes


As part of tomorrow’s design workshop, the Warriors will present their proposed changes to the
surrounding roadway to address loading/buses/etc. per their discussions with MTA.  As a preview,
attached is the summary of changes.
 
I have also included several people on this email that are not attending the design meeting since
these changes will be of interest.  Please let me know if you have any comments.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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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Arena Location 



2 











3 



Planned 
Cross-
Sections: 
Mission Bay 
South 
Infrastructure 
Plan 











MB Plan 
Section 



4 



16th Street 
Cross-Section 



 Planned five travel lanes and on-street bike lanes, no parking 
 



Basis for Suggested Change 
 5 lane section not needed to serve forecasted demand on 16th St. 



 
 Routes 55/22 on 16th Street turn north on Third St. (i.e., don’t use 16th St. 



between Third St. and Terry Francois Blvd.) 
 



 MUNI staff have indicated they may operate special event buses from 16th 
St. BART station to/from arena during NBA games, concerts 
 



 Potential need for bus stops on both sides of 16th St. for MUNI event buses 











5 



16th Street 
Cross-Section 



Proposed Section Characteristics 
 Same curb-to-curb width 



 
 3 travel lanes (instead of 5) 



 
 Buffered on-street bike lanes 



 
 Provides on-street parking/bus stops on both sides of 16th St. 











MB Plan 
Section 



6 



South Street 
Cross-Section 



 Existing 4 travel lanes, with no on-street parking 
 



 South Street 2 blocks long, from Third St. to Terry Francois Blvd. 
 



 1,400 stall existing garage exists on north side of street 
 



Basis for Suggested Change 
 Arena retail planned on south side of street 



 
 Need for valet, shuttle bus stops 



 
 4 lane section not needed to serve forecasted demand on South St. 











7 



South Street 
Cross-Section 



Proposed Section Characteristics 
 Same curb-to-curb width 



 
 3 travel lanes (instead of 4) 



 
 Provides center left turn lane to facilitate access to existing garage 



 
 On-street valet/bus stops on south side of street adjacent to 



planned Arena retail uses 
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA schedule.
Date: Sunday, June 08, 2014 1:30:00 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/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 
From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, June 05, 2014 3:47 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: GSW CEQA schedule.
 
Hi Catherine
We estimate around 10 months from complete PD to DEIR publication.
Chris
 
Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE DROID
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: RE: UCSF LRDP TIS (please review and send to Wade)
Date: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 2:25:52 PM
Attachments: image001.png
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Thanks, Manny.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 11:32 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: FW: UCSF LRDP TIS (please review and send to Wade)
 
Wade,
 
Here are my comments on behalf of OCII. I reviewed the sections relevant to Mission Bay
project area, and the cumulative analysis section (Chapter 5) for assumptions.
 
3.9 CONSTRUCTION DEMAND
3.9. 11 Mission Bay
This section outlines UCSF construction schedule as described in detail in Table 3-38, page
149. I note there is a reasonably foreseeable project on the horizon that is scheduled to
occur on Block 29-32, which may coincide with Block 15. It may benefit the document if
discussion (or mention of other project schedules within the project area) occurs on this
section, in addition to what the discussion on page 221 (or reference to discussion that
occurs on page 221).
 
4 TRANSPORTATION IMPACT ANALYSIS
4.1 SIGNIFICANCE CRITERIA
Page 153-154.  
The standard of significance is unclear in relation to Mission Bay where there are several
approved projects, pending projects, and reasonable foreseeable large project. I think the
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document should expand and include specific discussion regarding Mission Bay project area.
 
5.1.3 Year 2040 Conditions
5.1.3.3 Foreseeable Development Projects
As a matter of clarification, the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency (SFRA) through a
single competitive process, selected Lennar/BVHP Partners, an affiliate of Lennar, as the
primary developer of the Hunters Point Shipyard Project and Candlestick Point Project. The
City issued only one request for qualifications (RFQ) for the project. The project entitlements
have two distinct Disposition and Development Agreements: (1) the Hunters Point Shipyard
Phase 1 (2003) and (2) the Hunters Point Shipyard Phase 2/Candlestick Point Project (2010). 
 
I note Treasure Island residential project is not listed.
 
5.2.3 Mission Bay (Year 2040)
5.2.3.1 Four-Lane 16th Street Scenario
I think the discussion should be expanded to explain why the LRDP’s contribution to the


cumulative 2040 scenario would be insignificant despite the fact  16th street is anticipated


to operate at LOS F under Year 2040 Plus LRDP conditions. The same question applies to 4th


street.
 
5.2.3.2 Two-Lane 16th Street Scenario
Mitigation Measures: I wonder if the mitigation measures could be revised so as to compel
UCSF to participate (financially) in the future studies to determine adequacy of the proposed
mitigation measures, or if additional mitigation measures would be necessary.
 
 
 


From: Wietgrefe, Wade (CPC) 
Sent: Monday, June 30, 2014 1:40 PM
To: Warren, Elaine (CAT); Pangilinan, Chris (MTA); Rivasplata, Charles (MTA); Markowitz, Frank (MTA);
Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: RE: UCSF LRDP TIS
 
Hello,
 
I have discussed with MTA already about this, but Elaine and Immanuel please get me your


comments on the TIS before noon on Tuesday, July 1st.
 
Wade Wietgrefe, AICP
 


From: Wietgrefe, Wade (CPC) 
Sent: Friday, June 20, 2014 2:10 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Jain, Devyani (CPC); Warren, Elaine (CAT); Pangilinan, Chris (MTA);
Rivasplata, Charles (MTA); Markowitz, Frank (MTA); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Perry, Nicholas (CPC);







Hrushowy, Neil (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: RE: UCSF LRDP TIS
 
Hello again,
 
I have asked UCSF for a word version, but I have yet to receive it.  Please hope that they send this, as
I do not want to deal with pdf comments J
 
Wade Wietgrefe, AICP
 


From: Wietgrefe, Wade (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, June 19, 2014 7:24 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Jain, Devyani (CPC); Warren, Elaine (CAT); Pangilinan, Chris (MTA);
Rivasplata, Charles (MTA); Markowitz, Frank (MTA); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Perry, Nicholas (CPC);
Hrushowy, Neil (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: RE: UCSF LRDP TIS
 
Hello City team,
 


As a reminder, your comments are due to me electronically by Thursday, June 26th, so that I have
time to consolidate and get clarification on any comments you may have before the UCSF deadline. 
Thank you,
 
Wade Wietgrefe, AICP
Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9050 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:wade.wietgrefe@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org


            
 


From: Wong, Diane C. [mailto:DWong@planning.ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 18, 2014 9:12 PM
To: Wietgrefe, Wade (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Jain, Devyani (CPC); Warren, Elaine (CAT);
'TCV@cpdb.com'; Pangilinan, Chris (MTA); 'Hamalian, Seth (SHamalian@mbaydevelopment.com)';
Rivasplata, Charles (MTA); Markowitz, Frank (MTA); 'Luke Stewart (lstewart@mbaydevelopment.com)';
Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Perry, Nicholas (CPC); Hrushowy, Neil (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Beauchamp, Kevin; Yamauchi, Lori; White, Melissa; 'Charles Olson (colson@steinlubin.com)';
'cbennett@esassoc.com'; 'Cory Barringhaus (CBarringhaus@esassoc.com)'; Eric Womeldorff
(E.Womeldorff@fehrandpeers.com); Matt Goyne; José I. Farrán [jifarran@adavantconsulting.com];
Elisabeth Gunther
Subject: UCSF LRDP TIS
 
 
Hello Everyone,
 
The draft TIS is available through the link below.
https://www.dropbox.com/s/5cbuus57wxztk7w/UCSF_LRDP_TIS_06-18-14.pdf
 
In addition, as requested, paper copies will be sent to the following people:
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SFMTA (Charles, Chris):  2 copies
OCII (Catherine, Immanuel):  2 copies
Planning (Viktoriya, Devyani):  2 copies
City Attorney (Elaine):  1 copy
 
At our last meeting, someone mentioned that the SFPUC should be sent a copy.  Can someone advise
who at SFPUC should receive the TIS?
 
We would appreciate your comments by Thursday, July 3rd.
 
Thank you.  Diane
 
 


From: Wong, Diane C.
Sent: Wednesday, June 04, 2014 2:50 PM
To: 'Wietgrefe, Wade (CPC)'; 'Reilly, Catherine (OCII)'; 'Jain, Devyani (CPC)'; 'Warren, Elaine (CAT)';
'TCV@cpdb.com'; 'Pangilinan, Chris (MTA)'; 'Hamalian, Seth (SHamalian@mbaydevelopment.com)';
'Rivasplata, Charles (MTA)'; 'Markowitz, Frank (MTA)'; 'Luke Stewart (lstewart@mbaydevelopment.com)';
Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Beauchamp, Kevin; Yamauchi, Lori; White, Melissa; 'Charles Olson
(colson@steinlubin.com)'; 'cbennett@esassoc.com'; 'Cory Barringhaus (CBarringhaus@esassoc.com)';
José I. Farrán [jifarran@adavantconsulting.com]; Eric Womeldorff (E.Womeldorff@fehrandpeers.com);
Elisabeth Gunther; Perry, Nicholas (CPC); Hrushowy, Neil (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: June 20 TIS Meeting with UCSF


Hello everyone,
 
Thank you for meeting with us today for the TIS Preview.  It was helpful for us to hear your questions


and feedback.  At the conclusion of the meeting, it was decided that we do not need the June 20th


meeting to further discuss the TIS.  I will send out a cancellation via Outlook shortly.
 


We are on track to have a draft TIS ready for your review on June 18th.  A link will be provided for
you to download the study.  In addition, at the meeting today several people asked for a paper copy
of the TIS.  I jotted down the following:
 
SFMTA (Charles, Chris):  2 copies
OCII (Catherine, Immanuel):  2 copies
Planning (Viktoriya, Devyani):  2 copies
City Attorney (Elaine):  1 copy
SFPUC (?):  1 copy
 
Let me know if the above list is correct.  If anyone else wishes to have a paper copy, just let me
know.  Please note we would greatly appreciate receiving comments in electronic format.
 
Thank you all once again for taking time out of your busy schedules to devote to this project.
 
Diane
 
Diane Wong
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Principal Planner / Environmental Coordinator
UCSF Campus Planning
654 Minnesota Street, 2nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94143-0286
T:(415) 502-5952
F:(415) 476-9478
dwong@planning.ucsf.edu
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From: Hussain, Lila (CII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: FW: Reminder on Warriors Budget
Date: Monday, July 14, 2014 7:18:54 PM


FYI


-----Original Message-----
From: Moy, Barbara [mailto:Barbara.Moy@sfdpw.org]
Sent: Monday, July 14, 2014 6:25 PM
To: Hussain, Lila (CII); Kwak, Grace (DPW)
Subject: Re: Reminder on Warriors Budget


I will check with Grace and get back to you ASAP.   Thx


On Jul 14, 2014 5:54 PM, "Hussain, Lila (CII)" <lila.hussain@sfgov.org> wrote:
Barbara,


Just a quick reminder on GSW budget.  Is it possible to get it by COB tomorrow?


Thanks!


Lila


Sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org<mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>>
Date: July 9, 2014 at 12:16:47 PM PDT
To: "Moy, Barbara (DPW)" <barbara.moy@sfdpw.org<mailto:barbara.moy@sfdpw.org>>
Cc: "Hussain, Lila (OCII)" <lila.hussain@sfgov.org<mailto:lila.hussain@sfgov.org>>
Subject: Reminder on Warriors Budget


Hi, Barbara – sorry to bug, but wanted to see if you had had a chance to talk with Bruce about the lead
for the Warrior’s mapping, and also to put together a draft budget for the work the Task Force/Bruce’s
office would do for the mapping.  We’re getting pressure to get something to the Warriors asap, so if
you could get it to use later this week, we’d really appreciate it.  Let us know what we 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/
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Lo, Ferry (OCII)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Kate Aufhauser


(kaufhauser@warriors.com); Julia Nunes (jnunes@warriors.com); Bridges, George (OCII); Lee, Raymond C.
(OCII)


Subject: RE: GSW Clarifications for posting
Date: Thursday, June 19, 2014 9:41:52 AM


Thanks, Ferry.
 


From: Lo, Ferry (OCII) [mailto:ferry.lo@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, June 19, 2014 9:37 AM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com); Julia Nunes (jnunes@warriors.com); Bridges, George (OCII); Lee, Raymond
C. (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW Clarifications for posting
 
Attachment added
 
C. Ferry Lo
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 18, 2014 4:55 PM
To: Lo, Ferry (OCII)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com); Julia Nunes (jnunes@warriors.com); Bridges, George (OCII); Lee,
Raymond C. (OCII)
Subject: GSW Clarifications for posting
 
Ferry,
Attached is the second and final set of clarifications for the GSW RFQ for posting. We will be
emailing it out to the entire distribution list before 5pm today (our deadline in the RFQ) as well.
Thank you,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
101 Mission Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
 


From: Lo, Ferry (OCII) [mailto:ferry.lo@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, June 12, 2014 8:47 AM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com); Julia Nunes (jnunes@warriors.com); Bridges, George (OCII); Lee,
Raymond C. (OCII)
Subject: RE: LBEs over $2M
 
3 attachments added
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C. Ferry Lo
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 5:02 PM
To: Lo, Ferry (OCII)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com); Julia Nunes (jnunes@warriors.com); Bridges, George (OCII); Lee,
Raymond C. (OCII)
Subject: RE: LBEs over $2M
 
Ferry,
Please see the attached documents related to the Warriors RFQ for posting on the OCII website.
Also, please clarify whether there’s a message sent out to the entire distribution list or if firms will
only see these documents if they choose to visit the website. I assume it’s the latter, in which case
we’d like to distribute this to the list we sent the original RFQ out to, but please let us know if that’s
appropriate.
Thanks,
Clarke
 
 


From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 4:15 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com); Julia Nunes (jnunes@warriors.com); Lo, Ferry (OCII)
Subject: RE: LBEs over $2M
 
Clarke
 
Ray and I have reviewed the Q & A and it looks fine.  Please feel free to send the 3 attachments to
Ferry and he will post by tomorrow.
 
George
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 3:22 PM
To: Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Bridges, George (OCII)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com); Julia Nunes (jnunes@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: LBEs over $2M
 
Ray, George,
Please see attached the final draft of the Q&A document. Could you please review and let us know if
you have any comments or suggestions? Once reviewed, we’ll be able to send you all three
documents (Q&A, Monday presentation, and sign-in sheet).
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Lee, Raymond C. (OCII) [mailto:raymond.c.lee@sfgov.org] 
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Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 12:15 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bridges, George (OCII)
Subject: RE: LBEs over $2M
 
Hi Clarke,
 
Please see our suggested response as follows:
 


1.                   Should firms above the $2 million cap for professional services still apply?
A: Yes, San Francisco-based LBEs with gross receipts above $2 million are encouraged to
apply. While the cap of $2 million average gross receipt income based on the three most
recent tax returns is the maximum threshold to count towards the SBE goal and be
recognized as an economically disadvantaged SBE, San Francisco-based LBEs are
anticipated to play a prominent role in the project as well.
 


Thanks for seeking our comments.
 
Ray
 


From: Lee, Raymond C. (OCII) 
Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 8:26 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bridges, George (OCII)
Subject: FW: LBEs over $2M
 
FYI, is the following response appropriate for the San Francisco matter we discussed last week?  Let
me know.
 
Thanks,
Ray
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 10:46 PM
To: Lee, Raymond C. (OCII)
Subject: LBEs over $2M
 
Ray,
We would like to respond to this issue in the clarifications going out Wednesday. Could you review
the proposed response below and edit accordingly?
Thanks,
Clarke
 


1.       Should firms above the $2 million cap for professional services still apply?
A: Yes, San Francisco-based LBEs with gross receipts above $2 million are strongly
encouraged to apply. While the cap of $2 million average gross receipt income based
on the three most recent tax returns is the maximum threshold to be recognized as
an economically disadvantaged SBE, San Francisco-based LBEs are anticipated to play
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a prominent role in the project as well.
 
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
101 Mission 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)
Subject: RE: UCSF LRDP TIS (please review and send to Wade)
Date: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 2:27:04 PM
Attachments: image001.png


image002.png
image003.png
image004.png
image005.png


Finally – for billing, since this is a non-hospital/Block 33/34 project (ie, primarily Campus-related). 
Bill to MBS GenPrjMan.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 11:32 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: FW: UCSF LRDP TIS (please review and send to Wade)
 
Wade,
 
Here are my comments on behalf of OCII. I reviewed the sections relevant to Mission Bay
project area, and the cumulative analysis section (Chapter 5) for assumptions.
 
3.9 CONSTRUCTION DEMAND
3.9. 11 Mission Bay
This section outlines UCSF construction schedule as described in detail in Table 3-38, page
149. I note there is a reasonably foreseeable project on the horizon that is scheduled to
occur on Block 29-32, which may coincide with Block 15. It may benefit the document if
discussion (or mention of other project schedules within the project area) occurs on this
section, in addition to what the discussion on page 221 (or reference to discussion that
occurs on page 221).
 
4 TRANSPORTATION IMPACT ANALYSIS
4.1 SIGNIFICANCE CRITERIA
Page 153-154.  
The standard of significance is unclear in relation to Mission Bay where there are several
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approved projects, pending projects, and reasonable foreseeable large project. I think the
document should expand and include specific discussion regarding Mission Bay project area.
 
5.1.3 Year 2040 Conditions
5.1.3.3 Foreseeable Development Projects
As a matter of clarification, the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency (SFRA) through a
single competitive process, selected Lennar/BVHP Partners, an affiliate of Lennar, as the
primary developer of the Hunters Point Shipyard Project and Candlestick Point Project. The
City issued only one request for qualifications (RFQ) for the project. The project entitlements
have two distinct Disposition and Development Agreements: (1) the Hunters Point Shipyard
Phase 1 (2003) and (2) the Hunters Point Shipyard Phase 2/Candlestick Point Project (2010). 
 
I note Treasure Island residential project is not listed.
 
5.2.3 Mission Bay (Year 2040)
5.2.3.1 Four-Lane 16th Street Scenario
I think the discussion should be expanded to explain why the LRDP’s contribution to the


cumulative 2040 scenario would be insignificant despite the fact  16th street is anticipated


to operate at LOS F under Year 2040 Plus LRDP conditions. The same question applies to 4th


street.
 
5.2.3.2 Two-Lane 16th Street Scenario
Mitigation Measures: I wonder if the mitigation measures could be revised so as to compel
UCSF to participate (financially) in the future studies to determine adequacy of the proposed
mitigation measures, or if additional mitigation measures would be necessary.
 
 
 


From: Wietgrefe, Wade (CPC) 
Sent: Monday, June 30, 2014 1:40 PM
To: Warren, Elaine (CAT); Pangilinan, Chris (MTA); Rivasplata, Charles (MTA); Markowitz, Frank (MTA);
Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: RE: UCSF LRDP TIS
 
Hello,
 
I have discussed with MTA already about this, but Elaine and Immanuel please get me your


comments on the TIS before noon on Tuesday, July 1st.
 
Wade Wietgrefe, AICP
 


From: Wietgrefe, Wade (CPC) 
Sent: Friday, June 20, 2014 2:10 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Jain, Devyani (CPC); Warren, Elaine (CAT); Pangilinan, Chris (MTA);







Rivasplata, Charles (MTA); Markowitz, Frank (MTA); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Perry, Nicholas (CPC);
Hrushowy, Neil (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: RE: UCSF LRDP TIS
 
Hello again,
 
I have asked UCSF for a word version, but I have yet to receive it.  Please hope that they send this, as
I do not want to deal with pdf comments J
 
Wade Wietgrefe, AICP
 


From: Wietgrefe, Wade (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, June 19, 2014 7:24 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Jain, Devyani (CPC); Warren, Elaine (CAT); Pangilinan, Chris (MTA);
Rivasplata, Charles (MTA); Markowitz, Frank (MTA); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Perry, Nicholas (CPC);
Hrushowy, Neil (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: RE: UCSF LRDP TIS
 
Hello City team,
 


As a reminder, your comments are due to me electronically by Thursday, June 26th, so that I have
time to consolidate and get clarification on any comments you may have before the UCSF deadline. 
Thank you,
 
Wade Wietgrefe, AICP
Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9050 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:wade.wietgrefe@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org


            
 


From: Wong, Diane C. [mailto:DWong@planning.ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 18, 2014 9:12 PM
To: Wietgrefe, Wade (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Jain, Devyani (CPC); Warren, Elaine (CAT);
'TCV@cpdb.com'; Pangilinan, Chris (MTA); 'Hamalian, Seth (SHamalian@mbaydevelopment.com)';
Rivasplata, Charles (MTA); Markowitz, Frank (MTA); 'Luke Stewart (lstewart@mbaydevelopment.com)';
Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Perry, Nicholas (CPC); Hrushowy, Neil (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Beauchamp, Kevin; Yamauchi, Lori; White, Melissa; 'Charles Olson (colson@steinlubin.com)';
'cbennett@esassoc.com'; 'Cory Barringhaus (CBarringhaus@esassoc.com)'; Eric Womeldorff
(E.Womeldorff@fehrandpeers.com); Matt Goyne; José I. Farrán [jifarran@adavantconsulting.com];
Elisabeth Gunther
Subject: UCSF LRDP TIS
 
 
Hello Everyone,
 
The draft TIS is available through the link below.
https://www.dropbox.com/s/5cbuus57wxztk7w/UCSF_LRDP_TIS_06-18-14.pdf
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In addition, as requested, paper copies will be sent to the following people:
 
SFMTA (Charles, Chris):  2 copies
OCII (Catherine, Immanuel):  2 copies
Planning (Viktoriya, Devyani):  2 copies
City Attorney (Elaine):  1 copy
 
At our last meeting, someone mentioned that the SFPUC should be sent a copy.  Can someone advise
who at SFPUC should receive the TIS?
 
We would appreciate your comments by Thursday, July 3rd.
 
Thank you.  Diane
 
 


From: Wong, Diane C.
Sent: Wednesday, June 04, 2014 2:50 PM
To: 'Wietgrefe, Wade (CPC)'; 'Reilly, Catherine (OCII)'; 'Jain, Devyani (CPC)'; 'Warren, Elaine (CAT)';
'TCV@cpdb.com'; 'Pangilinan, Chris (MTA)'; 'Hamalian, Seth (SHamalian@mbaydevelopment.com)';
'Rivasplata, Charles (MTA)'; 'Markowitz, Frank (MTA)'; 'Luke Stewart (lstewart@mbaydevelopment.com)';
Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Beauchamp, Kevin; Yamauchi, Lori; White, Melissa; 'Charles Olson
(colson@steinlubin.com)'; 'cbennett@esassoc.com'; 'Cory Barringhaus (CBarringhaus@esassoc.com)';
José I. Farrán [jifarran@adavantconsulting.com]; Eric Womeldorff (E.Womeldorff@fehrandpeers.com);
Elisabeth Gunther; Perry, Nicholas (CPC); Hrushowy, Neil (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: June 20 TIS Meeting with UCSF


Hello everyone,
 
Thank you for meeting with us today for the TIS Preview.  It was helpful for us to hear your questions


and feedback.  At the conclusion of the meeting, it was decided that we do not need the June 20th


meeting to further discuss the TIS.  I will send out a cancellation via Outlook shortly.
 


We are on track to have a draft TIS ready for your review on June 18th.  A link will be provided for
you to download the study.  In addition, at the meeting today several people asked for a paper copy
of the TIS.  I jotted down the following:
 
SFMTA (Charles, Chris):  2 copies
OCII (Catherine, Immanuel):  2 copies
Planning (Viktoriya, Devyani):  2 copies
City Attorney (Elaine):  1 copy
SFPUC (?):  1 copy
 
Let me know if the above list is correct.  If anyone else wishes to have a paper copy, just let me
know.  Please note we would greatly appreciate receiving comments in electronic format.
 
Thank you all once again for taking time out of your busy schedules to devote to this project.
 
Diane
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Diane Wong
Principal Planner / Environmental Coordinator
UCSF Campus Planning
654 Minnesota Street, 2nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94143-0286
T:(415) 502-5952
F:(415) 476-9478
dwong@planning.ucsf.edu
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: FW: Rescheduling of Warriors Meeting
Date: Tuesday, July 15, 2014 4:02:00 PM


John – Mary is the president of MJM, who manages the MB parks, Union Square and YBG and is
very difficult to schedule (Andrew is her scheduler and will help out).  Nicole is the on-site park
manager for MJM that does the day-to-day management.  Pam Lewis manages the TMA and private
Maintenance Association.  She may need to bring in someone else eventually on the shuttle, but for
this first meeting she can talk about the structure enough.
 
Lila and I would like to attend, and Jennifer definitely was interested in this (though I am really
hoping you are going to be there as well!).
 
Thanks SO much for helping to get this moving.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 (CII) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 15, 2014 4:00 PM
To: 'Mary McCue'; 'Pamela Lewis'; Andrew Bryant; 'nagbayani@MissionBayParks.org'
Cc: Gavin, John (MYR); Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: Rescheduling of Warriors Meeting
 
Hello all – John Gavin is going to take the lead rescheduling the meeting to meet so that you can
share your insights to existing issues related to game day impacts.
 
Andrew – since Mary’s schedule is so tight, maybe you could start by providing some times in the
next two weeks that she is available for a 1.5 hour meeting.
 
Thank you everyone and look forward to 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/
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Lo, Ferry (OCII)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Kate Aufhauser


(kaufhauser@warriors.com); Julia Nunes (jnunes@warriors.com); Bridges, George (OCII); Lee, Raymond C.
(OCII)


Subject: RE: GSW Clarifications for posting
Date: Thursday, June 19, 2014 9:41:52 AM


Thanks, Ferry.
 


From: Lo, Ferry (OCII) [mailto:ferry.lo@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, June 19, 2014 9:37 AM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com); Julia Nunes (jnunes@warriors.com); Bridges, George (OCII); Lee, Raymond
C. (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW Clarifications for posting
 
Attachment added
 
C. Ferry Lo
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 18, 2014 4:55 PM
To: Lo, Ferry (OCII)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com); Julia Nunes (jnunes@warriors.com); Bridges, George (OCII); Lee,
Raymond C. (OCII)
Subject: GSW Clarifications for posting
 
Ferry,
Attached is the second and final set of clarifications for the GSW RFQ for posting. We will be
emailing it out to the entire distribution list before 5pm today (our deadline in the RFQ) as well.
Thank you,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
101 Mission Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
 


From: Lo, Ferry (OCII) [mailto:ferry.lo@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, June 12, 2014 8:47 AM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com); Julia Nunes (jnunes@warriors.com); Bridges, George (OCII); Lee,
Raymond C. (OCII)
Subject: RE: LBEs over $2M
 
3 attachments added
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C. Ferry Lo
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 5:02 PM
To: Lo, Ferry (OCII)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com); Julia Nunes (jnunes@warriors.com); Bridges, George (OCII); Lee,
Raymond C. (OCII)
Subject: RE: LBEs over $2M
 
Ferry,
Please see the attached documents related to the Warriors RFQ for posting on the OCII website.
Also, please clarify whether there’s a message sent out to the entire distribution list or if firms will
only see these documents if they choose to visit the website. I assume it’s the latter, in which case
we’d like to distribute this to the list we sent the original RFQ out to, but please let us know if that’s
appropriate.
Thanks,
Clarke
 
 


From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 4:15 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Lee, Raymond C. (OCII)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com); Julia Nunes (jnunes@warriors.com); Lo, Ferry (OCII)
Subject: RE: LBEs over $2M
 
Clarke
 
Ray and I have reviewed the Q & A and it looks fine.  Please feel free to send the 3 attachments to
Ferry and he will post by tomorrow.
 
George
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 3:22 PM
To: Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Bridges, George (OCII)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Kate Aufhauser
(kaufhauser@warriors.com); Julia Nunes (jnunes@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: LBEs over $2M
 
Ray, George,
Please see attached the final draft of the Q&A document. Could you please review and let us know if
you have any comments or suggestions? Once reviewed, we’ll be able to send you all three
documents (Q&A, Monday presentation, and sign-in sheet).
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Lee, Raymond C. (OCII) [mailto:raymond.c.lee@sfgov.org] 
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Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 12:15 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bridges, George (OCII)
Subject: RE: LBEs over $2M
 
Hi Clarke,
 
Please see our suggested response as follows:
 


1.                   Should firms above the $2 million cap for professional services still apply?
A: Yes, San Francisco-based LBEs with gross receipts above $2 million are encouraged to
apply. While the cap of $2 million average gross receipt income based on the three most
recent tax returns is the maximum threshold to count towards the SBE goal and be
recognized as an economically disadvantaged SBE, San Francisco-based LBEs are
anticipated to play a prominent role in the project as well.
 


Thanks for seeking our comments.
 
Ray
 


From: Lee, Raymond C. (OCII) 
Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 8:26 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bridges, George (OCII)
Subject: FW: LBEs over $2M
 
FYI, is the following response appropriate for the San Francisco matter we discussed last week?  Let
me know.
 
Thanks,
Ray
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 10:46 PM
To: Lee, Raymond C. (OCII)
Subject: LBEs over $2M
 
Ray,
We would like to respond to this issue in the clarifications going out Wednesday. Could you review
the proposed response below and edit accordingly?
Thanks,
Clarke
 


1.       Should firms above the $2 million cap for professional services still apply?
A: Yes, San Francisco-based LBEs with gross receipts above $2 million are strongly
encouraged to apply. While the cap of $2 million average gross receipt income based
on the three most recent tax returns is the maximum threshold to be recognized as
an economically disadvantaged SBE, San Francisco-based LBEs are anticipated to play
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a prominent role in the project as well.
 
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
101 Mission 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: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: RE: Warriors Budget
Date: Wednesday, June 25, 2014 7:49:51 AM


I think it would be good to have a single rate of all in so that we dont leave them
open to negotiate our overhead since Planning just has a single rate. I had thought
the Gross was the all in since a larger number. I could not have understood what
gross meant vs the hourly. If you could double check that whatever we call that it
has all the various fees in correctly since Don usually calculates separetely.


Thanks!


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Hussain, Lila (OCII)"
Date:06/25/2014 6:39 AM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Subject: Re: Warriors Budget


Hey Catherine,


I'm curious as to why you would use gross hourly instead of the hourly rate that
includes overhead?


Sent from my iPhone


On Jun 24, 2014, at 8:36 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Looks good. Thanks for pulling together. The one change I would make
would be to just show the gross hourly rate. Also, sit on it so we can see
what the proposed schedule is later this week. We will problably need to
add some time for a second year but will be reduced since things will be
going then. May need to increase George's time and put some for Ray
but lets see the calendar first.


Thanks and have a great weekend in Mexico!


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Hussain, Lila (OCII)"
Date:06/22/2014 4:19 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Subject: Warriors Budget


Hi Catherine,
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Attached is a draft OCII GSW Budget.  Let me know if you agree with my percentages. 
Hope you are having a good weekend.  Please send me any comments.  I was thinking
about checking in with Adam Van De Water on Mon/Tuesday about the remaining City
Depts. 
 
 
 
 
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: Hussain, Lila (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: FW: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
Date: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 3:16:00 PM


Please let me know your availability the times below.  I don’t know yet if both/either will be at each
meeting, or as needed, but want to have it be a time that works for you two as well.  I’ll forward our
times together.
 
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: Wong, Phillip (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 3:14 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Clarke Miller; jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Jesse
Blout; David Kelly; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
 
Hi all,
 
Jennifer would prefer Wednesday or Thursday.  She is available as follows:
 


-          Wednesday, 10am – 1pm
-          Thursday, 10am – 3:30pm


 
Best regards,
 
Phillip C. Wong
--
Project Assistant |OEWD
Office: 415-554-6512
Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 2:56 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Wong, Phillip (MYR); jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Jesse Blout;
David Kelly; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
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Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
 
I have a standing meeting Monday’s from 12-1 at OCII that sometimes runs a bit late, but 1-2 should
work most times for a phone call (1.30 for a in-person).
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 2:35 PM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bereket, Immanuel (OCII);
Jesse Blout; David Kelly; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
 
The GSW team has a standing weekly meeting with the Warriors Owners every Thursday at noon,
and Friday’s are typically a challenge to coordinate among the various travel schedules of our team,
but may be a possibility. As a proposed alternative, we’ve continued to hold our previous slot of
Monday’s from 12:30-2pm – does that work for others too?
 
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Wong, Phillip (MYR) [mailto:phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, June 09, 2014 4:29 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Jesse Blout; Clarke
Miller; David Kelly; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
 
Hello all,
 
Scheduling a standing bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting.  Kindly advise on the following dates and
times for next week, and standing from thereon:
 


-        Thursday, 12:30pm – 2pm
-        Friday, 12:30pm – 2pm


 
Best regards,
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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: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: GSW Comments
Date: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 3:06:00 PM


Great – nice to meet him.  Erin is working on her comments as we speak. 
 
Thanks for getting Dan out, was good to meet him and put a face to the name.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 3:01 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Re: GSW Comments
 
I'll send my redline edits by 5. All tone and pretty minor. Thanks for today. Dan thought the
meetings were super helpful. 


On Jul 29, 2014, at 2:10 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hi, Erin/Peter – I just wanted to follow up and see if you had an ETA for any additional
comments on the design.  We’d like to get it to the Warriors today.  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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: RE: Warriors Budget
Date: Tuesday, June 24, 2014 8:36:17 PM


Looks good. Thanks for pulling together. The one change I would make would be to
just show the gross hourly rate. Also, sit on it so we can see what the proposed
schedule is later this week. We will problably need to add some time for a second
year but will be reduced since things will be going then. May need to increase
George's time and put some for Ray but lets see the calendar first.


Thanks and have a great weekend in Mexico!


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Hussain, Lila (OCII)"
Date:06/22/2014 4:19 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Subject: Warriors Budget


Hi Catherine,


Attached is a draft OCII GSW Budget.  Let me know if you agree with my percentages.  Hope you are
having a good weekend.  Please send me any comments.  I was thinking about checking in with
Adam Van De Water on Mon/Tuesday about the remaining City Depts. 
 
 
 
 
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
 



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=619AB48309934C6CBD9C6E781E4D71D9-CATHERINE REILLY

mailto:lila.hussain@sfgov.org






From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Hussain, Lila (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: FW: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
Date: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 3:16:00 PM


Please let me know your availability the times below.  I don’t know yet if both/either will be at each
meeting, or as needed, but want to have it be a time that works for you two as well.  I’ll forward our
times together.
 
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: Wong, Phillip (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 3:14 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Clarke Miller; jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Jesse
Blout; David Kelly; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
 
Hi all,
 
Jennifer would prefer Wednesday or Thursday.  She is available as follows:
 


-          Wednesday, 10am – 1pm
-          Thursday, 10am – 3:30pm


 
Best regards,
 
Phillip C. Wong
--
Project Assistant |OEWD
Office: 415-554-6512
Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 2:56 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Wong, Phillip (MYR); jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Jesse Blout;
David Kelly; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
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Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
 
I have a standing meeting Monday’s from 12-1 at OCII that sometimes runs a bit late, but 1-2 should
work most times for a phone call (1.30 for a in-person).
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 2:35 PM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bereket, Immanuel (OCII);
Jesse Blout; David Kelly; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
 
The GSW team has a standing weekly meeting with the Warriors Owners every Thursday at noon,
and Friday’s are typically a challenge to coordinate among the various travel schedules of our team,
but may be a possibility. As a proposed alternative, we’ve continued to hold our previous slot of
Monday’s from 12:30-2pm – does that work for others too?
 
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Wong, Phillip (MYR) [mailto:phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, June 09, 2014 4:29 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Jesse Blout; Clarke
Miller; David Kelly; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
 
Hello all,
 
Scheduling a standing bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting.  Kindly advise on the following dates and
times for next week, and standing from thereon:
 


-        Thursday, 12:30pm – 2pm
-        Friday, 12:30pm – 2pm


 
Best regards,
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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: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: GSW Comments
Date: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 3:06:00 PM


Great – nice to meet him.  Erin is working on her comments as we speak. 
 
Thanks for getting Dan out, was good to meet him and put a face to the name.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 3:01 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Re: GSW Comments
 
I'll send my redline edits by 5. All tone and pretty minor. Thanks for today. Dan thought the
meetings were super helpful. 


On Jul 29, 2014, at 2:10 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hi, Erin/Peter – I just wanted to follow up and see if you had an ETA for any additional
comments on the design.  We’d like to get it to the Warriors today.  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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: RE: Warriors Budget
Date: Tuesday, June 24, 2014 8:36:17 PM


Looks good. Thanks for pulling together. The one change I would make would be to
just show the gross hourly rate. Also, sit on it so we can see what the proposed
schedule is later this week. We will problably need to add some time for a second
year but will be reduced since things will be going then. May need to increase
George's time and put some for Ray but lets see the calendar first.


Thanks and have a great weekend in Mexico!


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Hussain, Lila (OCII)"
Date:06/22/2014 4:19 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Subject: Warriors Budget


Hi Catherine,


Attached is a draft OCII GSW Budget.  Let me know if you agree with my percentages.  Hope you are
having a good weekend.  Please send me any comments.  I was thinking about checking in with
Adam Van De Water on Mon/Tuesday about the remaining City Depts. 
 
 
 
 
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: Hussain, Lila (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: FW: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
Date: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 3:16:26 PM


Please let me know your availability the times below.  I don’t know yet if both/either will be at each
meeting, or as needed, but want to have it be a time that works for you two as well.  I’ll forward our
times together.
 
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: Wong, Phillip (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 3:14 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Clarke Miller; jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Jesse
Blout; David Kelly; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
 
Hi all,
 
Jennifer would prefer Wednesday or Thursday.  She is available as follows:
 


-          Wednesday, 10am – 1pm
-          Thursday, 10am – 3:30pm


 
Best regards,
 
Phillip C. Wong
--
Project Assistant |OEWD
Office: 415-554-6512
Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 2:56 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Wong, Phillip (MYR); jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Jesse Blout;
David Kelly; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
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Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
 
I have a standing meeting Monday’s from 12-1 at OCII that sometimes runs a bit late, but 1-2 should
work most times for a phone call (1.30 for a in-person).
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 2:35 PM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bereket, Immanuel (OCII);
Jesse Blout; David Kelly; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
 
The GSW team has a standing weekly meeting with the Warriors Owners every Thursday at noon,
and Friday’s are typically a challenge to coordinate among the various travel schedules of our team,
but may be a possibility. As a proposed alternative, we’ve continued to hold our previous slot of
Monday’s from 12:30-2pm – does that work for others too?
 
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Wong, Phillip (MYR) [mailto:phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, June 09, 2014 4:29 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Jesse Blout; Clarke
Miller; David Kelly; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
 
Hello all,
 
Scheduling a standing bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting.  Kindly advise on the following dates and
times for next week, and standing from thereon:
 


-        Thursday, 12:30pm – 2pm
-        Friday, 12:30pm – 2pm


 
Best regards,
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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: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Miller-Blankinship, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: GSW Comments
Date: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 2:25:00 PM


No worries – if you find your desk, feel free to come look for mine.  I am in the “so much to do that I
am doing nothing” stage.  Not a good place to be and should fix that. 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 2:22 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: GSW Comments
 
Catherine,
 
Sorry.  I’m get to it now.  I have about 6 documents open on my computer!  Thanks for poking me!
 
em
 
Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Development & Transportation Integration
Urban Planning Initiatives
 
SFMTA|Municipal Transportation Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
 
415.701.5490 (o)
415.971.7429 (m)
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 2:11 PM
To: Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter
Cc: Matz, Jennifer Entine; Switzky, Joshua
Subject: GSW Comments
 
Hi, Erin/Peter – I just wanted to follow up and see if you had an ETA for any additional comments on
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the design.  We’d like to get it to the Warriors today.  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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: RE: Warriors Budget
Date: Wednesday, June 25, 2014 7:49:51 AM


I think it would be good to have a single rate of all in so that we dont leave them
open to negotiate our overhead since Planning just has a single rate. I had thought
the Gross was the all in since a larger number. I could not have understood what
gross meant vs the hourly. If you could double check that whatever we call that it
has all the various fees in correctly since Don usually calculates separetely.


Thanks!


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Hussain, Lila (OCII)"
Date:06/25/2014 6:39 AM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Subject: Re: Warriors Budget


Hey Catherine,


I'm curious as to why you would use gross hourly instead of the hourly rate that
includes overhead?


Sent from my iPhone


On Jun 24, 2014, at 8:36 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Looks good. Thanks for pulling together. The one change I would make
would be to just show the gross hourly rate. Also, sit on it so we can see
what the proposed schedule is later this week. We will problably need to
add some time for a second year but will be reduced since things will be
going then. May need to increase George's time and put some for Ray
but lets see the calendar first.


Thanks and have a great weekend in Mexico!


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Hussain, Lila (OCII)"
Date:06/22/2014 4:19 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Subject: Warriors Budget


Hi Catherine,
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Attached is a draft OCII GSW Budget.  Let me know if you agree with my percentages. 
Hope you are having a good weekend.  Please send me any comments.  I was thinking
about checking in with Adam Van De Water on Mon/Tuesday about the remaining City
Depts. 
 
 
 
 
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 (CII)
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: FW: Small Group Design Meeting Time
Date: Friday, July 25, 2014 2:35:00 PM


Could you please let me know Jenn’s times for Thursday mornings?  She knows about this meeting. 
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: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 2:33 PM
To: Miller-Blankinship, Erin (MTA); Albert, Peter (MTA); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Arce, Pedro (CII); Wong, Phillip (MYR); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: Small Group Design Meeting Time
 
Since the Warriors are moving so quickly, we want to set up a standing meeting time for the small
action group to meet with the Warriors (may be a call in conference call or in person).  We can
cancel if there is nothing to meet on.  Thursday morning work best for them, so please let me know
your available for Thursday mornings.
 
Thank you!
 
PS – Erin/Peter – we will get out draft comments for your review Monday (Planning is doing the
initial draft).  We’ve promised them to the Warriors on 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/
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Miller-Blankinship, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: GSW Comments
Date: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 2:25:00 PM


No worries – if you find your desk, feel free to come look for mine.  I am in the “so much to do that I
am doing nothing” stage.  Not a good place to be and should fix that. 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 2:22 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: GSW Comments
 
Catherine,
 
Sorry.  I’m get to it now.  I have about 6 documents open on my computer!  Thanks for poking me!
 
em
 
Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Development & Transportation Integration
Urban Planning Initiatives
 
SFMTA|Municipal Transportation Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
 
415.701.5490 (o)
415.971.7429 (m)
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 2:11 PM
To: Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter
Cc: Matz, Jennifer Entine; Switzky, Joshua
Subject: GSW Comments
 
Hi, Erin/Peter – I just wanted to follow up and see if you had an ETA for any additional comments on
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the design.  We’d like to get it to the Warriors today.  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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/






From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Subject: RE: Warriors Comments Structure
Date: Saturday, July 26, 2014 12:57:00 PM


Sounds good.  Will work on it this afternoon and send it to you to review.  Once we have something
the two of us like, we can send to the larger group.  I would also like to put in some stuff that we do
like (I’ll take a cut and you can see if you agree) so that we recognize that they are working with us.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Switzky, Joshua (CPC) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 5:28 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Warriors Comments Structure
 
I think we need both the overall vision stuff as well as the specific comments. I was actually thinking
that we should do, instead of relegating the broader stuff to a secondary attachment, instead to just
break the memo into two clear sections with the broad stuff first, and then follow with the specific
comments. That will relieve some of the repetitiveness I think, but the podium height won’t be
buried because it would be the first item under “specific comments.” I do think it’s important to lead
with the big picture goals, since this is the first time we’re putting anything in writing. But I think
they should all be part of the same document.  However I think maybe what’s missing (and this
might make even a bit longer), is to provide some more narrative explanation for the specific
comments that don’t just make the recommendation, but explain why we think the current design
isn’t successful. We do it on some of the specific issues, but now that I look at it, not on a couple of
the main points. For instance, I would lead in with saying something like, “We feel that the current
site design, particularly the public spaces and pedestrian circulation, does not sufficiently or
successfully integrate the site in a seamless and organic way with the neighborhood or invite the
kind of casual and day-to-day use that will be necessary to make the project successful. Specifically,
the 8+-foot elevation rise of the main plaza from adjacent streets, along with the limited and
ungenerous connections around the perimeter of the site and their lack of direct connection to
visual and pedestrian corridors that terminate at the site, will limit the visual, physical and
psychological access to the site, and reinforce it as an internally-oreinted mega-site that sits apart
from the neighborhood.”  Or something like that.
Can you take a stab?
Thanks!
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 4:22 PM
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Subject: Warriors Comments Structure
 
Josh – I just left you a VM, but wanted to email you in case you are checking emails.  I am starting to
work on the comments and want to make sure I don’t go too far before checking in with you.
 
I think we need to have the general visioning in the letter, but it seems to be that our specific
direction on what we want them to work on to achieve that vision gets a little lost.  I saw your
redlines trying to start highlighting what is general vision vs. specific comments on the July 22 design
and wanted to see if you were ok with me going further.


What do you think about moving the visioning to an attachment and having our comments on what
specifics we want them to change, as well as what we like (so they don’t change things we like) be
the body of the letter. 
 
Again, I am not tied to this approach and could come up with different ways to restructure, but want
to make sure we get up front our big issues, like the podium height and not have them buried where
they could argue they didn’t understand our priorities.
 
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 (CII)
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: FW: Small Group Design Meeting Time
Date: Saturday, July 26, 2014 10:56:00 AM


FYI - I have a feeling the 10.30 meeting next week is the same one as Josh.  Let me know what you
hear from the rest.


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: Albert, Peter [mailto:Peter.Albert@sfmta.com]
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 10:15 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Miller-Blankinship, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: Small Group Design Meeting Time


Thanks!  I would like to meet regularly on Thursdays if that's best for everyone else.  However, I am in
Oakland until 10:30 next Thurs (July 31), could meet at 11.  Thursday after (Aug 7) I'm in Boston.  If
I'm being the difficult one, please at least work with Erin.


Best,
Peter


________________________________________
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [catherine.reilly@sfgov.org]
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 2:33 PM
To: Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter; Switzky, Joshua; Winslow, David
Cc: Arce, Pedro; Wong, Phillip C; Matz, Jennifer Entine
Subject: Small Group Design Meeting Time


Since the Warriors are moving so quickly, we want to set up a standing meeting time for the small
action group to meet with the Warriors (may be a call in conference call or in person).  We can cancel if
there is nothing to meet on.  Thursday morning work best for them, so please let me know your
available for Thursday mornings.


Thank you!


PS – Erin/Peter – we will get out draft comments for your review Monday (Planning is doing the initial
draft).  We’ve promised them to the Warriors on 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)
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From: Miller, Erin
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: GSW Comments
Date: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 2:21:56 PM


Catherine,
 
Sorry.  I’m get to it now.  I have about 6 documents open on my computer!  Thanks for poking me!
 
em
 
Erin Miller Blankinship
 
Development & Transportation Integration
Urban Planning Initiatives
 
SFMTA|Municipal Transportation Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
 
415.701.5490 (o)
415.971.7429 (m)
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 2:11 PM
To: Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter
Cc: Matz, Jennifer Entine; Switzky, Joshua
Subject: GSW Comments
 
Hi, Erin/Peter – I just wanted to follow up and see if you had an ETA for any additional comments on
the design.  We’d like to get it to the Warriors today.  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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 



mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/






From: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Warriors Comments Structure
Date: Friday, July 25, 2014 5:27:42 PM


I think we need both the overall vision stuff as well as the specific comments. I was actually thinking
that we should do, instead of relegating the broader stuff to a secondary attachment, instead to just
break the memo into two clear sections with the broad stuff first, and then follow with the specific
comments. That will relieve some of the repetitiveness I think, but the podium height won’t be
buried because it would be the first item under “specific comments.” I do think it’s important to lead
with the big picture goals, since this is the first time we’re putting anything in writing. But I think
they should all be part of the same document.  However I think maybe what’s missing (and this
might make even a bit longer), is to provide some more narrative explanation for the specific
comments that don’t just make the recommendation, but explain why we think the current design
isn’t successful. We do it on some of the specific issues, but now that I look at it, not on a couple of
the main points. For instance, I would lead in with saying something like, “We feel that the current
site design, particularly the public spaces and pedestrian circulation, does not sufficiently or
successfully integrate the site in a seamless and organic way with the neighborhood or invite the
kind of casual and day-to-day use that will be necessary to make the project successful. Specifically,
the 8+-foot elevation rise of the main plaza from adjacent streets, along with the limited and
ungenerous connections around the perimeter of the site and their lack of direct connection to
visual and pedestrian corridors that terminate at the site, will limit the visual, physical and
psychological access to the site, and reinforce it as an internally-oreinted mega-site that sits apart
from the neighborhood.”  Or something like that.
Can you take a stab?
Thanks!
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 4:22 PM
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Subject: Warriors Comments Structure
 
Josh – I just left you a VM, but wanted to email you in case you are checking emails.  I am starting to
work on the comments and want to make sure I don’t go too far before checking in with you.
 
I think we need to have the general visioning in the letter, but it seems to be that our specific
direction on what we want them to work on to achieve that vision gets a little lost.  I saw your
redlines trying to start highlighting what is general vision vs. specific comments on the July 22 design
and wanted to see if you were ok with me going further.


What do you think about moving the visioning to an attachment and having our comments on what
specifics we want them to change, as well as what we like (so they don’t change things we like) be
the body of the letter. 
 
Again, I am not tied to this approach and could come up with different ways to restructure, but want
to make sure we get up front our big issues, like the podium height and not have them buried where
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they could argue they didn’t understand our priorities.
 
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: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: FW: Standing water
Date: Sunday, June 01, 2014 2:42:00 PM


Manny - do you have time to help me with this?  If so, pass by and I can give you the background and
steps that we need to take.  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: 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: Moy, Barbara
To: Hussain, Lila (OCII); Rice, Don (OCII)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Kwak, Grace (DPW)
Subject: RE: GSW DPW Budget
Date: Tuesday, June 24, 2014 1:42:31 PM


No not yet..  will be talking to him.
 
And we do need to get you a estimate  this week.
 


From: Hussain, Lila (OCII) [mailto:lila.hussain@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, June 24, 2014 9:41 AM
To: Moy, Barbara; Rice, Don
Cc: Reilly, Catherine
Subject: GSW DPW Budget
 
Hi Barbara and Don,
 
Just wanted to follow-up on whether or not you had a chance to talk with Bruce about the DPW
budget re: mapping etc and whether or not they will be working through the taskforce and if it will
be a straight fee for the mapping work or something different?  I am trying to assist Catherine and
Jen Matz on getting together various city dept budgets on the work for the Warriors project.  Jim
Morales or OEWD will work directly with the City Attys office to get the budget together for John
Malamut/Elaine or Jessie Smith’s time for the project.  
 
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: Moy, Barbara
To: Hussain, Lila (OCII); Rice, Don (OCII)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Kwak, Grace (DPW)
Subject: RE: GSW DPW Budget
Date: Tuesday, June 24, 2014 1:42:31 PM


No not yet..  will be talking to him.
 
And we do need to get you a estimate  this week.
 


From: Hussain, Lila (OCII) [mailto:lila.hussain@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, June 24, 2014 9:41 AM
To: Moy, Barbara; Rice, Don
Cc: Reilly, Catherine
Subject: GSW DPW Budget
 
Hi Barbara and Don,
 
Just wanted to follow-up on whether or not you had a chance to talk with Bruce about the DPW
budget re: mapping etc and whether or not they will be working through the taskforce and if it will
be a straight fee for the mapping work or something different?  I am trying to assist Catherine and
Jen Matz on getting together various city dept budgets on the work for the Warriors project.  Jim
Morales or OEWD will work directly with the City Attys office to get the budget together for John
Malamut/Elaine or Jessie Smith’s time for the project.  
 
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: Nguyen, Lucinda (OCII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: Warriors Design
Date: Monday, June 30, 2014 9:30:18 AM


Hello Catherine and Phillip,
 
Below is the conference call number for 7/1 from 9-11.
 
USA Toll-Free:                      (877) 214-6371
HOST CODE:                       645874                       
PARTICIPANT CODE:      831118
 
 
Lucinda Nguyen
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
City and County of San Francisco
One South Van Ness Ave., 5th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
P 415.749.2458
F 415-749-2585
E lucinda.nguyen@sfgov.org
 
 
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Sunday, June 29, 2014 6:43 PM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Cc: Nguyen, Lucinda (OCII)
Subject: RE: Warriors Design
 
Lucinda - could I use the office conference call number for Tuesday the first from 9-11?  If
so, could you please give Phillip the call in number and access code for participants?
 
Thanks!
 
Catherine


From: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Sent: Thursday, June 26, 2014 12:19 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Warriors Design
 
Hi Catherine,
 
May I get a call-in number for Jennifer?
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Thanks,
 
Phillip C. Wong
--
Project Assistant |OEWD
Office: 415-554-6512
Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
 
 
-----Original Appointment-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Friday, June 20, 2014 4:25 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Rahaim, John (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Arce,
Pedro (OCII); Winslow, David (CPC); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Clarke Miller; Kate Aufhauser; Miller, Erin
(MTA); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Jesse Blout; Van de
Water, Adam (MYR); John Gavin; craig@snohetta.com
Subject: Warriors Design
When: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 9:00 AM-11:00 AM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).
Where: 1SVN5 Room 5080 Pacific
 
 
Please review the guest list and make sure I caught everyone that should be included at the next
design meeting.
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: FW: Standing water
Date: Sunday, June 01, 2014 2:42:17 PM


Manny - do you have time to help me with this?  If so, pass by and I can give you the background and
steps that we need to take.  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: 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: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Cc: Nguyen, Lucinda (OCII)
Subject: RE: Warriors Design
Date: Sunday, June 29, 2014 6:43:09 PM


Lucinda - could I use the office conference call number for Tuesday the first from 9-11?  If
so, could you please give Phillip the call in number and access code for participants?


Thanks!


Catherine


From: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Sent: Thursday, June 26, 2014 12:19 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Warriors Design
 
Hi Catherine,
 
May I get a call-in number for Jennifer?
 
Thanks,
 
Phillip C. Wong
--
Project Assistant |OEWD
Office: 415-554-6512
Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
 
 
-----Original Appointment-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Friday, June 20, 2014 4:25 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Rahaim, John (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Arce,
Pedro (OCII); Winslow, David (CPC); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Clarke Miller; Kate Aufhauser; Miller, Erin
(MTA); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Jesse Blout; Van de
Water, Adam (MYR); John Gavin; craig@snohetta.com
Subject: Warriors Design
When: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 9:00 AM-11:00 AM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).
Where: 1SVN5 Room 5080 Pacific
 
 
Please review the guest list and make sure I caught everyone that should be included at the next
design meeting.
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: FW: There"s an app for that...
Date: Thursday, July 31, 2014 9:46:00 AM


On the phone with Corinne on 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/
 
PLEASE NOTE I WILL BE OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 
From: corinnewoods@cs.com [mailto:corinnewoods@cs.com] 
Sent: Thursday, July 31, 2014 9:37 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: Fwd: There's an app for that...
 
Just got another notice about the PUC's two open houses in August - I think it might be more useful to forward
the meeting notices to our Mission Bay lists than to have the PUC come to a MBCAC meeting.  Did you hear
back from them?  I can probably go to the one at the NABE on 8/12 and report to the MBCAC about the one on
the 19th if it looks like it would be useful.


Corinne
 
 
-----Original Message-----
From: SF Public Utilities Commission <ssip@sfwater.org>
To: corinnewoods <corinnewoods@cs.com>
Sent: Wed, Jul 30, 2014 9:10 am
Subject: There's an app for that...
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Join Us!
 
Join us at a Community Open House for the
Central Bayside Improvement Project. At these
meetings, you will learn about the range of
potential improvement options we are
investigating, which includes both green and grey
infrastructure components.  We want to hear from
you as we plan for this project. Project team
members will be 
on-hand to answer your questions.
 


Tuesday, August 12, 2014
6:00pm - 8:00pm (presentation at 6:30pm)


Portrero Hill Neighborhood House 
953 De Haro Street, San Francisco, CA


Tuesday, August 19, 2014
6:00pm - 8:00pm (presentation at 6:30pm)


Mission Creek Senior Center 
225 Berry Street, San Francisco CA


 
Please share this event with your friends, neighborhood groups, and colleagues.  We hope you can join
us! For more information on this project, please visit www.sfwater.org/centralbayside.  
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Recycled Water in Time of Drought
 
Have you spotted City trucks cleaning the sidewalk, and
worried about this use of precious water while we're in a
drought? If so, you can rest assured the City is doing it
part to conserve water. The SFPUC is working with the
Department of Public Works to use recycled water
produced at the Southeast Treatment Plant for street
cleaning, irrigation of roadway and freeway landscaping,
dust control, and sewer flushing.  Visit our website for
ways you can conserve water in your home.
 


Exploring the Westside Watersheds
 
Join us for a lunchtime webinar next Wednesday, August
6th from 12:00pm - 1:00pm to learn about San Francisco's
Westside watersheds, including the sewer and stormwater
challenges in the Richmond, Sunset and Lake Merced
Watersheds. The team will also be available to answer your
questions about the Urban Watershed Assessment. Click
here to register for the webinar.  


 
 
 
Sincerely,
 
The SFPUC Sewer System Communications Team
 
Contact Us 
ssip@sfwater.org
sfwater.org
 


 
Stay Connected
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From: Miller, Erin
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Rahaim, John (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Arce, Pedro


(OCII); Winslow, David (CPC); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Van de Water, Adam (MYR);
Gavin, John (MYR)


Subject: RE: GSW Design Meeting - CHANGE OF TIME SURVEY
Date: Monday, July 07, 2014 7:05:48 PM


I can meet Thursday after 10am


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: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [catherine.reilly@sfgov.org]
Sent: Monday, July 07, 2014 5:09 PM
To: Rahaim, John; Switzky, Joshua; Watty, Elizabeth; Arce, Pedro; Winslow, David; Bohee, Tiffany;
Miller, Erin; Matz, Jennifer Entine; Van de Water, Adam; Gavin, John
Subject: GSW Design Meeting - CHANGE OF TIME SURVEY


Craig is no longer able to make the follow-up design meeting on Tuesday the 15th.  They would like


to meet on Thursday the 17th, preferably the morning.  Could you please email me with your


availability on Thursday the 17th?


Thank you
 
PS – They have asked to meet with myself and David this week to do a sneak preview of where they
are going to make sure they are moving in the right direction.  If you have concerns about that,
please let me know, otherwise we will let the group know what we see.  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: Nguyen, Lucinda (OCII)
Subject: RE: Warriors Design
Date: Monday, June 30, 2014 9:51:52 AM


Thanks!


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Nguyen, Lucinda (OCII)"
Date:06/30/2014 9:30 AM (GMT-07:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" ,"Wong, Phillip (MYR)"
Subject: RE: Warriors Design


Hello Catherine and Phillip,
 
Below is the conference call number for 7/1 from 9-11.
 
USA Toll-Free:                      (877) 214-6371
HOST CODE:                       645874                       
PARTICIPANT CODE:      831118
 
 
Lucinda Nguyen
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
City and County of San Francisco
One South Van Ness Ave., 5th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94103
P 415.749.2458
F 415-749-2585
E lucinda.nguyen@sfgov.org
 
 
 
 
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Sunday, June 29, 2014 6:43 PM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Cc: Nguyen, Lucinda (OCII)
Subject: RE: Warriors Design
 
Lucinda - could I use the office conference call number for Tuesday the first from 9-11?  If
so, could you please give Phillip the call in number and access code for participants?
 
Thanks!
 
Catherine
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From: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Sent: Thursday, June 26, 2014 12:19 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Warriors Design
 
Hi Catherine,
 
May I get a call-in number for Jennifer?
 
Thanks,
 
Phillip C. Wong
--
Project Assistant |OEWD
Office: 415-554-6512
Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
 
 
-----Original Appointment-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Friday, June 20, 2014 4:25 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Rahaim, John (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Arce,
Pedro (OCII); Winslow, David (CPC); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Clarke Miller; Kate Aufhauser; Miller, Erin
(MTA); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Jesse Blout; Van de
Water, Adam (MYR); John Gavin; craig@snohetta.com
Subject: Warriors Design
When: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 9:00 AM-11:00 AM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).
Where: 1SVN5 Room 5080 Pacific
 
 
Please review the guest list and make sure I caught everyone that should be included at the next
design meeting.
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: "susan.gigi@sfgov.org"
Subject: 280 Study Questions
Date: Friday, June 20, 2014 4:41:00 PM


Susan – I was reading through the scope of work for the new 280  and has a few
questions/comments.
 


-          Traffic Studies/Counts – I assume you are coordinating with the environmental staff, but just
wanted to make sure to flag the need to coordinate any traffic study/counts with the on-
going CEQA work being done for the Warriors, UCSF, etc.  Wade (UCSF) and Chris Kern
(Warriors) are the two that I’ve been working with the most.


-          Project CAC – are you still planning on forming a 280 Project CAC (Task I-2.4)?  Were you
able to circle around with Corinne Woods about a representative from the Mission Bay
area?  I can’t remember where that ended.  Also, are you planning on going to the various
CACs during Phase 1, or will they be brought in in Phase 2?


-          Sealevel Rise – I would appreciate the opportunity to talk to you about some of the available
data (and associated limitations) related to sealevel rise and flooding before you get to Task
I-7 so that you are aware of the issue that a lot of the data floating around is older and does
not correctly reflect final grade levels in the Mission Bay area due to the quick rate of
growth.  We can provide additional information and some of this may already be occurring
as part of other on-going studies, but I have not seen the outputs yet to confirm.


 
Other than that, it is a very well written scope of work (and will keep you busy).  Looking forward to
being a part of 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/
 
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: Watty, Elizabeth (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW Design Meeting - CHANGE OF TIME SURVEY
Date: Tuesday, July 08, 2014 10:40:00 AM
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Great!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Watty, Elizabeth (CPC) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 08, 2014 10:37 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW Design Meeting - CHANGE OF TIME SURVEY
 
No problem – I’ll sneak out early if need be.
 
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: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 08, 2014 10:32 AM
To: Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW Design Meeting - CHANGE OF TIME SURVEY
 
I scheduled for 10-12 since it was the time that worked (in part) for the great majority (John R isn’t
able to join until 10.30 so wanted to keep to the later time in case he can join in). We can also do a
follow-up with brief everyone that cannot attend and provide additional comments if necessary.
 
David – you may be the one Planning staff that can attend the whole time.
 
Elizabeth – sorry I wasn’t able to go from the 9-10.  John wasn’t available until later.
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Josh – I think you have Transbay that morning, but looked like that was on Tuesday as well. 
 
What may be good is to try and find a standing time that works for the design team to get it on a
schedule.  If the three of you could send me some times that overlap, preferably on Tues-Thurs, that
would be great.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Watty, Elizabeth (CPC) 
Sent: Monday, July 07, 2014 5:19 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW Design Meeting - CHANGE OF TIME SURVEY
 


I have a Planning Commission hearing on the 17th, starting at noon. I could do a meeting form 9-10,
but other than that, I can’t commit to a time. Later in the afternoon is likely the best option for me.
 
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: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Monday, July 07, 2014 5:09 PM
To: Rahaim, John (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Arce, Pedro (OCII); Winslow,
David (CPC); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Miller, Erin (MTA); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Van de Water, Adam
(MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: GSW Design Meeting - CHANGE OF TIME SURVEY
 


Craig is no longer able to make the follow-up design meeting on Tuesday the 15th.  They would like


to meet on Thursday the 17th, preferably the morning.  Could you please email me with your


availability on Thursday the 17th?


Thank you
 
PS – They have asked to meet with myself and David this week to do a sneak preview of where they
are going to make sure they are moving in the right direction.  If you have concerns about that,
please let me know, otherwise we will let the group know what we see.  Thanks
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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: Lee, Raymond C. (OCII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Bridges, George (OCII)
Subject: RE: Warriors RFQ
Date: Wednesday, June 04, 2014 8:30:22 AM


Ok, just grab one of us.  Thanks


-----Original Appointment-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Sent: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 6:07 PM
To: Lee, Raymond C. (OCII)
Subject: Tentative: Warriors RFQ
When: Wednesday, June 04, 2014 11:45 AM-12:00 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).
Where:


I should be out of my 10.30 meeting by then (though may run a few minutes late).  I’ll
wander your way and see if I can grab you both.  Will just take a minute or two. If I see one
of you before, may just pass it on for you two to share.


Thanks
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Gygi, Susan (CPC)
Subject: 280 Study Questions
Date: Friday, June 20, 2014 4:44:00 PM


 
Susan – I was reading through the scope of work for the new 280  and has a few
questions/comments.
 


-          Traffic Studies/Counts – I assume you are coordinating with the environmental staff, but just
wanted to make sure to flag the need to coordinate any traffic study/counts with the on-
going CEQA work being done for the Warriors, UCSF, etc.  Wade (UCSF) and Chris Kern
(Warriors) are the two that I’ve been working with the most.


-          Project CAC – are you still planning on forming a 280 Project CAC (Task I-2.4)?  Were you
able to circle around with Corinne Woods about a representative from the Mission Bay
area?  I can’t remember where that ended.  Also, are you planning on going to the various
CACs during Phase 1, or will they be brought in in Phase 2?


-          Sealevel Rise – I would appreciate the opportunity to talk to you about some of the available
data (and associated limitations) related to sealevel rise and flooding before you get to Task
I-7 so that you are aware of the issue that a lot of the data floating around is older and does
not correctly reflect final grade levels in the Mission Bay area due to the quick rate of
growth.  We can provide additional information and some of this may already be occurring
as part of other on-going studies, but I have not seen the outputs yet to confirm.


 
Other than that, it is a very well written scope of work (and will keep you busy).  Looking forward to
being a part of 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/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
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From: Watty, Elizabeth (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW Design Meeting - CHANGE OF TIME SURVEY
Date: Tuesday, July 08, 2014 10:37:22 AM
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No problem – I’ll sneak out early if need be.
 
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: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 08, 2014 10:32 AM
To: Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW Design Meeting - CHANGE OF TIME SURVEY
 
I scheduled for 10-12 since it was the time that worked (in part) for the great majority (John R isn’t
able to join until 10.30 so wanted to keep to the later time in case he can join in). We can also do a
follow-up with brief everyone that cannot attend and provide additional comments if necessary.
 
David – you may be the one Planning staff that can attend the whole time.
 
Elizabeth – sorry I wasn’t able to go from the 9-10.  John wasn’t available until later.


Josh – I think you have Transbay that morning, but looked like that was on Tuesday as well. 
 
What may be good is to try and find a standing time that works for the design team to get it on a
schedule.  If the three of you could send me some times that overlap, preferably on Tues-Thurs, that
would be great.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Watty, Elizabeth (CPC) 
Sent: Monday, July 07, 2014 5:19 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW Design Meeting - CHANGE OF TIME SURVEY
 


I have a Planning Commission hearing on the 17th, starting at noon. I could do a meeting form 9-10,
but other than that, I can’t commit to a time. Later in the afternoon is likely the best option for me.
 
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: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Monday, July 07, 2014 5:09 PM
To: Rahaim, John (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Arce, Pedro (OCII); Winslow,
David (CPC); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Miller, Erin (MTA); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Van de Water, Adam
(MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: GSW Design Meeting - CHANGE OF TIME SURVEY
 


Craig is no longer able to make the follow-up design meeting on Tuesday the 15th.  They would like


to meet on Thursday the 17th, preferably the morning.  Could you please email me with your


availability on Thursday the 17th?


Thank you
 
PS – They have asked to meet with myself and David this week to do a sneak preview of where they
are going to make sure they are moving in the right direction.  If you have concerns about that,
please let me know, otherwise we will let the group know what we see.  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: Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW Design Meeting - CHANGE OF TIME SURVEY
Date: Tuesday, July 08, 2014 10:31:00 AM
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I scheduled for 10-12 since it was the time that worked (in part) for the great majority (John R isn’t
able to join until 10.30 so wanted to keep to the later time in case he can join in). We can also do a
follow-up with brief everyone that cannot attend and provide additional comments if necessary.
 
David – you may be the one Planning staff that can attend the whole time.
 
Elizabeth – sorry I wasn’t able to go from the 9-10.  John wasn’t available until later.


Josh – I think you have Transbay that morning, but looked like that was on Tuesday as well. 
 
What may be good is to try and find a standing time that works for the design team to get it on a
schedule.  If the three of you could send me some times that overlap, preferably on Tues-Thurs, that
would be great.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Watty, Elizabeth (CPC) 
Sent: Monday, July 07, 2014 5:19 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW Design Meeting - CHANGE OF TIME SURVEY
 


I have a Planning Commission hearing on the 17th, starting at noon. I could do a meeting form 9-10,
but other than that, I can’t commit to a time. Later in the afternoon is likely the best option for me.
 
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
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Monday, July 07, 2014 5:09 PM
To: Rahaim, John (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Arce, Pedro (OCII); Winslow,
David (CPC); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Miller, Erin (MTA); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Van de Water, Adam
(MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: GSW Design Meeting - CHANGE OF TIME SURVEY
 


Craig is no longer able to make the follow-up design meeting on Tuesday the 15th.  They would like


to meet on Thursday the 17th, preferably the morning.  Could you please email me with your


availability on Thursday the 17th?


Thank you
 
PS – They have asked to meet with myself and David this week to do a sneak preview of where they
are going to make sure they are moving in the right direction.  If you have concerns about that,
please let me know, otherwise we will let the group know what we see.  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: Rich, Ken (MYR); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Cc: Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller, Erin (MTA); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: Agenda item for tomorrow"s Waterfront Transportation Mtg- new TA scope
Date: Monday, June 09, 2014 11:42:20 AM
Attachments: WaterfrontUpdatedScoping.docx


Hi Ken and Adam,


I'm not sure who is setting the agenda for tomorrow's check-in but assume its one
of you, and I wanted to request some time for me to walk through the revised
proposed scope of work for the TA role, attached. This has already been discussed
with SFMTA and SF Planning and there are a few related items regarding it that I
think are worth raising with the whole city agency team.


Review Modified TA Scope for Waterfront Phase 2


Discuss TA consultant role in coming to what the "Right" Muni Transit Mode
Share is
Discus mtg scheduled with Warriors team (Clark Miller, David Carlock, Kate
Aufhauser confirmed) this Weds at 11am to respond to their request from
several months ago 
Discuss schedule contingencies


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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[bookmark: _GoBack]Waterfront Updated Scope – WORKING DOCUMENT – 6/9/2014


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 (although transit will be considered in context of its connection to larger network – ie. Muni Metro underground)


· 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


· Nelson/Nygaard support conversations of defensible Muni Transit Mode Share assumption with Adavant, SF Planning


· Nelson/Nygaard support conversations of defensible 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 175 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 results of transit capacity/reliability analysis, recommended Muni transit needs including managing impact of traffic congestion on transit, cost estimates for strategies


· 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.










From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Lee, Raymond C. (OCII)
Cc: Bridges, George (OCII)
Subject: RE: Warriors RFQ
Date: Wednesday, June 04, 2014 10:50:32 AM


I am going to run late from the previous meeting so will just meander by this
afternoon and see who I catch. Thanks


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Lee, Raymond C. (OCII)"
Date:06/04/2014 8:30 AM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
Cc: "Bridges, George (OCII)"
Subject: RE: Warriors RFQ


Ok, just grab one of us.  Thanks
 
-----Original Appointment-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 6:07 PM
To: Lee, Raymond C. (OCII)
Subject: Tentative: Warriors RFQ
When: Wednesday, June 04, 2014 11:45 AM-12:00 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).
Where:
 
 
I should be out of my 10.30 meeting by then (though may run a few minutes late).  I’ll wander your
way and see if I can grab you both.  Will just take a minute or two. If I see one of you before, may
just pass it on for you two to share.


Thanks
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From: Watty, Elizabeth (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW Design Meeting - CHANGE OF TIME SURVEY
Date: Monday, July 07, 2014 5:18:58 PM
Attachments: image001.png
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I have a Planning Commission hearing on the 17th, starting at noon. I could do a meeting form 9-10,
but other than that, I can’t commit to a time. Later in the afternoon is likely the best option for me.
 
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: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Monday, July 07, 2014 5:09 PM
To: Rahaim, John (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Arce, Pedro (OCII); Winslow,
David (CPC); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Miller, Erin (MTA); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Van de Water, Adam
(MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: GSW Design Meeting - CHANGE OF TIME SURVEY
 


Craig is no longer able to make the follow-up design meeting on Tuesday the 15th.  They would like


to meet on Thursday the 17th, preferably the morning.  Could you please email me with your


availability on Thursday the 17th?


Thank you
 
PS – They have asked to meet with myself and David this week to do a sneak preview of where they
are going to make sure they are moving in the right direction.  If you have concerns about that,
please let me know, otherwise we will let the group know what we see.  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: Paul Mitchell
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Karl Heisler; Joyce; Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Subject: Agenda/Materials for 7/16 Transportation Meeting
Date: Tuesday, July 15, 2014 1:15:06 PM
Attachments: 2014_07_16_GSW Transportation Meeting_Agenda.docx


Event Center at MB South Transportation Data Request 2014 07 14 v1.pdf


Chris:
 
Attached is the agenda and handout (Transportation Data Request, provided to me last evening
from Jose/Luba) for tomorrow’s meeting.  Tomorrow’s meeting can be characterized as a
transportation-specific meeting.  ESA is currently preparing the Initial Study/SEIR data request, but it
will take some time to complete, so that will not be on the agenda for tomorrow’s meeting.   I
checked in with Jose today on any other transportation agenda items, and aside from the
transportation data request, he didn’t have any.  While we have carved out 2 hours for the meeting,
perhaps it can be rescheduled for an hour meeting.  If you have any other agenda items, feel free to
add.  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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Event Center and Mixed Use Development in Mission Bay


Transportation Meeting





Wednesday, July 16, 2014, 1:00 p.m. to 3:00 p.m.


San Francisco Planning Department
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Memorandum 
To: Clarke Miller, Strada Investment Group 



From: LCW Consulting/Adavant Consulting 



Date: July 14, 2014 



Re: GSW Mission Bay Multi-Purpose Event Center and Ancillary Development 
 Second Transportation Data Request P14002 



This memorandum presents an update to the first transportation data request submitted to the 
project sponsor on May 23, 2014.  This second data request acknowledges and incorporates 
the information provided in the project description provided by the sponsor on July 7, 2014.  
Once we receive the draft project plans, we will submit a third 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 supply will be accommodated within the project or 
relocated elsewhere. 
 
PROPOSED PROJECT LAND USES 
Table 1 on the next page summarizes the information necessary to perform the travel demand 
estimation, which was originally requested from the project sponsor at the May 13, 2014 
meeting.  This includes type of land uses, gross square feet, number of employees, etc.  The 
data shown on the table has been taken from the project description provided by the sponsor on 
July 7, 2014, and identifies in bold/yellow highlight areas where additional information will need 
to be provided or confirmed. 
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Table 1 
Summary of Proposed Project for Travel Demand Analysis 



Project Component Characteristics 



Gross Square Feet / Attendance 
for Travel Demand Analysis 



Event Center Employment 
Characteristics 



Event Center 
- No Event 
- GS Warriors Game 
- Convention 



720,000 GSF 
 



18,064 attendees (maximum) 
9,000 attendees (typical) 



 
100 employees? 
925 employees? 
675 employees? 



Office (GSW Administration & Mgmt.) XXX GSF?  



General Office 550,000 GSF  



Retail 21,660 GSF  



Quick Service Restaurant 21,670 GSF  



Sit-down Restaurant 21,670 GSF  



Live Theater 27,000 GSF / 449 seats 
Days/Hours of operation? 



Overlap with events? 



 
XXX employees? 



 
 
 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
Please provide information on the transportation-related elements of the project, including 
number and location of vehicle parking spaces, Class 1, Class 2 and attendant bicycle parking 
spaces, carshare spaces, shower and locker facilities, and loading spaces, on the following 
page. Also please indicate Mission Bay South D4D requirement for each use.  The necessary 
information is summarized on Table 2 on the next page. 
 
 











LCW Consulting  Adavant 
Consulting 



 
 



 
  July 14, 2014 
P14002  Page 3 



Table 2 
Summary of Proposed and D4D Required Transportation-related Facilities 



ITEM 
Proposed by the 



Project Mission Bay South 
D4D Requirement 



No Event Event 
Vehicle Parking Spaces    



Arena    
Office    
Retail    
Restaurant    
Live Theater    



Total    
ADA Parking Spaces (part of total above)    
Attendant Parking Spaces (part of total above)   None required 
Carshare Parking Spaces (in addition to above)   None required 
Class 1 Bicycle Parking Spaces    



Arena    
Office    
Retail    
Live Theater    



Total    
Class 2 Bicycle Parking Spaces    



Arena   None required 
Office   None required 
Retail   None required 
Restaurant   None required 
Live Theater   None required 



Total    
Attendant Bicycle Parking Spaces   None required 
Loading Spaces    



Arena    
Office    
Retail    
Restaurant    
Live Theater    



Total l    
 
 
PROJECT PLANS 



1. Site plan indicating the dimension of sidewalks (existing and proposed widths; see Table 
3), driveways, and adjacent travel and bicycle lanes on Third, 16th, and South streets, 
and on Terry François Boulevard. Include crosswalk striping, and indicate whether any 
intersections 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 attendant parking is proposed to be provided for events, please 
indicate location of bicycle valet on the plans. Indicate planned cycletrack along Terry 
François Boulevard. 
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2. Plan indicating curb regulations for basketball game event day, as well as adjacent travel 
and bicycle lanes on Third, 16th, and South streets, and on Terry François Boulevard. 
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, and South streets, and on Terry 
François Boulevard. 



4. Plan indicating curb regulations for non-event day, as well as the adjacent travel and 
bicycle lanes on Third. 16th, and South Streets, and on Terry François Boulevard. 



5. Access points to proposed garage(s); garage plans for each level. 



6. Any project changes to the roadway and intersection lane geometries being proposed by 
the Mission Bay Area South Plan. 



 
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; location and number of 
attendant 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.   
 
Please indicate the existing and proposed sidewalk dimensions on the following table. 
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Table 3 
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 or other type of control mechanism, 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. 



 
LOADING AREA 



 Would there be separate loading facilities for office, retail, arena, other uses, or would 
there be one combined loading area? 
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 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 regarding deliveries, TV equipment, 
etc. 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. 
 
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) 
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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.  



 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 Tables 4 and 5. 
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 Average number of construction workers per day, separated by phase.  At a minimum, 
the peak daily number of construction workers.  See Tables 4 and 5. 



 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 any of the travel lanes on Third, South, or 16th streets or on Terry François 
Boulevard 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. 



 
 



Table 4 
Summary of Construction Phases and Duration, 



and Daily Construction Trucks and Workers by Phase 
EVENT CENTER 



Phase 
(revise as appropriate) 



Start 
Date 



End 
Date 



Duration 
(months) 



Number of Daily 
Construction 



Trucks 



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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Table 5 
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 



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 VARIANTS (IF ANY) 
Please provide the same information requested above for each project variant, or indicate 
whether the same information being provided for proposed project would also be applicable to 
the alternative. 
 
 
 













From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: "Eric Young"
Subject: RE: Warriors project in Mission Bay
Date: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 4:42:00 PM


Sure, but it will be for background purposes only and not for attribution. 


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Eric Young [mailto:eyoung@bizjournals.com]
Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 4:42 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Warriors project in Mission Bay


Hello. I'm following the GS Warriors' proposed arena in Mission Bay development. Can I talk to you
about some questions I have about the project?
___________
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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http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: Are you available at 4PM today?
Date: Thursday, June 19, 2014 7:47:00 AM


I have a standing Warriors check in with Tifffany/Jim and it may be good for you two to sit in since
I’ll be out next week.  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: "Eric Young"
Subject: RE: Warriors project in Mission Bay
Date: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 4:44:00 PM


Right now?


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Eric Young [mailto:eyoung@bizjournals.com]
Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 4:43 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Warriors project in Mission Bay


That's fine. When is a good time to call?


on 6/11/14 4:42 PM, Reilly, Catherine (OCII) at catherine.reilly@sfgov.org
wrote:


> Sure, but it will be for background purposes only and not for attribution.
>
> Catherine Reilly
> Project Manager
> Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
>    Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Eric Young [mailto:eyoung@bizjournals.com]
> Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 4:42 PM
> To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
> Subject: Warriors project in Mission Bay
>
> Hello. I'm following the GS Warriors' proposed arena in Mission Bay
> development. Can I talk to you about some questions I have about the project?
> ___________
> Eric Young



mailto:eyoung@bizjournals.com

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:eyoung@bizjournals.com

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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> 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: Gavin, John (MYR)
To: Winslow, David (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Rahaim, John (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Watty, Elizabeth


(CPC); Arce, Pedro (OCII); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Miller, Erin (MTA); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Van de Water,
Adam (MYR)


Subject: RE: GSW Design Meeting - CHANGE OF TIME SURVEY
Date: Monday, July 07, 2014 5:15:33 PM
Attachments: image002.png


Thursday morning will work for me as well.
 
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: Winslow, David (CPC) 
Sent: Monday, July 07, 2014 5:11 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Rahaim, John (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Arce,
Pedro (OCII); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Miller, Erin (MTA); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Van de Water, Adam
(MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: GSW Design Meeting - CHANGE OF TIME SURVEY
 
I am available Thursday morning.
David Winslow Architect, LEED AP
Design Review | Urban Design
Planning Department | City and Country of San Francisco
415-575-9159 |david.winslowl@sfgov.org
 
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Monday, July 07, 2014 5:09 PM
To: Rahaim, John (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Arce, Pedro (OCII); Winslow,
David (CPC); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Miller, Erin (MTA); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Van de Water, Adam
(MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: GSW Design Meeting - CHANGE OF TIME SURVEY
 


Craig is no longer able to make the follow-up design meeting on Tuesday the 15th.  They would like


to meet on Thursday the 17th, preferably the morning.  Could you please email me with your


availability on Thursday the 17th?


Thank you
 
PS – They have asked to meet with myself and David this week to do a sneak preview of where they
are going to make sure they are moving in the right direction.  If you have concerns about that,
please let me know, otherwise we will let the group know what we see.  Thanks
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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: Winslow, David (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Rahaim, John (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Arce, Pedro


(OCII); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Miller, Erin (MTA); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Gavin,
John (MYR)


Subject: RE: GSW Design Meeting - CHANGE OF TIME SURVEY
Date: Monday, July 07, 2014 5:10:43 PM


I am available Thursday morning.
David Winslow Architect, LEED AP
Design Review | Urban Design
Planning Department | City and Country of San Francisco
415-575-9159 |david.winslowl@sfgov.org
 
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Monday, July 07, 2014 5:09 PM
To: Rahaim, John (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Arce, Pedro (OCII); Winslow,
David (CPC); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Miller, Erin (MTA); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Van de Water, Adam
(MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: GSW Design Meeting - CHANGE OF TIME SURVEY
 


Craig is no longer able to make the follow-up design meeting on Tuesday the 15th.  They would like


to meet on Thursday the 17th, preferably the morning.  Could you please email me with your


availability on Thursday the 17th?


Thank you
 
PS – They have asked to meet with myself and David this week to do a sneak preview of where they
are going to make sure they are moving in the right direction.  If you have concerns about that,
please let me know, otherwise we will let the group know what we see.  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: Are you available from 9-11 on 7/15 for a following up Warriors Design Meeting?
Date: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 4:01:00 PM


Phillip thought 10-12 would work better for you, but wanted to double check before asking folks if
they can start an hour later.  I don’t think it is a big deal either way.  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: Kwak, Grace (DPW)
Cc: Miller, Don (DPW); Moy, Barbara (DPW)
Subject: RE: Warriors schedule
Date: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 1:11:00 PM


I don't know yet.  May be able to slide a bit further if they don't need to be open until the fall of 2018,
or may need to be a bit earlier if they need TFB/16th prior to starting their on-site construction. 
Probably need to have FOCIL coordinate with the Warriors on the overall approach.  I'll let you know if I
hear they have started the conversations.


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Kwak, Grace [mailto:Grace.Kwak@sfdpw.org]
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 12:57 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Miller, Don (DPW); Moy, Barbara (DPW)
Subject: Warriors schedule


Catherine,
Just want confirm that completion of infrastructure should be by 1-1-18 to be ready for the 2018
season.
Thanks.
Grace


----- Reply message -----
From: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
Date: Mon, Jun 30, 2014 9:47 am
Subject: Cancelling tomorrow's meeting
To: "Moy, Barbara" <Barbara.Moy@sfdpw.org>
Cc: "Kwak, Grace" <Grace.Kwak@sfdpw.org>, "Miller, Don" <Don.Miller@sfdpw.org>, "Hussain, Lila"
<Lila.Hussain@sfgov.org>, "Yee, Ed" <Ed.Yee@sfdpw.org>


Barbara - since you will be out tomorrow and I have a conflict I am going to cancel tomorrow's meeting.
Folks can give me a call if they have any questions in the meantime.


Thanks


Catherine


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Winslow, David (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW Design Meeting
Date: Tuesday, July 08, 2014 10:40:00 AM


May I say how much I HATE these large meeting scheduling events.  Add to the fact I have
no ability to use Outlook to send out invites, and it is a recipe for disaster!


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 Appointment-----
From: Winslow, David (CPC)
Sent: Tuesday, July 08, 2014 10:38 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Accepted: GSW Design Meeting
When: Thursday, July 17, 2014 10:00 AM-12:00 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).
Where: TBD


Whew!
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From: corinnewoods@cs.com
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: Arena Project Schedule
Date: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 10:08:17 AM
Attachments: GSWapprovals0214.pdf


Hi, Catherine and Lila,


I've found a version of the Pier 30/32 Arena Project Schedule - attached.  Obviously the issues and
approvals are different, but I'd like to see some type of schedule ahead of our August meeting.  


Meeting with Theo Ellington, new Warriors director of public affairs, tomorrow.  Anything you'd like me
to focus on with him?


Corinne
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PIERS 30-32 CITIZENS ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
PROJECT SCHEDULE AND OVERVIEW OF PROPOSED AGREEMENTS & RELATED DOCUMENTS 



MONDAY, FEBRUARY 3, 2014 
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 OVERVIEW OF AGREEMENTS AND RELATED DOCUMENTS 











 Entered August 15, 2012 between the City, through the Port 
Commission, and GSW Arena LLC 



 Describes the process and terms upon which the Port and GSW 
will negotiate the disposition of Piers 30-32 and Seawall Lot 330 



 Includes a schedule with performance benchmarks and deadlines 
for project milestones 



 Describes GSW's obligation to pay negotiating fees and reimburse 
the City for certain transaction costs 



 Proposed amendment to performance benchmarks (dates) 
scheduled for February 11, 2014 Port Commission Meeting 



 EXCLUSIVE NEGOTIATING AGREEMENT 











 A non-binding document that describes the preliminary financial 
framework for the proposed business deal 



 Based on the appraisal of Piers 30-32 and SWL 330 and GSW’s 
preliminary $120 million estimate of construction costs for the 
substructure and related improvements 



 Identifies 3 sources for the City to repay private investment in 
the piers: Piers 30-32 rent credits, the sale value of SWL 330, and 
Infrastructure Financing District tax increment generated from 
the project  



 Designed to support the fiscal feasibility analysis and the Board 
of Supervisors Chapter 29 fiscal feasibility finding  



 Being used to guide current Term Sheet negotiations 



 CONCEPTUAL FRAMEWORK 











 A non-binding document that sets forth the terms upon which 
the parties will negotiate final transaction documents 



 Subject to Port Commission and Board of Supervisors 
endorsement after at least two Piers 30-32 CAC public hearings. 



 Will likely address: 
o Descriptions of the site & the proposed project 
o Ground lease terms for Piers 30-32 
o Seawall Lot 330 purchase and sale agreement terms 
o Conditions to delivery of the site for development 
o Responsibility for development costs, including Piers 30-32 



substructure 



 TERM SHEET 











Likely Term Sheet provisions: 
o Design review and approval process 
o Schedule of performance for completion of improvements 
o Operating and management requirements relating to the 



event center, public open space and maritime facilities 
o Terms of public infrastructure financing 
o Neighborhood service and financing mechanisms 
o Development impact fees 
o City requirements (prevailing wage, local hire, card check) 
o Special event schedule coordination 
o Transportation framework 



 TERM SHEET CONT. 











 Primary legally binding agreement between the City, through its 
Port Commission, and GSW, subject to Port Commission and 
Board of Supervisors approval after certification of the EIR 



 Piers 30-32 Ground Lease will be attached as an exhibit 



 Specifies the conditions to be satisfied before the City will lease 
Port property, including evidence of adequate financing for 
construction and receipt of regulatory approvals for 
development 



 Governs GSW's obligation to construct the project in accordance 
with a scope of development and a schedule of performance 
after which the Port will issue a certificate of completion 



 DISPOSITION AND DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT 











 Evidences the developer's agreement to various City policies, 
such as prevailing wage, local hire, LBE, etc 



 Includes EIR mitigation measures and other improvement 
measures related to the project as an exhibit to make measures 
that are developer’s binding obligations 



 Describes permitted transfers of developer's rights and 
obligations, events of default and remedies, termination 
provisions, and insurance and indemnity requirements 



 Attachments may include an infrastructure plan that describes 
the infrastructure and other public facilities; a financing plan; 
and design review and document approval procedures 



 DISPOSITION AND DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT CONT. 











 Governs the use and occupancy of Piers 30-32 for a lease term of 
up to 66 years 
 
 Sets the fair market value ground rent and any rent credits for 



eligible costs that developer incurs for the Piers 30-32 
substructure 
 
 Delineates permitted uses and limitations on uses, including 



restrictions required under the public trust and AB 1273 
 
 Requires payment of possessory interest taxes 



 
 Describes developer's obligations related to the condition, 



maintenance, repair and operation of the project, including open 
space and public access areas 



 GROUND LEASE (PIERS 30-32) 











 Evidences the tenant's agreement to various City policies related 
to the operation of a project, such as prevailing wages, local hire, 
etc. 
 
 EIR mitigation measures related to the operation of the project 



will be attached, and will be tenant’s contractual obligations if 
the EIR assigns the obligations to the tenant 



 GROUND LEASE (PIERS 30-32) CONT. 











 AB 418 gives the Port the right to sell the fee interest in SWL 330 
free of the public trust, subject to: 



 
1. the State Lands Commission’s approval of the Port’s appraisal 



and determination of the fair market value of the fee interest 
in SWL 330 
 



2. the Port’s identification of other lands of equal or greater size 
to be impressed with the trust which are determined by the 
State Lands Commission to be useful for trust purposes 



  
 Purchase and Sale Agreement will describe the terms, conditions 



and procedures for the sale of SWL 330 to developer 



 PURCHASE AND SALE AGREEMENT (SWL 330) 











 Development Agreements (DAs) are creatures of state law 
designed to strengthen the public planning process and are the 
primary agreement between the City and the developer, in this 
case acting through the Port Commission.  



 The DA works together with the LDDA to ensure the orderly 
development of the site, but it is a separate legally binding 
contract between the City and the developer.   



 DAs grant development rights and establish limits on applicable 
City fees, exactions and future regulations in exchange for 
negotiated public benefits such as transportation, open space 
and maintenance requirements.  



 DAs are approved by the Planning Commission and the Board of 
Supervisors (by ordinance) as well as City departments (such as 
the MTA and SFPUC) with obligations under the DA. 



 DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT 








			Slide Number 1


			Piers 30-32 Citizens Advisory Committee�Project Schedule and Overview of Proposed Agreements & Related Documents�Monday, February 3, 2014


			Slide Number 3


			Slide Number 4


			Slide Number 5


			Slide Number 6


			Slide Number 7


			Slide Number 8


			Slide Number 9


			Slide Number 10


			Slide Number 11


			Slide Number 12


			Slide Number 13


			Slide Number 14


			Slide Number 15


			Slide Number 16


			Slide Number 17


			Slide Number 18


			Slide Number 19


			Slide Number 20


			Slide Number 21


			Slide Number 22


			Slide Number 23


			Slide Number 24


			Slide Number 25










From: Kwak, Grace
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Miller, Don (DPW); Moy, Barbara (DPW)
Subject: RE: Warriors schedule
Date: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 3:03:24 PM


Ok- thanks


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org]
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 1:12 PM
To: Kwak, Grace
Cc: Miller, Don; Moy, Barbara
Subject: RE: Warriors schedule


I don't know yet.  May be able to slide a bit further if they don't need to be open until the fall of 2018,
or may need to be a bit earlier if they need TFB/16th prior to starting their on-site construction. 
Probably need to have FOCIL coordinate with the Warriors on the overall approach.  I'll let you know if I
hear they have started the conversations.


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Kwak, Grace [mailto:Grace.Kwak@sfdpw.org]
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 12:57 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Miller, Don (DPW); Moy, Barbara (DPW)
Subject: Warriors schedule


Catherine,
Just want confirm that completion of infrastructure should be by 1-1-18 to be ready for the 2018
season.
Thanks.
Grace


----- Reply message -----
From: "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
Date: Mon, Jun 30, 2014 9:47 am
Subject: Cancelling tomorrow's meeting
To: "Moy, Barbara" <Barbara.Moy@sfdpw.org>
Cc: "Kwak, Grace" <Grace.Kwak@sfdpw.org>, "Miller, Don" <Don.Miller@sfdpw.org>, "Hussain, Lila"
<Lila.Hussain@sfgov.org>, "Yee, Ed" <Ed.Yee@sfdpw.org>


Barbara - since you will be out tomorrow and I have a conflict I am going to cancel tomorrow's meeting.
Folks can give me a call if they have any questions in the meantime.


Thanks
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Catherine


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone








From: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: GSW Design Meeting
Date: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 5:35:57 PM


I thought these were going to be Thursdays.


-----Original Appointment-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 5:34 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Rahaim, John (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Arce,
Pedro (CII); Winslow, David (CPC); Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Clarke Miller; Kate Aufhauser; Miller-
Blankinship, Erin (MTA); David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Jesse
Blout; Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR); craig@snohetta.com; Ben Draa; David Manica;
Kate Grimes; Bridges, George (CII); Simmons, Rhonda (MYR); Mulligan, Pat (MYR)
Subject: GSW Design Meeting
When: Friday, August 08, 2014 11:00 AM-12:30 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).
Where: TBD
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From: Kate Grimes
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Automatic reply: GSW Design Meeting
Date: Friday, July 11, 2014 5:03:59 PM


Hello! I will be out of the office beginning Friday afternoon, July 11, through Sunday, July 20. I will be
glad to follow-up with you when I'm back in the office during the week of July 21.
 
In the meantime, if you have a more time-sensitive inquiry you can reach out to one of my colleagues:
 
For general inquiries or to contact Craig Dykers:  Audra Brandt, audra@snohetta.com
For new business or press inquiries:  Kelly Tigera, kelly@snohetta.com
 
Best,
Kate Grimes
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: RE: Warriors staffing budget for Mission Bay site
Date: Wednesday, July 09, 2014 3:20:00 PM


Let’s talk first about whether best to hold off until we have everything or sending individually. 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: Hussain, Lila (CII) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 09, 2014 3:08 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Fwd: Warriors staffing budget for Mission Bay site
 


I'll send Jen over our budget.  I will do some minor clean up (ray's hours etc) but overall do
you feel good about the hour percentages.  
Sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)" <jennifer.matz@sfgov.org>
Date: July 9, 2014 at 1:22:14 PM PDT
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
Cc: "Hussain, Lila (CII)" <lila.hussain@sfgov.org>, "Gavin, John (MYR)"
<john.gavin@sfgov.org>, "Van de Water, Adam (MYR)"
<adam.vandewater@sfgov.org>, "Pascual, Merrick (MYR)"
<merrick.pascual@sfgov.org>
Subject: Re: Warriors staffing budget for Mission Bay site


Yes, send to me first. Adam and John, are you working on staffing level
estimates? If so, let's discuss this week. If not, I need you to work on this. 


On Jul 9, 2014, at 12:06 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)"
<catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


 
Will do.  Lila is taking the lead and I think we'd like to send it to you
first (going to be a big one).  Has OEWD put together something yet
to add in?  We'll have to nudge MTA and DPW again, otherwise we
have ours and the proposed Planning budget.
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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/
 
-----Original Message-----
From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Sent: Wednesday, July 09, 2014 11:50 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Pascual, Merrick (MYR)
Cc: Howard, Kate (MYR)
Subject: Warriors staffing budget for Mission Bay site
 
Hi Catherine,
 
Thanks for working with your staff and relevant city departments to
put together the staff budget for the Warriors project. When ready,
please send Kate a draft of the budget. I'd like for her to get an early
review of projected staffing levels and rates. Thanks much!
 
Jennifer
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Wong, Phillip (MYR); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW Development - Preliminary Project Description
Date: Thursday, July 03, 2014 11:00:00 AM


Thanks, Jennifer.  Manny and I are available any time Tuesday except for 9.30-10.15 and 2.30 to
3.30.  Jim won’t be attending (we’ll give him an update).
 
 
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Thursday, July 03, 2014 10:57 AM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: Re: GSW Development - Preliminary Project Description
 
Yes to ESA. I can be available whenever - really. Just schedule. 


On Jul 3, 2014, at 1:41 PM, "Bollinger, Brett (CPC)" <brett.bollinger@sfgov.org> wrote:


I am waiting on Jennifer’s availability before scheduling the meeting.
 
For the Wednesday CEQA Team meeting the agenda will be as follows: GSW Overview
of Project Description, Preliminary Feedback on Project Description, Additional Project
Information Requests, and High-Level CEQA Schedule Discussion. Let me know if there
are any additional agenda items to be added.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, July 03, 2014 10:35 AM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: GSW Development - Preliminary Project Description
 
I think it would be good.  They could call in if difficult to find a time for them to be
there in person.
 
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: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, July 03, 2014 10:34 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: GSW Development - Preliminary Project Description
 
Catherine/Jennifer,
For the preliminary internal meeting/conference call before the Wednesday meeting
should we include ESA in the discussion?
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 5:13 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: FW: GSW Development - Preliminary Project Description 
Importance: High
 
Brett – do you have time to help set up a meeting/conference call with the internal
attendees of next Wednesday’s meeting to discuss the PD prior to meeting with the
Warriors?  Tuesday may be a good time (I’m cc-ing Jennifer since she has the harder
schedule).
 
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: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 5:08 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Kern,
Chris (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Gary Oates; Paul Mitchell; 'Chris
Mitchell'; jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Miller, Erin (MTA)
Cc: Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com); Jesse Blout; David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com); David Kelly; Murphy, Mary G.; 'Sekhri, Neil'
Subject: GSW Development - Preliminary Project Description 
Importance: High
 
Team,
 



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com

mailto:jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com

mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com

mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com

mailto:david.carlock@machetegroup.com





Please see the attached project description for the new event center and ancillary
development on Blocks 29-32. Based on the information provided, we look forward to
discussing the implications for the SEIR analysis next Wednesday.
 
Enjoy the holiday weekend.
 
Best,
Kate
 
 
Kate Aufhauser Project Analyst
Golden State Warriors
Direct 510.986.5419
Cell 202.230.2642
1011 Broadway | Oakland, CA | 94607
<image001.png>
 








From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Green, Andrea (CPC); Wong, Phillip (MYR); Nguyen, Lucinda (CII)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Rahaim, John (CPC)
Subject: Available for Warriors Meeting
Date: Friday, July 25, 2014 2:37:00 PM


Andrea/Lucinda/Phillip - Could you please let me know John, Tiffany and Jennifer’s available the


afternoon of Tuesday August 5th from 2.30 onwards?  We need to set up a large group meeting with


the Warriors design team to review the site plan prior to the August 14th CAC meeting and this is
the only time that week that Craig Dykers is available.  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); Pascual, Merrick (MYR)
Cc: Howard, Kate (MYR)
Subject: RE: Warriors staffing budget for Mission Bay site
Date: Wednesday, July 09, 2014 12:13:00 PM


Will do.  We are still collecting a couple departments' budgets, but will nudge them again.  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: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Sent: Wednesday, July 09, 2014 11:50 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Pascual, Merrick (MYR)
Cc: Howard, Kate (MYR)
Subject: Warriors staffing budget for Mission Bay site


Hi Catherine,


Thanks for working with your staff and relevant city departments to put together the staff budget for
the Warriors project. When ready, please send Kate a draft of the budget. I'd like for her to get an early
review of projected staffing levels and rates. Thanks much!


Jennifer
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Wong, Phillip (MYR); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW Development - Preliminary Project Description
Date: Thursday, July 03, 2014 11:00:00 AM


Thanks, Jennifer.  Manny and I are available any time Tuesday except for 9.30-10.15 and 2.30 to
3.30.  Jim won’t be attending (we’ll give him an update).
 
 
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Thursday, July 03, 2014 10:57 AM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: Re: GSW Development - Preliminary Project Description
 
Yes to ESA. I can be available whenever - really. Just schedule. 


On Jul 3, 2014, at 1:41 PM, "Bollinger, Brett (CPC)" <brett.bollinger@sfgov.org> wrote:


I am waiting on Jennifer’s availability before scheduling the meeting.
 
For the Wednesday CEQA Team meeting the agenda will be as follows: GSW Overview
of Project Description, Preliminary Feedback on Project Description, Additional Project
Information Requests, and High-Level CEQA Schedule Discussion. Let me know if there
are any additional agenda items to be added.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, July 03, 2014 10:35 AM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: GSW Development - Preliminary Project Description
 
I think it would be good.  They could call in if difficult to find a time for them to be
there in person.
 
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: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, July 03, 2014 10:34 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: GSW Development - Preliminary Project Description
 
Catherine/Jennifer,
For the preliminary internal meeting/conference call before the Wednesday meeting
should we include ESA in the discussion?
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 5:13 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: FW: GSW Development - Preliminary Project Description 
Importance: High
 
Brett – do you have time to help set up a meeting/conference call with the internal
attendees of next Wednesday’s meeting to discuss the PD prior to meeting with the
Warriors?  Tuesday may be a good time (I’m cc-ing Jennifer since she has the harder
schedule).
 
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: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 5:08 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Kern,
Chris (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Gary Oates; Paul Mitchell; 'Chris
Mitchell'; jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Miller, Erin (MTA)
Cc: Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com); Jesse Blout; David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com); David Kelly; Murphy, Mary G.; 'Sekhri, Neil'
Subject: GSW Development - Preliminary Project Description 
Importance: High
 
Team,
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Please see the attached project description for the new event center and ancillary
development on Blocks 29-32. Based on the information provided, we look forward to
discussing the implications for the SEIR analysis next Wednesday.
 
Enjoy the holiday weekend.
 
Best,
Kate
 
 
Kate Aufhauser Project Analyst
Golden State Warriors
Direct 510.986.5419
Cell 202.230.2642
1011 Broadway | Oakland, CA | 94607
<image001.png>
 








From: Pamela Lewis
To: Gavin, John (MYR); "Dsd@barrettsports.com"; "adam.vanewater@sfgov.org"
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: Blks 29-32 Warriors
Date: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 2:00:50 PM
Attachments: Buyer"s Covenant [2005-I072096].pdf


signed letter to Jack Bair.pdf
Warriors estimate.pdf


Per our discussion I have attached three items. First attachment is the recorded
Declaration of Covenants which provides the language that obligates the owner of the Lots
on blk 29-32 to participate in the TMA. See below reference.  I will check with FOCIL again
to see if a Supplemental Master Declaration was recorded prior to the sell to ARE.  
 


·         Per ARE:
 
See Paragraph 3.4 of the Declaration of Covenants provides as follows:
 
"Owner acknowledges [1] that the Property may be annexed and made subject to the
covenants, conditions, and restrictions contained in the Master Commercial Declaration
and [2] that Owner will be obligated to participate in a Transportation Management
Association that has been formed to implement and administer the Transportation System
Management Plan for the Mission Bay Development Area." (numbering inserted for
clarification).
 
Accordingly:
 
1.    Blocks 33-34 "may" be annexed; and
2.    The owner of Blocks 33-34 "will" be obligated to participate in the TMA.
 
Item 1.  As I understand it, all of the property in Mission Bay South (except for the "First
Phase", i.e., Blocks 26a and 28) must be annexed and made subject to the Master
Commercial Declaration by the recordation of a Supplemental Master Declaration signed
by the Declarant (currently FOCIL) and the owner of the property being annexed (see
Article XIV of the Master Commercial Declaration).  Historically, such annexation has
occurred at the same time that a subdivision map for the property is recorded (creating
developable lots).  At the time the Declaration of Covenants was recorded, no subdivision
map and no Supplemental Master Declaration had been recorded for Blocks 33-34, hence
the use of the word "may".
 
Item 2.  The TMA and the TSM Plan are required under City and Redevelopment Agency
approvals of the Mission Bay South project and are required pursuant to the Mission Bay
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program and the Mission Bay South OPA (which is
recorded against Blocks 33-34).
 


·         The second attachment is the letter to Jack Bair requesting funding for the
additional cost to clean up the impact zone after events at AT&T park.


 
·         The last attachment is an estimate of how much the Warriors will need to contribute


once we determine they are obligated to participate in MBCMC (Mission Bay
Commercial Maintenance Corporation).
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·         Daniel, I really missed the mark at the meeting with my estimate of the Warriors


contribution. If the square feet of the footprint is 14 Acers the Warriors contribution
will be $6,518.38. Remember MBCMC is a membership therefore the members
contributions help to maintain locations that are deemed to be commercial.


 
Pam Lewis
General Manager
Mission Bay Maintenance Corporation
410 China Basin|San Francisco|CA, 94158
FirstService Residential Management, Inc.
Pamela.lewis@fsresidential.com
415-355-6689
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: RE: Warriors staffing budget for Mission Bay site
Date: Wednesday, July 09, 2014 12:06:00 PM


Will do.  Lila is taking the lead and I think we'd like to send it to you first (going to be a big one).  Has
OEWD put together something yet to add in?  We'll have to nudge MTA and DPW again, otherwise we
have ours and the proposed Planning budget.


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Sent: Wednesday, July 09, 2014 11:50 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Pascual, Merrick (MYR)
Cc: Howard, Kate (MYR)
Subject: Warriors staffing budget for Mission Bay site


Hi Catherine,


Thanks for working with your staff and relevant city departments to put together the staff budget for
the Warriors project. When ready, please send Kate a draft of the budget. I'd like for her to get an early
review of projected staffing levels and rates. Thanks much!


Jennifer



mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=b2161cda984e436b919fd2b738c5e13d-Jennifer Entine Matz

mailto:lila.hussain@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/






From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: GSW Development - Preliminary Project Description
Date: Thursday, July 03, 2014 10:41:44 AM
Attachments: image001.png


I am waiting on Jennifer’s availability before scheduling the meeting.
 
For the Wednesday CEQA Team meeting the agenda will be as follows: GSW Overview of Project
Description, Preliminary Feedback on Project Description, Additional Project Information Requests,
and High-Level CEQA Schedule Discussion. Let me know if there are any additional agenda items to
be added.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, July 03, 2014 10:35 AM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: GSW Development - Preliminary Project Description
 
I think it would be good.  They could call in if difficult to find a time for them to be there in person.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, July 03, 2014 10:34 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: GSW Development - Preliminary Project Description
 
Catherine/Jennifer,
For the preliminary internal meeting/conference call before the Wednesday meeting should we
include ESA in the discussion?
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 5:13 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: FW: GSW Development - Preliminary Project Description 
Importance: High
 
Brett – do you have time to help set up a meeting/conference call with the internal attendees of
next Wednesday’s meeting to discuss the PD prior to meeting with the Warriors?  Tuesday may be a
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good time (I’m cc-ing Jennifer since she has the harder schedule).
 
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: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 5:08 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Kern, Chris (CPC);
Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Gary Oates; Paul Mitchell; 'Chris Mitchell';
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Miller, Erin (MTA)
Cc: Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com); Jesse Blout; David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com); David Kelly; Murphy, Mary G.; 'Sekhri, Neil'
Subject: GSW Development - Preliminary Project Description 
Importance: High
 
Team,
 
Please see the attached project description for the new event center and ancillary development on
Blocks 29-32. Based on the information provided, we look forward to discussing the implications for
the SEIR analysis next Wednesday.
 
Enjoy the holiday weekend.
 
Best,
Kate
 
 
Kate Aufhauser Project Analyst
Golden State Warriors
Direct 510.986.5419
Cell 202.230.2642
1011 Broadway | Oakland, CA | 94607
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From: Arce, Pedro (CII)
To: Bereket, Immanuel (CII)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
Subject: Blocks 33 and 34 Public Improvements 75%
Date: Wednesday, July 16, 2014 1:15:56 PM
Attachments: Blocks 33 & 34 Public Improvements 75%.docx


Attached are draft comments for your review. I’ll appreciate your feedback, ideally, before July 21.
Separately I will give you the plans for the verification of adequacy of the Mitigation Measures.
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Mission Bay Task Force	                                                      City Comments for Mission Bay  


30 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 4200                   	                     Blocks 33 & 34 Public Improvements


San Francisco, CA 94102	                                                     75% Submittal (June 18, 2014)


Ph: 	415-581-2568


Fax: 	415-581-2569


levon.jalalian@sfdpw.org








			Seq. #


			Category


			Document Reference


			Comment


			Given by:





			1


			Drawing


			C1.2


			Mitigation Measures: Immanuel Bereket from our staff will review their adequacy. 


			Office of Community Investment & Infrastructure, OCII





			2


			Drawing


			C1.2


			Acronyms: update the name of the former SFRA. The Successor Agency is OCII (Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure)


			OCII





			3


			Drawing


			C1.2


			Archeological Mitigation Measures: Explain their absence. Notice that Note 45 of Sheet C1.3, is an indication of the potential of archeological finds. 


			OCII





			4


			Drawing


			C1.3


			General Notes: Please provide extreme noise control mechanism. Specifically, please incorporate the following language into the drawings:


Pile driving or other extreme noise generating activity (80 dBA at a distance of 100 feet) shall be limited to 8.00 AM to 5.00 PM, Monday through Friday. No pile driving or other extreme noise generating activity is permitted on Saturdays, Sundays or holidays. Requests for pile driving or other extreme noise generating activity on Saturdays may be considered in a case-by-case basis by the Successor Agency of the Redevelopment Agency (OCII), with approval at the sole discretion of OCII Director.


			OCII





			5


			Drawing


			C1.3


			Work Hours: please explain whether some work is intended to be performed at night. General Note 14 implies that some work could happen after regular work hours. 


			OCII





			6


			Drawing


			C1.4


			Survey Control Plan: it is not clear; it designates 4 Lots but only 3 are shown. 


			OCII





			7


			Drawing


			C1.4


			Survey Control Plan: it designates a 5’ wide offer of street dedication on the eastern side of Third Street. Yet, according to the plan, the area indicated has a variable width, wider than 5’


			OCII





			8


			Drawing


			C1.4


			Survey Control Plan: complete it by indicating the width of the roadway and sidewalks of Third, Mariposa, Illinois and 16th Streets.


			OCII





			9


			Drawing


			C1.4


			Survey Control Plan: explain the reason for not showing the Street Vacation along Illinois (See FF1 and FF2/C3.11)


			OCII





			10


			Drawing


			C1.4


			Survey Control Plan: Explain the reason for retaining an irregular corner at the southwest corner of Block 34. 


			OCII





			11


			Drawing


			C2.1 & C2.2


			Complete Demolition Plans: clearly indicate the areas where sawcut of existing AC will be required. Demolition Note is rather unclear: “Contractor shall sawcut Ex. AC paving at L.O.W. and along AC perimeters shown to remain and at limit of conforms.”


			OCII





			12


			Drawing


			C2.1 & C2.2


			Complete Demolition Plans: are there any fences along the perimeter of the property? If so indicate Demo Note 8 wherever needed. Note that in Sheet C2.2 there is an indication of fence removal across 16th Street. 


			OCII





			13


			Drawing


			C2.1 & C2.2


			Complete Demolition Plans: the plans indicate existing trees. Indicate whether these need to be removed. 	


			OCII





			14


			Drawing


			C2.2


			Pump Station: please indicate whether it is existing or its construction concurrent or a future improvement. If existing complete the plan by adding a Demo Note 5. 


			OCII





			15


			Drawing


			C2.3 & C2.4


			Erosion Control Plan: is any stabilized construction entrance contemplated? If so, please show it. 


			OCII





			16


			Drawing


			C3.1 & C3.2


			Surface improvements, sidewalks: explain the widening of sidewalks along the eastern side of Third Street. According to the MBS Infrastructure Plan it should be 12’.


			OCII





			17


			Drawing


			C3.10


			16th Street surface improvements: Schematic Design for Park P23 shows two rolled curbs for service access points to the park along the northern side of the park. The plan shows one curb cut. Please explain the revision or correct. 


			OCII





			18


			Drawing


			C3.11


			Street Cross Sections: complete them by indicating the respective stations to which the sections belong.


			OCII





			19


			Drawing


			C3.11


			Q3. Third Street: Notice that the 2’ wide Street dedication is not indicated in the Survey Control Plan (C1.4); please explain whether the dedication is by Catellus or by ARE.


			OCII





			20


			Drawing


			C3.11


			J1, Third Street: the section shows a R-O-W equal to 110’, yet the Survey Control Plan (C1.4) shows 111’. Provide consistent information.


			OCII





			21


			Drawing


			C4 Series


			Complete plans: indicate the diameter of the lateral SD connections to catch basins. 


			OCII





			22


			Drawing


			C4 Series


			Complete plans: include a legend to differentiate the different wet utilities included in the plans. 


			OCII





			23


			Drawing


			C4 Series


			Consistent information: in general the plans show wet utilities, however, sheet C4.3 also shows electrical. Please provide consistent information and if possible, show distance between pipes.


			OCII





			24


			Drawing


			C4.0


			Composite Utilities Quantity Count, Park P23: notice that the plan does not show the E. 54” SD and 6” SS indicated in the count for P23.


			OCII





			25


			Drawing


			C4.0


			Complete the Composite Utilities Quantity Count: include the new laterals for Blocks 31 and 32 indicated in plan and sheets C4.8 and C4.10


			OCII





			26


			Drawing


			C4.0


			Blocks 31 and 32 laterals: coordinate the location of any utility laterals along the northern side of16th Street with current development plans for Blocks 29 to 32.


			OCII





			27


			Drawing


			C4.1


			Complete plan: show the diameter of the SD pipe between Sta. 1+29.96 and 1+70.00.


			OCII





			28


			Drawing


			C4.5


			Profile: complete it by indicating the diameter of the SD line to which the catch basin (Sta. 1+33.05) connects. 


			OCII





			    29


			Drawing


			C4.7


			Verify the information: according to the Composite Utilities Quantity Count (C4.0) the SS lateral to Park P23 is 6”; this sheet shows 8” 


			OCII





			    30


			Drawing


			C4.9


			Profile: it shows new 8” RCW, 16” SS and 48” SD lines, yet the plan does not show any new SD segments except for a 24’ SD line linking the 3rd Street line to the 16th St. line. Please explain. 


			OCII





			    31


			Drawing


			C4.10


			Profile: complete information; show the diameter of the new SD line.


			OCII





			


			Drawing


			C5.4


			Pole Inventory Schedule: complete it, include N-TAF-P29, P30 and P33, plus all N-16th poles and provide other relevant information. 


			OCII





			32


			Drawing


			OC-53


			Pole Foundation Schedule: correct it, X01 is provided twice. 


			OCII





			33


			Drawing


			OC-54


			Foundation Plan C: it is indicated for Muni poles joint use; however in the Pole Foundation Schedule they are mainly associated with poles along Illinois and Mariposa streets, which lack Muni lines. Please explain.


			OCII





			34


			Drawing


			E2.2


			Complete information: indicate the height of the poles along Mariposa (it is indicated as LP42) and along Terry  Francois (it is indicated as XXMB)


			OCII





			35


			Drawing


			E2.5


			Complete information: indicate the height of the poles along Mariposa (it is indicated as LP42)


			OCII





			36


			Drawing


			E3 Series


			Complete plans by indicating all the dry utility laterals; for instance new lot 1 and P24 show only PG and E laterals, while P23 shows no laterals at all.


			OCII





			37


			Drawing


			E3.2


			PG&E line: explain the transition from 2(4”) +4(6”) to 2(6”) at the crossing of Mariposa Street.


			OCII





			38


			Drawing


			E3.7


			Complete information, designate all the boxes types. 


			OCII





			39


			Drawing


			T2 Series


			Street Name Signs: the plans show very few street name signs; please consider adding more at each intersection.


			OCII





			40


			Drawing


			T2.1


			Illinois Street: Explain the indication of sharrows and the absence of indications of parking lanes (see FF1 and FF2/C3.11)


			OCII





			41


			Drawing


			T2.1


			Mariposa Street: according to the Street Cross Section (G/C3.11) there should be a painted center left turn lane; please explain.


			OCII





			42


			Drawing


			T2.3


			Illinois Street: see comments for Seq. #40. 


			OCII





			43


			Drawing


			L1.1 & L1.2


			Planting Pattern: revise the designation of consecutive palm trees so as to retain the alternating pattern of trees (arbutus marina) and palm trees along Third Street. Sheet L1.2 shows 4 consecutive palm trees.


			OCII





			44


			Drawing


			L1.1 & L1.2


			Separation between tree wells: revise the separation between tree wells between Sta. 1+33.50 & 2+43.00 approximately and between Sta. 6+29.00 & 7+31.00 so as to increase the number of street trees.


			OCII





			45


			Drawing


			L1.9


			Additional tree: consider adding a tree in the southern side of 16th Street by Sta. 1+20.00 approximately.


			OCII





			46


			Drawing


			L2.1 & L2.2


			Irrigation plans: they may change if additional trees are provided as requested in Seq. # 44.


			OCII





			47


			Drawing


			L2.1 & L2.2


			Irrigation Controller: notice that these plans for Third Street do not show any irrigation controller. Please complete.


			OCII





			48


			Drawing


			L2.5


			Irrigation Controller: notice that these plans for Mariposa Street do not show any irrigation controller. Please complete.


			OCII





			49


			Drawing


			L2.6 to L2.8


			Verify whether the Wilkins Backflow Preventer and ET Water Controller indicated in Sheet L2.4 are meant for the irrigation of trees along Terry Francois.


			OCII





			50


			Drawing


			L2.9


			Irrigation Controller: notice that these plans for 16th Street do not show any irrigation controller. Please complete.


			OCII





			51


			Drawing


			L2.9


			Irrigation North Side of 16th Street: Coordinate with the developer of Blocks 29-32 the location of the ET Water Controller (approximately by Sta. 2+68.00)


			OCII





			52


			Drawing


			L2.11


			Details 1 and 2: complete information by indicating the dimensions of the irrigation service pedestal and the backflow preventer.


			OCII





			53


			Drawing


			L3.1 & L3.2


			Planting Pattern and separation between tree wells. See Seq. #s 43 and 44.


			OCII





			54


			Drawing


			L3.5


			Tree species: verify the tree species; according to the Summary of Revisions to the Mission Bay South Streetscape Master Plan, the tree species for Mariposa Street is Ulmus parvifolia.  


			OCII





			55


			Drawing


			L3.6 to L3.8


			Tree species: verify the tree species; according to the Summary of Revisions to the Mission Bay South Streetscape Master Plan, the tree species for Terry Francois Boulevard, adjacent to P23 and P24 is Sophora japonica.


			OCII





			56


			Drawing


			L3.9 & L3.10 


			Tree species: verify the tree species; according to the Summary of Revisions to the Mission Bay South Streetscape Master Plan, the tree species for 16th Street is Rotundiloba.


			OCII
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From: Pascual, Merrick (MYR)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Warriors staffing budget for Mission Bay site
Date: Tuesday, July 22, 2014 7:02:04 PM


Hi Catherine,


For OEWD staffing costs related to the Warriors Project at the Mission Bay site, I'm assuming we would
invoice OCII? If so, who should we address the invoice to at OCII?


Thanks,
Merrick
_______________________________________________
Merrick Pascual
Chief Financial Officer
Office of Economic and Workforce Development
1 South Van Ness Avenue, 5th Floor | San Francisco, CA 94103
(415) 701-4811 


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Sent: Wednesday, July 09, 2014 12:13 PM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Pascual, Merrick (MYR)
Cc: Howard, Kate (MYR)
Subject: RE: Warriors staffing budget for Mission Bay site


Will do.  We are still collecting a couple departments' budgets, but will nudge them again.  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: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Sent: Wednesday, July 09, 2014 11:50 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Pascual, Merrick (MYR)
Cc: Howard, Kate (MYR)
Subject: Warriors staffing budget for Mission Bay site


Hi Catherine,


Thanks for working with your staff and relevant city departments to put together the staff budget for
the Warriors project. When ready, please send Kate a draft of the budget. I'd like for her to get an early
review of projected staffing levels and rates. Thanks much!


Jennifer



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=8ADF61420CFA47E787DB848E984776D4-MERRICK PASCUAL

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: GSW Development - Preliminary Project Description
Date: Thursday, July 03, 2014 10:34:00 AM
Attachments: image001.png


I think it would be good.  They could call in if difficult to find a time for them to be there in person.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, July 03, 2014 10:34 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: GSW Development - Preliminary Project Description
 
Catherine/Jennifer,
For the preliminary internal meeting/conference call before the Wednesday meeting should we
include ESA in the discussion?
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 5:13 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: FW: GSW Development - Preliminary Project Description 
Importance: High
 
Brett – do you have time to help set up a meeting/conference call with the internal attendees of
next Wednesday’s meeting to discuss the PD prior to meeting with the Warriors?  Tuesday may be a
good time (I’m cc-ing Jennifer since she has the harder schedule).
 
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:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org

mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org
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From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 5:08 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Kern, Chris (CPC);
Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Gary Oates; Paul Mitchell; 'Chris Mitchell';
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Miller, Erin (MTA)
Cc: Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com); Jesse Blout; David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com); David Kelly; Murphy, Mary G.; 'Sekhri, Neil'
Subject: GSW Development - Preliminary Project Description 
Importance: High
 
Team,
 
Please see the attached project description for the new event center and ancillary development on
Blocks 29-32. Based on the information provided, we look forward to discussing the implications for
the SEIR analysis next Wednesday.
 
Enjoy the holiday weekend.
 
Best,
Kate
 
 
Kate Aufhauser Project Analyst
Golden State Warriors
Direct 510.986.5419
Cell 202.230.2642
1011 Broadway | Oakland, CA | 94607


 



mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com

mailto:jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com

mailto:lubaw@lcwconsulting.com

mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com
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From: Arce, Pedro (CII)
To: Jalalian, Levon (DPW); Bereket, Immanuel (CII)
Subject: Blocks 33-34 Public Improvements 75%
Date: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 11:40:46 AM
Attachments: Blocks 33 & 34 Public Improvements 75%.docx


Levon: attached are our comments; separately I am sending you via Fax the hard copy of the
comments and the #1 Review Response Form
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			Seq. #


			Category


			Document Reference


			Comment


			Given by:





			1


			


			C1.2


			Acronyms: update the name of the former SFRA. The Successor Agency is OCII (Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure). 


			Office of Community Investment & Infrastructure, OCII





			2


			Drawing


			C1.3


			General Notes: Please provide extreme noise control mechanism. Specifically, please incorporate the following language into the drawings:


Pile driving or other extreme noise generating activity (80 dBA at a distance of 100 feet) shall be limited to 8.00 AM to 5.00 PM, Monday through Friday. No pile driving or other extreme noise generating activity is permitted on Saturdays, Sundays or holidays. Requests for pile driving or other extreme noise generating activity on Saturdays may be considered in a case-by-case basis by the Successor Agency of the Redevelopment Agency (OCII), with approval at the sole discretion of OCII Director.


			OCII





			3


			Drawing


			C1.3


			Work Hours: please explain whether some work is intended to be performed at night. General Note 14 implies that some work could happen after regular work hours. 


			OCII





			4


			Drawing


			C1.4


			Survey Control Plan: it is not clear; it designates 4 Lots but only 3 are shown. 


			OCII





			5


			Drawing


			C1.4


			Survey Control Plan: it designates a 5’ wide offer of street dedication on the eastern side of Third Street. Yet, according to the plan, the area indicated has a variable width, wider than 5’


			OCII





			6


			Drawing


			C1.4


			Survey Control Plan: complete it by indicating the width of the roadway and sidewalks of Third, Mariposa, Illinois and 16th Streets.


			OCII





			7


			Drawing


			C1.4


			Survey Control Plan: explain the reason for not showing the Street Vacation along Illinois (See FF1 and FF2/C3.11)


			OCII





			8


			Drawing


			C1.4


			Survey Control Plan: Explain the reason for retaining an irregular corner at the southwest corner of Block 34. 


			OCII





			9


			


			C2.1 & C2.2


			Complete Demolition Plans: clearly indicate the areas where sawcut of existing AC will be required. Demolition Note is rather unclear: “Contractor shall sawcut Ex. AC paving at L.O.W. and along AC perimeters shown to remain and at limit of conforms.”


			OCII





			10


			


			C2.1 & C2.2


			Complete Demolition Plans: are there any fences along the perimeter of the property? If so indicate Demo Note 8 wherever needed. Note that in Sheet C2.2 there is an indication of fence removal across 16th Street. 


			OCII





			11


			Drawing


			C2.1 & C2.2


			Complete Demolition Plans: the plans indicate existing trees. Indicate whether these need to be removed. 	


			OCII





			12


			Drawing


			C2.2


			Pump Station: please indicate whether it is existing or its construction concurrent or a future improvement. If existing complete the plan by adding a Demo Note 5. 


			OCII





			13


			Drawing


			C2.3 & C2.4


			Erosion Control Plan: is any stabilized construction entrance contemplated? If so, please show it. 


			OCII





			14


			Drawing


			C3.1 & C3.2


			Surface improvements, sidewalks: explain the widening of sidewalks along the eastern side of Third Street. According to the MBS Infrastructure Plan it should be 12’.


			OCII





			15


			Drawing


			C3.10


			16th Street surface improvements: Schematic Design for Park P23 shows two rolled curbs for service access points to the park along the northern side of the park. The plan shows one curb cut. Please explain the revision or correct. 


			OCII





			16


			Drawing


			C3.11


			Street Cross Sections: complete them by indicating the respective stations to which the sections belong.


			OCII





			17


			Drawing


			C3.11


			Q3. Third Street: Notice that the 2’ wide Street dedication is not indicated in the Survey Control Plan (C1.4); please explain whether the dedication is by Catellus or by ARE.


			OCII





			18


			Drawing


			C3.11


			J1, Third Street: the section shows a R-O-W equal to 110’, yet the Survey Control Plan (C1.4) shows 111’. Provide consistent information.


			OCII





			19


			Drawing


			C4 Series


			Complete plans: indicate the diameter of the lateral SD connections to catch basins. 


			OCII





			20


			Drawing


			C4 Series


			Complete plans: include a legend to differentiate the different wet utilities included in the plans. 


			OCII





			21


			Drawing


			C4 Series


			Consistent information: in general the plans show wet utilities, however, sheet C4.3 also shows electrical. Please provide consistent information and if possible, show distance between pipes.


			OCII





			22


			Drawing


			C4.0


			Composite Utilities Quantity Count, Park P23: notice that the plan does not show the E. 54” SD and 6” SS indicated in the count for P23.


			OCII





			23


			Drawing


			C4.0


			Complete the Composite Utilities Quantity Count: include the new laterals for Blocks 31 and 32 indicated in plan and sheets C4.8 and C4.10


			OCII





			24


			Drawing


			C4.0


			Blocks 31 and 32 laterals: coordinate the location of any utility laterals along the northern side of16th Street with current development plans for Blocks 29 to 32.


			OCII





			25


			Drawing


			C4.1


			Complete plan: show the diameter of the SD pipe between Sta. 1+29.96 and 1+70.00.


			OCII





			26


			Drawing


			C4.5


			Profile: complete it by indicating the diameter of the SD line to which the catch basin (Sta. 1+33.05) connects. 


			OCII





			27


			Drawing


			C4.7


			Verify the information: according to the Composite Utilities Quantity Count (C4.0) the SS lateral to Park P23 is 6”; this sheet shows 8” 


			OCII





			28


			Drawing


			C4.9


			Profile: it shows new 8” RCW, 16” SS and 48” SD lines, yet the plan does not show any new SD segments except for a 24’ SD line linking the 3rd Street line to the 16th St. line. Please explain. 


			OCII





			    29


			Drawing


			C4.10


			Profile: complete information; show the diameter of the new SD line.


			OCII





			    30


			Drawing


			C5.4


			Pole Inventory Schedule: complete it, include N-TAF-P29, P30 and P33, plus all N-16th poles and provide other relevant information. 


			OCII





			    31


			Drawing


			OC-53


			Pole Foundation Schedule: correct it, X01 is provided twice. 


			OCII





			


			Drawing


			OC-54


			Foundation Plan C: it is indicated for Muni poles joint use; however in the Pole Foundation Schedule they are mainly associated with poles along Illinois and Mariposa streets, which lack Muni lines. Please explain.


			OCII





			32


			Drawing


			E2.2


			Complete information: indicate the height of the poles along Mariposa (it is indicated as LP42) and along Terry  Francois (it is indicated as XXMB)


			OCII





			33


			Drawing


			E2.5


			Complete information: indicate the height of the poles along Mariposa (it is indicated as LP42)


			OCII





			34


			Drawing


			E3 Series


			Complete plans by indicating all the dry utility laterals; for instance new lot 1 and P24 show only PG and E laterals, while P23 shows no laterals at all.


			OCII





			35


			Drawing


			E3.2


			PG&E line: explain the transition from 2(4”) +4(6”) to 2(6”) at the crossing of Mariposa Street.


			OCII





			36


			Drawing


			E3.7


			Complete information, designate all the boxes types. 


			OCII





			37


			Drawing


			T2 Series


			Street Name Signs: the plans show very few street name signs; please consider adding more at each intersection.


			OCII





			38


			Drawing


			T2.1


			Illinois Street: Explain the indication of sharrows and the absence of indications of parking lanes (see FF1 and FF2/C3.11)


			OCII





			39


			Drawing


			T2.1


			Mariposa Street: according to the Street Cross Section (G/C3.11) there should be a painted center left turn lane; please explain.


			OCII





			40


			Drawing


			T2.3


			Illinois Street: see comments for Seq. #38. 


			OCII





			41


			Drawing


			L1.1 & L1.2


			Planting Pattern: revise the designation of consecutive palm trees so as to retain the alternating pattern of trees (arbutus marina) and palm trees along Third Street. Sheet L1.2 shows 4 consecutive palm trees.


			OCII





			42


			Drawing


			L1.1 & L1.2


			Separation between tree wells: revise the separation between tree wells between Sta. 1+33.50 & 2+43.00 approximately and between Sta. 6+29.00 & 7+31.00 so as to increase the number of street trees.


			OCII





			43


			Drawing


			L1.9


			Additional tree: consider adding a tree in the southern side of 16th Street by Sta. 1+20.00 approximately.


			OCII





			44


			Drawing


			L2.1 & L2.2


			Irrigation plans: they may change if additional trees are provided as requested in Seq. # 44.


			OCII





			45


			Drawing


			L2.1 & L2.2


			Irrigation Controller: notice that these plans for Third Street do not show any irrigation controller. Please complete.


			OCII





			46


			Drawing


			L2.5


			Irrigation Controller: notice that these plans for Mariposa Street do not show any irrigation controller. Please complete.


			OCII





			47


			Drawing


			L2.6 to L2.8


			Verify whether the Wilkins Backflow Preventer and ET Water Controller indicated in Sheet L2.4 are meant for the irrigation of trees along Terry Francois.


			OCII





			48


			Drawing


			L2.9


			Irrigation Controller: notice that these plans for 16th Street do not show any irrigation controller. Please complete.


			OCII





			49


			Drawing


			L2.9


			Irrigation North Side of 16th Street: Coordinate with the developer of Blocks 29-32 the location of the ET Water Controller (approximately by Sta. 2+68.00)


			OCII





			50


			Drawing


			L2.11


			Details 1 and 2: complete information by indicating the dimensions of the irrigation service pedestal and the backflow preventer.


			OCII





			51


			Drawing


			L3.1 & L3.2


			Planting Pattern and separation between tree wells. See Seq. #s 41 and 42.


			OCII





			52


			Drawing


			L3.5


			Tree species: verify the tree species; according to the Summary of Revisions to the Mission Bay South Streetscape Master Plan, the tree species for Mariposa Street is Ulmus parvifolia.  


			OCII





			53


			Drawing


			L3.6 to L3.8


			Tree species: verify the tree species; according to the Summary of Revisions to the Mission Bay South Streetscape Master Plan, the tree species for Terry Francois Boulevard, adjacent to P23 and P24 is Sophora japonica.


			OCII





			54


			Drawing


			L3.9 & L3.10 


			Tree species: verify the tree species; according to the Summary of Revisions to the Mission Bay South Streetscape Master Plan, the tree species for 16th Street is Rotundiloba.


			OCII
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: RE: Waterfront Development Write up
Date: Monday, July 28, 2014 11:36:00 AM


Did you just try calling?  Missed a call from City Hall.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Hussain, Lila (CII) 
Sent: Monday, July 28, 2014 11:36 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Waterfront Development Write up
 
OK will do
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Monday, July 28, 2014 10:32 AM
To: Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: RE: Waterfront Development Write up
 
Just updated what I had done before.  You may want to look at it and catch typos.  Took an educated
guess on some dates, but close enough for tomorrow’s meeting (especially for those that haven’t
started construction yet).
 
Do me a favor and keep track of how many of these side projects you are being assigned.  Want to
make sure we keep things sane for you and I know these can add 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 



mailto:lila.hussain@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/





From: Hussain, Lila (CII) 
Sent: Monday, July 28, 2014 9:14 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Waterfront Development Write up
 
Catherine,
 
Have you done a write up recently giving Tiffany a broad overview of what is in the pipeline for
Mission Bay (over the next 5 or so years)?  If not, I will pull from Housing Summary etc.  This is for
her development along the waterfront panel discussion she is doing tomorrow, I was focusing on
HPSY but I also need to include all the activity happening in Mission Bay, I have the housing part
down, I was going to reference the warriors as well plus some of park development.  Not sure if I will
discuss block 40 since its further away from the water.   
 
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: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: GSW Development - Preliminary Project Description
Date: Thursday, July 03, 2014 10:34:00 AM
Attachments: image001.png


I think it would be good.  They could call in if difficult to find a time for them to be there in person.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, July 03, 2014 10:34 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: GSW Development - Preliminary Project Description
 
Catherine/Jennifer,
For the preliminary internal meeting/conference call before the Wednesday meeting should we
include ESA in the discussion?
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 5:13 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: FW: GSW Development - Preliminary Project Description 
Importance: High
 
Brett – do you have time to help set up a meeting/conference call with the internal attendees of
next Wednesday’s meeting to discuss the PD prior to meeting with the Warriors?  Tuesday may be a
good time (I’m cc-ing Jennifer since she has the harder schedule).
 
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:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org

mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org
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From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 5:08 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Kern, Chris (CPC);
Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Gary Oates; Paul Mitchell; 'Chris Mitchell';
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Miller, Erin (MTA)
Cc: Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com); Jesse Blout; David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com); David Kelly; Murphy, Mary G.; 'Sekhri, Neil'
Subject: GSW Development - Preliminary Project Description 
Importance: High
 
Team,
 
Please see the attached project description for the new event center and ancillary development on
Blocks 29-32. Based on the information provided, we look forward to discussing the implications for
the SEIR analysis next Wednesday.
 
Enjoy the holiday weekend.
 
Best,
Kate
 
 
Kate Aufhauser Project Analyst
Golden State Warriors
Direct 510.986.5419
Cell 202.230.2642
1011 Broadway | Oakland, CA | 94607
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From: Kaslofsky, Thor (OCII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Can we chat tmrw about MB talking points (Warriors, Giants lot 337) for the investor tour this Thurs?
Date: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 12:33:48 AM


 
 
 
Best regards,
Thor


=======================================
Thor Kaslofsky
Project Manager, Hunters Point Shipyard
Successor Agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency 
One South Van Ness, 5th Floor
San Francisco, California 94103
Thor.Kaslofsky@sfgov.org
(415) 749-2464 Office
(415) 749-2585 Fax
Website: http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
======================================
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From: Hussain, Lila (CII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Waterfront Development Write up
Date: Monday, July 28, 2014 11:35:53 AM


OK will do
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Monday, July 28, 2014 10:32 AM
To: Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: RE: Waterfront Development Write up
 
Just updated what I had done before.  You may want to look at it and catch typos.  Took an educated
guess on some dates, but close enough for tomorrow’s meeting (especially for those that haven’t
started construction yet).
 
Do me a favor and keep track of how many of these side projects you are being assigned.  Want to
make sure we keep things sane for you and I know these can add 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Hussain, Lila (CII) 
Sent: Monday, July 28, 2014 9:14 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Waterfront Development Write up
 
Catherine,
 
Have you done a write up recently giving Tiffany a broad overview of what is in the pipeline for
Mission Bay (over the next 5 or so years)?  If not, I will pull from Housing Summary etc.  This is for
her development along the waterfront panel discussion she is doing tomorrow, I was focusing on
HPSY but I also need to include all the activity happening in Mission Bay, I have the housing part
down, I was going to reference the warriors as well plus some of park development.  Not sure if I will
discuss block 40 since its further away from the water.   
 
Lila Hussain
Assistant Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure


One South Van Ness, 5th Floor
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San Francisco, CA 94103
Phone: 415-749-2431
Email: lila.hussain@sfgov.org
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From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: GSW Development - Preliminary Project Description
Date: Thursday, July 03, 2014 10:33:32 AM
Attachments: image001.png


Catherine/Jennifer,
For the preliminary internal meeting/conference call before the Wednesday meeting should we
include ESA in the discussion?
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 5:13 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: FW: GSW Development - Preliminary Project Description 
Importance: High
 
Brett – do you have time to help set up a meeting/conference call with the internal attendees of
next Wednesday’s meeting to discuss the PD prior to meeting with the Warriors?  Tuesday may be a
good time (I’m cc-ing Jennifer since she has the harder schedule).
 
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: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 5:08 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Kern, Chris (CPC);
Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Gary Oates; Paul Mitchell; 'Chris Mitchell';
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Miller, Erin (MTA)
Cc: Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com); Jesse Blout; David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com); David Kelly; Murphy, Mary G.; 'Sekhri, Neil'
Subject: GSW Development - Preliminary Project Description 
Importance: High
 
Team,
 
Please see the attached project description for the new event center and ancillary development on
Blocks 29-32. Based on the information provided, we look forward to discussing the implications for
the SEIR analysis next Wednesday.
 
Enjoy the holiday weekend.
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Best,
Kate
 
 
Kate Aufhauser Project Analyst
Golden State Warriors
Direct 510.986.5419
Cell 202.230.2642
1011 Broadway | Oakland, CA | 94607


 








From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Oerth, Sally (OCII)
Subject: Check in this week
Date: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 4:09:00 PM


Sally – since it is just you and me for the Warriors check in, do you want to combine our bi-weekly
check in with that one since you cannot meet at 10 tomorrow (and I can’t do 10.30)?  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:sally.oerth@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/






From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: RE: Waterfront Development Write up
Date: Monday, July 28, 2014 11:01:00 AM
Attachments: MB 5-year Phasing 7-2014.docx


Updated to reflect email from Kevin.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Hussain, Lila (CII) 
Sent: Monday, July 28, 2014 9:14 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Waterfront Development Write up
 
Catherine,
 
Have you done a write up recently giving Tiffany a broad overview of what is in the pipeline for
Mission Bay (over the next 5 or so years)?  If not, I will pull from Housing Summary etc.  This is for
her development along the waterfront panel discussion she is doing tomorrow, I was focusing on
HPSY but I also need to include all the activity happening in Mission Bay, I have the housing part
down, I was going to reference the warriors as well plus some of park development.  Not sure if I will
discuss block 40 since its further away from the water.   
 
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 5-Year Development Phasing


The following provides a summary of the new vertical development that is under construction or will start construction in Mission Bay during the next five years (2014-2019).  Please note that the timing of projects not currently under construction is an estimate and may change.  


Currently Under Construction


Residential Projects 


· Block 5 (172 market-rate rental units) – estimated completion in mid-2015


· Block 13 East (150 affordable rental units) – estimated completion late 2014


· Block 11 (188 market-rate rental units) – estimated completion September 2014


· Block 13 West (273 market-rate rental units) – estimated completion July 2015


· Block 12 East (267 market-rate condo units) – estimated completion mid- 2015


Non-Residential Projects 


· Parcel 4/Blocks 41-43 (216,000 leasable sf-Kaiser office building ) - estimated completion late-2015


· Block 8 (320,000 gross sf-San Francisco Public Safety Building) – estimated completion November 2014 


· Blocks 36, 37 and X-3 (289- bed UCSF hospital) – estimated completion February 2015


· [bookmark: _GoBack]Block 25a (264,000 gross sf-UCSF Administration Building) – estimated completion fall 2014


Estimated to Start Construction in Short Term


Residential Projects 


· Block 1 (350 residential units, with up to 53 inclusionary units) – estimated start late 2014/early 2015


· Block 7 West (200 affordable rental units) – estimated start late 2014


· Block N4P3 (129 mixed-income units) – estimated start late 2014/early 2015


· Block 7 East (Family House/80-room temporary housing) – estimated start late 2014


· Block 6 East (135 affordable units) – estimated start 2016


· Block 3 East (100 affordable units) – estimated to start before 2018


Non-Residential Projects 


· Block 1 (250-room hotel) – estimated start early 2015


· Block 40 (630,000 leasable sf-office building) – estimated to start early 2015


· Warriors Arena Project – estimated to be finished by 2018 season


· Blocks 26/27 – (423,000 gross sf-office building) – estimated to start in 2015


· Blocks 33/34 – (500,000 gross sf medical/office) – 1st phase estimated to be finished in 2017 (approximately 250K gsf).







From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: GSW Development - Preliminary Project Description
Date: Thursday, July 03, 2014 7:27:30 AM
Attachments: image001.png


Yes, not a problem.
 
Phillip: Please provide me with Jennifer’s availability early next week.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 5:13 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: FW: GSW Development - Preliminary Project Description 
Importance: High
 
Brett – do you have time to help set up a meeting/conference call with the internal attendees of
next Wednesday’s meeting to discuss the PD prior to meeting with the Warriors?  Tuesday may be a
good time (I’m cc-ing Jennifer since she has the harder schedule).
 
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: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 5:08 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Kern, Chris (CPC);
Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Gary Oates; Paul Mitchell; 'Chris Mitchell';
jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Miller, Erin (MTA)
Cc: Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com); Jesse Blout; David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com); David Kelly; Murphy, Mary G.; 'Sekhri, Neil'
Subject: GSW Development - Preliminary Project Description 
Importance: High
 
Team,
 
Please see the attached project description for the new event center and ancillary development on
Blocks 29-32. Based on the information provided, we look forward to discussing the implications for
the SEIR analysis next Wednesday.
 
Enjoy the holiday weekend.
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Best,
Kate
 
 
Kate Aufhauser Project Analyst
Golden State Warriors
Direct 510.986.5419
Cell 202.230.2642
1011 Broadway | Oakland, CA | 94607


 








From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: "Clarke Miller"; Jesse Blout
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller-Blankinship,


Erin (MTA); Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Rahaim, John (CPC); Arce, Pedro (CII); "ed.reiskin@sfmta.com"
Subject: Comments on GSW Design
Date: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 2:18:00 PM
Attachments: Warriors Mission Bay Design Review Notes Final.pdf


Jesse/Clarke – attached are the City’s combined comments on the proposed Warriors Pavilion
project.  Please let us know if you have any questions, otherwise, we look forward to continuing to
work on this exciting 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/
 
PLEASE NOTE I WILL BE OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
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July 30, 2014 



 



To:    Strada Development Group, Golden State Warriors 



From:   Planning Department, OCII, and SFMTA staff: 
  Joshua Switzky and David Winslow (Planning) 
  Catherine Reilly and Pedro Arce (OCII) 



  Peter Albert and Erin Miller (SFMTA) 



CC:    Tiffany Bohee (OCII), John Rahaim (Planning), Ed Reiskin (SFMTA), and Jennifer  
    Matz (OEWD) 



RE:    Urban Design of Mission Bay Blocks 29‐32 (Warriors Arena project) 



Following are both high‐level principles related to the design and programming of the site as 
well as more detailed specific reflections on the evolution of the project design as presented 
to  the Planning Department, OCII, SFMTA, and OEWD as of  July 22, 2014.   The majority of 
these comments have been provided verbally during our prior meetings. 



We appreciate the efforts of the design team to respond to City/OCII comments to date and 
look  forward  to  continuing  the  good working  relationship  that  has  been  established with 
City/OCII staff in shaping this important project for the City. 



 



General Principles 



The following outlines the high‐level principles that should be the basis of the overall design 
of the Warriors Arena/Block 29‐32 project.  



1. Respect the urban character of San Francisco. Design buildings and open spaces that 
fit their context and respect the scale of the surroundings. 



• The Mission Bay grid consists of blocks that are consistent with the fabric of San 
Francisco.  The  street  pattern  provides  legibility  and  view  corridors,  while 
moderating the scale of development. While the footprint of the arena may not 
allow  for  implementation  of  the  exact  alignment  of  ROWs  (“varas”)  per  the 
Mission Bay Plan, the arena project site design must both respect and respond to 
these alignments as  they  relate  to varas/streets  that  terminate at  the  site. The 
project  should  create  an  alternative  through‐site  circulation  and  porosity  (not 
necessarily  vehicular)  that  achieves  the  spirit  and  intent  of  these  planned  grid 
extensions. Where   streets  or  paths  (eg,  Bridgeview Way,  Illinois  Street,  UCSF 
Campus  Lane),  intersect  or  terminate  at  the  project  site,  the  site  and  building 
design (particularly the arena itself) should continue or terminate these vistas and 
circulation  spines  with  useful  and  significant  architectural  and  public  realm 
responses. 
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• The project should strive to be a seamless extension of the neighborhood public 
realm and accessible  to  the general public at all normal hours. The  site  should 
physically and psychologically invite casual daily usage by area residents, workers 
and non‐arena patrons as an extension of the neighborhood.  



• The architecture should avoid any overt “theming” or prominent branding of the 
site as a whole, its public spaces, signage, or its retail components.  



• The arena, open spaces and other buildings should be a part of the urban pattern, 
with similar relationships to the adjacent streets as other buildings. Public spaces 
should be deliberate and well defined, and the buildings should have a direct and 
urban  relationship  to  most  of  the  streets  around  the  site,  that  respects  the 
streetwall along its edges.  



• The project should create an active interface with the public streets by providing: 
1) public spaces that have adjacent activating uses; and 2) active commercial uses 
at the street level which improve the pedestrian environment. The project should 
avoid blank and high walls. 



• Screen automobile parking from view on all visible frontages by wrapping it with 
active  uses.  Any  above‐grade  parking  should  not  compromise  the  pedestrian 
experience,  including  both  around  the  perimeter  of  the  site  (eg  ground 
floor/sidewalk interface) or within the site. 



• Office buildings, retail components and other non‐arena buildings should be sited 
and designed  (along with adjoining public spaces and circulation) so as  feel  like 
they are  responsive  to and part of  the broader  fabric of  the neighborhood and 
the City, and not only responsive to their relationship to the arena. 



 
2. Design project to be transit‐, bicycle‐, and pedestrian‐oriented. 



• Accommodate space and comfort needs of major pedestrian  flows  to and  from 
the light rail stop at 3rd/South Street, as well as to the 3rd/Mariposa station to the 
south. Also,  consider other major pedestrian desire  lines and provide  seamless 
connections  from  existing  streets  connecting  to  or  terminating  at  the  site  (eg 
Illinois Street, Bridgeview Way).  



• Study  the  circulation  and operations of  all  relevant  transportation  systems,  for 
both daily usage and arena events, to maximize walking, bicycling, taxi and transit 
access.  Clearly define access and staging/storage locations for private limo, para‐
transit and charter bus/shuttles.   



• Consider  the potential  for a  future  ferry  landing at  the  terminus of 16th Street, 
and plan public space  in a manner that could accommodate passengers who are 
alighting or embarking, and design this space as part of the overall site plan and 
building design. 



• Design on‐site parking  to be shared  to serve both  the commercial uses and  the 
arena.   Parking  facility  entries  should be  carefully evaluated  for  their potential 
impact on the adjacent transit, pedestrian or bicycle networks.   Organize access 
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points  in  a  way  that  will  be  the most  effect  and  the  least  disruptive  to  the 
surrounding  network,  especially  during  large  events where  there will  be  peak 
arrival and departure times at the facility. 



• Explore  shared  use  of  existing  and  planned  parking  facilities  in  the  greater 
Mission Bay area to minimize the need for additional automobile parking.  These 
facilities have capacity during evenings and weekends when arena events occur. 
Some  facilities  to  investigate  include  the  existing  facilities  in  UCSF  (various 
structures), Block 27, Block 28  (Old Navy) and Block X4  (409‐499  Illinois Street), 
the Giants’ planned parking facility on Seawall Lot 337, as well as facilities further 
away. 



• Minimize  the number of driveways  into  the  facility, and minimize  their widths. 
Coordinate  the visual appearance of driveways  into  the context of  the adjacent 
sidewalks while ensuring a safe visual and physical separation.  



• Plan for significant bicycle transportation to both the arena and other site uses. 
Note  that  Planning  Code  has  recently‐adopted minimum  standards  for  on‐site 
bike valet for visitors for arenas/large venues, and this should be considered as a 
benchmark. Consider reaching out to the San Francisco Bicycle Coalition (SFBC) as 
an experienced operator of large valet operations for events. Coordinate with the 
City to  include/sponsor/plan  for City Bike Share  facilities and other bike parking 
distributed throughout the site. Bike parking could be located and designed as an 
active use on Terry Francois Boulevard and 16th Street. 



 



3. Design project as a major civic facility with public amenity. 



• The project design should engage  the public and demonstrate a civic spirit. The 
building  and  public  open  spaces  should  strive  to  become  gathering  spots 
providing  public  amenity  for  people who  are  not  attending  events within  the 
arena and also when no events are occurring.   



• The site and arena, should open to the public and include programmatic features 
that  provide  public  amenity  could  include:  recreation,  sustainability  (eg water, 
energy, habitat, urban agriculture), ability for non‐ticket holders to see inside the 
main  space of  the  arena, public art, and other ways  to  inhabit or  interact  in a 
tactile or sensory way with the building and its landscape. Local examples include: 
the viewing tower and free interior and exterior circulation areas at the DeYoung 
Museum; the 5‐acre park on the roof of the Transbay Transit Center; the outfield 
free viewing arcade at  the Giants ballpark; and  the upper  level accessible  ramp 
view areas in the prior Pier 30‐32 arena proposal.  



• Program the site and  its public open spaces such that  it serves the needs of the 
immediate neighborhood,  the  city, and  the  region. Consider passive and active 
activities such as walking, sitting, biking, outdoor courts, observation, and eating. 
Also  consider  the  design  of  spaces,  public  art,  and  amenities  that  would  be 
attractive for children. 
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• Strive for 24‐hour activity and  interest. Achieve this through a dramatic balance 
of siting, building, and public accommodation that welcomes and draws people in 
whether the arena  is  in use or not, and that therefore does not need to depend 
on  restaurant or  retail use  to achieve a comforting  level of activity. Specifically, 
the site uses should add a heightened level of activity to an already lively place.  



• Strive  for  a mix  of  retail  and  other  uses  that  relies  upon  and  showcases  local 
businesses or some new niche that satisfies local needs. Place local‐serving, local 
business uses in the street frontages. 



• The arena should have a distinctive and expressive roof design and the roofscape 
should be deliberately designed as a “fifth façade” since the arena will also be 
viewed from above (eg from Potrero Hill). 



 



4. Design public  space  to  respond  and  connect  to  the  surrounding public  landscape 
and environment.  



• Provide iconic public forecourt(s) to the arena that serve as a memorable point of 
orientation and meeting places. 



• Provide strong visual access and physical connections to the water. 



• Provide multiple levels of public space that offer a variety of vantage points. 



• Provide  the highest  levels of ecologically sustainable design. Provide an honest, 
visible demonstration of sustainability and sustainable design principles, including 
strong connection to the water and environmental processes. 



 
 



Specific Comments 



Applying the General Principles identified above, the following are specific comments related 
to the design concept presented to OCII/City staff as of July 22.  The comments below do not 
reflect any changes after the July 22 design. 



Overall, while  there have been major  improvements  in  the design  since we began working 
with your design team, we feel that the current site design, particularly the public spaces and 
pedestrian  circulation  along  the  perimeter  of  the  project,  still  does  not  sufficiently  or 
successfully integrate the site in a seamless and organic way with the neighborhood or invite 
the kind of casual and day‐to‐day use that will be necessary to make the project successful.   



Specifically of concern  is  the 8+‐foot elevation rise of the main plaza  from adjacent streets, 
along with the  limited physical and visual connections along the perimeter of the site.     The 
resultant  datum  that  puts  public  spaces  and  building  activity  above  pedestrian  eye  level 
surrounding the site will limit the visual, physical and psychological access to the site from the 
surrounding neighborhood and reinforce it as an internally‐oriented mega‐site that sits apart 
from its surroundings. 



• Reduce  elevation  of  the  main  plaza,  particularly  around  the  edges,  so  as  to 
achieve porosity and a more gradual and fluid connections to the streets. Strongly 
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recommend  reducing  the  elevation  to not  more  than  4  feet  above  sidewalk 
grade. This would benefit physical and visual connections to and through the site 
from surrounding sidewalks by allowing  the heads of most adult pedestrians  to 
be above the height of the podium. 



• The provision of above‐grade parking  is a notable contributor  to compromising 
the design of  the project,  specifically  in  forcing an overly abrupt and unnatural 
significant elevation of  the main public spaces  from street  level around  the site 
and creating lengthy inactive and blank building frontages at street level. 



• Consider ways  to  open  up  the  ground  floor  along  Terry  Francois Boulevard  as 
much as possible; consider internal circulation of the theater and the introduction 
of other active uses such as bike storage facilities. 



• The small pavilion building along 3rd Street anchoring the west side of the main 
plaza  is  a positive  gesture  toward  activating  the 3rd  Street edge  and  serving a 
visual foil to the arena. Continue to study its size and positioning relative to sight 
lines and circulation pathways to inadvertent pinch points. 



• Improve  the  South  Street  and  16th  Streets  ground  floor  interface  with  the 
sidewalk; these remain  inactive sides of the site with overly extensive  lengths of 
blank and  inactive walls.   Enhance South Street as a means of pedestrian access 
to the plaza, the arena, and uses along Terry Francois Boulevard (eg market hall). 
This can be accomplished by providing an active edge and creating a wider mid‐
block opening  that aligns with Bridgeview Way. The project  should expect  that 
many  people  heading  directly  from  3rd  Street  (esp.  the  rail  stop)  to  uses  and 
public spaces along Terry Francois Boulevard will walk along South Street.  



• As currently designed, much of the space at corner of the South and 3rd Streets is 
dedicated  to  ramps  and  stairs,  resulting  in  a  lack  of  non‐circulation  space  for 
queuing and gathering.   To better accommodate  surges of  transit users before 
and after events explore the following: 



a) Reduction of the main plaza elevation to eliminate or minimize the extent 
of ramps and stairs at or near the corner to create a larger forecourt and 
reservoir  space  for pedestrians and  to provide a more  fluid  connection 
for pedestrians to the Plaza level. This may involve adjusting the building 
location. 



b) Street  enhancements  to  the  South  Street  southern  sidewalk  that may 
help create a more welcoming alternative access to the plaza and arena. 
The mid‐block connection of the Plaza to South Street should be widened 
to further accommodate this access. 



• Further  explore  a  means  of  creating  a  significant,  memorable,  and  useful 
termination to Illinois Street, as both a visual terminus of the view corridor and as 
a circulation spine for pedestrians and bikes. Explore shifting and minimizing the 
width of the combined garage and  loading entrance along 16th Street. Consider 
adding additional major pedestrian connection mid‐block on 16th  in the vicinity 
of Illinois Street that connects from the main plaza to the west of the driveway in 
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order  to avoid pedestrian conflicts with  the driveway and provide a direct path 
for those headed south/southwest. At present the only connection to 16th Street 
(the ramp through the atrium) is directionally pointed eastward along 16th Street 
on the east side of the driveway. Ensure that the pedestrian connection from 16th 
to  the main  plaza,  at  present  designed  as  a  covered  “atrium,”  is  generously 
dimensioned and configured/sited to be a welcoming and obvious public passage. 
Furthermore, provide more  legible  and noticeable building design  and massing 
response  to  the  Illinois Street  termination  that  includes a recognizable break or 
distinction between the office building and the arena.   



• Continue  to develop and enhance  the “tower/viewing platform” element at the 
northwest corner of the site to provide a physical landmark element and unique 
public amenity.  



• While  there  is  every  confidence  that  the  architecture  framing  the  southeast 
corner forecourt will be iconic, the strong relationship with the major park (P22) 
across Terry Francois Blvd has not been yet been demonstrated.  The plaza size is 
appropriate, though attention will need to be paid to ensure that it is not simply 
leftover space between the buildings and the streets that define it.  



• As you move into the schematic design phase, ensure that the exterior design of 
the various components of the projects (two office buildings, arena, and market 
hall) are designed  such  that  they work  together, but also visually appear  to be 
distinct  parts  of  a whole.    The  arena  and  office  buildings  especially  should  be 
designed such that their appearances are expressly distinct from each other.   













From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: RE: Waterfront Development Write up
Date: Monday, July 28, 2014 10:31:00 AM
Attachments: MB 5-year Phasing 7-2014.docx


Just updated what I had done before.  You may want to look at it and catch typos.  Took an educated
guess on some dates, but close enough for tomorrow’s meeting (especially for those that haven’t
started construction yet).
 
Do me a favor and keep track of how many of these side projects you are being assigned.  Want to
make sure we keep things sane for you and I know these can add 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Hussain, Lila (CII) 
Sent: Monday, July 28, 2014 9:14 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Waterfront Development Write up
 
Catherine,
 
Have you done a write up recently giving Tiffany a broad overview of what is in the pipeline for
Mission Bay (over the next 5 or so years)?  If not, I will pull from Housing Summary etc.  This is for
her development along the waterfront panel discussion she is doing tomorrow, I was focusing on
HPSY but I also need to include all the activity happening in Mission Bay, I have the housing part
down, I was going to reference the warriors as well plus some of park development.  Not sure if I will
discuss block 40 since its further away from the water.   
 
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
 



mailto:lila.hussain@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:lila.hussain@sfgov.org



Mission Bay 5-Year Development Phasing


The following provides a summary of the new vertical development that is under construction or will start construction in Mission Bay during the next five years (2014-2019).  Please note that the timing of projects not currently under construction is an estimate and may change.  


Currently Under Construction


Residential Projects 


· Block 5 (172 market-rate rental units) – estimated completion in mid-2015


· Block 13 East (150 affordable rental units) – estimated completion late 2014


· Block 11 (188 market-rate rental units) – estimated completion September 2014


· Block 13 West (273 market-rate rental units) – estimated completion July 2015


· Block 12 East (267 market-rate condo units) – estimated completion mid- 2015


Non-Residential Projects 


· Parcel 4/Blocks 41-43 (216,000 leasable sf-Kaiser office building ) - estimated completion late-2015


· Block 8 (320,000 gross sf-San Francisco Public Safety Building) – estimated completion November 2014 


· Blocks 36, 37 and X-3 (289- bed UCSF hospital) – estimated completion February 2015


· Block 25a (264,000 gross sf-UCSF Administration Building) – estimated completion early 2015


[bookmark: _GoBack]Estimated to Start Construction in Short Term


Residential Projects 


· Block 1 (350 residential units, with up to 53 inclusionary units) – estimated start late 2014/early 2015


· Block 7 West (200 affordable rental units) – estimated start late 2014


· Block N4P3 (129 mixed-income units) – estimated start late 2014/early 2015


· Block 7 East (Family House/80-room temporary housing) – estimated start late 2014


· Block 6 East (135 affordable units) – estimated start 2016


· Block 3 East (100 affordable units) – estimated to start before 2018


Non-Residential Projects 


· Block 1 (250-room hotel) – estimated start early 2015


· Block 40 (630,000 leasable sf-office building) – estimated to start early 2015


· Warriors Arena Project – estimated to be finished by 2018 season


· Blocks 26/27 – (423,000 gross sf-office building) – estimated to start in 2015


· Blocks 33/34 – (500,000 gross sf medical/office) – 1st phase estimated to be finished in 2017 (approximately 250K gsf).







From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Wong, Phillip (MYR); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW Development - Preliminary Project Description
Date: Thursday, July 03, 2014 11:01:05 AM


Thanks, Jennifer.  Manny and I are available any time Tuesday except for 9.30-10.15 and 2.30 to
3.30.  Jim won’t be attending (we’ll give him an update).
 
 
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Thursday, July 03, 2014 10:57 AM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Kern, Chris (CPC); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: Re: GSW Development - Preliminary Project Description
 
Yes to ESA. I can be available whenever - really. Just schedule. 


On Jul 3, 2014, at 1:41 PM, "Bollinger, Brett (CPC)" <brett.bollinger@sfgov.org> wrote:


I am waiting on Jennifer’s availability before scheduling the meeting.
 
For the Wednesday CEQA Team meeting the agenda will be as follows: GSW Overview
of Project Description, Preliminary Feedback on Project Description, Additional Project
Information Requests, and High-Level CEQA Schedule Discussion. Let me know if there
are any additional agenda items to be added.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, July 03, 2014 10:35 AM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: GSW Development - Preliminary Project Description
 
I think it would be good.  They could call in if difficult to find a time for them to be
there in person.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=619AB48309934C6CBD9C6E781E4D71D9-CATHERINE REILLY

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=b2161cda984e436b919fd2b738c5e13d-Jennifer Entine Matz
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http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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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: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, July 03, 2014 10:34 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: GSW Development - Preliminary Project Description
 
Catherine/Jennifer,
For the preliminary internal meeting/conference call before the Wednesday meeting
should we include ESA in the discussion?
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 5:13 PM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: FW: GSW Development - Preliminary Project Description 
Importance: High
 
Brett – do you have time to help set up a meeting/conference call with the internal
attendees of next Wednesday’s meeting to discuss the PD prior to meeting with the
Warriors?  Tuesday may be a good time (I’m cc-ing Jennifer since she has the harder
schedule).
 
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: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 5:08 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Kern,
Chris (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Gary Oates; Paul Mitchell; 'Chris
Mitchell'; jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com; lubaw@lcwconsulting.com; Miller, Erin (MTA)
Cc: Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com); Jesse Blout; David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com); David Kelly; Murphy, Mary G.; 'Sekhri, Neil'
Subject: GSW Development - Preliminary Project Description 
Importance: High
 
Team,
 



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com

mailto:jifarran@AdavantConsulting.com
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Please see the attached project description for the new event center and ancillary
development on Blocks 29-32. Based on the information provided, we look forward to
discussing the implications for the SEIR analysis next Wednesday.
 
Enjoy the holiday weekend.
 
Best,
Kate
 
 
Kate Aufhauser Project Analyst
Golden State Warriors
Direct 510.986.5419
Cell 202.230.2642
1011 Broadway | Oakland, CA | 94607
<image001.png>
 








From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: "Clarke Miller"; Jesse Blout
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller-Blankinship,


Erin (MTA); Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Rahaim, John (CPC); Arce, Pedro (CII); "ed.reiskin@sfmta.com"
Subject: Comments on GSW Design
Date: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 2:18:00 PM
Attachments: Warriors Mission Bay Design Review Notes Final.pdf


Jesse/Clarke – attached are the City’s combined comments on the proposed Warriors Pavilion
project.  Please let us know if you have any questions, otherwise, we look forward to continuing to
work on this exciting 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/
 
PLEASE NOTE I WILL BE OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
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July 30, 2014 



 



To:    Strada Development Group, Golden State Warriors 



From:   Planning Department, OCII, and SFMTA staff: 
  Joshua Switzky and David Winslow (Planning) 
  Catherine Reilly and Pedro Arce (OCII) 



  Peter Albert and Erin Miller (SFMTA) 



CC:    Tiffany Bohee (OCII), John Rahaim (Planning), Ed Reiskin (SFMTA), and Jennifer  
    Matz (OEWD) 



RE:    Urban Design of Mission Bay Blocks 29‐32 (Warriors Arena project) 



Following are both high‐level principles related to the design and programming of the site as 
well as more detailed specific reflections on the evolution of the project design as presented 
to  the Planning Department, OCII, SFMTA, and OEWD as of  July 22, 2014.   The majority of 
these comments have been provided verbally during our prior meetings. 



We appreciate the efforts of the design team to respond to City/OCII comments to date and 
look  forward  to  continuing  the  good working  relationship  that  has  been  established with 
City/OCII staff in shaping this important project for the City. 



 



General Principles 



The following outlines the high‐level principles that should be the basis of the overall design 
of the Warriors Arena/Block 29‐32 project.  



1. Respect the urban character of San Francisco. Design buildings and open spaces that 
fit their context and respect the scale of the surroundings. 



• The Mission Bay grid consists of blocks that are consistent with the fabric of San 
Francisco.  The  street  pattern  provides  legibility  and  view  corridors,  while 
moderating the scale of development. While the footprint of the arena may not 
allow  for  implementation  of  the  exact  alignment  of  ROWs  (“varas”)  per  the 
Mission Bay Plan, the arena project site design must both respect and respond to 
these alignments as  they  relate  to varas/streets  that  terminate at  the  site. The 
project  should  create  an  alternative  through‐site  circulation  and  porosity  (not 
necessarily  vehicular)  that  achieves  the  spirit  and  intent  of  these  planned  grid 
extensions. Where   streets  or  paths  (eg,  Bridgeview Way,  Illinois  Street,  UCSF 
Campus  Lane),  intersect  or  terminate  at  the  project  site,  the  site  and  building 
design (particularly the arena itself) should continue or terminate these vistas and 
circulation  spines  with  useful  and  significant  architectural  and  public  realm 
responses. 
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• The project should strive to be a seamless extension of the neighborhood public 
realm and accessible  to  the general public at all normal hours. The  site  should 
physically and psychologically invite casual daily usage by area residents, workers 
and non‐arena patrons as an extension of the neighborhood.  



• The architecture should avoid any overt “theming” or prominent branding of the 
site as a whole, its public spaces, signage, or its retail components.  



• The arena, open spaces and other buildings should be a part of the urban pattern, 
with similar relationships to the adjacent streets as other buildings. Public spaces 
should be deliberate and well defined, and the buildings should have a direct and 
urban  relationship  to  most  of  the  streets  around  the  site,  that  respects  the 
streetwall along its edges.  



• The project should create an active interface with the public streets by providing: 
1) public spaces that have adjacent activating uses; and 2) active commercial uses 
at the street level which improve the pedestrian environment. The project should 
avoid blank and high walls. 



• Screen automobile parking from view on all visible frontages by wrapping it with 
active  uses.  Any  above‐grade  parking  should  not  compromise  the  pedestrian 
experience,  including  both  around  the  perimeter  of  the  site  (eg  ground 
floor/sidewalk interface) or within the site. 



• Office buildings, retail components and other non‐arena buildings should be sited 
and designed  (along with adjoining public spaces and circulation) so as  feel  like 
they are  responsive  to and part of  the broader  fabric of  the neighborhood and 
the City, and not only responsive to their relationship to the arena. 



 
2. Design project to be transit‐, bicycle‐, and pedestrian‐oriented. 



• Accommodate space and comfort needs of major pedestrian  flows  to and  from 
the light rail stop at 3rd/South Street, as well as to the 3rd/Mariposa station to the 
south. Also,  consider other major pedestrian desire  lines and provide  seamless 
connections  from  existing  streets  connecting  to  or  terminating  at  the  site  (eg 
Illinois Street, Bridgeview Way).  



• Study  the  circulation  and operations of  all  relevant  transportation  systems,  for 
both daily usage and arena events, to maximize walking, bicycling, taxi and transit 
access.  Clearly define access and staging/storage locations for private limo, para‐
transit and charter bus/shuttles.   



• Consider  the potential  for a  future  ferry  landing at  the  terminus of 16th Street, 
and plan public space  in a manner that could accommodate passengers who are 
alighting or embarking, and design this space as part of the overall site plan and 
building design. 



• Design on‐site parking  to be shared  to serve both  the commercial uses and  the 
arena.   Parking  facility  entries  should be  carefully evaluated  for  their potential 
impact on the adjacent transit, pedestrian or bicycle networks.   Organize access 
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points  in  a  way  that  will  be  the most  effect  and  the  least  disruptive  to  the 
surrounding  network,  especially  during  large  events where  there will  be  peak 
arrival and departure times at the facility. 



• Explore  shared  use  of  existing  and  planned  parking  facilities  in  the  greater 
Mission Bay area to minimize the need for additional automobile parking.  These 
facilities have capacity during evenings and weekends when arena events occur. 
Some  facilities  to  investigate  include  the  existing  facilities  in  UCSF  (various 
structures), Block 27, Block 28  (Old Navy) and Block X4  (409‐499  Illinois Street), 
the Giants’ planned parking facility on Seawall Lot 337, as well as facilities further 
away. 



• Minimize  the number of driveways  into  the  facility, and minimize  their widths. 
Coordinate  the visual appearance of driveways  into  the context of  the adjacent 
sidewalks while ensuring a safe visual and physical separation.  



• Plan for significant bicycle transportation to both the arena and other site uses. 
Note  that  Planning  Code  has  recently‐adopted minimum  standards  for  on‐site 
bike valet for visitors for arenas/large venues, and this should be considered as a 
benchmark. Consider reaching out to the San Francisco Bicycle Coalition (SFBC) as 
an experienced operator of large valet operations for events. Coordinate with the 
City to  include/sponsor/plan  for City Bike Share  facilities and other bike parking 
distributed throughout the site. Bike parking could be located and designed as an 
active use on Terry Francois Boulevard and 16th Street. 



 



3. Design project as a major civic facility with public amenity. 



• The project design should engage  the public and demonstrate a civic spirit. The 
building  and  public  open  spaces  should  strive  to  become  gathering  spots 
providing  public  amenity  for  people who  are  not  attending  events within  the 
arena and also when no events are occurring.   



• The site and arena, should open to the public and include programmatic features 
that  provide  public  amenity  could  include:  recreation,  sustainability  (eg water, 
energy, habitat, urban agriculture), ability for non‐ticket holders to see inside the 
main  space of  the  arena, public art, and other ways  to  inhabit or  interact  in a 
tactile or sensory way with the building and its landscape. Local examples include: 
the viewing tower and free interior and exterior circulation areas at the DeYoung 
Museum; the 5‐acre park on the roof of the Transbay Transit Center; the outfield 
free viewing arcade at  the Giants ballpark; and  the upper  level accessible  ramp 
view areas in the prior Pier 30‐32 arena proposal.  



• Program the site and  its public open spaces such that  it serves the needs of the 
immediate neighborhood,  the  city, and  the  region. Consider passive and active 
activities such as walking, sitting, biking, outdoor courts, observation, and eating. 
Also  consider  the  design  of  spaces,  public  art,  and  amenities  that  would  be 
attractive for children. 
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• Strive for 24‐hour activity and  interest. Achieve this through a dramatic balance 
of siting, building, and public accommodation that welcomes and draws people in 
whether the arena  is  in use or not, and that therefore does not need to depend 
on  restaurant or  retail use  to achieve a comforting  level of activity. Specifically, 
the site uses should add a heightened level of activity to an already lively place.  



• Strive  for  a mix  of  retail  and  other  uses  that  relies  upon  and  showcases  local 
businesses or some new niche that satisfies local needs. Place local‐serving, local 
business uses in the street frontages. 



• The arena should have a distinctive and expressive roof design and the roofscape 
should be deliberately designed as a “fifth façade” since the arena will also be 
viewed from above (eg from Potrero Hill). 



 



4. Design public  space  to  respond  and  connect  to  the  surrounding public  landscape 
and environment.  



• Provide iconic public forecourt(s) to the arena that serve as a memorable point of 
orientation and meeting places. 



• Provide strong visual access and physical connections to the water. 



• Provide multiple levels of public space that offer a variety of vantage points. 



• Provide  the highest  levels of ecologically sustainable design. Provide an honest, 
visible demonstration of sustainability and sustainable design principles, including 
strong connection to the water and environmental processes. 



 
 



Specific Comments 



Applying the General Principles identified above, the following are specific comments related 
to the design concept presented to OCII/City staff as of July 22.  The comments below do not 
reflect any changes after the July 22 design. 



Overall, while  there have been major  improvements  in  the design  since we began working 
with your design team, we feel that the current site design, particularly the public spaces and 
pedestrian  circulation  along  the  perimeter  of  the  project,  still  does  not  sufficiently  or 
successfully integrate the site in a seamless and organic way with the neighborhood or invite 
the kind of casual and day‐to‐day use that will be necessary to make the project successful.   



Specifically of concern  is  the 8+‐foot elevation rise of the main plaza  from adjacent streets, 
along with the  limited physical and visual connections along the perimeter of the site.     The 
resultant  datum  that  puts  public  spaces  and  building  activity  above  pedestrian  eye  level 
surrounding the site will limit the visual, physical and psychological access to the site from the 
surrounding neighborhood and reinforce it as an internally‐oriented mega‐site that sits apart 
from its surroundings. 



• Reduce  elevation  of  the  main  plaza,  particularly  around  the  edges,  so  as  to 
achieve porosity and a more gradual and fluid connections to the streets. Strongly 
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recommend  reducing  the  elevation  to not  more  than  4  feet  above  sidewalk 
grade. This would benefit physical and visual connections to and through the site 
from surrounding sidewalks by allowing  the heads of most adult pedestrians  to 
be above the height of the podium. 



• The provision of above‐grade parking  is a notable contributor  to compromising 
the design of  the project,  specifically  in  forcing an overly abrupt and unnatural 
significant elevation of  the main public spaces  from street  level around  the site 
and creating lengthy inactive and blank building frontages at street level. 



• Consider ways  to  open  up  the  ground  floor  along  Terry  Francois Boulevard  as 
much as possible; consider internal circulation of the theater and the introduction 
of other active uses such as bike storage facilities. 



• The small pavilion building along 3rd Street anchoring the west side of the main 
plaza  is  a positive  gesture  toward  activating  the 3rd  Street edge  and  serving a 
visual foil to the arena. Continue to study its size and positioning relative to sight 
lines and circulation pathways to inadvertent pinch points. 



• Improve  the  South  Street  and  16th  Streets  ground  floor  interface  with  the 
sidewalk; these remain  inactive sides of the site with overly extensive  lengths of 
blank and  inactive walls.   Enhance South Street as a means of pedestrian access 
to the plaza, the arena, and uses along Terry Francois Boulevard (eg market hall). 
This can be accomplished by providing an active edge and creating a wider mid‐
block opening  that aligns with Bridgeview Way. The project  should expect  that 
many  people  heading  directly  from  3rd  Street  (esp.  the  rail  stop)  to  uses  and 
public spaces along Terry Francois Boulevard will walk along South Street.  



• As currently designed, much of the space at corner of the South and 3rd Streets is 
dedicated  to  ramps  and  stairs,  resulting  in  a  lack  of  non‐circulation  space  for 
queuing and gathering.   To better accommodate  surges of  transit users before 
and after events explore the following: 



a) Reduction of the main plaza elevation to eliminate or minimize the extent 
of ramps and stairs at or near the corner to create a larger forecourt and 
reservoir  space  for pedestrians and  to provide a more  fluid  connection 
for pedestrians to the Plaza level. This may involve adjusting the building 
location. 



b) Street  enhancements  to  the  South  Street  southern  sidewalk  that may 
help create a more welcoming alternative access to the plaza and arena. 
The mid‐block connection of the Plaza to South Street should be widened 
to further accommodate this access. 



• Further  explore  a  means  of  creating  a  significant,  memorable,  and  useful 
termination to Illinois Street, as both a visual terminus of the view corridor and as 
a circulation spine for pedestrians and bikes. Explore shifting and minimizing the 
width of the combined garage and  loading entrance along 16th Street. Consider 
adding additional major pedestrian connection mid‐block on 16th  in the vicinity 
of Illinois Street that connects from the main plaza to the west of the driveway in 
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order  to avoid pedestrian conflicts with  the driveway and provide a direct path 
for those headed south/southwest. At present the only connection to 16th Street 
(the ramp through the atrium) is directionally pointed eastward along 16th Street 
on the east side of the driveway. Ensure that the pedestrian connection from 16th 
to  the main  plaza,  at  present  designed  as  a  covered  “atrium,”  is  generously 
dimensioned and configured/sited to be a welcoming and obvious public passage. 
Furthermore, provide more  legible  and noticeable building design  and massing 
response  to  the  Illinois Street  termination  that  includes a recognizable break or 
distinction between the office building and the arena.   



• Continue  to develop and enhance  the “tower/viewing platform” element at the 
northwest corner of the site to provide a physical landmark element and unique 
public amenity.  



• While  there  is  every  confidence  that  the  architecture  framing  the  southeast 
corner forecourt will be iconic, the strong relationship with the major park (P22) 
across Terry Francois Blvd has not been yet been demonstrated.  The plaza size is 
appropriate, though attention will need to be paid to ensure that it is not simply 
leftover space between the buildings and the streets that define it.  



• As you move into the schematic design phase, ensure that the exterior design of 
the various components of the projects (two office buildings, arena, and market 
hall) are designed  such  that  they work  together, but also visually appear  to be 
distinct  parts  of  a whole.    The  arena  and  office  buildings  especially  should  be 
designed such that their appearances are expressly distinct from each other.   













From: Hussain, Lila (CII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Waterfront Development Write up
Date: Monday, July 28, 2014 11:57:27 AM


Nope
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Monday, July 28, 2014 11:36 AM
To: Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: RE: Waterfront Development Write up
 
Did you just try calling?  Missed a call from City Hall.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Hussain, Lila (CII) 
Sent: Monday, July 28, 2014 11:36 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Waterfront Development Write up
 
OK will do
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Monday, July 28, 2014 10:32 AM
To: Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: RE: Waterfront Development Write up
 
Just updated what I had done before.  You may want to look at it and catch typos.  Took an educated
guess on some dates, but close enough for tomorrow’s meeting (especially for those that haven’t
started construction yet).
 
Do me a favor and keep track of how many of these side projects you are being assigned.  Want to
make sure we keep things sane for you and I know these can add 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
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San Francisco, CA 94103
415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
 
PLEASE NOTE I WILL BE OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Hussain, Lila (CII) 
Sent: Monday, July 28, 2014 9:14 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Waterfront Development Write up
 
Catherine,
 
Have you done a write up recently giving Tiffany a broad overview of what is in the pipeline for
Mission Bay (over the next 5 or so years)?  If not, I will pull from Housing Summary etc.  This is for
her development along the waterfront panel discussion she is doing tomorrow, I was focusing on
HPSY but I also need to include all the activity happening in Mission Bay, I have the housing part
down, I was going to reference the warriors as well plus some of park development.  Not sure if I will
discuss block 40 since its further away from the water.   
 
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: Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: GSW Internal City Staff Meeting CANCELLED
Date: Friday, June 27, 2014 6:12:38 PM


Sounds good to me.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Gavin, John (MYR)"
Date:06/27/2014 3:43 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)" ,"Van de Water, Adam (MYR)" ,"Kern, Chris (CPC)"
,"Miller, Erin (MTA)" ,"Smith, Jesse (CAT)" ,"Albert, Peter (MTA)" ,"Reilly, Catherine
(OCII)" ,"Chin, Karen (CAT)" ,"Hussain, Lila (OCII)"
Cc: "Wong, Phillip (MYR)" ,"Hervey, Myisha (MYR)"
Subject: RE: GSW Internal City Staff Meeting CANCELLED


Hello All,
 
Due to the fact many from our group will either be out of town next Tuesday or just getting back
that day I suggest we cancel.
 
If no one objects, consider next Tuesday’s bi-weekly GSWs internal city staff meeting cancelled.
 
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
 
 
-----Original Appointment-----
From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Monday, June 09, 2014 2:28 PM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Kern, Chris (CPC); Miller, Erin (MTA); Smith,
Jesse (CAT); Albert, Peter (MTA); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Gavin, John (MYR); Chin, Karen (CAT);
Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: GSW Internal City Staff Meeting
When: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 11:00 AM-12:00 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).
Where: City Hall, Room 448; Call-in #: 605-475-4700; Access Code: 824916#
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: "Clarke Miller"; Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: Contact at DBI
Date: Thursday, July 31, 2014 10:52:00 AM


Jennifer/Clarke – Tom Hui at DBI has assigned Gary Ho as the main plan checker for this project (we
were outreaching for another issue and moved into this topic).  I still think it may not be a bad idea
to have Jeremy involved in some of the first meetings.  Thanks for outreaching to Jeremy, Jennifer.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Hui, Tom (DBI) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 9:11 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Sweeney, Edward (DBI); Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Tom, Ronald (DBI); Ho, Gary (DBI); Chun,
Robert (DBI); Pada, Rodolfo (DBI); Jones, Micki (FIR)
Subject: Re: Request for Help with Warriors Project
 


Hi Catherine
We will assign Gary Ho as the main plan checker.you can coordinate with Ed and Gary. Mr. Gary
Ho's phone number is 558-6083.
Please, let us know if you have any questions.
Thanks
Tom
Sent from my iPhone


On Jul 29, 2014, at 8:41 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Thanks! I believe the project proponent will be outreaching to your office to set up a
pre-meet.  Who would be the best person for them to outreach to?
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Sweeney, Edward (DBI) 
Sent: Monday, July 28, 2014 1:26 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Hui, Tom (DBI)
Cc: Bereket, Immanuel (CII); Tom, Ronald (DBI)
Subject: RE: Request for Help with Warriors Project
 
Catherine ,
 
Do we need to meet soon ? As you can imagine everyone is exited to work on this
particular project .
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From: Wray, Erica
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Moy, Barbara (DPW); Antonio, Joe
Subject: RE: Wednesday Meetings
Date: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 4:15:03 PM


That sounds like a fine plan to me.  And I would never use the word "flake" in the same sentence
with your name in it!  We are grateful to have you as a colleague, Catherine.  You are instrumental
in helping get things done in Mission Bay!
 
Erica E. Wray
COO & General Counsel
Mission Bay Development Group, LLC
410 China Basin St., San Francisco, CA 94158
Direct (415) 355-6623
Cell (650) 867-7525
Fax (415) 355-6666
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 4:12 PM
To: Wray, Erica; Moy, Barbara (DPW); Antonio, Joe
Subject: RE: Wednesday Meetings
 
Thanks – why don’t we hold things steady for now and see how many of these weekly meetings
actually happen (I have a feeling/hope that after the first month once things are up and running
they won’t be as regular – but that may be my hope vs. reality).  If they do seem to be regular and
my presence is helpful, then we can shift things around.  Sorry I have been such a flake as your stand
in while out. 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.
 


From: Wray, Erica [mailto:EWray@mbaydevelopment.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 4:09 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Moy, Barbara (DPW); Antonio, Joe
Subject: RE: Wednesday Meetings
 
Catherine,
 
I'll be back in the office beginning Monday, June 16th and am fine with you missing a bunch of the
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Weds meetings or in the alternative shifting the meetings by a 1/2 hour in either direction if that's
helpful for you.  I'm fine with whatever Barbara and you prefer.  If we need input from you on a
particular issue, we know how to reach you. ;)  Thanks for the heads up about this.
 
Erica E. Wray
COO & General Counsel
Mission Bay Development Group, LLC
410 China Basin St., San Francisco, CA 94158
Direct (415) 355-6623
Cell (650) 867-7525
Fax (415) 355-6666
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 5:32 PM
To: Wray, Erica; Moy, Barbara (DPW); Antonio, Joe
Subject: Wednesday Meetings
 
Hey all – The city family is trying to find a meeting time for a standing Warriors CEQA meeting and
the only time they have identified so far is Wednesdays 1-3.  I have a feeling they will not be every
week, but can’t be sure.  I wanted to see if #1 you would be ok with me missing a bunch of the
Wednesday meetings, or if #2 you would all be willing to shift the meetings one way or another so I
could leave ½ hour at the beginning/end of the Warriors meeting to jump on the call.
 
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 (CPC)
To: Paul Mitchell; Joyce
Cc: Joyce; Karl  Heisler; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: GSW Meeting Agenda
Date: Wednesday, July 09, 2014 11:09:30 AM
Attachments: 2014_07_09_GSW CEQA Meeting_Agenda.docx


Attached are EP revisions. Let us know if you have any questions. If not I will send out to the group
shortly.
 


From: Paul Mitchell [mailto:PMitchell@esassoc.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 09, 2014 10:47 AM
To: Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Joyce
Cc: Joyce; Karl Heisler
Subject: RE: GSW Meeting Agenda
 
Here you go.
 
-Paul
 


From: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) [mailto:brett.bollinger@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 09, 2014 10:20 AM
To: Paul Mitchell; Joyce
Subject: GSW Meeting Agenda
 
Were you planning to provide a revised agenda before today’s meeting to reflect the discussion of
our internal meeting yesterday?
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Event Center and Mixed Use Development in Mission Bay


CEQA Environmental Review Meeting





Wednesday, July 9, 2014, 1:00 p.m. to 3 p.m.


San Francisco Planning Department











1. Project Description



2. Preliminary Data Request



3. [bookmark: _GoBack]SEIR Topics





4. Initial Study Checklist Approach and Format



5. NOP Schedule



6. Next Steps
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From: Arce, Pedro (OCII)
To: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Current Work assignments
Date: Wednesday, June 18, 2014 11:20:19 AM
Attachments: PFA Work assignments June 18.docx


Manny, attached you have a first draft of the list that you requested this morning.
I did not include other projects that may be coming down the line of which officially I have not
heard.
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June 18, 2014


Pedro Francisco Arce Work assignments and interest


The list does not include Public Improvement Projects and Tenant Improvements, signs and miscellaneous permits 





			Area


			Project	


			Status


			Interest





			


			


			MP


			SD


			DDs


			CDs


			





			Mission Bay North


			N4P3


			


			Review of revisions


			Future


			Future


			Interest





			Mission Bay South


			Block 1, R1


			


			Under review


			Future


			Future


			Interest





			


			Block 1, R2


			


			Under review


			Future


			Future


			Interest





			


			Block 1, Hotel


			


			Under review


			Future


			Future


			Interest





			


			Block 5


			


			Completed


			Completed


			? (*)


			Interest





			


			Block 6 East


			


			Future


			Future


			Future


			Interest





			


			Block 7 East


			


			Completed


			Completed


			Future


			Interest





			


			Block 7 West


			


			Completed


			Completed


			Future


			Interest





			


			Block 26, Parcel 1


			


			Potential revisions


			Future


			Future


			Interest





			


			Block 27, Parcel 1


			


			Potential revisions


			Future


			Future


			Interest





			


			[bookmark: _GoBack]Blocks 29-32


			Review


			Interest


			


			


			





			


			Blocks 33, 34


			Future


			Future


			NA


			NA


			Interest





			


			Block 40


			


			Completed


			Future


			Future


			Interest





			


			Parks P2/P8


			


			Completed


			Completed


			


			Interest





			


			Park P3


			


			Completed


			Future


			Future


			Interest





			


			Parks P7 & P9


			Future


			Future


			Future 


			Future


			Interest





			


			Park P22


			


			Under review


			Future 


			Future


			





			HPSY Phase 1


			Block 1


			


			Future


			Future 


			Future


			Interest





			


			Block 48


			Review


			Future


			Future 


			Future


			Interest





			


			Block 49


			


			Completed


			Completed


			Future


			Interest





			


			Block 52


			


			Under review


			Future 


			Future


			Interest





			


			Block 52 Affordable 


			


			Future


			Future 


			Future


			Interest





			


			Block 54 Affordable


			


			Future


			Future 


			Future


			Interest





			


			Block 55


			


			Under review


			Future 


			Future


			Interest





			


			Block 56


			


			Completed


			Completed


			Future


			Interest





			


			Block 57


			


			Completed


			Completed


			Future


			Interest





			


			Block 57 Affordable


			


			Future


			Future 


			Future


			Interest





			


			Pocket Parks 15, 16


			


			Completed


			Completed


			Future


			Interest





			


			Other Pocket Parks


			


			Completed


			Future 


			Future


			Interest





			HPSY Phase 2


			Artist Building


			


			Completed


			Completed


			Future


			Interest





			


			Commercial Kitchen


			


			Completed


			Completed


			Future


			Interest





			Candlestick Point





			CP-01 Alice Griffith Blocks 2 and 4


			


			Completed


			Under review


			Future


			Interest





			Transbay


			Block 6


			


			Completed


			Completed


			Under review


			Interest





			


			Block 7 Affordable 


			


			Completed


			Future


			Future


			Interest





			WA2


			1450 Franklin


			


			Completed


			Completed


			Under review


			Interest








? (*) May need additional review for reconstruction


PFA Work assignments June 2014










From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: "Wray, Erica"; Moy, Barbara (DPW); Antonio, Joe
Subject: RE: Wednesday Meetings
Date: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 4:11:00 PM


Thanks – why don’t we hold things steady for now and see how many of these weekly meetings
actually happen (I have a feeling/hope that after the first month once things are up and running
they won’t be as regular – but that may be my hope vs. reality).  If they do seem to be regular and
my presence is helpful, then we can shift things around.  Sorry I have been such a flake as your stand
in while out. 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.
 


From: Wray, Erica [mailto:EWray@mbaydevelopment.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 4:09 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Moy, Barbara (DPW); Antonio, Joe
Subject: RE: Wednesday Meetings
 
Catherine,
 
I'll be back in the office beginning Monday, June 16th and am fine with you missing a bunch of the
Weds meetings or in the alternative shifting the meetings by a 1/2 hour in either direction if that's
helpful for you.  I'm fine with whatever Barbara and you prefer.  If we need input from you on a
particular issue, we know how to reach you. ;)  Thanks for the heads up about this.
 
Erica E. Wray
COO & General Counsel
Mission Bay Development Group, LLC
410 China Basin St., San Francisco, CA 94158
Direct (415) 355-6623
Cell (650) 867-7525
Fax (415) 355-6666
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 5:32 PM
To: Wray, Erica; Moy, Barbara (DPW); Antonio, Joe
Subject: Wednesday Meetings
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Hey all – The city family is trying to find a meeting time for a standing Warriors CEQA meeting and
the only time they have identified so far is Wednesdays 1-3.  I have a feeling they will not be every
week, but can’t be sure.  I wanted to see if #1 you would be ok with me missing a bunch of the
Wednesday meetings, or if #2 you would all be willing to shift the meetings one way or another so I
could leave ½ hour at the beginning/end of the Warriors meeting to jump on the call.
 
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.
 



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/






From: Bridges, George (OCII)
To: Clarke Miller; Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Lo, Ferry (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW Pre-Submittal Presentation
Date: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 1:18:50 PM


Clarke/Kate,
 
If you could send the Q & A, presentation and list of attendees to Ferry, he will post it all together.
 
Thanks,
George
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 12:03 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bridges, George (OCII); Lee, Raymond C. (OCII)
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: GSW Pre-Submittal Presentation
 
Attached is yesterday’s presentation. I’ll leave it to you to share with Ferry for posting.
Responses to Q&A are forthcoming.
Thanks for all your help.
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
101 Mission 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 (CII)
To: Jones, Natasha (CII); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Details for Mission Bay Third Floor Room Reservation
Date: Friday, July 25, 2014 1:44:17 PM


Hi Natasha,


Here are the details of the upcoming Mission Bay meetings, can you please follow-up with Tatiana's
email below and respond to her questions. 


August 14 2014 (Thursday)
Time:  3:30pm-7:30pm (meeting time: 5-7)
Equipment: screen, podium, microphone (we will bring our own projector)
Room set up similar to Commission meeting, a couple of tables to comfortable sit the official CAC
members (an estimate 15  CAC members will attend the meeting) similar to commission and 1 table for
public materials by the entrance.
Estimated Number of Attendees: 50+
Front row seats reserved for CAC members or we may reconfigure late>>>
Need Ana Cortes to help let people in from 4:00-6:00pm


August 16, 2014 (Thursday)
Time: 9-2:00pmNeeds:  Same as above


September 11, 2014 (Thursday)
Time: 3:30-7:30pm **** if the room is not available at that time we could switch the meeting time  for
this meeting
Details: Same as above


September 13, 2014 (Saturday)
9-2:00pm
Needs: Same as above


Saturday August 16, 2014


-----Original Message-----
From: Jones, Natasha (CII)
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 1:21 PM
To: Hussain, Lila (CII); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Third Floor swift conference room reservation for August 14th


Thank you, Lila! :)


___________________________________________
NATASHA A. JONES
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure City and County of San Francisco One South Van
Ness, 5th Floor San Francisco, California 94103 P 415.749.2470 F 415-749-2585 E
natasha.jones@sfgov.org Effective Monday, Jun 23rd, Lucinda Nguyen will assume the
Commission/Oversight Board duties and assist Executive Management on an interim basis.  Ms. Nguyen
can be reached at lucinda.nguyen@sfgov.org or 415-749-2458. Please contact her for any matters listed
above.
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-----Original Message-----
From: Hussain, Lila (CII)
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 1:20 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Jones, Natasha (CII)
Subject: FW: Third Floor swift conference room reservation for August 14th


Hi Catherine and Natasha,


Just got confirmation from Tatiana on the 14th but I will work with Natasha on the follow-up items to
work out and the additional dates.  Natasha:  I will send you an email with these details, after I finish
my pizza!


Lila


-----Original Message-----
From: Tatiana Hayes [mailto:thayes@mercyhousing.org]
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 12:11 PM
To: Hussain, Lila (CII)
Cc: Jose Vega-Boza; Mark Scalzo
Subject: RE: Third Floor swift conference room reservation for August 14th


Hi Lila,


I can confirm,
August 14th - available.
 But, because this is not business hours, you have to provide additional staff, who will open door for
participants, (entrance from 4th street).
Also we don’t have projector on the 3rd. fl.
Let me know about how you would like set up tables and chairs, or you will need only chairs.
And if this meeting instead CAC? Or this is 2 different meetings?


Thank you,
Tatiana


-----Original Message-----
From: Hussain, Lila (CII) [mailto:lila.hussain@sfgov.org]
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 9:51 AM
To: Tatiana Hayes; Mark Scalzo
Cc: Jose Vega-Boza
Subject: RE: Third Floor swift conference room reservation for August 14th


Hi Jose, Tatiana and Mark,


Just wanted to follow-up on the request for the City to host the Warriors Arena Design meeting on
August 14th at 5:00pm on the Third Floor Conference. 


Can you confirm the reservation?


Best,


Lila
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From: Wray, Erica
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Moy, Barbara (DPW); Antonio, Joe
Subject: RE: Wednesday Meetings
Date: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 4:09:13 PM


Catherine,
 
I'll be back in the office beginning Monday, June 16th and am fine with you missing a bunch of the
Weds meetings or in the alternative shifting the meetings by a 1/2 hour in either direction if that's
helpful for you.  I'm fine with whatever Barbara and you prefer.  If we need input from you on a
particular issue, we know how to reach you. ;)  Thanks for the heads up about this.
 
Erica E. Wray
COO & General Counsel
Mission Bay Development Group, LLC
410 China Basin St., San Francisco, CA 94158
Direct (415) 355-6623
Cell (650) 867-7525
Fax (415) 355-6666
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 5:32 PM
To: Wray, Erica; Moy, Barbara (DPW); Antonio, Joe
Subject: Wednesday Meetings
 
Hey all – The city family is trying to find a meeting time for a standing Warriors CEQA meeting and
the only time they have identified so far is Wednesdays 1-3.  I have a feeling they will not be every
week, but can’t be sure.  I wanted to see if #1 you would be ok with me missing a bunch of the
Wednesday meetings, or if #2 you would all be willing to shift the meetings one way or another so I
could leave ½ hour at the beginning/end of the Warriors meeting to jump on the call.
 
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: Clarke Miller
To: Bridges, George (OCII); Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Lo, Ferry (OCII); Julia Nunes (jnunes@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: GSW Pre-Submittal Presentation
Date: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 2:41:27 PM


Ok, we’re working on the Q&A portion and hope to have it prepared by this evening. We’ll forward
all three documents then.
Clarke
 


From: Bridges, George (OCII) [mailto:george.bridges@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 1:19 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Kate Aufhauser
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Lee, Raymond C. (OCII); Lo, Ferry (OCII)
Subject: RE: GSW Pre-Submittal Presentation
 
Clarke/Kate,
 
If you could send the Q & A, presentation and list of attendees to Ferry, he will post it all together.
 
Thanks,
George
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 12:03 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bridges, George (OCII); Lee, Raymond C. (OCII)
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: GSW Pre-Submittal Presentation
 
Attached is yesterday’s presentation. I’ll leave it to you to share with Ferry for posting.
Responses to Q&A are forthcoming.
Thanks for all your help.
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
101 Mission 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: Disregard previous budget email use this one for Warriors!
Date: Wednesday, July 09, 2014 10:06:21 AM


 
Disregard previous email, here is updated one in the share drive S:\PROJECT IMPLEMENT\Mission
Bay\MB South Major Phases\29-32 Major Phase\Warriors\Design Review
 
 
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: "Wray, Erica"; Moy, Barbara (DPW); Antonio, Joe
Subject: RE: Wednesday Meetings
Date: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 4:17:00 PM


Hmmmm…..I appreciate it.  But when I literally forgot to call in or at least let folks know I couldn’t
attend multiple times, it is either flakiness or Alzheimer’s.  Going with the former, since the later
isn’t so fun (though I do worry on days). 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.
 


From: Wray, Erica [mailto:EWray@mbaydevelopment.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 4:15 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Moy, Barbara (DPW); Antonio, Joe
Subject: RE: Wednesday Meetings
 
That sounds like a fine plan to me.  And I would never use the word "flake" in the same sentence
with your name in it!  We are grateful to have you as a colleague, Catherine.  You are instrumental
in helping get things done in Mission Bay!
 
Erica E. Wray
COO & General Counsel
Mission Bay Development Group, LLC
410 China Basin St., San Francisco, CA 94158
Direct (415) 355-6623
Cell (650) 867-7525
Fax (415) 355-6666
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 4:12 PM
To: Wray, Erica; Moy, Barbara (DPW); Antonio, Joe
Subject: RE: Wednesday Meetings
 
Thanks – why don’t we hold things steady for now and see how many of these weekly meetings
actually happen (I have a feeling/hope that after the first month once things are up and running
they won’t be as regular – but that may be my hope vs. reality).  If they do seem to be regular and
my presence is helpful, then we can shift things around.  Sorry I have been such a flake as your stand
in while out. J
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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/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Wray, Erica [mailto:EWray@mbaydevelopment.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 4:09 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Moy, Barbara (DPW); Antonio, Joe
Subject: RE: Wednesday Meetings
 
Catherine,
 
I'll be back in the office beginning Monday, June 16th and am fine with you missing a bunch of the
Weds meetings or in the alternative shifting the meetings by a 1/2 hour in either direction if that's
helpful for you.  I'm fine with whatever Barbara and you prefer.  If we need input from you on a
particular issue, we know how to reach you. ;)  Thanks for the heads up about this.
 
Erica E. Wray
COO & General Counsel
Mission Bay Development Group, LLC
410 China Basin St., San Francisco, CA 94158
Direct (415) 355-6623
Cell (650) 867-7525
Fax (415) 355-6666
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, June 02, 2014 5:32 PM
To: Wray, Erica; Moy, Barbara (DPW); Antonio, Joe
Subject: Wednesday Meetings
 
Hey all – The city family is trying to find a meeting time for a standing Warriors CEQA meeting and
the only time they have identified so far is Wednesdays 1-3.  I have a feeling they will not be every
week, but can’t be sure.  I wanted to see if #1 you would be ok with me missing a bunch of the
Wednesday meetings, or if #2 you would all be willing to shift the meetings one way or another so I
could leave ½ hour at the beginning/end of the Warriors meeting to jump on the call.
 
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/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: RE: GSW Questions
Date: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 6:33:43 PM


Sweet. Phillip would be terrific! Thanks and we will wander by Merrick tomorrow.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)"
Date:07/29/2014 6:11 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Cc: "Hussain, Lila (CII)"
Subject: Re: GSW Questions


Let me look at budget again re: comments. I will do that ASAP. I think we can take
a check. Do talk to Merrick. We get checks from developers all the time. 


Let's give the schedule project to Phillip. He is always hungry for more substantive
work and he'll be great at it. I'll ask him tonight and get back to you. 


On Jul 29, 2014, at 5:59 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Jennifer – I had a couple favors to ask you.
 
#1 – Lila is working on the budget and we are also thinking about the structure to get
folks paid.  The less that has to come through us is best (lack of MOUs and with
dissolution running money through us has extra layers of complexity).  We are going to
talk with Merrick at OEWD, but wanted to see if you know if we could bill the Warriors
for OEWD’s work, but have them cut you a check directly.  The City Attorney is able to
do that, but some departments have a harder time accepting money, so wasn’t sure
about OEWD.  Also, if you have any comments on the draft budget that Lila sent over
last week, let us know.
 
#2 – I need to put together a more detailed schedule and am running short staffed. 
Would anyone from your staff that is good with excel or Project be available to help
mock something up with my help.  This is the draft internal/not for distribute schedule
that we discussed.
 
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/
 
PLEASE NOTE I WILL BE OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/






From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Subject: Eric Young
Date: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 5:03:00 PM


Jennifer – I chatted briefly with Eric Young from the BizTimes (for background purposes only).  He is
going to outreach to you to get information about what fees the Warriors project will be subject to
(I told him about our Art Fee and staff time reimbursement, as the only fees OCII collects).  He also
was interested in who is the prime contact at the Warriors working with the City (ie, is it still Rick
W).  I said that Rick is still very much involved, though he does have additional staff and Strada, as
with Piers 30/32, but again said you would be the best person to provide detail on it as the City’s
lead contact with the Warriors.  He will be monitoring the CAC’s agendas to see when key
items/milestones are going to be discussed.  Finally, he was interested in a revised schedule, which I
said was being worked out, but that it is assuming the 2018 season opening that the Warriors have
stated publically (ie, backing into that).
 
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 (CII)
To: "Clarke Miller"
Cc: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: Weekly GSW Check in
Date: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 11:50:00 AM


I am booked solid from 12 onwards.  Open the morning except for our design 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014


-----Original Appointment-----
From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 11:48 AM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Jesse Blout
Subject: Accepted: Weekly GSW Check in
When: Occurs every Thursday effective 7/31/2014 until 6/18/2015 from 10:30 AM to 11:00 AM Pacific
Standard Time.
Where: Call-in #: 877-336-1828; Access Code: 955112; Host Code: 748198


I can join, but I think Jesse will be on a plane then. He might be available from 1:30-2pm if
you have flexibility to change. Otherwise, the rest of the afternoon is booked and we should
stick with 10:30am.
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: RE: GSW Questions
Date: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 6:33:43 PM


Sweet. Phillip would be terrific! Thanks and we will wander by Merrick tomorrow.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)"
Date:07/29/2014 6:11 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Cc: "Hussain, Lila (CII)"
Subject: Re: GSW Questions


Let me look at budget again re: comments. I will do that ASAP. I think we can take
a check. Do talk to Merrick. We get checks from developers all the time. 


Let's give the schedule project to Phillip. He is always hungry for more substantive
work and he'll be great at it. I'll ask him tonight and get back to you. 


On Jul 29, 2014, at 5:59 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Jennifer – I had a couple favors to ask you.
 
#1 – Lila is working on the budget and we are also thinking about the structure to get
folks paid.  The less that has to come through us is best (lack of MOUs and with
dissolution running money through us has extra layers of complexity).  We are going to
talk with Merrick at OEWD, but wanted to see if you know if we could bill the Warriors
for OEWD’s work, but have them cut you a check directly.  The City Attorney is able to
do that, but some departments have a harder time accepting money, so wasn’t sure
about OEWD.  Also, if you have any comments on the draft budget that Lila sent over
last week, let us know.
 
#2 – I need to put together a more detailed schedule and am running short staffed. 
Would anyone from your staff that is good with excel or Project be available to help
mock something up with my help.  This is the draft internal/not for distribute schedule
that we discussed.
 
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/
 
PLEASE NOTE I WILL BE OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Bereket, Immanuel (CII)
Subject: FW: 2014 07 02_AB900_Process_Memo_for_OCII.docx
Date: Saturday, July 26, 2014 11:47:00 AM
Attachments: 2014 07 02_AB900_Process_Memo_for_OCII.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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Murphy, Mary G. [mailto:MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com] 
Sent: Monday, July 14, 2014 10:38 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Morales, James (CII)
Cc: Sekhri, Neil; Kaufhauser@warriors.com; David Kelly (dkelly@warriors.com); Clarke Miller
(CMiller@stradasf.com)
Subject: 2014 07 02_AB900_Process_Memo_for_OCII.docx
 
Good Morning, here is the memo regarding AB 900 we discussed. It briefly outlines the procedural
requirements of the statute.  Please feel free to call me if you have any comments of questions. 
Best, Mary


This message may contain confidential and privileged information. If it has been sent to you
in error, please reply to advise the sender of the error and then immediately delete this
message.
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This memorandum summarizes the prerequisites for qualifying for expedited judicial review pursuant to A.B. 900, also known as the “Jobs and Economic Improvement Through Environmental Leadership Act”, codified at California Public Resources Code Section 21178-21189.3 (“A.B. 900”).  A.B. 900 was subsequently amended by S.B. 743 in late September, 2013.





A.B. 900, signed into law by Governor Brown in September 2011, was intended to facilitate private investment and job creation by streamlining and expediting judicial review for projects subject to a legal challenge under the California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”).  Originally, projects qualifying for A.B. 900 treatment that were challenged in court were directed to the Court of Appeal.  This provision of A.B. 900 was found to be unconstitutional in a prima facie challenge to the law, so in September, 2013, the California state legislature amended A.B. 900 through the passage of S.B. 743.  The amendments returned original jurisdiction of any legal challenges to the Superior Court and amended A.B. 900 to provide that both the trial and any appeal must be resolved in 270 days of the filing of the suit.  In order to qualify for A.B. 900’s expedited judicial review, the project must obtain certification from the Governor before publication of its Draft Environmental Impact Report (“DEIR) that the project qualifies as a leadership project under A.B. 900.  After qualifying for such treatment, the project must comply with certain additional requirements set forth in A.B. 900, some of which require the cooperation and action of the lead agency, which in the case of the proposed Golden State Warriors Arena is the Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure, the successor agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency (“OCII”).  The prerequisites for certification are discussed below.









I.  PROCESS





A.	The Arena Project is likely to qualify for A.B. 900 Treatment





First, the proposed project, including all its uses (arena, office, retail and other uses) (the “Arena Project” or “project”) should quality for A.B. 900 treatment because it meets the threshold characteristics of a “leadership” project because it is a residential, commercial, sports, cultural or entertainment use project that will result in a minimum investment of $100 million in California upon completion of construction.  California Public Resources Code Section 21183(b)(1).  Other requirements imposed by the statute include a number of provisions that are common in similar large projects in San Francisco, such as the requirement to pay prevailing wage, agreeing to enter into a binding agreement to implement all required mitigation measures, agreeing to pay the costs of preparation of the administrative record (an election often made by the project sponsor in a CEQA suit) and agreeing to pay the costs of the courts in hearing the case.  Id.  In addition, the project must show that:  (1) it will achieve a LEED silver certification; (2) it achieves 10 percent (10%) greater standard for transportation efficiency that “comparable projects”; (3) it is located in an urban in-fill site; (4) if the site is in a metropolitan planning organization for which a sustainable communities strategy (SCS) or alternative planning strategy is in place to achieve greenhouse gas emission reduction targets that has been accepted by the Air Resources Board, (which is the case in San Francisco) the project must be consistent with the SCS and (5) the project does not result in any net additional emission of greenhouse gases, including greenhouse gas emissions from employee transportation, as determined by the State Air Resources Board.  On the SCS issue, we have conferred with Chris Butcher, OCII’s outside counsel, and agree that the Arena Project is consistent with the applicable SCS, commonly known as the “Bay Plan.”  We also agree that the site is an infill development site, as that term is defined.  We will confer with OCII directly regarding the support for these determinations for the record.





B.	The Process for Certification by the Governor





To qualify for expedited judicial review under A.B. 900, the project must be certified by the Governor’s office before the publication of the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR), in accordance with the Governor’s Guidelines (although the Guidelines do provide for the use of AB 900 after the publication of the DEIR, provided the DEIR is re-circulated after the Governor’s certification) .   The application is submitted to the Governor’s office and they may request additional information.  The public may comment on the application any time within 30 days of its submittal or within 7 days of any supplemental information filed in support of the application.  The Governor is required by the statute to make available to the public any evidence or materials submitted in connection with the application at least 15 days prior to the Governor’s certification of the project.  Please note that no specific time frame for the Governor’s decision is set forth in the statute and, as stated above, the DEIR cannot be published until such certification from the Governor.  After the Governor certifies the project, it is referred to the California Joint Legislative Budget Committee for review and concurrence or non-concurrence.  Within 30 days of receiving the determination, the Joint Budget Legislative Committee may concur or disagree.  If the committee fails to act, the project is deemed certified.  As mentioned above, two important prerequisites for certification are the greenhouse gas (“GHG”) analysis and the transportation study.  The transportation study requires a comparison of the proposed project to comparable projects, to demonstrate at least ten percent (10%) greater transportation efficiency than comparable projects.  On the GHG analysis, the Governor’s Guidelines for implementing A.B. 900 provide that the project sponsor must apply to the ARB to seek and obtain its approval of the proposed methodology for quantifying the net additional GHG emissions generated by the project.  After the ARB signs off on the methodology, the documentation that the project does not result in any net additional GHG emissions (both direct and indirect emissions from both construction and operations) is submitted to the ARB, which then has 60 days to determine whether the GHG neutrality requirement is met.





C.	Additional Procedural Requirements Applying to the Project Sponsor and Lead Agency





In addition to the certification process described above, A.B. 900 mandates that the project sponsor must notify the lead agency prior to the release of the Draft EIR of its election to proceed under A.B. 900.  As a consequence of this election, the lead agency has additional obligations set forth in CA Public Resource Code Sections 21186 and 21187.  Under that code section, the administrative record must be prepared (1) concurrently with the administrative process; (2) all documents and materials placed in the administrative record must be posted on an internet web site maintained by OCII commencing with the date of the DEIR release; (3) the lead agency must make available to the public in a readily accessible electronic format the DEIR and all documents submitted to or relied upon by the lead agency in preparing the DEIR; (4) a document prepared by the lead agency or submitted by the applicant after the date of the release of the DEIR that is part of the record of the proceedings shall be made available to the public in a readily accessible electronic format within five business days after the document is released or received by the lead agency; (5) the lead agency shall encourage written comments on the project to be submitted in a readily accessible electronic format and shall make any comment available to the public in a readily accessible electronic format within five days of its receipt; (6) within seven business days after the receipt that is NOT in an electronic format, the lead agency shall convert the comment into a readily accessible electronic format and make it available to the public in that format; (7) the lead agency shall certify the final administrative record within five days of approval of the project and (8) disputes pertaining to the record shall be resolved by the Superior Court  pursuant to CA Pub. Res. Code Section 21186.  Of these requirements, the timing of posting of comments to the website, and the additional requirement that all studies and materials that might otherwise be in an addendum or part of the record must also be posted, along with the DEIR, are additional requirements over and above the current practices of the City and presumably, OCII.  Currently, the City posts the DEIR on its website and also provides copies of all FEIR materials, but not within the time frames mandated by A.B. 900.  Further, while some background studies are included in the appendices of the EIRs and are therefore posted on the City’s website as a matter of course, some lengthy studies are simply maintained and available at the Planning Department for review and copying, and not posted on the website in the ordinary course of business.  In addition to the requirements set forth in Section 21186, Section 21187 requires the lead agency to (at the project sponsor’s expense) issue a public notice in no less than 12-point type stating:



“THE APPLICANT HAS ELECTED TO PROCEED UNDER CHAPTER 6.5 (COMMENCING WITH SECTION 21178) OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE, WHICH PROVIDES, AMONG OTHER THINGS, THAT ANY JUDICIAL ACTION CHALLENGING THE CERTIFICATION OF THE EIR OR THE APPROVAL OF THE PROJECT DESCRIBED IN THE EIR IS SUBJECT TO THE PROCEDURES SET FORTH IN SECTIONS 21185 TO 21186, INCLUSIVE OF THE PUBLC RESOURCES CODE.  A COPY OF CHAPTER 6.5 (COMMENCING WITH SECTION 21178) OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE IS INCLUDED BELOW.”





This notice must be distributed in accordance with the provisions of Public Resources Code §21092(b)(3).





D.	Sunset Provision





S.B. 743 extended the sunset date of A.B. 900 to January 1, 2017 (unless extended) and requires that to qualify for A.B. 900 treatment, a project certified by the Governor as a leadership project must be approved by the lead agency no later than January 1, 2016.




















[bookmark: bcc]101755241.1 


			[image: ]

















image1.png





image2.jpeg





image3.png





image4.png










From: Clarke Miller
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Jesse Blout
Subject: RE: Weekly GSW Check in
Date: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 11:57:38 AM


Ok, let’s stick with 10:30am.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 11:50 AM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: Weekly GSW Check in
 
I am booked solid from 12 onwards.  Open the morning except for our design 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 
 
-----Original Appointment-----
From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 11:48 AM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Jesse Blout
Subject: Accepted: Weekly GSW Check in
When: Occurs every Thursday effective 7/31/2014 until 6/18/2015 from 10:30 AM to 11:00 AM Pacific
Standard Time.
Where: Call-in #: 877-336-1828; Access Code: 955112; Host Code: 748198
 
 
I can join, but I think Jesse will be on a plane then. He might be available from 1:30-2pm if you have
flexibility to change. Otherwise, the rest of the afternoon is booked and we should stick with
10:30am.
 
 



mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

mailto:phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: RE: Sample Schedule types
Date: Thursday, July 24, 2014 5:38:00 PM


Sweet! 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: Hussain, Lila (CII) 
Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2014 5:35 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Sample Schedule types
 
 
Catherine,
 
I created a sample schedule folder in Warriors/Schedule folder.  You should take a quick look, some
are in excel and others in MSProject to see which format you prefer.
 
Ciao,
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
 



mailto:lila.hussain@sfgov.org
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From: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Comments on GSW Design
Date: Thursday, July 31, 2014 5:17:36 PM


So, seems like we have a director’s level internal-city-family meeting ASAP with John, Tiffany and Jen
to make some decisions about how we feel about key pieces, particularly the plaza/podium height.
To do that we will also need some visuals from them that we can sit around with everyone to talk
about, so they will need to provide us with something. I suppose we could do another session at
Strada’s office where they leave us alone in the room with the model, but that makes me a little
uncomfortable. Anyhow, do you think you could have (a) have an admin person in your office work
with Andrea Green to schedule a mtg and (b) ask Strada for some visuals that we could use for that
meeting?
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 2:18 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Jesse Blout
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC); Albert, Peter (MTA); Miller-
Blankinship, Erin (MTA); Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Rahaim, John (CPC); Arce, Pedro (CII);
ed.reiskin@sfmta.com
Subject: Comments on GSW Design
 
Jesse/Clarke – attached are the City’s combined comments on the proposed Warriors Pavilion
project.  Please let us know if you have any questions, otherwise, we look forward to continuing to
work on this exciting 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/
 
PLEASE NOTE I WILL BE OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=EB8C9358E8A64753924516E9F7D79D44-JOSHUA SWITZKY

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/






From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: FW: 2014 07 02_AB900_Process_Memo_for_OCII.docx
Date: Saturday, July 26, 2014 11:47:14 AM
Attachments: 2014 07 02_AB900_Process_Memo_for_OCII.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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Murphy, Mary G. [mailto:MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com] 
Sent: Monday, July 14, 2014 10:38 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Morales, James (CII)
Cc: Sekhri, Neil; Kaufhauser@warriors.com; David Kelly (dkelly@warriors.com); Clarke Miller
(CMiller@stradasf.com)
Subject: 2014 07 02_AB900_Process_Memo_for_OCII.docx
 
Good Morning, here is the memo regarding AB 900 we discussed. It briefly outlines the procedural
requirements of the statute.  Please feel free to call me if you have any comments of questions. 
Best, Mary


This message may contain confidential and privileged information. If it has been sent to you
in error, please reply to advise the sender of the error and then immediately delete this
message.
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This memorandum summarizes the prerequisites for qualifying for expedited judicial review pursuant to A.B. 900, also known as the “Jobs and Economic Improvement Through Environmental Leadership Act”, codified at California Public Resources Code Section 21178-21189.3 (“A.B. 900”).  A.B. 900 was subsequently amended by S.B. 743 in late September, 2013.





A.B. 900, signed into law by Governor Brown in September 2011, was intended to facilitate private investment and job creation by streamlining and expediting judicial review for projects subject to a legal challenge under the California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”).  Originally, projects qualifying for A.B. 900 treatment that were challenged in court were directed to the Court of Appeal.  This provision of A.B. 900 was found to be unconstitutional in a prima facie challenge to the law, so in September, 2013, the California state legislature amended A.B. 900 through the passage of S.B. 743.  The amendments returned original jurisdiction of any legal challenges to the Superior Court and amended A.B. 900 to provide that both the trial and any appeal must be resolved in 270 days of the filing of the suit.  In order to qualify for A.B. 900’s expedited judicial review, the project must obtain certification from the Governor before publication of its Draft Environmental Impact Report (“DEIR) that the project qualifies as a leadership project under A.B. 900.  After qualifying for such treatment, the project must comply with certain additional requirements set forth in A.B. 900, some of which require the cooperation and action of the lead agency, which in the case of the proposed Golden State Warriors Arena is the Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure, the successor agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency (“OCII”).  The prerequisites for certification are discussed below.









I.  PROCESS





A.	The Arena Project is likely to qualify for A.B. 900 Treatment





First, the proposed project, including all its uses (arena, office, retail and other uses) (the “Arena Project” or “project”) should quality for A.B. 900 treatment because it meets the threshold characteristics of a “leadership” project because it is a residential, commercial, sports, cultural or entertainment use project that will result in a minimum investment of $100 million in California upon completion of construction.  California Public Resources Code Section 21183(b)(1).  Other requirements imposed by the statute include a number of provisions that are common in similar large projects in San Francisco, such as the requirement to pay prevailing wage, agreeing to enter into a binding agreement to implement all required mitigation measures, agreeing to pay the costs of preparation of the administrative record (an election often made by the project sponsor in a CEQA suit) and agreeing to pay the costs of the courts in hearing the case.  Id.  In addition, the project must show that:  (1) it will achieve a LEED silver certification; (2) it achieves 10 percent (10%) greater standard for transportation efficiency that “comparable projects”; (3) it is located in an urban in-fill site; (4) if the site is in a metropolitan planning organization for which a sustainable communities strategy (SCS) or alternative planning strategy is in place to achieve greenhouse gas emission reduction targets that has been accepted by the Air Resources Board, (which is the case in San Francisco) the project must be consistent with the SCS and (5) the project does not result in any net additional emission of greenhouse gases, including greenhouse gas emissions from employee transportation, as determined by the State Air Resources Board.  On the SCS issue, we have conferred with Chris Butcher, OCII’s outside counsel, and agree that the Arena Project is consistent with the applicable SCS, commonly known as the “Bay Plan.”  We also agree that the site is an infill development site, as that term is defined.  We will confer with OCII directly regarding the support for these determinations for the record.





B.	The Process for Certification by the Governor





To qualify for expedited judicial review under A.B. 900, the project must be certified by the Governor’s office before the publication of the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR), in accordance with the Governor’s Guidelines (although the Guidelines do provide for the use of AB 900 after the publication of the DEIR, provided the DEIR is re-circulated after the Governor’s certification) .   The application is submitted to the Governor’s office and they may request additional information.  The public may comment on the application any time within 30 days of its submittal or within 7 days of any supplemental information filed in support of the application.  The Governor is required by the statute to make available to the public any evidence or materials submitted in connection with the application at least 15 days prior to the Governor’s certification of the project.  Please note that no specific time frame for the Governor’s decision is set forth in the statute and, as stated above, the DEIR cannot be published until such certification from the Governor.  After the Governor certifies the project, it is referred to the California Joint Legislative Budget Committee for review and concurrence or non-concurrence.  Within 30 days of receiving the determination, the Joint Budget Legislative Committee may concur or disagree.  If the committee fails to act, the project is deemed certified.  As mentioned above, two important prerequisites for certification are the greenhouse gas (“GHG”) analysis and the transportation study.  The transportation study requires a comparison of the proposed project to comparable projects, to demonstrate at least ten percent (10%) greater transportation efficiency than comparable projects.  On the GHG analysis, the Governor’s Guidelines for implementing A.B. 900 provide that the project sponsor must apply to the ARB to seek and obtain its approval of the proposed methodology for quantifying the net additional GHG emissions generated by the project.  After the ARB signs off on the methodology, the documentation that the project does not result in any net additional GHG emissions (both direct and indirect emissions from both construction and operations) is submitted to the ARB, which then has 60 days to determine whether the GHG neutrality requirement is met.





C.	Additional Procedural Requirements Applying to the Project Sponsor and Lead Agency





In addition to the certification process described above, A.B. 900 mandates that the project sponsor must notify the lead agency prior to the release of the Draft EIR of its election to proceed under A.B. 900.  As a consequence of this election, the lead agency has additional obligations set forth in CA Public Resource Code Sections 21186 and 21187.  Under that code section, the administrative record must be prepared (1) concurrently with the administrative process; (2) all documents and materials placed in the administrative record must be posted on an internet web site maintained by OCII commencing with the date of the DEIR release; (3) the lead agency must make available to the public in a readily accessible electronic format the DEIR and all documents submitted to or relied upon by the lead agency in preparing the DEIR; (4) a document prepared by the lead agency or submitted by the applicant after the date of the release of the DEIR that is part of the record of the proceedings shall be made available to the public in a readily accessible electronic format within five business days after the document is released or received by the lead agency; (5) the lead agency shall encourage written comments on the project to be submitted in a readily accessible electronic format and shall make any comment available to the public in a readily accessible electronic format within five days of its receipt; (6) within seven business days after the receipt that is NOT in an electronic format, the lead agency shall convert the comment into a readily accessible electronic format and make it available to the public in that format; (7) the lead agency shall certify the final administrative record within five days of approval of the project and (8) disputes pertaining to the record shall be resolved by the Superior Court  pursuant to CA Pub. Res. Code Section 21186.  Of these requirements, the timing of posting of comments to the website, and the additional requirement that all studies and materials that might otherwise be in an addendum or part of the record must also be posted, along with the DEIR, are additional requirements over and above the current practices of the City and presumably, OCII.  Currently, the City posts the DEIR on its website and also provides copies of all FEIR materials, but not within the time frames mandated by A.B. 900.  Further, while some background studies are included in the appendices of the EIRs and are therefore posted on the City’s website as a matter of course, some lengthy studies are simply maintained and available at the Planning Department for review and copying, and not posted on the website in the ordinary course of business.  In addition to the requirements set forth in Section 21186, Section 21187 requires the lead agency to (at the project sponsor’s expense) issue a public notice in no less than 12-point type stating:



“THE APPLICANT HAS ELECTED TO PROCEED UNDER CHAPTER 6.5 (COMMENCING WITH SECTION 21178) OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE, WHICH PROVIDES, AMONG OTHER THINGS, THAT ANY JUDICIAL ACTION CHALLENGING THE CERTIFICATION OF THE EIR OR THE APPROVAL OF THE PROJECT DESCRIBED IN THE EIR IS SUBJECT TO THE PROCEDURES SET FORTH IN SECTIONS 21185 TO 21186, INCLUSIVE OF THE PUBLC RESOURCES CODE.  A COPY OF CHAPTER 6.5 (COMMENCING WITH SECTION 21178) OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE IS INCLUDED BELOW.”





This notice must be distributed in accordance with the provisions of Public Resources Code §21092(b)(3).





D.	Sunset Provision





S.B. 743 extended the sunset date of A.B. 900 to January 1, 2017 (unless extended) and requires that to qualify for A.B. 900 treatment, a project certified by the Governor as a leadership project must be approved by the lead agency no later than January 1, 2016.
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: FW: 2014 07 02_AB900_Process_Memo_for_OCII.docx
Date: Saturday, July 26, 2014 11:47:00 AM
Attachments: 2014 07 02_AB900_Process_Memo_for_OCII.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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Murphy, Mary G. [mailto:MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com] 
Sent: Monday, July 14, 2014 10:38 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Morales, James (CII)
Cc: Sekhri, Neil; Kaufhauser@warriors.com; David Kelly (dkelly@warriors.com); Clarke Miller
(CMiller@stradasf.com)
Subject: 2014 07 02_AB900_Process_Memo_for_OCII.docx
 
Good Morning, here is the memo regarding AB 900 we discussed. It briefly outlines the procedural
requirements of the statute.  Please feel free to call me if you have any comments of questions. 
Best, Mary


This message may contain confidential and privileged information. If it has been sent to you
in error, please reply to advise the sender of the error and then immediately delete this
message.



mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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This memorandum summarizes the prerequisites for qualifying for expedited judicial review pursuant to A.B. 900, also known as the “Jobs and Economic Improvement Through Environmental Leadership Act”, codified at California Public Resources Code Section 21178-21189.3 (“A.B. 900”).  A.B. 900 was subsequently amended by S.B. 743 in late September, 2013.





A.B. 900, signed into law by Governor Brown in September 2011, was intended to facilitate private investment and job creation by streamlining and expediting judicial review for projects subject to a legal challenge under the California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”).  Originally, projects qualifying for A.B. 900 treatment that were challenged in court were directed to the Court of Appeal.  This provision of A.B. 900 was found to be unconstitutional in a prima facie challenge to the law, so in September, 2013, the California state legislature amended A.B. 900 through the passage of S.B. 743.  The amendments returned original jurisdiction of any legal challenges to the Superior Court and amended A.B. 900 to provide that both the trial and any appeal must be resolved in 270 days of the filing of the suit.  In order to qualify for A.B. 900’s expedited judicial review, the project must obtain certification from the Governor before publication of its Draft Environmental Impact Report (“DEIR) that the project qualifies as a leadership project under A.B. 900.  After qualifying for such treatment, the project must comply with certain additional requirements set forth in A.B. 900, some of which require the cooperation and action of the lead agency, which in the case of the proposed Golden State Warriors Arena is the Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure, the successor agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency (“OCII”).  The prerequisites for certification are discussed below.









I.  PROCESS





A.	The Arena Project is likely to qualify for A.B. 900 Treatment





First, the proposed project, including all its uses (arena, office, retail and other uses) (the “Arena Project” or “project”) should quality for A.B. 900 treatment because it meets the threshold characteristics of a “leadership” project because it is a residential, commercial, sports, cultural or entertainment use project that will result in a minimum investment of $100 million in California upon completion of construction.  California Public Resources Code Section 21183(b)(1).  Other requirements imposed by the statute include a number of provisions that are common in similar large projects in San Francisco, such as the requirement to pay prevailing wage, agreeing to enter into a binding agreement to implement all required mitigation measures, agreeing to pay the costs of preparation of the administrative record (an election often made by the project sponsor in a CEQA suit) and agreeing to pay the costs of the courts in hearing the case.  Id.  In addition, the project must show that:  (1) it will achieve a LEED silver certification; (2) it achieves 10 percent (10%) greater standard for transportation efficiency that “comparable projects”; (3) it is located in an urban in-fill site; (4) if the site is in a metropolitan planning organization for which a sustainable communities strategy (SCS) or alternative planning strategy is in place to achieve greenhouse gas emission reduction targets that has been accepted by the Air Resources Board, (which is the case in San Francisco) the project must be consistent with the SCS and (5) the project does not result in any net additional emission of greenhouse gases, including greenhouse gas emissions from employee transportation, as determined by the State Air Resources Board.  On the SCS issue, we have conferred with Chris Butcher, OCII’s outside counsel, and agree that the Arena Project is consistent with the applicable SCS, commonly known as the “Bay Plan.”  We also agree that the site is an infill development site, as that term is defined.  We will confer with OCII directly regarding the support for these determinations for the record.





B.	The Process for Certification by the Governor





To qualify for expedited judicial review under A.B. 900, the project must be certified by the Governor’s office before the publication of the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR), in accordance with the Governor’s Guidelines (although the Guidelines do provide for the use of AB 900 after the publication of the DEIR, provided the DEIR is re-circulated after the Governor’s certification) .   The application is submitted to the Governor’s office and they may request additional information.  The public may comment on the application any time within 30 days of its submittal or within 7 days of any supplemental information filed in support of the application.  The Governor is required by the statute to make available to the public any evidence or materials submitted in connection with the application at least 15 days prior to the Governor’s certification of the project.  Please note that no specific time frame for the Governor’s decision is set forth in the statute and, as stated above, the DEIR cannot be published until such certification from the Governor.  After the Governor certifies the project, it is referred to the California Joint Legislative Budget Committee for review and concurrence or non-concurrence.  Within 30 days of receiving the determination, the Joint Budget Legislative Committee may concur or disagree.  If the committee fails to act, the project is deemed certified.  As mentioned above, two important prerequisites for certification are the greenhouse gas (“GHG”) analysis and the transportation study.  The transportation study requires a comparison of the proposed project to comparable projects, to demonstrate at least ten percent (10%) greater transportation efficiency than comparable projects.  On the GHG analysis, the Governor’s Guidelines for implementing A.B. 900 provide that the project sponsor must apply to the ARB to seek and obtain its approval of the proposed methodology for quantifying the net additional GHG emissions generated by the project.  After the ARB signs off on the methodology, the documentation that the project does not result in any net additional GHG emissions (both direct and indirect emissions from both construction and operations) is submitted to the ARB, which then has 60 days to determine whether the GHG neutrality requirement is met.





C.	Additional Procedural Requirements Applying to the Project Sponsor and Lead Agency





In addition to the certification process described above, A.B. 900 mandates that the project sponsor must notify the lead agency prior to the release of the Draft EIR of its election to proceed under A.B. 900.  As a consequence of this election, the lead agency has additional obligations set forth in CA Public Resource Code Sections 21186 and 21187.  Under that code section, the administrative record must be prepared (1) concurrently with the administrative process; (2) all documents and materials placed in the administrative record must be posted on an internet web site maintained by OCII commencing with the date of the DEIR release; (3) the lead agency must make available to the public in a readily accessible electronic format the DEIR and all documents submitted to or relied upon by the lead agency in preparing the DEIR; (4) a document prepared by the lead agency or submitted by the applicant after the date of the release of the DEIR that is part of the record of the proceedings shall be made available to the public in a readily accessible electronic format within five business days after the document is released or received by the lead agency; (5) the lead agency shall encourage written comments on the project to be submitted in a readily accessible electronic format and shall make any comment available to the public in a readily accessible electronic format within five days of its receipt; (6) within seven business days after the receipt that is NOT in an electronic format, the lead agency shall convert the comment into a readily accessible electronic format and make it available to the public in that format; (7) the lead agency shall certify the final administrative record within five days of approval of the project and (8) disputes pertaining to the record shall be resolved by the Superior Court  pursuant to CA Pub. Res. Code Section 21186.  Of these requirements, the timing of posting of comments to the website, and the additional requirement that all studies and materials that might otherwise be in an addendum or part of the record must also be posted, along with the DEIR, are additional requirements over and above the current practices of the City and presumably, OCII.  Currently, the City posts the DEIR on its website and also provides copies of all FEIR materials, but not within the time frames mandated by A.B. 900.  Further, while some background studies are included in the appendices of the EIRs and are therefore posted on the City’s website as a matter of course, some lengthy studies are simply maintained and available at the Planning Department for review and copying, and not posted on the website in the ordinary course of business.  In addition to the requirements set forth in Section 21186, Section 21187 requires the lead agency to (at the project sponsor’s expense) issue a public notice in no less than 12-point type stating:



“THE APPLICANT HAS ELECTED TO PROCEED UNDER CHAPTER 6.5 (COMMENCING WITH SECTION 21178) OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE, WHICH PROVIDES, AMONG OTHER THINGS, THAT ANY JUDICIAL ACTION CHALLENGING THE CERTIFICATION OF THE EIR OR THE APPROVAL OF THE PROJECT DESCRIBED IN THE EIR IS SUBJECT TO THE PROCEDURES SET FORTH IN SECTIONS 21185 TO 21186, INCLUSIVE OF THE PUBLC RESOURCES CODE.  A COPY OF CHAPTER 6.5 (COMMENCING WITH SECTION 21178) OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE IS INCLUDED BELOW.”





This notice must be distributed in accordance with the provisions of Public Resources Code §21092(b)(3).





D.	Sunset Provision





S.B. 743 extended the sunset date of A.B. 900 to January 1, 2017 (unless extended) and requires that to qualify for A.B. 900 treatment, a project certified by the Governor as a leadership project must be approved by the lead agency no later than January 1, 2016.
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From: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Comments on Warriors
Date: Thursday, June 05, 2014 12:46:25 PM


Thanks. Will keep that in mind.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, June 05, 2014 11:36 AM
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Subject: Comments on Warriors
 
Josh – I took another look at Pedro’s comments that he provided you after yesterday’s meeting. 
Based on our discussion, I think that his comment under #1 to recognize the block pattern should
not be taken to mean we have to repeat exactly the same dimensions of the original 4 block pattern,
since the arena won’t fit, but rather the intent of breaking the superblock into smaller areas.
 
Also, a lot of the detail is explaining the existing requirements, such as height, and should not be
taken to mean that we should not look at appropriate changes, but rather identifying the areas that
may conflict with some of the initial concepts floated.
 
Thanks again for taking the lead on pulling together some talking points.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=EB8C9358E8A64753924516E9F7D79D44-JOSHUA SWITZKY

mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/






From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
Date: Thursday, June 19, 2014 10:13:00 AM


Is Jennifer ok with 4 hours of meetings on one day?  If so (and if it works with Jim) then we can do
it.  I have to run into a meeting, but will follow up with Jim if you don’t hear from him.  Depending on
the topic it will be Lila or Immanuel sitting in, but with the difficult scheduling, we need to just focus
on the core group and work the rest in.  Thanks for doing 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/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Wong, Phillip (MYR) 
Sent: Thursday, June 19, 2014 10:08 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); 'jim.morales@sfgov.org'; Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Cc: Jones, Natasha (OCII)
Subject: RE: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
 
That is quite the tiresome schedule.  It’s Jesse Blout, David Carlock, and David Kelly’s only availability
unfortunately.
 
Phillip C. Wong
--
Project Assistant |OEWD
Office: 415-554-6512
Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, June 19, 2014 10:06 AM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR); 'jim.morales@sfgov.org'; Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Cc: Jones, Natasha (OCII)
Subject: RE: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
 
We have a standing 2 hour meeting with the same team right before.  We could do it, but 4 hours
straight gets exhausting.  Who’s schedule is driving the times to know what flexibility we may have
(or not have).  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 



mailto:phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:phillip.c.wong@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/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Wong, Phillip (MYR) 
Sent: Thursday, June 19, 2014 9:55 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); 'jim.morales@sfgov.org'; Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Cc: Jones, Natasha (OCII)
Subject: RE: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
 
Hi Catherine, Jim and Immanuel,
 
Will this new proposed date and time work for you all?
 
-          Wednesdays, 3pm – 4:30pm at OCII
 
Natasha: Will it be possible to book a conference space at OCII for this meeting?
 
Thank you,
 
Phillip C. Wong
--
Project Assistant |OEWD
Office: 415-554-6512
Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
 


From: Wong, Phillip (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, June 17, 2014 10:08 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); 'jim.morales@sfgov.org'; Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); 'Jesse Blout
(jblout@stradasf.com)'; 'Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com)'; 'David Kelly'; David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
 
Hello all,
 
We have a new date and time to propose:


-          Wednesdays, 3pm – 4:30pm at OCII
 
Best regards,
 
Phillip C. Wong
--



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
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mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com
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mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com





Project Assistant |OEWD
Office: 415-554-6512
Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
 


From: Wong, Phillip (MYR) 
Sent: Monday, June 09, 2014 4:29 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); 'Jesse Blout
(jblout@stradasf.com)'; 'Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com)'; David Kelly; David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
 
Hello all,
 
Scheduling a standing bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting.  Kindly advise on the following dates and
times for next week, and standing from thereon:
 


-          Thursday, 12:30pm – 2pm
-          Friday, 12:30pm – 2pm


 
Best regards,
 
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
 



mailto:phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: FW: Arena land use
Date: Wednesday, June 18, 2014 9:15:37 AM
Attachments: Arena Land Use Summary.docx


Here you go.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Morales, James (OCII) 
Sent: Friday, May 30, 2014 6:17 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Arena land use
 
Catherine:
 
At last week’s meeting regarding environmental review for the GSW arena, I offered to provide a
summary of the land use authority for the arena in Mission Bay South.  Attached is a preliminary
draft summary for your review and possible use by the Planning Department if you are comfortable
with this approach.
 
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
 



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=619AB48309934C6CBD9C6E781E4D71D9-CATHERINE REILLY

mailto:immanuel.bereket@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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The Golden State Warriors (GSW) have proposed the development of a Sports and Entertainment Pavilion (“Arena”) on Blocks 29-32 in the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan (“Plan”).  One of the “major objectives” of the Plan is to “[p]rovid[e] flexibility in the development of the Plan Area to respond readily and appropriately to market conditions.” (Plan, § 103(E).)  Another objective of the Plan is to “[c]reate a vibrant urban community in Mission Bay South which incorporates a variety of uses including medical research, office, business services, retail, entertainment, hotel, light industrial, education, utility, housing, recreation and open space, and community facilities.” (Plan, § 104(A) [Objective 1].)  In an effort to achieve this objective, the Plan encourages the creation of “a variety of retail and other visitor-serving uses that benefit residents, workers and visitors, including regional retail, entertainment, recreational, and hotel uses.” (Plan, § 104(A) [Policy 3].)  In doing so, the Plan intends to “[m]aintain, enhance and diversify a sound and dynamic economic base for Mission Bay South and the City.” (Plan, § 104(E) [Objective 7].)  The Arena will assist in achieving these and other goals and policies in the Plan and is consistent with the general land uses included in the Plan.





Blocks 29-32 are located in Zone A of the Plan and are designated Commercial Industrial / Retail.  Within the Commercial Industrial / Retail designation, the Plan provides for a wide array of principal uses including: (1) Manufacturing (including office space and administrative uses associated therewith); (2) Institutions;  (3) Retail Sales and Services;  (4)  All Retail Sales and Services, including Bars and aerobic studios; (5)  Arts Activities and Spaces;  (6)  Office Use;  (7) Home and business services; (8)  Animal Care; (9)  Wholesaling; (10)  Automotive; and (11) Other Uses.  In addition to the above principal uses, the Plan authorizes certain secondary uses so long as the use (1) generally conforms to the redevelopment objectives and planning and design controls established pursuant to the Plan, (2) the Agency Executive Director determines the use will make a positive contribution to the character of the Plan area, and (3) the Executive Director finds  the secondary use, at the size and intensity contemplated and at the proposed location, will provide a development that is necessary or desirable for, and compatible with, the neighborhood or the community (Plan, § 302).  These secondary uses are 


       


(1) Institutions, including but not limited to: 


a. Local-Serving Child Care Facility


b. Social service/philanthropic facility 


c. Church/religious institution


d. Clinic for outpatient care


e. Post secondary school


f. Clubhouse


g. Lodge building


h. Meeting hall





(2) Assembly and Entertainment:


a. Nighttime Entertainment


b. Recreation building





(3) Other Uses:


a. Public structure or use of a nonindustrial character


 


[bookmark: _GoBack]Subject to the appropriate findings made by the Executive Director, the Arena is a secondary use under “Assembly and Entertainment” and “Public Structure or Use of a Nonindustrial Character.”  Specifically, two “Assembly and Entertainment” uses cover an Arena:  (1) Nighttime Entertainment, and (2) Recreation Building (Plan, § 302.4(B).  
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: "Sharpe, Catherine"
Subject: RE: Community list
Date: Sunday, June 08, 2014 2:59:00 PM


Thanks for pulling this all today. I talked with Corinne and she is good.  Turns out I think her big issue
is making sure she (and the CAC) knows what people’s concerns are so they can help lobby and
avoid late surprises.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Tuesday, June 03, 2014 11:07 AM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); MicroBusiness, Ablexis; Crawford, Douglas (douglas.crawford@qb3.org);
Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Paul Bianchi (pbianchi@illumina.com); Ruddock, Jennifer; Dorian Hirth
(dhirth@nektar.com); DJ Zaziski (dzaziski@siluriatech.com); Trina Ostrander; Stephen Richardson
(srichardson@are.com); 'Sedrick Spencer (Celgene)'; 'Jesse Blout'; John Halsey; Nick Toriello; Robert
Blazej; 'cmiller@strada.com'
Cc: Keenan, Meichiel
Subject: Community list
 
First, thank you all for making the time to meet last week.  We began what I hope will be a very
productive and exciting journey.  We look forward to future meetings.  As issues surface and plans
solidify we have agreed to reconvene the group.
 
I’m attaching the list of individuals who attended as well as a few who have expressed a serious
interest but were able to attend Wednesday’s meeting.  The names highlighted, Jesse, Jen and
Catherine, are the key contacts on behalf of the Warriors and the City of San Francisco.
 
If you have any questions and/or feel others should be added to the current list, please do let me
know.
 
Best regards,
 
Catherine
 
Catherine Sharpe
Director, Community Affairs
FibroGen, Inc.
409 Illinois Street
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San Francisco, CA 94158 USA
 Phone: (415) 978-1870
 Cell: (650) 278-5010
Email:  casharpe@fibrogen.com
www.fibrogen.com
       
This transmission contains information intended for the exclusive use of the individual or entity to whom it is
addressed and may contain information that is proprietary, privileged, confidential and/or exempt from
disclosure under applicable law.  
If you are not the intended recipient (or an employee or agent responsible for delivering this transmission to
the intended recipient), you are hereby notified that any copying, disclosure or distribution of this information
may be subject to legal action, restriction, or  sanction. If you have received this transmission in error, please
notify us immediately. Thank you. 
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From: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: RE: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
Date: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 2:22:46 PM


ok
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 2:22 PM
To: Hussain, Lila (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: RE: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
 
Jim is only available Thurs PMs, so I’m going to give them those times and we can see what happens
with HPSY for both of you.  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: Hussain, Lila (OCII) 
Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 2:00 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: RE: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
 
Wed 11-1pm
Thursday 11-12pm  (there is a slight chance Thursday afternoons will be opening  up as the
subdivision and mapping work  winds down)
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 3:16 PM
To: Hussain, Lila (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: FW: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
 
Please let me know your availability the times below.  I don’t know yet if both/either will be at each
meeting, or as needed, but want to have it be a time that works for you two as well.  I’ll forward our
times together.
 
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/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Wong, Phillip (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 3:14 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Clarke Miller; jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Jesse
Blout; David Kelly; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
 
Hi all,
 
Jennifer would prefer Wednesday or Thursday.  She is available as follows:
 


-          Wednesday, 10am – 1pm
-          Thursday, 10am – 3:30pm


 
Best regards,
 
Phillip C. Wong
--
Project Assistant |OEWD
Office: 415-554-6512
Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 2:56 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Wong, Phillip (MYR); jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Jesse Blout;
David Kelly; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
 
I have a standing meeting Monday’s from 12-1 at OCII that sometimes runs a bit late, but 1-2 should
work most times for a phone call (1.30 for a in-person).
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 2:35 PM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bereket, Immanuel (OCII);
Jesse Blout; David Kelly; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
 
The GSW team has a standing weekly meeting with the Warriors Owners every Thursday at noon,
and Friday’s are typically a challenge to coordinate among the various travel schedules of our team,
but may be a possibility. As a proposed alternative, we’ve continued to hold our previous slot of
Monday’s from 12:30-2pm – does that work for others too?
 
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Wong, Phillip (MYR) [mailto:phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, June 09, 2014 4:29 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Jesse Blout; Clarke
Miller; David Kelly; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
 
Hello all,
 
Scheduling a standing bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting.  Kindly advise on the following dates and
times for next week, and standing from thereon:
 


-        Thursday, 12:30pm – 2pm
-        Friday, 12:30pm – 2pm


 
Best regards,
 
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: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Hussain, Lila (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: RE: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
Date: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 2:21:00 PM


Jim is only available Thurs PMs, so I’m going to give them those times and we can see what happens
with HPSY for both of you.  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: Hussain, Lila (OCII) 
Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 2:00 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: RE: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
 
Wed 11-1pm
Thursday 11-12pm  (there is a slight chance Thursday afternoons will be opening  up as the
subdivision and mapping work  winds down)
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 3:16 PM
To: Hussain, Lila (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: FW: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
 
Please let me know your availability the times below.  I don’t know yet if both/either will be at each
meeting, or as needed, but want to have it be a time that works for you two as well.  I’ll forward our
times together.
 
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: Wong, Phillip (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 3:14 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Clarke Miller; jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Jesse
Blout; David Kelly; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
 
Hi all,
 
Jennifer would prefer Wednesday or Thursday.  She is available as follows:
 


-          Wednesday, 10am – 1pm
-          Thursday, 10am – 3:30pm


 
Best regards,
 
Phillip C. Wong
--
Project Assistant |OEWD
Office: 415-554-6512
Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 2:56 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Wong, Phillip (MYR); jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Jesse Blout;
David Kelly; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
 
I have a standing meeting Monday’s from 12-1 at OCII that sometimes runs a bit late, but 1-2 should
work most times for a phone call (1.30 for a in-person).
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 2:35 PM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bereket, Immanuel (OCII);
Jesse Blout; David Kelly; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
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Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
 
The GSW team has a standing weekly meeting with the Warriors Owners every Thursday at noon,
and Friday’s are typically a challenge to coordinate among the various travel schedules of our team,
but may be a possibility. As a proposed alternative, we’ve continued to hold our previous slot of
Monday’s from 12:30-2pm – does that work for others too?
 
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Wong, Phillip (MYR) [mailto:phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, June 09, 2014 4:29 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Jesse Blout; Clarke
Miller; David Kelly; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
 
Hello all,
 
Scheduling a standing bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting.  Kindly advise on the following dates and
times for next week, and standing from thereon:
 


-        Thursday, 12:30pm – 2pm
-        Friday, 12:30pm – 2pm


 
Best regards,
 
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: Tatiana Hayes
To: Jones, Natasha (CII)
Cc: Jose Vega-Boza; Reilly, Catherine (CII); Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: RE: Confirmed: Mission Bay Third Floor Room Reservations (Warriors Arena Design meetings)
Date: Monday, July 28, 2014 4:02:01 PM


Ok,
You welcome.
Tatiana


-----Original Message-----
From: Jones, Natasha (CII) [mailto:natasha.jones@sfgov.org]
Sent: Monday, July 28, 2014 3:40 PM
To: Tatiana Hayes
Cc: Jose Vega-Boza; Reilly, Catherine (CII); Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: Confirmed: Mission Bay Third Floor Room Reservations (Warriors Arena Design meetings)


Hi Tatiana,


Thx a lot for getting back to us so quickly! Thx for confirming all the dates.
Will get back to you with signed paperwork and the rest shortly.
Thx again!
Natasha


___________________________________________
NATASHA A. JONES
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
City and County of San Francisco
One South Van Ness, 5th Floor
San Francisco, California 94103
P 415.749.2470
F 415-749-2585
E natasha.jones@sfgov.org
Effective Monday, Jun 23rd, Lucinda Nguyen will assume the Commission/Oversight Board duties and
assist Executive Management on an interim basis.  Ms. Nguyen can be reached at
lucinda.nguyen@sfgov.org or 415-749-2458. Please contact her for any matters listed above.


-----Original Message-----
From: Tatiana Hayes [mailto:thayes@mercyhousing.org]
Sent: Monday, July 28, 2014 3:33 PM
To: Jones, Natasha (CII)
Cc: Jose Vega-Boza
Subject: RE: Mission Bay Third Floor Room Reservations (Request for the City to host the Warriors
Arena Design meetings)


Hi Natasha,
The 3rd. fl. Conference Room available for reservations for this dates.
For Saturdays and evening meetings we need 2 people for security (Anna and one more) Set up is ok.
Microphone, screen, tables chairs.
(We have no projector)
Adhesive tablecloth - I am not sure where this tablecloth is. Will see.
There is paper work, take a look.
There is clean up and set up fee.
Let me know if you have any questions.
Thank you,
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Tatiana


Tatiana Hayes
Activities Director/Common Area Coordinator Mercy Housing Managment Group / Mission Creek Senior
Community


Mercy Housing
225 Berry Street
San Francisco , CA, 94158
t - 415-896-2025 x 17
f - 415-896-5241
mercyhousing.org


-----Original Message-----
From: Jones, Natasha (CII) [mailto:natasha.jones@sfgov.org]
Sent: Monday, July 28, 2014 3:07 PM
To: Tatiana Hayes
Cc: Jose Vega-Boza
Subject: Mission Bay Third Floor Room Reservations (Request for the City to host the Warriors Arena
Design meetings)


Hi Tatiana and Jose,


I will be assisting Lila and Catherine to secure the Mission Creek Senior Community, Conference Room
(3rd floor) for the Warriors Arena Design meetings in the upcoming months.


We are looking to host 4 meetings. Tatiana has already confirmed the room availability for August 14
2014 (Thursday) at 3:30 pm-8:30 pm.
Please let me know if the Third Floor Room is available on the dates stated  below.


Below is also a list of room related issues  that need to be address as well. 


Location        Mission Bay Third Floor Room Reservation
Date            August 14 2014 (Thursday) - confirmed by Tatiana
Time            3:30 pm-8:30 pm (Meeting time: 5-8:30)


* This is the same CAC meeting, but on the 3rd floor instead of usual 1st floor


Date            August 16, 2014 (Sat)
Time            9-3:00pm - (Meeting time: 10-3:00)


* This is in addition to the CAC meeting on Thursday


Date            September 11, 2014 (Thursday)
Time            "3:30 pm-8:30 pm (Meeting time: 5-8:30)


* This is the same CAC meeting, but on the 3rd floor instead of usual 1st floor
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Date            September 13, 2014 (Saturday)
Time            9-3:00pm - (Meeting time: 10-3:00)
This is in addition to the CAC meeting on Thursday


Details:       
Equipment:
Screen
Podium
1 microphone
OCII will bring own projector and computer


Room set up:
(see attached)
Similar to Commission meeting on April 1, 2014 A couple of tables to comfortable seat (7) official CAC
members, so they can see the screen Reserve front row for the rest 8 CAC members (an estimate 15 
CAC members will attend the meeting)
1 table for public materials by the entrance (similar to commission) 


Estimated Number of Attendees:
50+
Front row seats reserved for CAC members


Adhesive tablecloth:
Please provide adhesive tablecloth( the one we used for the Commission meeting on April 1, 2014)


Workshop Monitoring:
Should I contact Ana Cortes directly to monitor (entrance from the 4th street) 930 4TH STREET There
will be only one monitor at the entrance.


Cost:
Please let us know what would be the fee (set up, cleaning)


Liability Insurance:
Do you need me to resend the one I sent for April 1,2014 Commission meeting?


Paperwork for room reservation:
Please send paper work to sign, if applicable


Thank you and please let me know if you have any questions.
___________________________________________
NATASHA A. JONES
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure City and County of San Francisco One South Van
Ness, 5th Floor San Francisco, California 94103 P 415.749.2470 F 415-749-2585 E
natasha.jones@sfgov.org


-----Original Message-----
From: Tatiana Hayes [mailto:thayes@mercyhousing.org]
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 12:11 PM
To: Hussain, Lila (CII)
Cc: Jose Vega-Boza; Mark Scalzo
Subject: RE: Third Floor swift conference room reservation for August 14th


Hi Lila,


I can confirm,
August 14th - available.
 But, because this is not business hours, you have to provide additional staff, who will open door for
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participants, (entrance from 4th street).
Also we don’t have projector on the 3rd. fl.
Let me know about how you would like set up tables and chairs, or you will need only chairs.
And if this meeting instead CAC? Or this is 2 different meetings?


Thank you,
Tatiana


-----Original Message-----
From: Hussain, Lila (CII) [mailto:lila.hussain@sfgov.org]
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 9:51 AM
To: Tatiana Hayes; Mark Scalzo
Cc: Jose Vega-Boza
Subject: RE: Third Floor swift conference room reservation for August 14th


Hi Jose, Tatiana and Mark,


Just wanted to follow-up on the request for the City to host the Warriors Arena Design meeting on
August 14th at 5:00pm on the Third Floor Conference. 


Can you confirm the reservation?


Best,


Lila
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: FW: Arena land use
Date: Wednesday, June 18, 2014 9:15:00 AM
Attachments: Arena Land Use Summary.docx


Here you go.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Morales, James (OCII) 
Sent: Friday, May 30, 2014 6:17 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Arena land use
 
Catherine:
 
At last week’s meeting regarding environmental review for the GSW arena, I offered to provide a
summary of the land use authority for the arena in Mission Bay South.  Attached is a preliminary
draft summary for your review and possible use by the Planning Department if you are comfortable
with this approach.
 
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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The Golden State Warriors (GSW) have proposed the development of a Sports and Entertainment Pavilion (“Arena”) on Blocks 29-32 in the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan (“Plan”).  One of the “major objectives” of the Plan is to “[p]rovid[e] flexibility in the development of the Plan Area to respond readily and appropriately to market conditions.” (Plan, § 103(E).)  Another objective of the Plan is to “[c]reate a vibrant urban community in Mission Bay South which incorporates a variety of uses including medical research, office, business services, retail, entertainment, hotel, light industrial, education, utility, housing, recreation and open space, and community facilities.” (Plan, § 104(A) [Objective 1].)  In an effort to achieve this objective, the Plan encourages the creation of “a variety of retail and other visitor-serving uses that benefit residents, workers and visitors, including regional retail, entertainment, recreational, and hotel uses.” (Plan, § 104(A) [Policy 3].)  In doing so, the Plan intends to “[m]aintain, enhance and diversify a sound and dynamic economic base for Mission Bay South and the City.” (Plan, § 104(E) [Objective 7].)  The Arena will assist in achieving these and other goals and policies in the Plan and is consistent with the general land uses included in the Plan.





Blocks 29-32 are located in Zone A of the Plan and are designated Commercial Industrial / Retail.  Within the Commercial Industrial / Retail designation, the Plan provides for a wide array of principal uses including: (1) Manufacturing (including office space and administrative uses associated therewith); (2) Institutions;  (3) Retail Sales and Services;  (4)  All Retail Sales and Services, including Bars and aerobic studios; (5)  Arts Activities and Spaces;  (6)  Office Use;  (7) Home and business services; (8)  Animal Care; (9)  Wholesaling; (10)  Automotive; and (11) Other Uses.  In addition to the above principal uses, the Plan authorizes certain secondary uses so long as the use (1) generally conforms to the redevelopment objectives and planning and design controls established pursuant to the Plan, (2) the Agency Executive Director determines the use will make a positive contribution to the character of the Plan area, and (3) the Executive Director finds  the secondary use, at the size and intensity contemplated and at the proposed location, will provide a development that is necessary or desirable for, and compatible with, the neighborhood or the community (Plan, § 302).  These secondary uses are 


       


(1) Institutions, including but not limited to: 


a. Local-Serving Child Care Facility


b. Social service/philanthropic facility 


c. Church/religious institution


d. Clinic for outpatient care


e. Post secondary school


f. Clubhouse


g. Lodge building


h. Meeting hall





(2) Assembly and Entertainment:


a. Nighttime Entertainment


b. Recreation building





(3) Other Uses:


a. Public structure or use of a nonindustrial character


 


[bookmark: _GoBack]Subject to the appropriate findings made by the Executive Director, the Arena is a secondary use under “Assembly and Entertainment” and “Public Structure or Use of a Nonindustrial Character.”  Specifically, two “Assembly and Entertainment” uses cover an Arena:  (1) Nighttime Entertainment, and (2) Recreation Building (Plan, § 302.4(B).  
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: FW: Arena land use
Date: Sunday, June 01, 2014 1:33:02 PM
Attachments: Arena Land Use Summary.docx


Attached is the summary of how the arena is an allowed secondary use per the Mission Bay South
Redevelopment Plan. 
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Morales, James (OCII) 
Sent: Friday, May 30, 2014 6:17 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Arena land use
 
Catherine:
 
At last week’s meeting regarding environmental review for the GSW arena, I offered to provide a
summary of the land use authority for the arena in Mission Bay South.  Attached is a preliminary
draft summary for your review and possible use by the Planning Department if you are comfortable
with this approach.
 
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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The Golden State Warriors (GSW) have proposed the development of a Sports and Entertainment Pavilion (“Arena”) on Blocks 29-32 in the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan (“Plan”).  One of the “major objectives” of the Plan is to “[p]rovid[e] flexibility in the development of the Plan Area to respond readily and appropriately to market conditions.” (Plan, § 103(E).)  Another objective of the Plan is to “[c]reate a vibrant urban community in Mission Bay South which incorporates a variety of uses including medical research, office, business services, retail, entertainment, hotel, light industrial, education, utility, housing, recreation and open space, and community facilities.” (Plan, § 104(A) [Objective 1].)  In an effort to achieve this objective, the Plan encourages the creation of “a variety of retail and other visitor-serving uses that benefit residents, workers and visitors, including regional retail, entertainment, recreational, and hotel uses.” (Plan, § 104(A) [Policy 3].)  In doing so, the Plan intends to “[m]aintain, enhance and diversify a sound and dynamic economic base for Mission Bay South and the City.” (Plan, § 104(E) [Objective 7].)  The Arena will assist in achieving these and other goals and policies in the Plan and is consistent with the general land uses included in the Plan.





Blocks 29-32 are located in Zone A of the Plan and are designated Commercial Industrial / Retail.  Within the Commercial Industrial / Retail designation, the Plan provides for a wide array of principal uses including: (1) Manufacturing (including office space and administrative uses associated therewith); (2) Institutions;  (3) Retail Sales and Services;  (4)  All Retail Sales and Services, including Bars and aerobic studios; (5)  Arts Activities and Spaces;  (6)  Office Use;  (7) Home and business services; (8)  Animal Care; (9)  Wholesaling; (10)  Automotive; and (11) Other Uses.  In addition to the above principal uses, the Plan authorizes certain secondary uses so long as the use (1) generally conforms to the redevelopment objectives and planning and design controls established pursuant to the Plan, (2) the Agency Executive Director determines the use will make a positive contribution to the character of the Plan area, and (3) the Executive Director finds  the secondary use, at the size and intensity contemplated and at the proposed location, will provide a development that is necessary or desirable for, and compatible with, the neighborhood or the community (Plan, § 302).  These secondary uses are 


       


(1) Institutions, including but not limited to: 


a. Local-Serving Child Care Facility


b. Social service/philanthropic facility 


c. Church/religious institution


d. Clinic for outpatient care


e. Post secondary school


f. Clubhouse


g. Lodge building


h. Meeting hall





(2) Assembly and Entertainment:


a. Nighttime Entertainment


b. Recreation building





(3) Other Uses:


a. Public structure or use of a nonindustrial character


 


[bookmark: _GoBack]Subject to the appropriate findings made by the Executive Director, the Arena is a secondary use under “Assembly and Entertainment” and “Public Structure or Use of a Nonindustrial Character.”  Specifically, two “Assembly and Entertainment” uses cover an Arena:  (1) Nighttime Entertainment, and (2) Recreation Building (Plan, § 302.4(B).  
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: RE: Confirming 6/16 Mayor mtg
Date: Thursday, June 12, 2014 8:37:00 AM


Sounds good – I left a VM for Adam about his availability for outreaching to Jesse/Clarke this
morning, otherwise I can call this afternoon. 
 
Jennifer - Have you had much/any interaction with UCSF on the Warriors deal?  To date, the most I
have officially discussed the project with their lower line staff is part of the CEQA process when we
have met to talk about the LRDP EIR in general, at which time they discussed their thought about
how they will recognize the change in circumstances in the document related to the Warriors. 
Otherwise, my understanding is that UCSF has been directly communicating with the Warriors on
the project coordination.  I will put down what limited interactions I have had later today and will
double check with Tiffany if she has had any other conversations.
 
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.
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Thursday, June 12, 2014 7:51 AM
To: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Fwd: Confirming 6/16 Mayor mtg
 
Can you two assemble notes. Background, process, rough timeframe and summary of city and
warrior contact with UCSF to date. For Warriors info, call Clarke or Jesse. This doesn't need to be a
novel. Thank you!!
 
Jennifer


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Rufo, Todd (MYR)" <todd.rufo@sfgov.org>
Date: June 11, 2014 at 5:56:40 PM EDT
To: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)" <jennifer.matz@sfgov.org>, "Rich, Ken (MYR)"
<ken.rich@sfgov.org>
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Subject: Fwd: Confirming 6/16 Mayor mtg


Ucsf chancellor meeting.  Can you send lani background notes in your areas.  


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Kent, Lani (MYR)" <lani.kent@sfgov.org>
Date: June 11, 2014 at 2:53:25 PM PDT
To: "Rufo, Todd (MYR)" <todd.rufo@sfgov.org>
Subject: FW: Confirming 6/16 Mayor mtg


The agenda items:
·         Research facility at SFGH
·         Communications with Warriors in planning around Mission Bay


facilities
·         Plans for their Laurel Heights campus


 
I’ll get the notes together and send to you for review. I probed for some
non-real estate agenda items and she didn’t bite, but that’s probably
because there’s so much development going on right now. Over time I
imagine this will shift. I’ll also look for a time to meet with her in person
and get a tour.
 
Lani Kent
Office of Mayor Edwin M. Lee
City and County of San Francisco
415.554.5262
Lani.kent@sfgov.org
 


From: Lin, Wendell 
Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 1:13 PM
To: Mooney, Beth
Cc: Rufo, Todd (MYR); Kent, Lani (MYR); Macaulay, Kirsten (MYR)
Subject: RE: Confirming 6/16 Mayor mtg
 


Thanks for the note, Beth.  Confirming Monday, June 16th, 2pm in the
Mayor’s Office.
 
 
Best,
 
Wendell Lin
Director of Scheduling
Office of Mayor Edwin M. Lee
City and County of San Francisco
1 Dr. Carlton B Goodlett Place, Room 200, San Francisco, CA 94102
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415.554.6174 | Wendell.Lin@sfgov.org
 


From: Mooney, Beth [mailto:bmooney@ucsf.edu] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 10:35 AM
To: Lin, Wendell
Subject: Confirming 6/16 Mayor mtg
 
Hi Wendell:  I’m just confirming this Monday’s meeting at 2:00 p.m.  with
Mayor Lee and UCSF’s Sam Hawgood and Barbara French.  Thanks, Beth
 
Beth Mooney
Business Manager,  Strategic Communications and University Relations 
University of California, San Francisco 
3333 California Street | Suite 103, Box 0462 | San Francisco, CA 94143-0462 
tel: 415/476-6134 | fax: 415/476-1729


_________________________________


Celebrating 150 Years of Research, Education and Patient
Care. ONLY UCSF 
ucsf.edu/150
 
Follow UCSF: 
www.twitter.com/ucsf
www.facebook.com/ucsf
www.youtube.com/ucsf  
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This communication and any attachments may contain confidential and
privileged information for the use of  the designated recipient/s named above. Distribution,
reproduction or any other use of  this  transmission by any party other than the intended recipients/s
is prohibited.


P Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail P
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Hussain, Lila (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: RE: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
Date: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 2:21:00 PM


Jim is only available Thurs PMs, so I’m going to give them those times and we can see what happens
with HPSY for both of you.  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: Hussain, Lila (OCII) 
Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 2:00 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: RE: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
 
Wed 11-1pm
Thursday 11-12pm  (there is a slight chance Thursday afternoons will be opening  up as the
subdivision and mapping work  winds down)
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 3:16 PM
To: Hussain, Lila (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: FW: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
 
Please let me know your availability the times below.  I don’t know yet if both/either will be at each
meeting, or as needed, but want to have it be a time that works for you two as well.  I’ll forward our
times together.
 
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: Wong, Phillip (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 3:14 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Clarke Miller; jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Jesse
Blout; David Kelly; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
 
Hi all,
 
Jennifer would prefer Wednesday or Thursday.  She is available as follows:
 


-          Wednesday, 10am – 1pm
-          Thursday, 10am – 3:30pm


 
Best regards,
 
Phillip C. Wong
--
Project Assistant |OEWD
Office: 415-554-6512
Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 2:56 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Wong, Phillip (MYR); jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Jesse Blout;
David Kelly; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
 
I have a standing meeting Monday’s from 12-1 at OCII that sometimes runs a bit late, but 1-2 should
work most times for a phone call (1.30 for a in-person).
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 2:35 PM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bereket, Immanuel (OCII);
Jesse Blout; David Kelly; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
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Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
 
The GSW team has a standing weekly meeting with the Warriors Owners every Thursday at noon,
and Friday’s are typically a challenge to coordinate among the various travel schedules of our team,
but may be a possibility. As a proposed alternative, we’ve continued to hold our previous slot of
Monday’s from 12:30-2pm – does that work for others too?
 
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Wong, Phillip (MYR) [mailto:phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, June 09, 2014 4:29 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Jesse Blout; Clarke
Miller; David Kelly; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
 
Hello all,
 
Scheduling a standing bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting.  Kindly advise on the following dates and
times for next week, and standing from thereon:
 


-        Thursday, 12:30pm – 2pm
-        Friday, 12:30pm – 2pm


 
Best regards,
 
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: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: RE: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
Date: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 1:59:33 PM


Wed 11-1pm
Thursday 11-12pm  (there is a slight chance Thursday afternoons will be opening  up as the
subdivision and mapping work  winds down)
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 3:16 PM
To: Hussain, Lila (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: FW: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
 
Please let me know your availability the times below.  I don’t know yet if both/either will be at each
meeting, or as needed, but want to have it be a time that works for you two as well.  I’ll forward our
times together.
 
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: Wong, Phillip (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 3:14 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Clarke Miller; jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Jesse
Blout; David Kelly; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
 
Hi all,
 
Jennifer would prefer Wednesday or Thursday.  She is available as follows:
 


-          Wednesday, 10am – 1pm
-          Thursday, 10am – 3:30pm


 
Best regards,
 
Phillip C. Wong
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--
Project Assistant |OEWD
Office: 415-554-6512
Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 2:56 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Wong, Phillip (MYR); jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Jesse Blout;
David Kelly; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
 
I have a standing meeting Monday’s from 12-1 at OCII that sometimes runs a bit late, but 1-2 should
work most times for a phone call (1.30 for a in-person).
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 2:35 PM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bereket, Immanuel (OCII);
Jesse Blout; David Kelly; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
 
The GSW team has a standing weekly meeting with the Warriors Owners every Thursday at noon,
and Friday’s are typically a challenge to coordinate among the various travel schedules of our team,
but may be a possibility. As a proposed alternative, we’ve continued to hold our previous slot of
Monday’s from 12:30-2pm – does that work for others too?
 
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Wong, Phillip (MYR) [mailto:phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, June 09, 2014 4:29 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Jesse Blout; Clarke
Miller; David Kelly; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
 
Hello all,
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Scheduling a standing bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting.  Kindly advise on the following dates and
times for next week, and standing from thereon:
 


-        Thursday, 12:30pm – 2pm
-        Friday, 12:30pm – 2pm


 
Best regards,
 
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: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Miller, Don (DPW)
Subject: RE: Contact Don Miller
Date: Saturday, July 26, 2014 12:54:00 PM


Thanks, Don!


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014


-----Original Message-----
From: Miller, Don [mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org]
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 2:28 PM
To: 'Kate Aufhauser'; 'cmiller@stradasf.com'
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Contact Don Miller


Kate and Clarke,


Attached per your request please find the following:


1.      Blocks 29-32, Tentative Map. (This was the original submittal and has expired)
2.      Blocks 29-32, Executed Conditions of Approval (While this was approved at one time, it has
expired and you have a different project)
3.      Blocks 2-7 & 13, Executed PIA (This is a sample that you asked for but your project will be
significantly different)
4.      Block 1, Draft PIA (This is more like your project but as is, it is a proposal by Strada and it is
being reviewed by the City and you will benefit from review of a future edition of this document and
discussions with MBDG.)


Let me know if I can provide further assistance.


Don


Donald  Miller, P.E.
Infrastructure Task Force
30 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 4200
San Francisco, CA 94102
office - 415-581-2570
cell - 925-286-0551


-----Original Message-----
From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com]
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 1:26 PM
To: Miller, Don; Reilly, Catherine
Cc: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: Contact Don Miller



mailto:don.miller@sfdpw.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org

mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com





Hi Don,
Thanks once again for your time yesterday to walk us through the mapping & PIA process. Your
overview was extremely helpful.


We have a few action items on our end, including working the steps you listed into our entitlements
schedule. In the meantime, we'll look out for the ARE tentative map for Blocks 29-32, the Block 1 PIA,
and contact info for Captain Baulmy from you. Please let me know if there's anything I'm missing or any
other reference items that may be of use to us.


All the best,
Kate


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


-----Original Message-----
From: Miller, Don [mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org]
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 5:00 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kate Aufhauser
Subject: Re: Contact Don Miller


Thanks


On Jul 17, 2014, at 4:58 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


> I can host here.
>
> Catherine Reilly
> Project Manager
> Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
>    Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Miller, Don [mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org]
> Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:56 PM
> To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
> Cc: Clarke Miller; Kate Aufhauser
> Subject: Re: Contact Don Miller
>
> I prefer to go to Strada or OCII
>
>
>
> On Jul 17, 2014, at 4:40 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:
>
>> Thursday the 24th at 1PM works for me.
>>
>> Don - do you want to host?
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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/
>>
>>
>> -----Original Message-----
>> From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
>> Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:27 PM
>> To: Kate Aufhauser; Miller, Don (DPW)
>> Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
>> Subject: RE: Contact Don Miller
>>
>> Likewise, so let's say 1pm if that works for Catherine too. Let us know where you'd like to meet.
>> Thanks,
>> Clarke
>>
>> -----Original Message-----
>> From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com]
>> Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:25 PM
>> To: 'Miller, Don'; Clarke Miller
>> Cc: Reilly, Catherine
>> Subject: RE: Contact Don Miller
>>
>> Either works for me. Thanks, Don. Looking forward to diving in on this.
>>
>> Kate Aufhauser
>>
>> Kate Aufhauser Project Analyst
>> Golden State Warriors
>> Direct 510.986.5419
>> Cell 202.230.2642
>> 1011 Broadway | Oakland, CA | 94607
>>
>>
>>
>> -----Original Message-----
>> From: Miller, Don [mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org]
>> Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:11 PM
>> To: Clarke Miller
>> Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Reilly, Catherine
>> Subject: Re: Contact Don Miller
>>
>> Ok. Does 1 pm or 4 pm work?
>>
>>
>>
>> On Jul 17, 2014, at 4:08 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
>>
>>> Sure. Does next Thursday afternoon work for you?
>>> Clarke
>>>
>>> -----Original Message-----
>>> From: Miller, Don [mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org]
>>> Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 3:48 PM
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>>> To: Clarke Miller
>>> Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); Reilly, Catherine
>>> Subject: Re: Contact Don Miller
>>>
>>> I am on vacation that week but could phone in.  I would rather meet in person.  Any chance for
next week?
>>>
>>>
>>>
>>> On Jul 17, 2014, at 3:25 PM, "Clarke Miller"
<CMiller@stradasf.com<mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com>> wrote:
>>>
>>> Likewise, Don, and thanks for sending your contact info. Do you have time during the week of July
28 (Monday or Tuesday afternoons work for us) to meet and get an overview on the tentative and final
map process?
>>> Thanks,
>>> Clarke
>>>
>>> Clarke Miller
>>> Strada Investment Group
>>> 101 Mission Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
>>> Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
>>> Email: cmiller@stradasf.com<mailto:cmiller@stradasf.com>
>>>
>>> From: Miller, Don [mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org]
>>> Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 10:08 AM
>>> To: Clarke Miller
>>> Subject: Contact Don Miller
>>>
>>> Clarke
>>>
>>> It was nice to meet you yesterday.  My contact information is below.
>>>
>>> Regards,
>>> Don
>>>
>>> Donald  Miller, P.E.
>>> Infrastructure Task Force
>>> 30 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 4200
>>> San Francisco, CA 94102
>>> office - 415-581-2570
>>> cell - 925-286-0551
>>> email - don.miller@sfdpw.org<mailto:don.miller@sfdpw.org>
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: FW: Arena land use
Date: Sunday, June 01, 2014 1:33:02 PM
Attachments: Arena Land Use Summary.docx


Attached is the summary of how the arena is an allowed secondary use per the Mission Bay South
Redevelopment Plan. 
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Morales, James (OCII) 
Sent: Friday, May 30, 2014 6:17 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Arena land use
 
Catherine:
 
At last week’s meeting regarding environmental review for the GSW arena, I offered to provide a
summary of the land use authority for the arena in Mission Bay South.  Attached is a preliminary
draft summary for your review and possible use by the Planning Department if you are comfortable
with this approach.
 
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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The Golden State Warriors (GSW) have proposed the development of a Sports and Entertainment Pavilion (“Arena”) on Blocks 29-32 in the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan (“Plan”).  One of the “major objectives” of the Plan is to “[p]rovid[e] flexibility in the development of the Plan Area to respond readily and appropriately to market conditions.” (Plan, § 103(E).)  Another objective of the Plan is to “[c]reate a vibrant urban community in Mission Bay South which incorporates a variety of uses including medical research, office, business services, retail, entertainment, hotel, light industrial, education, utility, housing, recreation and open space, and community facilities.” (Plan, § 104(A) [Objective 1].)  In an effort to achieve this objective, the Plan encourages the creation of “a variety of retail and other visitor-serving uses that benefit residents, workers and visitors, including regional retail, entertainment, recreational, and hotel uses.” (Plan, § 104(A) [Policy 3].)  In doing so, the Plan intends to “[m]aintain, enhance and diversify a sound and dynamic economic base for Mission Bay South and the City.” (Plan, § 104(E) [Objective 7].)  The Arena will assist in achieving these and other goals and policies in the Plan and is consistent with the general land uses included in the Plan.





Blocks 29-32 are located in Zone A of the Plan and are designated Commercial Industrial / Retail.  Within the Commercial Industrial / Retail designation, the Plan provides for a wide array of principal uses including: (1) Manufacturing (including office space and administrative uses associated therewith); (2) Institutions;  (3) Retail Sales and Services;  (4)  All Retail Sales and Services, including Bars and aerobic studios; (5)  Arts Activities and Spaces;  (6)  Office Use;  (7) Home and business services; (8)  Animal Care; (9)  Wholesaling; (10)  Automotive; and (11) Other Uses.  In addition to the above principal uses, the Plan authorizes certain secondary uses so long as the use (1) generally conforms to the redevelopment objectives and planning and design controls established pursuant to the Plan, (2) the Agency Executive Director determines the use will make a positive contribution to the character of the Plan area, and (3) the Executive Director finds  the secondary use, at the size and intensity contemplated and at the proposed location, will provide a development that is necessary or desirable for, and compatible with, the neighborhood or the community (Plan, § 302).  These secondary uses are 


       


(1) Institutions, including but not limited to: 


a. Local-Serving Child Care Facility


b. Social service/philanthropic facility 


c. Church/religious institution


d. Clinic for outpatient care


e. Post secondary school


f. Clubhouse


g. Lodge building


h. Meeting hall





(2) Assembly and Entertainment:


a. Nighttime Entertainment


b. Recreation building





(3) Other Uses:


a. Public structure or use of a nonindustrial character


 


[bookmark: _GoBack]Subject to the appropriate findings made by the Executive Director, the Arena is a secondary use under “Assembly and Entertainment” and “Public Structure or Use of a Nonindustrial Character.”  Specifically, two “Assembly and Entertainment” uses cover an Arena:  (1) Nighttime Entertainment, and (2) Recreation Building (Plan, § 302.4(B).  
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From: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: RE: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
Date: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 1:59:32 PM


Wed 11-1pm
Thursday 11-12pm  (there is a slight chance Thursday afternoons will be opening  up as the
subdivision and mapping work  winds down)
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 3:16 PM
To: Hussain, Lila (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: FW: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
 
Please let me know your availability the times below.  I don’t know yet if both/either will be at each
meeting, or as needed, but want to have it be a time that works for you two as well.  I’ll forward our
times together.
 
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: Wong, Phillip (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 3:14 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Clarke Miller; jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Jesse
Blout; David Kelly; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
 
Hi all,
 
Jennifer would prefer Wednesday or Thursday.  She is available as follows:
 


-          Wednesday, 10am – 1pm
-          Thursday, 10am – 3:30pm


 
Best regards,
 
Phillip C. Wong
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--
Project Assistant |OEWD
Office: 415-554-6512
Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 2:56 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Wong, Phillip (MYR); jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Jesse Blout;
David Kelly; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
 
I have a standing meeting Monday’s from 12-1 at OCII that sometimes runs a bit late, but 1-2 should
work most times for a phone call (1.30 for a in-person).
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 2:35 PM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bereket, Immanuel (OCII);
Jesse Blout; David Kelly; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
 
The GSW team has a standing weekly meeting with the Warriors Owners every Thursday at noon,
and Friday’s are typically a challenge to coordinate among the various travel schedules of our team,
but may be a possibility. As a proposed alternative, we’ve continued to hold our previous slot of
Monday’s from 12:30-2pm – does that work for others too?
 
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Wong, Phillip (MYR) [mailto:phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, June 09, 2014 4:29 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Jesse Blout; Clarke
Miller; David Kelly; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
 
Hello all,
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Scheduling a standing bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting.  Kindly advise on the following dates and
times for next week, and standing from thereon:
 


-        Thursday, 12:30pm – 2pm
-        Friday, 12:30pm – 2pm


 
Best regards,
 
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: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: "Clarke Miller"; Miller, Don (DPW)
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: Contact Don Miller
Date: Thursday, July 17, 2014 3:45:00 PM


If the schedule works, I’d love to sit in so that I can make sure I understand the timing, etc.  Hope
I’m not crashing.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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, July 17, 2014 3:25 PM
To: Miller, Don (DPW)
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Contact Don Miller
 
Likewise, Don, and thanks for sending your contact info. Do you have time during the week of July
28 (Monday or Tuesday afternoons work for us) to meet and get an overview on the tentative and
final map process?
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
101 Mission Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
 


From: Miller, Don [mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org] 
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 10:08 AM
To: Clarke Miller
Subject: Contact Don Miller
 
Clarke
 
It was nice to meet you yesterday.  My contact information is below.
 
Regards,
Don
 
Donald  Miller, P.E.
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Infrastructure Task Force
30 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 4200
San Francisco, CA 94102
office - 415-581-2570
cell - 925-286-0551
email - don.miller@sfdpw.org
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Kern, Chris (CPC); Bollinger, Brett (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: FW: Arena land use
Date: Sunday, June 01, 2014 1:33:03 PM
Attachments: Arena Land Use Summary.docx


Attached is the summary of how the arena is an allowed secondary use per the Mission Bay South
Redevelopment Plan. 
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Morales, James (OCII) 
Sent: Friday, May 30, 2014 6:17 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Arena land use
 
Catherine:
 
At last week’s meeting regarding environmental review for the GSW arena, I offered to provide a
summary of the land use authority for the arena in Mission Bay South.  Attached is a preliminary
draft summary for your review and possible use by the Planning Department if you are comfortable
with this approach.
 
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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The Golden State Warriors (GSW) have proposed the development of a Sports and Entertainment Pavilion (“Arena”) on Blocks 29-32 in the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan (“Plan”).  One of the “major objectives” of the Plan is to “[p]rovid[e] flexibility in the development of the Plan Area to respond readily and appropriately to market conditions.” (Plan, § 103(E).)  Another objective of the Plan is to “[c]reate a vibrant urban community in Mission Bay South which incorporates a variety of uses including medical research, office, business services, retail, entertainment, hotel, light industrial, education, utility, housing, recreation and open space, and community facilities.” (Plan, § 104(A) [Objective 1].)  In an effort to achieve this objective, the Plan encourages the creation of “a variety of retail and other visitor-serving uses that benefit residents, workers and visitors, including regional retail, entertainment, recreational, and hotel uses.” (Plan, § 104(A) [Policy 3].)  In doing so, the Plan intends to “[m]aintain, enhance and diversify a sound and dynamic economic base for Mission Bay South and the City.” (Plan, § 104(E) [Objective 7].)  The Arena will assist in achieving these and other goals and policies in the Plan and is consistent with the general land uses included in the Plan.





Blocks 29-32 are located in Zone A of the Plan and are designated Commercial Industrial / Retail.  Within the Commercial Industrial / Retail designation, the Plan provides for a wide array of principal uses including: (1) Manufacturing (including office space and administrative uses associated therewith); (2) Institutions;  (3) Retail Sales and Services;  (4)  All Retail Sales and Services, including Bars and aerobic studios; (5)  Arts Activities and Spaces;  (6)  Office Use;  (7) Home and business services; (8)  Animal Care; (9)  Wholesaling; (10)  Automotive; and (11) Other Uses.  In addition to the above principal uses, the Plan authorizes certain secondary uses so long as the use (1) generally conforms to the redevelopment objectives and planning and design controls established pursuant to the Plan, (2) the Agency Executive Director determines the use will make a positive contribution to the character of the Plan area, and (3) the Executive Director finds  the secondary use, at the size and intensity contemplated and at the proposed location, will provide a development that is necessary or desirable for, and compatible with, the neighborhood or the community (Plan, § 302).  These secondary uses are 


       


(1) Institutions, including but not limited to: 


a. Local-Serving Child Care Facility


b. Social service/philanthropic facility 


c. Church/religious institution


d. Clinic for outpatient care


e. Post secondary school


f. Clubhouse


g. Lodge building


h. Meeting hall





(2) Assembly and Entertainment:


a. Nighttime Entertainment


b. Recreation building





(3) Other Uses:


a. Public structure or use of a nonindustrial character


 


[bookmark: _GoBack]Subject to the appropriate findings made by the Executive Director, the Arena is a secondary use under “Assembly and Entertainment” and “Public Structure or Use of a Nonindustrial Character.”  Specifically, two “Assembly and Entertainment” uses cover an Arena:  (1) Nighttime Entertainment, and (2) Recreation Building (Plan, § 302.4(B).  
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From: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: RE: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
Date: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 3:57:34 PM


Monday available any time except 10 am – 12 pm.
Thursday, available until noon or after 3 pm.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 3:16 PM
To: Hussain, Lila (OCII); Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: FW: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
 
Please let me know your availability the times below.  I don’t know yet if both/either will be at each
meeting, or as needed, but want to have it be a time that works for you two as well.  I’ll forward our
times together.
 
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: Wong, Phillip (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 3:14 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Clarke Miller; jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Jesse
Blout; David Kelly; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
 
Hi all,
 
Jennifer would prefer Wednesday or Thursday.  She is available as follows:
 


-          Wednesday, 10am – 1pm
-          Thursday, 10am – 3:30pm


 
Best regards,
 
Phillip C. Wong
--
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Project Assistant |OEWD
Office: 415-554-6512
Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 2:56 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Wong, Phillip (MYR); jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Jesse Blout;
David Kelly; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
 
I have a standing meeting Monday’s from 12-1 at OCII that sometimes runs a bit late, but 1-2 should
work most times for a phone call (1.30 for a in-person).
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 2:35 PM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bereket, Immanuel (OCII);
Jesse Blout; David Kelly; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
 
The GSW team has a standing weekly meeting with the Warriors Owners every Thursday at noon,
and Friday’s are typically a challenge to coordinate among the various travel schedules of our team,
but may be a possibility. As a proposed alternative, we’ve continued to hold our previous slot of
Monday’s from 12:30-2pm – does that work for others too?
 
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Wong, Phillip (MYR) [mailto:phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, June 09, 2014 4:29 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Jesse Blout; Clarke
Miller; David Kelly; David Carlock (david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
 
Hello all,
 
Scheduling a standing bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting.  Kindly advise on the following dates and
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times for next week, and standing from thereon:
 


-        Thursday, 12:30pm – 2pm
-        Friday, 12:30pm – 2pm


 
Best regards,
 
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: Miller, Don
To: "Kate Aufhauser"; "cmiller@stradasf.com"
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Contact Don Miller
Date: Friday, July 25, 2014 2:54:54 PM


You are welcome and happy weekend to all.


Donald  Miller, P.E.
Infrastructure Task Force
30 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 4200
San Francisco, CA 94102
office - 415-581-2570
cell - 925-286-0551


-----Original Message-----
From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com]
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 2:46 PM
To: Miller, Don; 'cmiller@stradasf.com'
Cc: Reilly, Catherine
Subject: RE: Contact Don Miller


Great. Thanks for the quick reply, Don. Enjoy your weekend.


Kate


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


-----Original Message-----
From: Miller, Don [mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org]
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 2:28 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; 'cmiller@stradasf.com'
Cc: Reilly, Catherine
Subject: RE: Contact Don Miller


Kate and Clarke,


Attached per your request please find the following:


1.      Blocks 29-32, Tentative Map. (This was the original submittal and has expired)
2.      Blocks 29-32, Executed Conditions of Approval (While this was approved at one time, it has
expired and you have a different project)
3.      Blocks 2-7 & 13, Executed PIA (This is a sample that you asked for but your project will be
significantly different)
4.      Block 1, Draft PIA (This is more like your project but as is, it is a proposal by Strada and it is
being reviewed by the City and you will benefit from review of a future edition of this document and
discussions with MBDG.)


Let me know if I can provide further assistance.


Don
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Donald  Miller, P.E.
Infrastructure Task Force
30 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 4200
San Francisco, CA 94102
office - 415-581-2570
cell - 925-286-0551


-----Original Message-----
From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com]
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 1:26 PM
To: Miller, Don; Reilly, Catherine
Cc: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: Contact Don Miller


Hi Don,
Thanks once again for your time yesterday to walk us through the mapping & PIA process. Your
overview was extremely helpful.


We have a few action items on our end, including working the steps you listed into our entitlements
schedule. In the meantime, we'll look out for the ARE tentative map for Blocks 29-32, the Block 1 PIA,
and contact info for Captain Baulmy from you. Please let me know if there's anything I'm missing or any
other reference items that may be of use to us.


All the best,
Kate


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


-----Original Message-----
From: Miller, Don [mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org]
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 5:00 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kate Aufhauser
Subject: Re: Contact Don Miller


Thanks


On Jul 17, 2014, at 4:58 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


> I can host here.
>
> Catherine Reilly
> Project Manager
> Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
>    Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Miller, Don [mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org]
> Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:56 PM
> To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
> Cc: Clarke Miller; Kate Aufhauser
> Subject: Re: Contact Don Miller
>
> I prefer to go to Strada or OCII
>
>
>
> On Jul 17, 2014, at 4:40 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:
>
>> Thursday the 24th at 1PM works for me.
>>
>> Don - do you want to host?
>>
>> Catherine Reilly
>> Project Manager
>> Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
>>   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
>> Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:27 PM
>> To: Kate Aufhauser; Miller, Don (DPW)
>> Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
>> Subject: RE: Contact Don Miller
>>
>> Likewise, so let's say 1pm if that works for Catherine too. Let us know where you'd like to meet.
>> Thanks,
>> Clarke
>>
>> -----Original Message-----
>> From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com]
>> Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:25 PM
>> To: 'Miller, Don'; Clarke Miller
>> Cc: Reilly, Catherine
>> Subject: RE: Contact Don Miller
>>
>> Either works for me. Thanks, Don. Looking forward to diving in on this.
>>
>> Kate Aufhauser
>>
>> Kate Aufhauser Project Analyst
>> Golden State Warriors
>> Direct 510.986.5419
>> Cell 202.230.2642
>> 1011 Broadway | Oakland, CA | 94607
>>
>>
>>
>> -----Original Message-----
>> From: Miller, Don [mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org]
>> Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:11 PM
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>> To: Clarke Miller
>> Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Reilly, Catherine
>> Subject: Re: Contact Don Miller
>>
>> Ok. Does 1 pm or 4 pm work?
>>
>>
>>
>> On Jul 17, 2014, at 4:08 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
>>
>>> Sure. Does next Thursday afternoon work for you?
>>> Clarke
>>>
>>> -----Original Message-----
>>> From: Miller, Don [mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org]
>>> Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 3:48 PM
>>> To: Clarke Miller
>>> Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); Reilly, Catherine
>>> Subject: Re: Contact Don Miller
>>>
>>> I am on vacation that week but could phone in.  I would rather meet in person.  Any chance for
next week?
>>>
>>>
>>>
>>> On Jul 17, 2014, at 3:25 PM, "Clarke Miller"
<CMiller@stradasf.com<mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com>> wrote:
>>>
>>> Likewise, Don, and thanks for sending your contact info. Do you have time during the week of July
28 (Monday or Tuesday afternoons work for us) to meet and get an overview on the tentative and final
map process?
>>> Thanks,
>>> Clarke
>>>
>>> Clarke Miller
>>> Strada Investment Group
>>> 101 Mission Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
>>> Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
>>> Email: cmiller@stradasf.com<mailto:cmiller@stradasf.com>
>>>
>>> From: Miller, Don [mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org]
>>> Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 10:08 AM
>>> To: Clarke Miller
>>> Subject: Contact Don Miller
>>>
>>> Clarke
>>>
>>> It was nice to meet you yesterday.  My contact information is below.
>>>
>>> Regards,
>>> Don
>>>
>>> Donald  Miller, P.E.
>>> Infrastructure Task Force
>>> 30 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 4200
>>> San Francisco, CA 94102
>>> office - 415-581-2570
>>> cell - 925-286-0551
>>> email - don.miller@sfdpw.org<mailto:don.miller@sfdpw.org>
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Subject: FW: Arena land use
Date: Wednesday, June 18, 2014 9:15:37 AM
Attachments: Arena Land Use Summary.docx


Here you go.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Morales, James (OCII) 
Sent: Friday, May 30, 2014 6:17 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Arena land use
 
Catherine:
 
At last week’s meeting regarding environmental review for the GSW arena, I offered to provide a
summary of the land use authority for the arena in Mission Bay South.  Attached is a preliminary
draft summary for your review and possible use by the Planning Department if you are comfortable
with this approach.
 
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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The Golden State Warriors (GSW) have proposed the development of a Sports and Entertainment Pavilion (“Arena”) on Blocks 29-32 in the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan (“Plan”).  One of the “major objectives” of the Plan is to “[p]rovid[e] flexibility in the development of the Plan Area to respond readily and appropriately to market conditions.” (Plan, § 103(E).)  Another objective of the Plan is to “[c]reate a vibrant urban community in Mission Bay South which incorporates a variety of uses including medical research, office, business services, retail, entertainment, hotel, light industrial, education, utility, housing, recreation and open space, and community facilities.” (Plan, § 104(A) [Objective 1].)  In an effort to achieve this objective, the Plan encourages the creation of “a variety of retail and other visitor-serving uses that benefit residents, workers and visitors, including regional retail, entertainment, recreational, and hotel uses.” (Plan, § 104(A) [Policy 3].)  In doing so, the Plan intends to “[m]aintain, enhance and diversify a sound and dynamic economic base for Mission Bay South and the City.” (Plan, § 104(E) [Objective 7].)  The Arena will assist in achieving these and other goals and policies in the Plan and is consistent with the general land uses included in the Plan.





Blocks 29-32 are located in Zone A of the Plan and are designated Commercial Industrial / Retail.  Within the Commercial Industrial / Retail designation, the Plan provides for a wide array of principal uses including: (1) Manufacturing (including office space and administrative uses associated therewith); (2) Institutions;  (3) Retail Sales and Services;  (4)  All Retail Sales and Services, including Bars and aerobic studios; (5)  Arts Activities and Spaces;  (6)  Office Use;  (7) Home and business services; (8)  Animal Care; (9)  Wholesaling; (10)  Automotive; and (11) Other Uses.  In addition to the above principal uses, the Plan authorizes certain secondary uses so long as the use (1) generally conforms to the redevelopment objectives and planning and design controls established pursuant to the Plan, (2) the Agency Executive Director determines the use will make a positive contribution to the character of the Plan area, and (3) the Executive Director finds  the secondary use, at the size and intensity contemplated and at the proposed location, will provide a development that is necessary or desirable for, and compatible with, the neighborhood or the community (Plan, § 302).  These secondary uses are 


       


(1) Institutions, including but not limited to: 


a. Local-Serving Child Care Facility


b. Social service/philanthropic facility 


c. Church/religious institution


d. Clinic for outpatient care


e. Post secondary school


f. Clubhouse


g. Lodge building


h. Meeting hall





(2) Assembly and Entertainment:


a. Nighttime Entertainment


b. Recreation building





(3) Other Uses:


a. Public structure or use of a nonindustrial character


 


[bookmark: _GoBack]Subject to the appropriate findings made by the Executive Director, the Arena is a secondary use under “Assembly and Entertainment” and “Public Structure or Use of a Nonindustrial Character.”  Specifically, two “Assembly and Entertainment” uses cover an Arena:  (1) Nighttime Entertainment, and (2) Recreation Building (Plan, § 302.4(B).  
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From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Miller, Don (DPW); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: Contact Don Miller
Date: Friday, July 25, 2014 1:27:39 PM


Hi Don,
Thanks once again for your time yesterday to walk us through the mapping & PIA process. Your
overview was extremely helpful.


We have a few action items on our end, including working the steps you listed into our entitlements
schedule. In the meantime, we'll look out for the ARE tentative map for Blocks 29-32, the Block 1 PIA,
and contact info for Captain Baulmy from you. Please let me know if there's anything I'm missing or any
other reference items that may be of use to us.


All the best,
Kate


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


-----Original Message-----
From: Miller, Don [mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org]
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 5:00 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kate Aufhauser
Subject: Re: Contact Don Miller


Thanks


On Jul 17, 2014, at 4:58 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


> I can host here.
>
> Catherine Reilly
> Project Manager
> Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
>    Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Miller, Don [mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org]
> Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:56 PM
> To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
> Cc: Clarke Miller; Kate Aufhauser
> Subject: Re: Contact Don Miller
>
> I prefer to go to Strada or OCII
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>
>
>
> On Jul 17, 2014, at 4:40 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:
>
>> Thursday the 24th at 1PM works for me.
>>
>> Don - do you want to host?
>>
>> Catherine Reilly
>> Project Manager
>> Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
>>   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
>> Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:27 PM
>> To: Kate Aufhauser; Miller, Don (DPW)
>> Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
>> Subject: RE: Contact Don Miller
>>
>> Likewise, so let's say 1pm if that works for Catherine too. Let us know where you'd like to meet.
>> Thanks,
>> Clarke
>>
>> -----Original Message-----
>> From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com]
>> Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:25 PM
>> To: 'Miller, Don'; Clarke Miller
>> Cc: Reilly, Catherine
>> Subject: RE: Contact Don Miller
>>
>> Either works for me. Thanks, Don. Looking forward to diving in on this.
>>
>> Kate Aufhauser
>>
>> Kate Aufhauser Project Analyst
>> Golden State Warriors
>> Direct 510.986.5419
>> Cell 202.230.2642
>> 1011 Broadway | Oakland, CA | 94607
>>
>>
>>
>> -----Original Message-----
>> From: Miller, Don [mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org]
>> Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:11 PM
>> To: Clarke Miller
>> Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Reilly, Catherine
>> Subject: Re: Contact Don Miller
>>
>> Ok. Does 1 pm or 4 pm work?
>>
>>
>>
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>> On Jul 17, 2014, at 4:08 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
>>
>>> Sure. Does next Thursday afternoon work for you?
>>> Clarke
>>>
>>> -----Original Message-----
>>> From: Miller, Don [mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org]
>>> Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 3:48 PM
>>> To: Clarke Miller
>>> Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); Reilly, Catherine
>>> Subject: Re: Contact Don Miller
>>>
>>> I am on vacation that week but could phone in.  I would rather meet in person.  Any chance for
next week?
>>>
>>>
>>>
>>> On Jul 17, 2014, at 3:25 PM, "Clarke Miller"
<CMiller@stradasf.com<mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com>> wrote:
>>>
>>> Likewise, Don, and thanks for sending your contact info. Do you have time during the week of July
28 (Monday or Tuesday afternoons work for us) to meet and get an overview on the tentative and final
map process?
>>> Thanks,
>>> Clarke
>>>
>>> Clarke Miller
>>> Strada Investment Group
>>> 101 Mission Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
>>> Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
>>> Email: cmiller@stradasf.com<mailto:cmiller@stradasf.com>
>>>
>>> From: Miller, Don [mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org]
>>> Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 10:08 AM
>>> To: Clarke Miller
>>> Subject: Contact Don Miller
>>>
>>> Clarke
>>>
>>> It was nice to meet you yesterday.  My contact information is below.
>>>
>>> Regards,
>>> Don
>>>
>>> Donald  Miller, P.E.
>>> Infrastructure Task Force
>>> 30 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 4200
>>> San Francisco, CA 94102
>>> office - 415-581-2570
>>> cell - 925-286-0551
>>> email - don.miller@sfdpw.org<mailto:don.miller@sfdpw.org>
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: FW: Available for Warriors Meeting
Date: Friday, July 25, 2014 2:56:00 PM


Tiffany has Commission meeting that afternoon as well.  I feel that John really should be there for
the final blessing and would like to push back that we find a time that works for him.  If you are ok
with it, I’ll work with Phillip to find times that work for the Big Three that we can give back and
maybe Craig can call in or we have him on a video conference call with the rest in 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/
 


From: Rahaim, John (CPC) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 2:52 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Green, Andrea (CPC); Wong, Phillip (MYR); Nguyen, Lucinda (CII)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Winslow, David (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Subject: RE: Available for Warriors Meeting
 
I’m out of the office that day.  David and Josh may be available.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 2:38 PM
To: Green, Andrea (CPC); Wong, Phillip (MYR); Nguyen, Lucinda (CII)
Cc: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Bohee, Tiffany (CII); Rahaim, John (CPC)
Subject: Available for Warriors Meeting
 
Andrea/Lucinda/Phillip - Could you please let me know John, Tiffany and Jennifer’s available the


afternoon of Tuesday August 5th from 2.30 onwards?  We need to set up a large group meeting with


the Warriors design team to review the site plan prior to the August 14th CAC meeting and this is
the only time that week that Craig Dykers is available.  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: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
Date: Monday, June 09, 2014 5:10:00 PM


Both work.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Monday, June 09, 2014 4:29 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); 'Jesse Blout
(jblout@stradasf.com)'; 'Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com)'; David Kelly; David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
 
Hello all,
 
Scheduling a standing bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting.  Kindly advise on the following dates and
times for next week, and standing from thereon:
 


-          Thursday, 12:30pm – 2pm
-          Friday, 12:30pm – 2pm


 
Best regards,
 
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: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: Miller, Don (DPW)
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kate Aufhauser
Subject: RE: Contact Don Miller
Date: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:58:00 PM


I can host here.


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Miller, Don [mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org]
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:56 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kate Aufhauser
Subject: Re: Contact Don Miller


I prefer to go to Strada or OCII


On Jul 17, 2014, at 4:40 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


> Thursday the 24th at 1PM works for me.
>
> Don - do you want to host?
>
> Catherine Reilly
> Project Manager
> Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
>    Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
> Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:27 PM
> To: Kate Aufhauser; Miller, Don (DPW)
> Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
> Subject: RE: Contact Don Miller
>
> Likewise, so let's say 1pm if that works for Catherine too. Let us know where you'd like to meet.
> Thanks,
> Clarke
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com]
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> Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:25 PM
> To: 'Miller, Don'; Clarke Miller
> Cc: Reilly, Catherine
> Subject: RE: Contact Don Miller
>
> Either works for me. Thanks, Don. Looking forward to diving in on this.
>
> Kate Aufhauser
>
> Kate Aufhauser Project Analyst
> Golden State Warriors
> Direct 510.986.5419
> Cell 202.230.2642
> 1011 Broadway | Oakland, CA | 94607
>
>
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Miller, Don [mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org]
> Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:11 PM
> To: Clarke Miller
> Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Reilly, Catherine
> Subject: Re: Contact Don Miller
>
> Ok. Does 1 pm or 4 pm work?
>
>
>
> On Jul 17, 2014, at 4:08 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
>
>> Sure. Does next Thursday afternoon work for you?
>> Clarke
>>
>> -----Original Message-----
>> From: Miller, Don [mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org]
>> Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 3:48 PM
>> To: Clarke Miller
>> Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); Reilly, Catherine
>> Subject: Re: Contact Don Miller
>>
>> I am on vacation that week but could phone in.  I would rather meet in person.  Any chance for
next week?
>>
>>
>>
>> On Jul 17, 2014, at 3:25 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com<mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com>>
wrote:
>>
>> Likewise, Don, and thanks for sending your contact info. Do you have time during the week of July
28 (Monday or Tuesday afternoons work for us) to meet and get an overview on the tentative and final
map process?
>> Thanks,
>> Clarke
>>
>> Clarke Miller
>> Strada Investment Group
>> 101 Mission Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
>> Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
>> Email: cmiller@stradasf.com<mailto:cmiller@stradasf.com>
>>
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>> From: Miller, Don [mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org]
>> Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 10:08 AM
>> To: Clarke Miller
>> Subject: Contact Don Miller
>>
>> Clarke
>>
>> It was nice to meet you yesterday.  My contact information is below.
>>
>> Regards,
>> Don
>>
>> Donald  Miller, P.E.
>> Infrastructure Task Force
>> 30 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 4200
>> San Francisco, CA 94102
>> office - 415-581-2570
>> cell - 925-286-0551
>> email - don.miller@sfdpw.org<mailto:don.miller@sfdpw.org>
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From: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
To: Gavin, John (MYR); Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Dan Barrett; Hussain, Lila (CII); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: FW: Blks 29-32 Warriors
Date: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 12:25:30 PM
Attachments: Buyer"s Covenant [2005-I072096].pdf


signed letter to Jack Bair.pdf
Warriors estimate.pdf


In case this didn’t come through to you yesterday.


Adam Van de Water
Office of Economic and Workforce Development
City Hall Room 448
San Francisco, CA 94102
(415) 554-6625
 
 
 


From: Pamela Lewis [mailto:Pamela.Lewis@fsresidential.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 2:21 PM
To: Van de Water, Adam (MYR)
Subject: FW: Blks 29-32 Warriors
 
Let’s try this again.. J
 
Pam Lewis
General Manager
Mission Bay Maintenance Corporation
410 China Basin|San Francisco|CA, 94158
FirstService Residential Management, Inc.
Pamela.lewis@fsresidential.com
415-355-6689
 


From: Pamela Lewis 
Sent: July-29-14 1:54 PM
To: Gavin, John (MYR); 'Dsd@barrettsports.com'; 'adam.vanewater@sfgov.org'
Cc: Catherine (OCII) (RED) ' 'Reilly (catherine.reilly@sfgov.org); Hussain, Lila (CII)
Subject: Blks 29-32 Warriors
 
Per our discussion I have attached three items. First attachment is the recorded
Declaration of Covenants which provides the language that obligates the owner of the Lots
on blk 29-32 to participate in the TMA. See below reference.  I will check with FOCIL again
to see if a Supplemental Master Declaration was recorded prior to the sell to ARE.  
 


·         Per ARE:
 
See Paragraph 3.4 of the Declaration of Covenants provides as follows:
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"Owner acknowledges [1] that the Property may be annexed and made subject to the
covenants, conditions, and restrictions contained in the Master Commercial Declaration
and [2] that Owner will be obligated to participate in a Transportation Management
Association that has been formed to implement and administer the Transportation System
Management Plan for the Mission Bay Development Area." (numbering inserted for
clarification).
 
Accordingly:
 
1.    Blocks 33-34 "may" be annexed; and
2.    The owner of Blocks 33-34 "will" be obligated to participate in the TMA.
 
Item 1.  As I understand it, all of the property in Mission Bay South (except for the "First
Phase", i.e., Blocks 26a and 28) must be annexed and made subject to the Master
Commercial Declaration by the recordation of a Supplemental Master Declaration signed
by the Declarant (currently FOCIL) and the owner of the property being annexed (see
Article XIV of the Master Commercial Declaration).  Historically, such annexation has
occurred at the same time that a subdivision map for the property is recorded (creating
developable lots).  At the time the Declaration of Covenants was recorded, no subdivision
map and no Supplemental Master Declaration had been recorded for Blocks 33-34, hence
the use of the word "may".
 
Item 2.  The TMA and the TSM Plan are required under City and Redevelopment Agency
approvals of the Mission Bay South project and are required pursuant to the Mission Bay
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program and the Mission Bay South OPA (which is
recorded against Blocks 33-34).
 


·         The second attachment is the letter to Jack Bair requesting funding for the
additional cost to clean up the impact zone after events at AT&T park.


 
·         The last attachment is an estimate of how much the Warriors will need to contribute


once we determine they are obligated to participate in MBCMC (Mission Bay
Commercial Maintenance Corporation).


 
·         Daniel, I really missed the mark at the meeting with my estimate of the Warriors


contribution. If the square feet of the footprint is 14 Acers the Warriors contribution
will be $6,518.38. Remember MBCMC is a membership therefore the members
contributions help to maintain locations that are deemed to be commercial.


 
Pam Lewis
General Manager
Mission Bay Maintenance Corporation
410 China Basin|San Francisco|CA, 94158
FirstService Residential Management, Inc.
Pamela.lewis@fsresidential.com
415-355-6689
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
Date: Thursday, June 19, 2014 10:13:00 AM


Is Jennifer ok with 4 hours of meetings on one day?  If so (and if it works with Jim) then we can do
it.  I have to run into a meeting, but will follow up with Jim if you don’t hear from him.  Depending on
the topic it will be Lila or Immanuel sitting in, but with the difficult scheduling, we need to just focus
on the core group and work the rest in.  Thanks for doing 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/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Wong, Phillip (MYR) 
Sent: Thursday, June 19, 2014 10:08 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); 'jim.morales@sfgov.org'; Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Cc: Jones, Natasha (OCII)
Subject: RE: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
 
That is quite the tiresome schedule.  It’s Jesse Blout, David Carlock, and David Kelly’s only availability
unfortunately.
 
Phillip C. Wong
--
Project Assistant |OEWD
Office: 415-554-6512
Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Thursday, June 19, 2014 10:06 AM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR); 'jim.morales@sfgov.org'; Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Cc: Jones, Natasha (OCII)
Subject: RE: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
 
We have a standing 2 hour meeting with the same team right before.  We could do it, but 4 hours
straight gets exhausting.  Who’s schedule is driving the times to know what flexibility we may have
(or not have).  Thanks
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 



mailto:phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:phillip.c.wong@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/
 
PLEASE NOTE:  I will be on vacation from Monday June 23, 2014, returning on July 1, 2014.
 


From: Wong, Phillip (MYR) 
Sent: Thursday, June 19, 2014 9:55 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); 'jim.morales@sfgov.org'; Bereket, Immanuel (OCII)
Cc: Jones, Natasha (OCII)
Subject: RE: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
 
Hi Catherine, Jim and Immanuel,
 
Will this new proposed date and time work for you all?
 
-          Wednesdays, 3pm – 4:30pm at OCII
 
Natasha: Will it be possible to book a conference space at OCII for this meeting?
 
Thank you,
 
Phillip C. Wong
--
Project Assistant |OEWD
Office: 415-554-6512
Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
 


From: Wong, Phillip (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, June 17, 2014 10:08 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); 'jim.morales@sfgov.org'; Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); 'Jesse Blout
(jblout@stradasf.com)'; 'Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com)'; 'David Kelly'; David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: RE: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
 
Hello all,
 
We have a new date and time to propose:


-          Wednesdays, 3pm – 4:30pm at OCII
 
Best regards,
 
Phillip C. Wong
--



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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Project Assistant |OEWD
Office: 415-554-6512
Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
 


From: Wong, Phillip (MYR) 
Sent: Monday, June 09, 2014 4:29 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); jim.morales@sfgov.org; Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); 'Jesse Blout
(jblout@stradasf.com)'; 'Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com)'; David Kelly; David Carlock
(david.carlock@machetegroup.com)
Cc: Van de Water, Adam (MYR); Gavin, John (MYR)
Subject: Scheduling Standing Bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting
 
Hello all,
 
Scheduling a standing bi-weekly GSW/OEWD/OCII Meeting.  Kindly advise on the following dates and
times for next week, and standing from thereon:
 


-          Thursday, 12:30pm – 2pm
-          Friday, 12:30pm – 2pm


 
Best regards,
 
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: Clarke Miller
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Cc: Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Scheduling Weekly Call with Jennifer and Catherine
Date: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 11:42:46 AM


We have weekly meetings in Oakland with the GSW Owners on Thursdays from noon – 4pm, so
we’d have to look at the 11am-noon time slot (assuming that works for Jesse). If there’s a way to
move that up 30 more minutes to a 10:30am start, that would help us take the call without being
in-transit.
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Wong, Phillip (MYR) [mailto:phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 10:34 AM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Scheduling Weekly Call with Jennifer and Catherine
 
Hi all,
 
How does the following work for a weekly call:


-        Thursdays
o    1pm – 2pm
o    11am – 12pm


 
Best regards,
 
Phillip C. Wong
 
**Please note: I will be out of the office August 5, 2014 through August 22, 2014.**
 
--
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
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 5:06 PM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Cc: Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Re: Scheduling Weekly Call with Jennifer and Catherine
 
Sounds good. Jesse and I are both busy Friday from 11am-noon, but the afternoon window works
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for me (not sure about Jesse). 
Thanks,
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On Jul 23, 2014, at 3:36 PM, "Wong, Phillip (MYR)" <phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hi Jesse and Clarke,
 
If you two are available, Jennifer would like to schedule a weekly call with you two and
Catherine Reilly.  Before settling on a regular date and time, are you two available this
Friday for an inaugural call?
 


-        11am – 12pm
-        1:30pm – 3:30pm


 
Kindly advise.
 
Thanks,
 
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
 



mailto:phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org

mailto:phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org






From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bereket, Immanuel (OCII); Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: FW: EP Chapter 31
Date: Thursday, July 03, 2014 10:36:00 AM
Attachments: CHAPTER 31_ CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT PROCEDURES AND FEES.pdf


For your records.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Bollinger, Brett (CPC) 
Sent: Monday, June 23, 2014 11:38 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); jim.morales@sfgov.org; Clarke Miller (CMiller@stradasf.com); Murphy, Mary
G. (MGMurphy@gibsondunn.com); Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC); Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: EP Chapter 31
 
Attached is the Admin Code Chapter 31 CEQA guidelines for process and appeals as requested at
the Friday meeting. Let me know if you have any questions.
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San Francisco Administrative Code



CHAPTER 31:
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT



PROCEDURES AND FEES
 



 



ARTICLE I:
GENERAL PROVISIONS



 



Article
I. GENERAL PROVISIONS
II. PROJECTS COVERED
III. EVALUATIONS
IV. FEES
V. SEVERABILITY



Sec. 31.01. Authority and Mandate.
Sec. 31.02. Policies and Objectives.
Sec. 31.03. Scope of Requirements.
Sec. 31.04. Responsibility and Definitions.
Sec. 31.05. Office of Environmental Review.
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SEC. 31.01.  AUTHORITY AND MANDATE.



   (a)   This Chapter is adopted pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act, Public Resources Code
Sections 21000 and following, as amended; and pursuant to the Guidelines for Implementation of the California
Environmental Quality Act, as amended, appearing as Title 14, Division 6, Chapter 3 of the California Code of
Regulations (hereinafter referred to collectively as CEQA). CEQA provides for the orderly evaluation of projects
and preparation of environmental documents, and requires adoption of corresponding objectives, criteria and
procedures by local agencies.



   (b)   Any amendments to CEQA adopted subsequent to the effective date of this Chapter 31 shall not invalidate
any provision of this Chapter 31. Any amendments to CEQA that may be inconsistent with this Chapter 31 shall
govern until such time as this Chapter 31 may be amended to remove such inconsistency.



   (c)   This Chapter shall govern in relation to all other ordinances of the City of San Francisco ("City") and rules
and regulations pursuant thereto. In the event of any inconsistency concerning either public or private actions, the
provisions of this Chapter shall prevail.



(Added by Ord. 40-01, File No. 001007, App. 3/16/2001)



(Former Sec. 31.01 amended by Ord. 92-77, App. 3/18/77; repealed by Ord. 40-01, File No. 001007, App. 3/16/2001)



SEC. 31.02.  POLICIES AND OBJECTIVES.



   The basic purposes of CEQA and this Chapter 31 are to:



   (a)   Provide decision makers and the public with meaningful information regarding the environmental
consequences of proposed activities.



   (b)   Identify ways that environmental damage can be avoided or significantly reduced.



   (c)   Provide for public input in the environmental review process.



   (d)   Bring environmental considerations to bear at an early stage of the planning process, and to avoid
unnecessary delays or undue complexity of review. Simplicity and directness are to be emphasized, with the type
of review related to the depth and variety of environmental issues raised by a project, so that government and
public concern may be focused upon environmental effects of true significance.



   (e)   Provide procedural direction on implementation of CEQA by the City.



   (f)   Prevent significant avoidable damage to the environment by requiring changes in projects through the use of
alternatives or mitigation measures when the government agency finds the changes to be feasible.



   (g)   Disclose to the public the reasons why a governmental agency approved the project in the manner the
agency chose if significant environmental effects are involved



(Added by Ord. 40-01, File No. 001007, App. 3/16/2001)



(Former Sec. 31.02 amended by Ord. 92-77, App. 3/18/77; repealed by Ord. 40-01, File No. 001007, App. 3/16/2001)



SEC. 31.03.  SCOPE OF REQUIREMENTS.



   (a)   This Chapter adapts CEQA for use by the City. The emphasis of this Chapter is upon implementing
procedures, which are expressly left for determination by local agencies, consistent with CEQA.



   (b)   The provisions of CEQA are not repeated here, but are expressly incorporated herein by reference as
though fully set forth. This Chapter is supplementary to CEQA.
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(Added by Ord. 40-01, File No. 001007, App. 3/16/2001)



(Former Sec. 31.03 added by Ord. 134-73, App. 4/11/73; repealed by Ord. 40-01, File No. 001007, App. 3/16/2001)



SEC. 31.04.  RESPONSIBILITY AND DEFINITIONS.



   (a)   The City and all its officials, boards, commissions, departments, bureaus and offices shall constitute a
single "local agency," "public agency" or "lead agency" as those terms are used in CEQA.



   (b)   The administrative actions required by CEQA with respect to the preparation of environmental documents,
giving of notice and other activities, as specified in this Chapter, shall be performed by the San Francisco
Planning Department as provided herein, acting for the City. When CEQA requires posting of a notice by the
county clerk of the county in which the  project will be located, the Planning Department shall transmit the
required notice to the applicable county clerk, and instruct the county clerk on the length of time the notice shall
be posted and when the posting shall commence.



   (c)   For appeals to the Board of Supervisors under Section 31.16 of this Chapter, the Clerk of the Board of
Supervisors shall perform any administrative functions necessary for resolution of the appeal.



   (d)   For proposed projects that may have an impact on historic or cultural resources, the Historic Preservation
Commission has the authority pursuant to Charter Section 4.135 to review and comment on environmental
documents and determinations under this Chapter 31.



   (e)   Where adoption of administrative regulations by resolution of the Planning Commission after public hearing
is specified herein, there shall be notice by publication in a newspaper of general circulation in the City at least 20
days prior to the hearing and by posting in the offices of the Planning Department, with copies of the proposed
regulations sent to the Board of Supervisors and any other affected boards, commissions and departments of the
City and to all organizations and individuals who have previously requested such notice in writing. The decision
of the Commission in adopting administrative regulations shall be final.



   (f)   The City shall be responsible for conducting environmental review for projects undertaken by the City
within the City's territorial limits and for projects undertaken by the City outside the territorial limits of the City.



   (g)   Notifications.



      (1)   Unless CEQA requires a mailed notice by the United States Postal Service in hard copy form, or an
organization or individual requests notice in hard copy form, a City official may provide any mailed notice
required by this Chapter using electronic mail transmission whenever an organization or individual provides an
email address to the City official; provided that any notices required by this Chapter shall be provided by mail in
hard copy form to any organizations or individuals who have requested such notice in writing prior to the
effective date of this provision unless such organizations or individuals affirmatively request electronic
notification as provided below.



      (2)   Electronic Notifications. The Environmental Review Officer shall implement an electronic notification
system for the notification requirements in this Chapter 31. The Environmental Review Officer shall offer
interested organizations and individuals the opportunity to subscribe to an automated electronic mail notification
system. The system shall distribute all notifications required by this Chapter to subscribers. Subscribers shall have
the option to receive electronic mail regarding all CEQA notifications or all CEQA notifications for: (i) a specific
project; (ii) a specific neighborhood, as defined by the Planning Department for notification purposes; (iii) historic
districts designated under Articles 10 or 11 of the Planning Code or listed on the National Register of Historic
Places; (iv) exemption determinations; (v) negative declarations; and (vi) environmental impact reports. The
Environmental Review Officer shall implement the electronic notification system within three months of the
operative date of the ordinance enacting this provision of Chapter 31. In the event the system is not operable
within such period, the Planning Department shall provide monthly status reports to the Board of Supervisors on
the progress the Planning Department has made in implementing the electronic notification system.
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   (h)   Definitions.



      "Approval Action" means:



      (1)   For a private project seeking an entitlement from the City and determined to be exempt from CEQA:



         (A)   The first approval of the project in reliance on the exemption by the City Planning Commission
following a noticed public hearing, including, without limitation, a discretionary review hearing as provided for in
Planning Code Section 311 or Section 312, or, if no such hearing is required, either:



         (B)   The first approval of the project in reliance on the exemption by another City commission, board or
official following a noticed public hearing granting an Entitlement of Use for the Whole of the Project; or



         (C)   The issuance of the Building Permit or other Entitlement of Use for the Whole of the Project in
reliance on the exemption without a noticed public hearing.



      (2)   For all other projects determined to be exempt from CEQA:



         (A)   The first approval of the project in reliance on the exemption by a City decision-making body at a
noticed public hearing; or



         (B)   If approved without a noticed public hearing, the decision by a City department or official in reliance
on the exemption that commits the City to a definite course of action in regard to a project intended to be carried
out by any person.



      (3)   For all projects determined to require the preparation of a negative declaration, the approval of the project
by the first City decision-making body that adopts the negative declaration or mitigated negative declaration as
provided for in Section 31.11(h) of this Chapter.



      "Building Permit" means a permit issued by the Department of Building Inspection as provided by Building
Code Section 106A, including, without limitation, a site permit as defined in Building Code Section 106A.3.4.2.



      "Date of the Approval Action" means the date the City takes the action on the project that is defined as the
"Approval Action," regardless of whether the Approval Action is subject to an administrative appeal.



      "Entitlement of Use for the Whole of the Project" means an entitlement that authorizes the project applicant to
carry out the project as described in the CEQA decision for the project. Incidental permits needed to complete a
project, such as a tree removal permit or a street encroachment permit that alone do not authorize the use sought,
would not be an Entitlement of Use for the Whole of the Project, unless such permit is the primary permit sought
for the project.



(Added by Ord. 40-01, File No. 001007, App. 3/16/2001; amended by Ord. 186-02, File No. 021418, App. 9/6/2002; Ord. 218-02, File No. 021609,
App. 11/1/2002; Ord. 168-07, File No. 061537, App. 7/20/2007; Ord. 161-13 , File No. 121019, App. 7/26/2013, Eff. 8/25/2013, Oper. 9/25/2013
[see note at end of Article])



(Former Sec. 31.04 amended by Ord. 166-74, App. 4/11/74; repealed by Ord. 40-01, File No. 001007, App. 3/16/2001)



SEC. 31.05.  OFFICE OF ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW.



   (a)   An Office of Environmental Review is hereby created in the Planning Department, which shall be
responsible, acting through the Director of Planning, for the administration of those actions in this Chapter 31
assigned to the Planning Department by Section 31.04.



   (b)   Said office shall be under the direction of an Environmental Review Officer, who shall supervise the staff
members of the office and have charge of the collection of fees by the office. The Environmental Review Officer
shall report to, and coordinate and consult with, the Director of Planning.



   (c)   In addition to the powers and duties conferred below, the Environmental Review Officer may, upon
delegation by the Planning Commission as to specific projects, take testimony at supplemental public hearings on





http://www.sfbos.org/ftp/uploadedfiles/bdsupvrs/ordinances13/o0161-13.pdf
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draft environmental impact reports, in addition to, and not in lieu of, the hearing held by the Planning
Commission as set forth in section 31.14 of this Chapter, and shall report to, and make all such testimony
available to, the Planning Commission at a public hearing.



   (d)   The Environmental Review Officer shall also take such measures, within his or her powers, as may be
necessary to assure compliance with this Chapter 31 by persons, and officials, boards, commissions, departments
or agencies outside the Planning Department, and shall periodically review the effectiveness and workability of
the provisions of this Chapter 31 and recommend any refinements or changes that he or she may deem
appropriate for improvement of such provisions.



   (e)   All projects shall be referred to the Environmental Review Officer except those exempt projects covered by
a delegation agreement with the Environmental Review Officer as provided for in Section 31.08(d) of this
Chapter. All other officials, boards, commissions, departments, bureaus and offices of the City shall cooperate
with the Environmental Review Officer in the exercise of his/her responsibilities, and shall supply necessary
information, consultations and comments.



   (f)   The Environmental Review Officer shall be responsible for assuring that the City is carrying out its
responsibilities set forth in CEQA. In addition, when the City is to carry out or approve a project and some other
public agency is the "lead agency," as defined by CEQA, and where projects are to be carried out or approved by
the State and Federal governments, the Environmental Review Officer shall provide consultation and comments
for the City to the other government agencies when appropriate.



   (g)   To the extent feasible, the Environmental Review Officer shall combine the evaluation of projects,
preparation of environmental impact reports and conduct of hearings with other planning processes; and shall
coordinate environmental review with the Capital Improvement Program, the San Francisco General Plan and the
San Francisco Planning Code.



   (h)   Adoption and/or revision of administrative regulations to implement CEQA shall be by resolution of the
Planning Commission after a public hearing. The Environmental Review Officer may adopt necessary forms,
checklists and processing guidelines to implement CEQA and this Chapter 31 without a public hearing.



   (i)   Upon prior authorization by the Planning Commission, the Environmental Review Officer may attend
hearings and testify on matters related to CEQA before governmental organizations and agencies other than
governmental agencies of the City and County of San Francisco and may advocate on behalf of the City on
matters related to CEQA.



   (j)   The Environmental Review Officer may provide information to other governmental or environmental
organizations and members of the public.



   (k)   The Environmental Review Officer may delegate his or her responsibilities to an employee of the Office of
Environmental Review. All references herein to the Environmental Review Officer shall be deemed to include the
Environmental Review Officer's delegate.



   (l)   The Environmental Review Officer shall process applications for environmental review in accordance with
the requirements for equal treatment of permit applicants, unless there is a written finding of a public policy basis
for not doing so, as set forth in Campaign and Governmental Conduct Code Section 3.400 and the written
guidelines adopted by the Planning Department as required by Section 3.400. For purposes of Section 3.400, this
Section of Chapter 31 and any corresponding written guidelines of the Planning Department, the Board finds that
expediting environmental review out of order, on a priority basis for the purpose of expediting permit processing
shall qualify as a public policy basis for projects consisting of: (1) publicly funded affordable housing projects that
provide new affordable housing in 100 percent of the on-site dwelling units (where such units are rented or sold at
the economic levels defined in Planning Code Section 415); and (2) bicycle and pedestrian projects that are
designed primarily to address public safety issues. When an application for environmental review for any project
within one of the categories listed above is submitted to the Planning Department, the Environmental Review
Officer shall, throughout all stages of the environmental review process, give precedence to all submittals
associated with such project over other projects. The Planning Department also shall provide a written preliminary
assessment of the eligibility of such projects for an exemption within 60 days of submittal of a complete
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Preliminary Project Assessment or equivalent application to the Planning Department. As part of the assessment,
the Planning Department shall identify as feasible, based on the content of the submittal, the issues that may affect
the type and schedule of the environmental review and the process for analysis of such issues.



   (m)   The Environmental Review Officer shall prepare an annual report to the Planning Commission and the
Board of Supervisors on all appeals filed under any of the appeal provisions of this Chapter 31. The first annual
report shall be filed approximately one year after the effective date of this provision of Chapter 31.



(Added by Ord. 40-01, File No. 001007, App. 3/16/2001; amended by Ord. 161-13 , File No. 121019, App. 7/26/2013, Eff. 8/25/2013, Oper.
9/25/2013 [see note at end of Article])



(Former Sec. 31.05 amended by Ord. 166-74, App. 4/11/74; repealed by Ord. 40-01, File No. 001007, App. 3/16/2001)



Editor's Note regarding Operative Date of Ord. 161-13:



   Ordinance 161-13 amends sections of this Article, as shown in the history notes above. Section 6 of that ordinance provides as follows:



Operative Date. This ordinance shall become operative on the later date of September 1, 2013, or five
business days after the Secretary of the Planning Commission provides a memorandum to the Clerk of
the Board of Supervisors advising that the Planning Commission has held a public hearing at which the
Planning Department has demonstrated to the Planning Commission that it has updated its website to
provide up-to-date information to the public about each CEQA exemption determination in a format
searchable by location, such as through the "Active Permits In My Neighborhood" tool now used by the
Planning Department and the Building Department.



   At the direction of the Office of the City Attorney, the publisher incorporated the amendments made by Ord. 161-13 into this Code on
September 25, 2013.



ARTICLE II:
PROJECTS COVERED



 
Sec. 31.06. Coverage of State Law.
Sec. 31.07. Listing of Non-Physical and Ministerial Projects.
Sec. 31.08. Exemptions.



 



SEC. 31.06.  COVERAGE OF STATE LAW.



   CEQA provides that certain kinds of projects may be subject to CEQA. Some of these projects may be excluded
or exempt from CEQA. If not excluded or exempt, CEQA provides a process whereby an initial study is
completed, then a determination is made as to whether a negative declaration, mitigated negative declaration, or
an environmental impact report ("EIR") should be prepared. In accordance with the requirements of CEQA and as
specified herein, the Planning Commission and/or the Environmental Review Officer shall determine when CEQA
applies to a project, when the project is excluded or exempt, or when a negative declaration, mitigated negative
declaration, or environmental impact report is required.



(Added by Ord. 40-01, File No. 001007, App. 3/16/2001; amended by Ord. 161-13 , File No. 121019, App. 7/26/2013, Eff. 8/25/2013, Oper.
9/25/2013 [see note at end of Article])



SEC. 31.07.  LISTING OF NON-PHYSICAL AND MINISTERIAL
PROJECTS.



   (a)   The Environmental Review Officer shall maintain a listing of types of nonphysical and ministerial projects
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excluded from CEQA. Such listing shall be modified over time as the status of types of projects may change
under applicable laws, ordinances, rules and regulations. The listing shall not be considered totally inclusive, and
may at times require refinement or interpretation on a case-by-case basis. When the Environmental Review
Officer proposes to modify such listing, notice shall be provided on the Planning Commission agenda prior to
such modification. Any person who may consider any modification to be incorrect may appeal such modification
to the Planning Commission within twenty (20) days of the date of the Planning Commission agenda on which
notice of such modification was posted. The Planning Commission may affirm, modify or disapprove such
modification, and the decision of the Planning Commission shall be final.



   (b)   Such listing of excluded projects and modifications thereto shall be kept posted in the offices of the
Planning Department, and copies thereof shall be sent to the Board of Supervisors and all other affected boards,
commissions and departments of the City.



(Added by Ord. 40-01, File No. 001007, App. 3/16/2001)



SEC. 31.08.  EXEMPTIONS.



   (a)   CEQA provides that certain projects are exempt from CEQA because: the project is exempt by statute
("statutory exemption"); the project is in a class of projects that generally do not have a significant effect on the
environment ("categorical exemption"); CEQA streamlining procedures allow reliance on a prior environmental
document prepared on a zoning or planning level decision, for example, as provided in community plan areas and
for specified urban infill projects ("community plan exemption"), except as might be necessary to examine
whether there are project-specific significant effects, which are peculiar to the project or its site; or the activity is
covered under the general rule that CEQA applies only to projects that have the potential for causing a significant
effect on the environment, thus, where it can be seen with certainty that there is no possibility that the activity in
question may have a significant effect on the environment, the activity is not subject to CEQA ("general rule
exclusion"). Unless otherwise specifically stated, reference in this Chapter 31 to "exemptions" or "exempt from
CEQA" or an "exemption determination" shall collectively refer to statutory exemptions, categorical exemptions,
community plan exemptions and general rule exclusions.



   (b)   For categorical exemptions:



      (1)   Each public agency must list the specific activities that fall within each such class, subject to the
qualification that these lists must be consistent with both the letter and the intent of the classes set forth in CEQA.



      (2)   The Environmental Review Officer shall maintain the required list of the types of projects which are
categorically exempt, and shall post it in the offices of the Planning Department and on the Planning Department
website, and shall provide it to all City departments. Such list shall be kept up to date in accordance with any
changes in CEQA and any changes in the status of local projects. The initial list and any additions, deletions and
modifications thereto shall be adopted as administrative regulations by resolution of the Planning Commission
after public hearing, according to the procedure set forth in Section 31.04(e) of this Chapter.



      (3)   CEQA allows public agencies to request that the Secretary of the Resources Agency make additions,
deletions and modifications to the classes of projects listed as categorically exempt in CEQA. The Planning
Commission shall make any such requests, after a public hearing thereon held according to the procedure
specified in Section 31.04(e) of this Chapter for adoption of administrative regulations.



   (c)   The Environmental Review Officer may create necessary forms, checklists and processing guidelines to aid
the Planning Department and other departments in determining whether a project may be exempt in accordance
with the letter and the intent expressed in CEQA and with the administrative regulations adopted by the Planning
Commission.



   (d)   The Environmental Review Officer shall advise other departments of the requirements of CEQA for
determining whether a project is exempt from environmental review. The Environmental Review Officer may
delegate the determination whether a project is exempt from CEQA to other departments, provided that other
departments shall consult with the Environmental Review Officer regarding the application of exemptions.
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Further, at the time of each exemption determination, such other departments shall inform the Environmental
Review Officer and provide to the Environmental Review Officer a copy of the exemption determination
containing the information specified in Section 31.08(e) of this Chapter 31. The Environmental Review Officer
shall be responsible for all determinations so delegated to other departments. When the Planning Department or
other City department determines that a project is exempt from CEQA, the issuance of the exemption
determination shall be considered an exemption determination by the Planning Department. The Environmental
Review Officer shall post on its website the same information about exemption determinations issued by other
departments as it provides for exemption determinations issued by the Planning Department.



   (e)   When the Environmental Review Officer, or any other department to which the Environmental Review
Officer has delegated responsibility pursuant to Section 31.08(d) above, has determined that a project is exempt
from CEQA, the following provisions shall apply:



      (1)   Posting Exemption Determinations.



         (A)   For all exemption determinations, the Environmental Review Officer shall post on the Planning
Department website the following information about each exemption determination: (1) a project description in
sufficient detail to convey the location, size, nature and other pertinent aspects of the scope of the proposed
project as necessary to explain the applicability of the exemption; (2) the type or class of exemption determination
applicable to the project; (3) other information, if any, supporting the exemption determination; (4) the Approval
Action for the project, as defined in Section 31.04(h); and (5) the date of the exemption determination.



         (B)   For projects that involve the issuance of multiple discretionary permits or other project approvals, in
addition to the requirements of Section 31.08(e)(1)(A), the Environmental Review Officer shall describe and
evaluate the whole of the project that will result from all discretionary approvals and identify any additional
discretionary approvals required other than the Approval Action that are known to the Environmental Review
Officer at the time of the issuance of the exemption determination, and post this information on the Planning
Department website.



      (2)   The Environmental Review Officer may issue a Certificate of Exemption from Environmental Review by
preparing a written exemption determination containing the information in Section 31.08(e)(1), and by posting a
copy in the offices of the Planning Department and on the Planning Department website, and by mailing copies to
the applicant, the board(s), commission(s) or department(s) that will carry out or approve the project, and to any
organizations and individuals who previously have requested such notice in writing.



      (3)   The Environmental Review Officer shall prepare a Certificate of Exemption from Environmental Review
or comparable written exemption determination and provide notice to the public as provided for in Section
31.08(e)(2) for all projects involving: (A) any historical resources, defined as any buildings and sites listed
individually or located within districts (i) listed in Planning Code Articles 10 or 11, on an historic resource survey
that has been adopted or officially recognized by the City, on the California Register or determined eligible for
listing on the California Register by the State Historical Resources Commission, including, without limitation, any
location listed on or determined eligible for the National Register of Historic Places, or (ii) a resource that the
Environmental Review Officer determines, based on substantial evidence, to be a historical resource under Public
Resources Code Section 5024.1; (B) any Class 31 categorical exemption; (C) any demolition as defined in
Planning Code Section 317 or in Planning Code Section 1005(f) of an existing structure; (D) any Class 32
categorical exemption; or (E) any community plan exemption.



   (f)   Informing the Public of the Approval Action for a Project as Part of Public Hearing Notice.



      (1)   When the Planning Department or other City department provides notice of a public hearing on the
Approval Action for a project that it has determined to be exempt from CEQA, the notice shall:



         (A)   Inform the public of the exemption determination and how the public may obtain a copy of the
exemption determination;



         (B)   Inform the public of its appeal rights to the Board of Supervisors with respect to the CEQA exemption
determination following the Approval Action and within the time frame specified in Section 31.16 of this
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Chapter; and



         (C)   Inform the public that under CEQA, in a later court challenge a litigant may be limited to raising only
those issues previously raised at a hearing on the project or in written correspondence delivered to the Board of
Supervisors, Planning Commission. Planning Department or other City board, commission or department at, or
prior to, such hearing, or as part of the appeal hearing process, if any, on the CEQA decision.



      (2)   Additionally, when the Planning Department provides a notice under Planning Code Section 311 or
Section 312 of the opportunity to request a discretionary review hearing before the Planning Commission on a
Building Permit application, the notice shall:



         (A)   Contain the information required by this Section 31.08(f) in addition to any notice requirements in the
Planning Code;



         (B)   Inform the notification group that if a discretionary review hearing is requested before the Planning
Commission, the Approval Action for the project under this Chapter 31 will occur upon the Planning
Commission's approval of the Building Permit application, if such approval is granted; and



         (C)   Inform the notification group that if a discretionary review hearing is not requested, the Approval
Action for the project will occur upon the issuance of a Building Permit by the Department of Building
Inspection, if such permit is granted. The notice also shall advise the notification group of how to request
information about the issuance of the Building Permit.



   (g)   A City board, commission, department or official that grants the Approval Action for a project of the type
defined in Section 31.16(e)(2)(B) of this Chapter, which Approval Action is taken without a noticed public
hearing as provided for in Section 31.08(f) of this Chapter, shall thereafter arrange for the Planning Department to
post on the Planning Department's website a written decision or written notice of the Approval Action for the
project that informs the public of the first date of posting on the website and advises the public that the exemption
determination may be appealed to the Board of Supervisors as provided in Section 31.16(e)(2)(B) of this Chapter
within 30 days after the first date of posting of the notice.



   (h)   Filing Notice of Exemption. After the City has decided to carry out or approve the project and the project
is considered finally approved as provided for in Section 31.16(b)(11), in accordance with CEQA procedures, the
Environmental Review Officer may file a notice of exemption with the county clerk in the county or counties in
which the project is to be located. The Planning Department shall also post a copy of the notice of exemption in
the offices of the Planning Department and on the Planning Department website, and mail a copy of the notice of
exemption to any organizations and individuals who previously have requested such notice in writing.



   (i)   Modification of Exempt Project.



      (1)   Where a change occurs to a project that the Environmental Review Officer has determined to be exempt,
prior to any subsequent approval actions, the Environmental Review Officer shall determine whether the change
is a substantial modification that requires reevaluation as provided for in Section 31.19(b) of this Chapter 31. A
substantial modification of an exempt project requiring reevaluation under Section 31.19(b) shall mean either:



         (A)   A change in the project as described in the original application upon which the Environmental Review
Officer based the exemption determination, or in the exemption determination posted on the Planning Department
website at the time of issuance, which would constitute an expansion or intensification of the project as defined in
the Planning Code. An expansion or intensification of the project as defined in the Planning Code includes, but is
not limited to: (A) a change that would expand the building envelope or change the use that would require public
notice under Planning Code Sections 311 or 312, or (B) a change in the project that would constitute a demolition
under Planning Code Sections 317 or 1005(f).



         (B)   New information or evidence of substantial importance presented to the Environmental Review Officer
that was not known and could not have been known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the
Environmental Review Officer issued the exemption determination that shows the project no longer qualifies for
the exemption.
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      (2)   When the Environmental Review Officer determines that a change in a project is a substantial
modification, the Environmental Review Officer shall make a new CEQA decision as provided for under Section
31.19(b) of this Chapter 31. The Planning Department will require payment of fees as defined in the Department's
fee schedule for the applicable type of environmental review. When the Planning Commission or Planning
Department renders a new CEQA decision for a project after the Approval Action, as provided for in Section
31.19(b), and the City takes a new Approval Action for the project in reliance on the new CEQA decision, the
new CEQA decision may be appealed in accordance with the provisions of Section 31.16 of this Chapter, as to
those issues associated with the project changes since the original exemption determination.



      (3)   When the Environmental Review Officer determines that a change in an exempt project is not a
substantial modification, the Environmental Review Officer shall post a notice of the determination in the offices
of the Planning Department and on the Planning Department website and mail such notice to the applicant,
board(s), commission(s) or department(s) that will carry out or approve the project, and to any organizations and
individuals who previously have requested such notice in writing.



   (j)   Appeal of a Determination That Change in Exempt Project Is Not a Substantial Modification.



      (1)   Within 10 days of the posting of the notice of a determination that a change in an exempt project is not a
substantial modification as defined in 31.08(i), an appeal may be filed with the Environmental Review Officer,
who is provided for in Section 31.05, including subsection (k), requesting that the Environmental Review Officer
reverse the determination and render a new CEQA decision for the project. Such an appeal is not an appeal of a
CEQA decision under the California Environmental Quality Act and shall not delay or suspend any permit
approval or other discretionary approval authorizing the change in the project, or suspend any construction
activity.



      (2)   If such an appeal is filed when a regularly scheduled meeting of the Planning Commission will be held
within 20 days of the filing of the appeal, the Environmental Review Officer shall hold a noticed public hearing
on the day of a Planning Commission meeting held within such 20-day period, unless the period between the
filing of the appeal and the Planning Commission meeting is insufficient to notice the public hearing. If no
Planning Commission meeting is held within the 20-day period, or the period between the filing of appeal and the
Planning Commission meeting within 20 days of the appeal is insufficient to notice the public hearing, the hearing
shall take place on the day of one of the next two regularly scheduled Planning Commission meetings after such
20-day period.



      (3)   At the public hearing, the Environmental Review Officer shall reconsider the prior determination in light
of all information provided by all parties present, including any project sponsor, as well as written information
submitted at or before the public hearing.



      (4)   If after such reconsideration, the Environmental Review Officer determines that the original
determination was in error, the Environmental Review Officer shall render a new CEQA decision for the project
in accordance with the requirements of CEQA and this Chapter 31. Any prior permit approval or other
discretionary approval authorizing the change in the project shall be suspended by the decision-maker who
approved the project until the Environmental Review Officer issues a new CEQA decision. If the Environmental
Review Officer determines that the project as modified is exempt from CEQA and makes a new exemption
determination in accordance with this Chapter 31, any suspended approval shall be reinstated and valid as of the
date of the original approval. However, if the Environmental Review Officer identifies a suspended approval as
the Approval Action for the modified project, the date of the Approval Action for the modified project, for
purposes of this Chapter 31 only, shall be the date the approval is reinstated. If the Environmental Review Officer
determines that the modified project is not exempt, and an initial study is required, any prior approval for the
modified project shall be void.



      (5)   If after such reconsideration, the Environmental Review Officer determines that the original decision was
not in error, the original determination of the Environmental Review Officer shall be final and no further appeal
to any body of the City and County of San Francisco of the determination that the change in the project is not a
substantial modification shall be granted, including without limitation, the Board of Appeals.
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      (6)   The Environmental Review Officer shall issue a written decision on the appeal within 14 days of the
public hearing, and an oral report of the decision shall be provided to the Planning Commission at the next
possible meeting after such decision.



      (7)   To the extent feasible, and subject to the budgetary and fiscal provisions of the Charter, such hearing
shall be video-recorded and broadcast by the official television channel of the City and County of San Francisco.
At a minimum, such hearing shall be video-recorded and made available on the website of the City and County of
San Francisco.



      (8)   The Planning Department may adopt additional procedures for such appeals.



(Added by Ord. 40-01, File No. 001007, App. 3/16/2001; amended by Ord. 161-13 , File No. 121019, App. 7/26/2013, Eff. 8/25/2013, Oper.
9/25/2013 [see note at end of Article]; Ord. 181-13 , File No. 130464, App. 8/7/2013, Eff. 9/6/2013, Oper. 9/25/2013 [see note at end of Article])



Editor's Note regarding Operative Date of Ords. 161-13 and 181-13.



   Ordinance 161-13 amends sections of this Article, as shown in the history notes above. Section 6 of that ordinance provides as follows:



Operative Date. This ordinance shall become operative on the later date of September 1, 2013, or five
business days after the Secretary of the Planning Commission provides a memorandum to the Clerk of
the Board of Supervisors advising that the Planning Commission has held a public hearing at which the
Planning Department has demonstrated to the Planning Commission that it has updated its website to
provide up-to-date information to the public about each CEQA exemption determination in a format
searchable by location, such as through the "Active Permits In My Neighborhood" tool now used by the
Planning Department and the Building Department.



   Ordinance 181-13 further amends Sec. 31.08 (only). Section 4 of that ordinance includes an Operative Date provision effectively identical
to that included in Ord. 161-13 and quoted above.



   At the direction of the Office of the City Attorney, the publisher incorporated the amendments made by Ords. 161-13 and 181-13 into this
Code on September 25, 2013.



ARTICLE III:
EVALUATIONS



 



 



Sec. 31.09. Determination of Need for Evaluation.
Sec. 31.10. Initial Evaluation of Projects.
Sec. 31.11. Negative Declarations or Mitigated Negative Declarations.
Sec. 31.12. Determinations that Environmental Impact Reports are Required.
Sec. 31.13. Draft Environmental Impact Reports.
Sec. 31.14. Consultations and Comments.
Sec. 31.15. Final Environmental Impact Reports.
Sec. 31.16. Appeal of Certain CEQA Decisions.
Sec. 31.17. Actions on Projects.
Sec. 31.18. Additional Environmental Review.
Sec. 31.19. Evaluation of Modified Projects.
Sec. 31.20. Multiple Actions on Projects.
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SEC. 31.09.  DETERMINATION OF NEED FOR EVALUATION.



   Upon receiving an environmental evaluation application for a project; upon referral of a project by the board,
commission or department that is to carry out or approve the project; or through such other process for rendering
an exemption determination as the Environmental Review Officer shall authorize, the Environmental Review
Officer shall determine whether such project is exempt from environmental review. For all projects that are not
exempt from CEQA, prior to the City's decision as to whether to carry out or approve the project, the
Environmental Review Officer shall conduct an initial study to establish whether a negative declaration or an
environmental impact report is required. In the event it is clear at the outset that an environmental impact report is
required, the Environmental Review Officer may make an immediate determination and dispense with the initial
study.



(Added by Ord. 40-01, File No. 001007, App. 3/16/2001; amended by Ord. 161-13 , File No. 121019, App. 7/26/2013, Eff. 8/25/2013, Oper.
9/25/2013 [see note at end of Article])



SEC. 31.10.  INITIAL EVALUATION OF PROJECTS.



   (a)   Each environmental evaluation application or referral shall include a project description using as its base
the environmental information form set forth as Appendix H of the CEQA Guidelines, which form shall be
supplemented to require additional data and information applicable to a project's effects, including consistency
with the environmental issues included in the Eight Priority Policies set forth in Section 101.1 of the Planning
Code and incorporated into the General Plan; shadow impacts, including the analysis set forth in Planning Code
Section 295; and such other data and information specific to the urban environment of San Francisco or to the
specific project. Each environmental evaluation application or referral shall be certified as true and correct by the
applicant or referring board, commission or department. Each initial study shall include an identification of the
environmental effects of a project using as its base the environmental checklist form set forth in Appendix G of
the CEQA Guidelines and addressing each of the questions from the checklist form that are relevant to a project's
environmental effects; provided that the checklist form shall be supplemented to address additional environmental
effects, including consistency with the environmental issues included in the Eight Priority Policies set forth in
Section 101.1 of the Planning Code and incorporated into the General Plan, shadow impacts, including the
analysis set forth in Planning Code Section 295, and such other environmental effects specific to the urban
environment of San Francisco or to the specific project.



   (b)   The initial study shall provide data and analysis regarding the potential for the project to have a significant
effect on the environment. The basic criteria for determination of significant effect shall be consistent with the
provisions set forth in CEQA.



   (c)   The applicant or the board, commission or department that is to carry out or approve the project shall
submit to the Environmental Review Officer such data and information as may be necessary for the initial study.
If such data and information are not submitted, the Environmental Review Officer may suspend work on the
initial evaluation.



   (d)   During preparation of the initial study, the Environmental Review Officer may consult with any person
having knowledge or interest concerning the project. In cases in which the project is to be carried out or approved
by more than one government agency and the City is the lead agency, the Environmental Review Officer shall
solicit input from all other government agencies that are to carry out or approve the project.



   (e)   If a project is subject to CEQA and the National Environmental Policy Act, an initial evaluation prepared
pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act may be used to satisfy the requirements of this Section.



   (f)   In accordance with CEQA, Public Resources Code Sections 21080(c) and 21080(d), based on the analysis
and conclusions in the initial study, the Environmental Review Officer shall determine whether there is substantial
evidence to support a "fair argument" that the project may have a significant effect on the environment and an
environmental impact report is required, or whether a project could not have a significant effect on the
environment and a negative declaration is required.
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(Added by Ord. 40-01, File No. 001007, App. 3/16/2001; amended by Ord. 116-06, File No. 060224, App. 6/1/2006; Ord. 161-13 , File No.
121019, App. 7/26/2013, Eff. 8/25/2013, Oper. 9/25/2013 [see note at end of Article])



SEC. 31.11.  NEGATIVE DECLARATIONS OR MITIGATED NEGATIVE
DECLARATIONS.



   (a)   When the Environmental Review Officer determines that a negative declaration or a mitigated negative
declaration is the appropriate level of environmental review required by CEQA, such determination shall be
prepared by or at the direction of the Environmental Review Officer. Unless otherwise specifically stated,
reference in this Chapter 31 to "negative declaration" shall collectively refer to a negative declaration and a
mitigated negative declaration. The negative declaration shall include the information required by CEQA and in
any event shall describe the project proposed, include the location of the property, preferably shown on a map,
and the name of the project proponent, state the proposed finding that the project could not have a significant
effect on the environment, and have attached to it a copy of the initial study documenting reasons to support that
finding. The negative declaration shall also indicate mitigation measures, if any, included in the project to avoid
potentially significant effects.



   (b)   The Environmental Review Officer shall first prepare a negative declaration on a preliminary basis, and
shall post a copy of the proposed negative declaration in the offices of the Planning Department and on the
Planning Department website.



   (c)   The Environmental Review Officer shall provide a notice of intent to adopt a negative declaration ("notice
of intent") to those persons required by CEQA. In each instance, the Environmental Review Officer shall provide
notice by:



      (1)   Mail to the applicant and the board(s), commission(s) or department(s) that will carry out or approve the
project.



      (2)   Publication in a newspaper of general circulation in the City.



      (3)   Posting in the offices of the Planning Department.



      (4)   Posting on the subject site. The Planning Department shall develop guidance on the requirements for
posting to assure that posters are visible from the closest public street or other public space.



      (5)   Mail to the owners of all real property, and to the extent practicable, the residential occupants, within the
area that is the subject of the negative declaration and within 300 feet of all exterior boundaries of such area, and
by mail to all organizations and individuals who have previously requested such notice in writing, sufficiently
prior to adoption of the negative declaration to allow the public and agencies a review period of not less than 20
days, or 30 days if a 30-day circulation period is required by CEQA. In the case of City-sponsored projects that
involve rezonings, Area Plans or General Plan amendments and are either citywide in scope or the total area of
land that is part of the project, excluding the area of public streets and alleys, is 20 acres or more, the
Environmental Review Officer shall provide notice by mail to the owners, and to the extent practicable, the
residential occupants, within the exterior boundaries of the project area, and to all organizations and individuals
who previously requested such notice in writing.



   (d)   The notice of intent shall specify the period during which comments are to be received, the date, time and
place of any public hearings on the project when known to the Planning Department at the time of the notice, a
brief description of the project and its location, the address where copies of the negative declaration and all
documents referenced in the negative declaration are available for review, and the Planning Department staff
contact. The notice of intent shall include a statement that no appeal of the negative declaration to the Board of
Supervisors under Section 31.16 of this Chapter will be permitted unless the appellant first files an appeal of the
preliminary negative declaration to the Planning Commission, and any other information as required by CEQA.



   (e)   Within 20 days, or 30 days if required by CEQA, following the publication of the notice of intent, any
person may appeal the proposed negative declaration to the Planning Commission, specifying the grounds for
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such appeal, or submit comments on the proposed negative declaration.



   (f)   The Planning Commission shall schedule a public hearing on any such appeal within not less than 14 nor
more than 30 days after the close of the appeal period. Notice of such hearing shall be posted in the offices of the
Planning Department and on the Planning Department website, and shall be mailed to the appellant, to the
applicant, to the board(s), commission(s) or department(s) that will carry out or approve the project, to any
individual or organization that has submitted comments on the proposed negative declaration, and to any other
individuals or organizations that previously have requested such notice in writing.



   (g)   After holding such hearing the Planning Commission shall affirm the proposed negative declaration if it
finds that the project could not have a significant effect on the environment, may refer the proposed negative
declaration back to the Planning Department for specified revisions, or shall overrule the proposed negative
declaration and order preparation of an environmental impact report if it finds substantial evidence to support a
fair argument that the project may have a significant effect on the environment.



   (h)   If the proposed negative declaration is not appealed as provided herein, or if it is affirmed on appeal, the
negative declaration shall be considered final, subject to any necessary modifications. Thereafter, the first City
decision-making body to act on approval of the project shall review and consider the information contained in the
final negative declaration, together with any comments received during the public review process, and, upon
making the findings as required by CEQA, shall adopt the negative declaration, prior to approving the project. A
public notice of the proposed action to adopt the negative declaration and take the Approval Action for the project
shall advise the public of its appeal rights to the Board of Supervisors with respect to the negative declaration
following the Approval Action in reliance on the negative declaration and within the time frame specified in
Section 31.16 of this Chapter. All decision-making bodies shall review and consider the negative declaration and
make findings as required by CEQA prior to approving the project.



   (i)   At the time the City adopts a mitigated negative declaration, the decision-making body shall also adopt a
program for reporting on or monitoring the mitigation measures for the project that it has either required or made
a condition of approval to mitigate or avoid significant environmental effects.



   (j)   After the City has decided to carry out or approve the project and the project is considered finally approved
as provided for in Section 31.16(b)(11), in accordance with CEQA procedures, and upon the payment of required
fees by the project sponsor, the Environmental Review Officer shall file a notice of determination with the county
clerk in the county or counties in which the project is to be located. If required by CEQA, the notice of
determination shall also be filed with the California Office of Planning and Research. When the Environmental
Review Officer files a notice of determination with the county clerk or the California Office of Planning and
Research or both, the Planning Department also shall post a copy of the notice of determination in the offices of
the Planning Department and on the Planning Department website, and mail a copy of the notice of determination
to any organizations and individuals who previously have requested such notice in writing.



(Added by Ord. 40-01, File No. 001007, App. 3/16/2001; amended by Ord. 161-13 , File No. 121019, App. 7/26/2013, Eff. 8/25/2013, Oper.
9/25/2013 [see note at end of Article])



(Former Sec. 31.11 amended by Ord. 92-77, App. 3/18/77; repealed by Ord. 40-01, File No. 001007, App. 3/16/2001)



SEC. 31.12.  DETERMINATIONS THAT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
REPORTS ARE REQUIRED.



   When the Environmental Review Officer determines that an environmental impact report is required by CEQA,
the Environmental Review Officer shall distribute a notice of preparation in the manner and containing the
information required by CEQA and provide such other notice as required by CEQA. In addition, the
Environmental Review Officer shall prepare a notice advising the public of the notice of preparation and of any
scheduled scoping meetings and publish the notice of preparation in a newspaper of general circulation in the
City, post the notice of preparation in the offices of the Planning Department and on the Planning Department
website, and mail the notice of preparation to the applicant, the board(s), commission(s) or department(s) that will
carry out or approve the project and to all organizations and individuals who have previously requested such
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notice in writing.



(Added by Ord. 40-01, File No. 001007, App. 3/16/2001; amended by Ord. 161-13 , File No. 121019, App. 7/26/2013, Eff. 8/25/2013, Oper.
9/25/2013 [see note at end of Article])



(Former Sec. 31.12 amended by Ord. 166-74, App. 4/11/74; repealed by Ord. 40-01, File No. 001007, App. 3/16/2001)



SEC. 31.13.  DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORTS.



   (a)   When an environmental impact report ("EIR") is required, it shall be prepared by or at the direction of the
Environmental Review Officer. The EIR shall first be prepared as a draft report.



   (b)   The applicant or the board, commission or department that is to carry out or approve the project shall
submit to the Environmental Review Officer such data and information as may be necessary to prepare the draft
EIR. If such data and information are not submitted, the Environmental Review Officer may suspend work on the
draft EIR. The data and information submitted shall, if the Environmental Review Officer so requests, be in the
form of all or a designated part or parts of the proposed draft EIR itself, although the Environmental Review
Officer shall in any event make his or her own evaluation and analysis and exercise his or her independent
judgment in preparation of the draft EIR for public review.



   (c)   During preparation of the draft EIR, the Environmental Review Officer may consult with any person
having knowledge or interest concerning the project. If he/she has not already done so in accordance with Section
31.10 above, in cases in which the project is to be carried out or approved by more than one public agency, the
Environmental Review Officer shall consult with all other public agencies that are to carry out or approve the
project.



   (d)   When the draft EIR has been prepared, the Environmental Review Officer shall file a notice of completion
of such draft with the California Office of Planning and Research as required by CEQA and make the draft EIR
available through the State Clearinghouse if and as required by the California Office of Planning and Research.



(Added by Ord. 40-01, File No. 001007, App. 3/16/2001; amended by Ord. 161-13 , File No. 121019, App. 7/26/2013, Eff. 8/25/2013, Oper.
9/25/2013 [see note at end of Article])



(Former Sec. 31.13 added by Ord. 134-73, App. 4/11/73; repealed by Ord. 40-01, File No. 001007, App. 3/16/2001)



SEC. 31.14.  CONSULTATIONS AND COMMENTS.



   (a)   The Environmental Review Officer shall provide public notice of the availability of the draft EIR and
schedule a public hearing on the draft EIR with the Planning Commission. The Environmental Review Officer
shall provide the notice of availability at the same time that the notice of completion is filed as required by
CEQA. The notice of availability shall be distributed at least 30 days prior to the scheduled public hearing on the
draft EIR. The Environmental Review Officer shall distribute the notice of availability in the manner required by
CEQA and in each instance shall:



      (1)   Send the notice to any public agencies that CEQA requires the lead agency to consult with and request
comments from on the draft EIR, and may send copies of the draft EIR to and consult with other persons with
special expertise with respect to any environmental impact involved.



         (A)   In sending such notices and copies of the draft EIR, the Environmental Review Officer shall request
comments on the draft EIR from such agencies and persons, with particular focus upon the sufficiency of the draft
EIR in discussing possible effects on the environment, ways in which adverse effects may be minimized, and
alternatives to the project.



         (B)   For the types of projects set forth in Sections 31.08(e)(3)(A) and 31.08(e)(3)(B) of this Chapter 31, and
for any other projects that may be subject to the approval of the Historic Preservation Commission, the
Environmental Review Officer shall send a copy of the draft EIR to the Historic Preservation Commission and
obtain any comments that the Historic Preservation Commission has on the draft EIR at a noticed public meeting.
The Planning Department shall schedule the public meeting at least seven days prior to any Planning Commission
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hearing on the draft EIR. But, if the calendars of the two commissions do not allow such scheduling without
extending the noticed public comment period, the Planning Department shall schedule the public meeting as far in
advance of the Planning Commission hearing as possible, consistent with not extending the public comment
period.



      (2)   Post the notice in the offices of the Planning Department and on the Planning Department website.



      (3)   Post on the subject site. The Planning Department shall develop guidance on the requirements for posting
to assure that posters are visible from the closest public street or other public space.



      (4)   Publish the notice in a newspaper of general circulation in the City.



      (5)   Mail the notice to the applicant, the board(s), commission(s) or department(s) that will carry out or
approve the project, and to any individuals or organizations that previously have requested such notice in writing.



      (6)   Mail the notice to the owners of all real property, and to the extent practicable, the residential occupants,
within the area that is the subject of the environmental impact report and within 300 feet of all exterior boundaries
of such area. In the case of City-sponsored projects that involve rezonings, area plans or General Plan
amendments and are either citywide in scope or the total area of land that is part of the project, excluding the area
of public streets and alleys, is 20 acres or more, the Environmental Review Officer shall provide notice by mail to
the owners and, to the extent practicable, the residential occupants within the exterior boundaries of the project
area, and to all organizations and individuals who previously requested such notice in writing.



   (b)   The notice of availability shall contain the information required by CEQA and in each instance shall:



      (1)   State the starting and ending dates for the draft EIR review period during which the Environmental
Review Officer will receive comments and if comments are not returned within that time it shall be assumed that
the agency or person has no comment to make. The public review period shall not be less than 30 days nor more
than 60 days except under unusual circumstances. When a draft EIR is submitted to the State Clearinghouse for
review by state agencies, the public review period shall not be less than 45 days, unless a shorter period, not less
than 30 days, is approved by the State Clearinghouse. The Planning Commission or the Environmental Review
Officer may, upon the request of an agency or person with special expertise from whom comments are sought,
grant an extension of time beyond the original period for comments, but such extension shall not prevent with the
holding of any hearing on the draft EIR for which notice has already been given.



      (2)   State the time, place and date of the scheduled Planning Commission hearing on the draft EIR and all
hearings at which the Environmental Review Officer will take testimony.



      (3)   State that only commenters on the Draft EIR will be permitted to file an appeal of the certification of the
Final EIR to the Board of Supervisors under Section 31.16 of this Chapter.



   (c)   The Planning Department shall make the draft EIR available to the public upon the date of the notice of
availability. The Planning Department shall post a copy of the draft EIR on the Planning Department website and
provide a copy of the draft EIR to the applicant and to such board(s), commission(s) or department(s) and to any
organizations or individuals who previously have requested a copy in writing, in electronic form on a text
searchable digital storage device or by text searchable electronic mail transmission when an email address is
provided, unless a printed hard copy is specifically requested.



   (d)   Public participation, both formal and informal, shall be encouraged at all stages of review, and written
comments shall be accepted at any time up to the conclusion of the public comment period. The Environmental
Review Officer may give public notice at any formal stage of the review process, beyond the notices required by
this Chapter 31 and CEQA, in any manner the Environmental Review Officer may deem appropriate.



   (e)   The Planning Commission shall hold a public hearing on every draft EIR during the public comment period.
The Environmental Review Officer may, upon delegation by the Planning Commission, take testimony at
supplemental public hearing(s) on draft EIRs, in addition to, and not in lieu of, the hearing conducted by the
Planning Commission, and shall report to and make all testimony received by the Environmental Review Officer
available to the Planning Commission at a public hearing.
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   (f)   To the extent practicable, any comments already received from any agency, organization or individual shall
be available at the public hearing.



(Added by Ord. 40-01, File No. 001007, App. 3/16/2001; amended by Ord. 161-13 , File No. 121019, App. 7/26/2013, Eff. 8/25/2013, Oper.
9/25/2013 [see note at end of Article])



(Former Sec. 31.14 added by Ord. 134-73, App. 4/11/73; repealed by Ord. 40-01, File No. 001007, App. 3/16/2001)



SEC. 31.15.  FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORTS.



   (a)   A final EIR shall be prepared by, or at the direction of, the Environmental Review Officer, based upon the
draft EIR, the consultations and comments received during the review process, and additional information that
may become available. Not less than 10 days prior to the Planning Commission hearing to consider certification of
the final EIR, the final EIR shall be made available to the public and to any board(s), commission(s) or
department(s) that will carry out or approve the project.



   (b)   The final EIR shall include a list of agencies and persons consulted, the comments received, either
verbatim or in summary, and a response to any comments that raise significant points concerning effects on the
environment. The response to comments may take the form of revisions within the draft EIR, or by adding a
separate section in the final EIR, or by providing an explanation in response to the comment.



   (c)   An administrative record of proceedings shall be kept of each case in which an EIR is prepared, including
all comments received in writing in addition to a record of the public hearing. The final EIR shall indicate the
location of such record. The Environmental Review Officer shall cause the hearing on the draft EIR to be
recorded by a phonographic reporter and transcribed and retained as part of the administrative record. Any
separate or additional transcription of a hearing record shall be at the expense of the person requesting such
transcription.



   (d)   When the final EIR has been prepared and in the judgment of the Planning Commission it is adequate,
accurate and objective, reflecting the independent judgment and analysis of the Planning Commission, the
Planning Commission shall certify its completion in compliance with CEQA. The notice of the Planning
Commission hearing on the certification of the final EIR shall inform the public of its appeal rights to the Board
of Supervisors with respect to the final EIR within the time frame specified in Section 31.16 of this Chapter. The
certification of completion shall contain a finding as to whether the project as proposed will, or will not, have a
significant effect on the environment.



   (e)   After the City has decided to carry out or approve the project and the project is considered finally approved
as provided for in Section 31.16(b)(11), in accordance with CEQA procedures and upon the payment of required
fees by the project sponsor, the Environmental Review Officer shall file a notice of determination with the county
clerk in the county or counties in which the project is to be located. If required by CEQA, the notice of
determination shall also be filed with the California Office of Planning and Research. The Environmental Review
Officer shall also post the notice of determination in the offices of the Planning Department and on the Planning
Department website, and mail a copy to any organizations and individuals who previously have requested such
notice in writing.



(Added by Ord. 40-01, File No. 001007, App. 3/16/2001; amended by Ord. 161-13 , File No. 121019, App. 7/26/2013, Eff. 8/25/2013, Oper.
9/25/2013 [see note at end of Article])



(Former Sec. 31.15 added by Ord. 134-73, App. 4/11/73; repealed by Ord. 40-01, File No. 001007, App. 3/16/2001)



SEC. 31.16.  APPEAL OF CERTAIN CEQA DECISIONS.



   (a)   Decisions Subject to Appeal. In accordance with the provisions set forth in this Section 31.16, the
following CEQA decisions may be appealed to the Board of Supervisors (the "Board"): (1) certification of a final
EIR by the Planning Commission; (2) adoption of a negative declaration by the first decision-making body; and
(3) determination by the Planning Department or any other authorized City department that a project is exempt
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from CEQA.



   (b)   Appeal Procedures. In addition to the applicable requirements of Section 31.16(c) pertaining to EIRs,
Section 31.16(d) pertaining to negative declarations or Section 31.16(e) pertaining to exemption determinations,
the following requirements shall apply to an appeal of any of the decisions listed in Section 31.16(a).



      (1)   The appellant shall submit a letter of appeal to the Clerk of the Board within the time frames set forth in
Sections 31.16(c), (d), or (e), as applicable. The letter of appeal shall state the specific grounds for appeal, and
shall be accompanied by a fee, as set forth in Section 31.22 of this Chapter, payable to the San Francisco Planning
Department. The appellant shall sign the letter of appeal, or may have an agent, file an appeal on his or her behalf.
The appellant shall submit with the appeal a copy of the CEQA decision being appealed, if available, and
otherwise shall submit it when available. The appellant shall submit a copy of the letter of appeal and any other
written materials submitted to the Clerk in support of the appeal to the Environmental Review Officer at the time
appellant submits the letter of appeal to the Clerk of the Board. The submission to the Environmental Review
Officer may be made by electronic means. An appeal shall be accepted by the Clerk with notice given to the
appellants that the acceptance is conditioned upon the Planning Department determining that the appeal of the
CEQA decision, whether rendered by the Planning Department or another City commission, department, agency
or official, has been filed in a timely manner, and the Clerk otherwise determining that the appeal complies with
the requirements of this section. The Planning Department shall make such determination within three working
days of receiving the Clerk's request for review. Within seven working days of the filing of the appeal the Clerk
shall mail notice to the appellants of the acceptance or rejection of the appeal. The Clerk of the Board may reject
an appeal if appellant fails to comply with this Section 31.16(b)(1).



      (2)   After receipt of the letter of appeal, the Environmental Review Officer shall promptly transmit copies of
the environmental review document no later than 11 days prior to the scheduled hearing to the Clerk of the Board
and make the administrative record available to the Board.



      (3)   For projects that require multiple City approvals, after the Clerk has scheduled the appeal for hearing and
until the CEQA decision is affirmed by the Board, (A) the Board may not take action to approve the project but
may hold hearings on the project and pass any pending approvals out of committee without a recommendation for
the purpose of consolidating project approvals and the CEQA appeal before the full Board, and (B) other City
boards, commissions, departments and officials shall not carry out or consider further the approval of the project
that is the subject of the CEQA decision on appeal except activities that are essential to abate hazards to the public
health and safety, including abatement of hazards on a structure or site determined by the appropriate City
official, including but not limited to the Director of Building Inspection, the Director of Public Works, the
Director of Public Health, the Fire Marshal or the Port Chief Engineer, to be an emergency presenting an
imminent hazard to the public and requiring immediate action.



      (4)   The Clerk of the Board shall schedule a hearing on the appeal before the full Board. The Clerk shall
schedule the hearing no less than 21 and no more than 45 days following expiration of the time frames set forth in
Sections 31.16(c), (d), or (e), as applicable, for filing an appeal. If more than one person submits a letter of
appeal, the Board President may consolidate such appeals so that they are heard simultaneously. The Clerk shall
provide notice of the appeal by mail to the appellant or appellants and to all organizations and individuals who
previously have requested such notice in writing. The Clerk shall provide such notice no less than 14 days prior to
the date the appeal is scheduled to be heard by the Board. The Planning Department shall provide to the Clerk of
the Board the list of individuals and organizations that have commented on the decision or determination in a
timely manner, or requested notice of an appeal, no less than 20 days prior to the scheduled hearing.



      (5)   Members of the public, appellant and real parties in interest or City agencies sponsoring the proposed
project may submit written materials to the Clerk of the Board no later than noon, 11 days prior to the scheduled
hearing. The Clerk will distribute any written document submitted by noon, eight days prior to the scheduled
hearing to the Board through the Board's normal distribution procedures.



      (6)   The Board shall conduct its own independent review of whether the CEQA decision adequately complies
with the requirements of CEQA. The Board shall consider anew all facts, evidence and issues related to the
adequacy, accuracy and objectiveness of the CEQA decision, including, but not limited to, the sufficiency of the
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CEQA decision and the correctness of its conclusions.



      (7)   The Board shall act on an appeal within 30 days of the date scheduled for the hearing, provided that if the
full membership of the Board is not present on the last day on which the appeal is set for a decision within said
30 days, the Board may postpone a decision thereon until, but not later than, the full membership of the Board is
present; and provided further, if the Board of Supervisors does not conduct at least three regular Board meetings
during such 30 day period, the Board of Supervisors shall decide such appeal within 40 days of the time set for
the hearing thereon or at the next regularly scheduled Board meeting should such deadline fall within a Board
recess; and provided further that the latest date to which said decision may be so postponed under this Section
shall be not more than 90 days from the expiration of the time frames set forth in Sections 31.16(c), (d), or (e), as
applicable, for filing an appeal.



      (8)   The Board may affirm or reverse any CEQA decision by a vote of a majority of all members of the
Board. A tie vote shall be deemed to be disapproval of the CEQA decision. The Board shall act by motion. The
Board shall adopt findings in support of its decision, which may include adoption or incorporation of findings
made by the Planning Commission, Environmental Review Officer or other City department authorized to act on
the CEQA decision below. If the Board reverses the CEQA decision, the Board shall adopt specific findings
setting forth the reasons for its decision.



      (9)   If the Board affirms the CEQA decision, the date of the final EIR, the final negative declaration, or final
exemption determination shall be the date upon which the Planning Commission, Planning Department,
Environmental Review Officer or other authorized City department, as applicable, first certified the EIR adopted
the negative declaration or issued the exemption determination and any actions approving the project made prior
to the appeal decision shall be deemed valid.



      (10)   If the Board reverses the CEQA decision, the prior CEQA decision and any actions approving the
project in reliance on the reversed CEQA decision, shall be deemed void.



      (11)   The date the project shall be considered finally approved shall occur no earlier than either the expiration
date of the appeal period if no appeal is filed, or the date the Board affirms the CEQA decision, if the CEQA
decision is appealed.



   (c)   Appeal of Environmental Impact Reports. In addition to those requirements set forth in Section 31.16(b)
above, the following requirements shall apply only to appeals of EIRs.



      (1)   Any person or entity that has submitted comments to the Planning Commission or the Environmental
Review Officer on a draft EIR, either in writing during the public review period, or orally or in writing at a public
hearing on the EIR, may appeal the Planning Commission's certification of the final EIR.



      (2)   The appellant of a final EIR shall submit a letter of appeal to the Clerk of the Board no later than 30 days
after the Planning Commission's certification of the EIR.



      (3)   The grounds for appeal of an EIR shall be limited to whether the EIR complies with CEQA, including
whether it is adequate, accurate and objective, sufficient as an informational document, correct in its conclusions,
and reflects the independent judgment and analysis of the City and whether the Planning Commission
certification findings are correct.



      (4)   The Board shall affirm the Planning Commission's certification of the final EIR if the Board finds that the
final EIR complies with CEQA, including that it is adequate, accurate and objective, sufficient as an informational
document, correct in its conclusions, and reflects the independent judgment and analysis of the City and that the
Planning Commission certification findings are correct.



      (5)   The Board shall reverse the Planning Commission's certification of the EIR if the Board finds that the
EIR does not comply with CEQA, including that it is not adequate, accurate and objective, is not sufficient as an
informational document, that its conclusions are incorrect or it does not reflect the independent judgment and
analysis of the City, or that the Planning Commission certification findings are incorrect. If the Board reverses the
Planning Commission's certification of the final EIR, it shall remand the final EIR to the Planning Commission
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for further action consistent with the Board's findings. Any further appeals of the EIR shall be limited only to the
portions of the EIR that the Planning Commission has revised and any appellant shall have commented on the
revised EIR at or before a public hearing held on the revised EIR or the project, if any, The Board's subsequent
review, if any, also shall be limited to the portions of the EIR that the Planning Commission has revised
including, without limitation, new issues that have been addressed. Any additional appeals to the Board shall
comply with the procedures set forth in this Section 31.16.



   (d)   Appeal of Negative Declarations. In addition to those requirements set forth in Section 31.16(b) above,
the following requirements shall apply only to appeals of negative declarations.



      (1)   Any person or entity that has filed an appeal of the preliminary negative declaration with the Planning
Commission during the public comment period provided by this Chapter 31 for filing comments on the
preliminary negative declaration may appeal the Planning Commission's approval of the final negative
declaration.



      (2)   The appellant of a negative declaration shall submit a letter of appeal to the Clerk of the Board after the
Planning Commission approves the final negative declaration and within 30 days after the Date of the Approval
Action for the project taken in reliance on the negative declaration.



      (3)   The grounds for appeal of a negative declaration shall be limited to whether, in light of the whole record
before the Board, the negative declaration conforms to the requirements of CEQA and there is no substantial
evidence to support a fair argument that the project may have a significant effect on the environment, and in the
case of a mitigated negative declaration, the adequacy and feasibility of the mitigation measures.



      (4)   The Board shall affirm the Planning Commission approval of the negative declaration if it finds that the
negative declaration conforms to the requirements of CEQA and that the record does not include substantial
evidence to support a fair argument that the project may have a significant effect on the environment.



      (5)   The Board shall reverse the Planning Commission approval of the negative declaration if it finds that the
negative declaration does not conform to the requirements of CEQA or there is substantial evidence to support a
fair argument that the project may have a significant effect on the environment that has not been avoided or
mitigated to a less than significant level by mitigation measures or project modifications agreed to by the project
sponsor or incorporated into the project. If the Board reverses the decision of the Planning Commission, it shall
remand the negative declaration to the Planning Department for further action consistent with the Board's
findings.



         (A)   In the event the Board remands the negative declaration to the Planning Department for revision, the
Environmental Review Officer shall finalize the revised negative declaration and send notice to the public, as set
forth in Section 31.11 of this Chapter, of the availability of the revised negative declaration. No appeal to the
Planning Commission of the revised negative declaration shall be required. In the event an organization or
individual wishes to appeal the revised negative declaration, such appeal shall be made directly to the Board of
Supervisors within 30 days of publication of the revised negative declaration and shall comply with the
procedures set forth in this Section 31.16. The Board's subsequent review, if any, shall be limited to the portions
of the negative declaration that the Planning Department has revised.



         (B)   In the event the Board determines that a project may have a significant effect on the environment that
cannot be avoided or mitigated to a less than significant level and, therefore, an EIR is required, the Planning
Department shall prepare an EIR in accordance with CEQA and this Chapter 31. Any subsequent appeal to the
Board shall comply with the procedures set forth in this Section 31.16.



   (e)   Appeal of Exemption Determinations. In addition to those requirements set forth in Section 31.16(b)
above, the following requirements shall apply to appeals of exemption determinations.



      (1)   Any person or entity may appeal the exemption determination by the Planning Department or other
authorized City department to the Board.



      (2)   The appellant of an exemption determination shall submit a letter of appeal to the Clerk of the Board
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within the following time frames as applicable:



         (A)   For a private project seeking a permit, license or other entitlement for use for which the City otherwise
provides an appeal process for the entitlement, the appeal of an exemption determination shall be filed after the
Planning Department issues the exemption determination and within 30 days after the Date of the Approval
Action, regardless of whether the Approval Action is subject to a shorter appeal period. Departments that issue
permits or entitlements supported by exemption determinations shall take steps as they determine appropriate to
advise applicants seeking permits, licenses or other entitlements for use of the 30-day appeal period for the
exemption determination.



         (B)   For all projects not covered by Section (A):



            (i)   If the Approval Action is taken following a noticed public hearing as provided for in Section 31.08(f)
of this Chapter, the appeal of an exemption determination shall be filed after the Planning Department issues the
exemption determination and within 30 days after the Date of the Approval Action.



            (ii)   If the Approval Action is taken without a noticed public hearing as provided for in Section 31.08(f) of
this Chapter, the appeal of an exemption determination shall be filed after the Planning Department issues the
exemption determination and within 30 days after the first date the Planning Department posts on the Planning
Department's website a notice as provided in Section 31.08(g) of this Chapter.



         (C)   As to an exemption determination for a project for which no City entity posted the exemption
determination on the City's website or otherwise provided public notice of the exemption determination under this
Chapter 31, an appeal may be filed within 30 days following the appellant's discovery of the exemption
determination.



      (3)   The grounds for appeal of an exemption determination shall be limited to whether the project conforms to
the requirements of CEQA for an exemption.



      (4)   The Board shall affirm the exemption determination if it finds that the project conforms to the
requirements set forth in CEQA for an exemption.



      (5)   The Board shall reverse the exemption determination if it finds that the project does not conform to the
requirements set forth in CEQA for an exemption. If the Board finds that the project does not conform to the
requirements set forth in CEQA for an exemption, the Board shall remand the exemption determination to the
Planning Department for further action consistent with the Board's findings. In the event the Board reverses the
exemption determination of any City department other than the Planning Department, the exemption
determination shall be remanded to the Planning Department, and not the City department making the original
exemption determination, for consideration of the exemption determination in accordance with the Board's
directions.



 



(Added by Ord. 161-13 , File No. 121019, App. 7/26/2013, Eff. 8/25/2013, Oper. 9/25/2013 [see note at end of Article])



(Former Sec. 31.16 added by Ord. 40-01, File No. 001007, App. 3/16/2001; deleted by Ord. 161-13 , File No. 121019, App. 7/26/2013, Eff.
8/25/2013, Oper. 9/25/2013 [see note at end of Article])



(Former Sec. 31.16 amended by Ord. 166-74, App. 4/11/74; repealed by Ord. 40-01, File No. 001007, App. 3/16/2001)



SEC. 31.17.  ACTIONS ON PROJECTS.



   (a)   The certification of completion and the final EIR shall be transmitted by the Environmental Review Officer
to the applicant and the board, commission or department that is to carry out or approve the project, and shall be
presented to the body which will decide whether to carry out or approve the project. These documents shall also
be presented to any appellate body in the event of an appeal from the decision whether to carry out or approve the
project.





http://www.sfbos.org/ftp/uploadedfiles/bdsupvrs/ordinances13/o0161-13.pdf


http://www.sfbos.org/ftp/uploadedfiles/bdsupvrs/ordinances13/o0161-13.pdf
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   (b)   Before making its decision whether to carry out or approve the project, the decision-making body or
appellate body shall review and consider the information contained in the EIR and shall make findings as required
by CEQA.



   (c)   Thereafter, the decision-making body or appellate body may make its decision whether to carry out or
approve the project.



   (d)   After the City has decided to carry out or approve the project, the Environmental Review Officer may file a
notice of determination with the county clerk of the county or counties in which the project is to be located and as
required by CEQA. Such notice shall contain the information required by CEQA.



(Added by Ord. 40-01, File No. 001007, App. 3/16/2001)



(Former Sec. 31.17; added by Ord. 134-73, App. 4/11/73; repealed by Ord. 40-01, File No. 001007, App. 3/16/2001)



SEC. 31.18.  ADDITIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW.



   If the Environmental Review Officer or a decision-making body, as defined in CEQA, determine that additional
environmental review is required by CEQA, or if modifications to a project require additional environmental
review, such review will be conducted as provided by CEQA and in accordance with the applicable procedures set
forth in this Chapter 31.



(Added by Ord. 40-01, File No. 001007, App. 3/16/2001)



SEC. 31.19.  EVALUATION OF MODIFIED PROJECTS.



   (a)   After evaluation of a proposed project has been completed pursuant to this Chapter, a substantial
modification of the project may require reevaluation of the proposed project.



   (b)   When the Environmental Review Officer determines that a change in an exempt project is a substantial
modification as defined in Section 31.08(i), the Environmental Review Officer shall make a new CEQA decision
as provided in this Chapter.



      (1)   If the Environmental Review Officer again determines that the project as  modified is exempt, the
Environmental Review Officer shall make a new exemption determination in accordance with the applicable
provisions of Section 31.08(e).



      (2)   If the Environmental Review Officer determines that the modified project is not exempt, an initial study
shall be conducted as provided in this Chapter.



      (3)   The Planning Department may issue guidance to other City departments in determining the type of
project modification that might occur after an Approval Action that would require additional CEQA review. The
guidance may also advise on the process and considerations that the Planning Department would use in such cases
to determine whether to issue a new exemption determination or undertake further environmental review.



   (c)   Where such a modification occurs as to a project for which a negative declaration has been adopted or a
final EIR has been certified, the Environmental Review Officer shall reevaluate the proposed project in relation to
such modification.



      (1)   If, on the basis of such reevaluation, the Environmental Review Officer determines, based on the
requirements of CEQA, that no additional environmental review is necessary, this determination and the reasons
therefor shall be noted in writing in the case record, and no further evaluation shall be required by this Chapter.
Notice of any such written determination and the reasons therefor shall be posted in the Planning Department, and
shall be mailed to the applicant, the board, commission or department that will carry out or approve the project, to
any individual or organization that has commented on the environmental document, and to any other individual or
organization requesting such notice in writing.



      (2)   If, on the basis of such reevaluation, the Environmental Review Officer determines that additional
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environmental review is necessary, the project shall be considered a new project for purposes of environmental
review pursuant to this Chapter. In that event, a new evaluation shall be completed prior to the decision by the
City as to whether to carry out or approve the project as modified. CEQA sets forth specific requirements for the
determination of whether a supplemental or subsequent EIR is necessary, as well as the process therefor.



(Added by Ord. 40-01, File No. 001007, App. 3/16/2001; amended by Ord. 161-13 , File No. 121019, App. 7/26/2013, Eff. 8/25/2013, Oper.
9/25/2013 [see note at end of Article])



SEC. 31.20.  MULTIPLE ACTIONS ON PROJECTS.



   (a)   The concept of a project is broadly defined by CEQA so that multiple actions of the same or of different
kinds may often constitute a single project. This concept of a project permits all the ramifications of a public
action to be considered together, and avoids duplication of review.



   (b)   Early and timely evaluation of projects and preparation of EIRs shall be emphasized.



   (c)   Only one initial study, negative declaration or EIR shall be required for each project.



   (d)   For purposes of determining the appropriate time for evaluation of projects and preparation of EIRs
pursuant to this Chapter, there shall be only one relevant decision by the City to carry out or approve, or not to
carry out or approve, a project. However for other purposes there may be more than one determination by the
same or separate boards, commissions and departments of the City, either discretionary or ministerial, affecting
the carrying out or approval of the project. The authority and effectiveness of any other such determinations,
including determinations by the Board of Appeals or any other appellate body, shall not be diminished by
anything in this Chapter.



   (e)   Only one evaluation of a project or preparation of an EIR shall occur in cases in which both the City and
one or more other public agencies are to carry out or approve a project. In such cases the evaluation or
preparation is performed by the lead agency, which agency is selected by reference to criteria in CEQA.



   (f)   CEQA provides that a single initial study, negative declaration or EIR may be employed for more than one
project, if all such projects are essentially the same in terms of environmental effects. Furthermore, an initial
study, negative declaration or EIR prepared for an earlier project may be applied to a later project, if the
circumstances of the projects are essentially the same.



   (g)   Reference is made in CEQA to simultaneous consideration of multiple and phased projects, related
projects, cumulative effects of projects, projects elsewhere in the region, existing and planned projects.



   (h)   With respect to projects preceding CEQA, and projects for which evaluations and EIRs have already been
completed, or on which substantial work has been performed, CEQA makes provision as to when, if at all, a new
evaluation or EIR must be prepared. An effort shall be made, in preparation of evaluations and EIRs, to consider
alternatives and thus avoid the need for such further review of the project.



(Added by Ord. 40-01, File No. 001007, App. 3/16/2001)



Editor's Note regarding Operative Date of Ord. 161-13:



   Ordinance 161-13 amends sections of this Article, as shown in the history notes above. Section 6 of that ordinance provides as follows:



Operative Date. This ordinance shall become operative on the later date of September 1, 2013, or five
business days after the Secretary of the Planning Commission provides a memorandum to the Clerk of
the Board of Supervisors advising that the Planning Commission has held a public hearing at which the
Planning Department has demonstrated to the Planning Commission that it has updated its website to
provide up-to-date information to the public about each CEQA exemption determination in a format
searchable by location, such as through the "Active Permits In My Neighborhood" tool now used by the
Planning Department and the Building Department.



   At the direction of the Office of the City Attorney, the publisher incorporated the amendments made by Ord. 161-13 into this Code on
September 25, 2013.





http://www.sfbos.org/ftp/uploadedfiles/bdsupvrs/ordinances13/o0161-13.pdf


http://www.sfbos.org/ftp/uploadedfiles/bdsupvrs/ordinances13/o0161-13.pdf








CHAPTER 31: CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT PROCEDURES AND FEES



http://www.amlegal.com/alpscripts/get-content.aspx[3/27/2014 3:29:35 PM]



ARTICLE IV:
FEES



 



 



SEC. 31.21.  ALLOCATION OF COSTS.



   (a)   The costs of initial evaluations, preparation of environmental impact reports, notices, hearings and other
aspects of administering this Chapter 3.1 shall be borne as follows:



      (1)   For a project to be carried out by the City: By the board, commission or department that is to carry out
such project, as part of the budgeted project costs.



      (2)   For a project to be carried out by any person other than the City: By such person.



      (3)   For the taking of an appeal to the Planning Commission: By the appellant.



(Added by Ord. 40-01, File No. 001007, App. 3/16/2001) (Former Sec. 31.21; added by Ord. 134-73, App. 4/11/73; repealed by Ord. 40-01)



SEC. 31.22.  BASIC FEES.



   (a)   The Planning Department shall charge the following basic fees to applicants for projects located outside of
recently adopted Plan Areas (adopted after July 1, 2005) that do not require one or more of the following, which
will be initiated through the adoption of an Area Plan: Code amendments for the height or bulk district and
General Plan amendments, as specified in Section 31.21 above:



      (1)   For an initial study of a project excluding use of special expertise or technical assistance, as described in
Section 31.23 below, the initial fee shall be:



         Where the total estimated construction cost as defined by the San Francisco Building Code is between $0
and $9,999: $1,092;



         Where said total estimated construction cost is $10,000 or more, but less than $200,000: $4,249 PLUS
2.066% of the cost over $10,000;



Sec. 31.21. Allocation of Costs.
Sec. 31.22. Basic Fees.
Sec. 31.23. Other Fees.
Sec. 31.23.1. Community Plan Fees.
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         Where said total estimated construction cost is $200,000 or more, but less than $1,000,000: $8,251 PLUS
1.562% of the cost over $200,000;



         Where said total estimated construction cost is $1,000,000 or more, but less than $10,000,000: $20,987
PLUS 1.311% of the cost over $1,000,000;



         Where said total estimated construction cost is $10,000,000 or more, but less than $30,000,000: $141,220
PLUS 0.404% of the cost over $10,000,000;



         Where said total estimated construction cost is $30,000,000 or more, but less than $50,000,000: $ 223,531
PLUS 0.152% of the cost over $30,000,000;



         Where said total estimated construction cost is $50,000,000 or more, but less than $100,000,000: $254,453
PLUS 0.037% of the cost over $50,000,000;



         Where said total estimated construction cost is $100,000,000 or more: $272,962 PLUS 0.016% of the cost
over $100,000,000.



         An applicant proposing major revisions to a project application that has been inactive for more than six
months and is assigned shall submit a new application. An applicant proposing significant revisions to a project
which has not been assigned and for which an application is on file with the Planning Department shall be
charged time and materials to cover the full costs in excess of the initial fee paid. A $111 surcharge shall be
added to this fee to compensate the City for the costs of appeals to the Board of Supervisors.



      (2)   For preparation of an environmental impact report excluding use of special expertise or technical
assistance, as described in Section 31.23 below, the initial fee shall be:



         Where the total estimated construction cost as defined in the San Francisco Building Code is between $0 to
$199,999: $24,255;



         Where said total estimated construction cost is $200,000 or more, but less than $1,000,000: $24,255 PLUS
0.596% of the cost over $200,000;



         Where said total estimated construction cost is $1,000,000 or more, but less than $10,000,000: $29,248
PLUS 0.404% of the cost over $1,000,000;



         Where said total estimated construction cost is $10,000,000 or more, but less than $30,000,000: $66,289
PLUS 0.165% of the cost over $10,000,000;



         Where said total estimated construction cost is $30,000,000 or more, but less than $50,000,000: $100,041
PLUS 0.045% of the cost over $30,000,000;



         Where said total construction cost is $50,000,000 or more, but less than $100,000,000: $109,240 PLUS
0.045% of the cost over $50,000,000;



         Where said total estimated construction cost is $100,000,000 or more: $132,433 PLUS 0.016% of the cost
over $100,000,000.



         An applicant proposing major revisions to a project application that has been inactive for more than six
months and is assigned shall submit a new application. An applicant proposing significant revisions to a project
which has not been assigned and for which an application is on file with the Planning Department shall be
charged time and materials to cover the full costs in excess of the initial fee paid.



      (3)   For an appeal to the Planning Commission: The fee shall be $521.00 to the appellant; provided, however,
that the fee shall be waived if the appeal is filed by a neighborhood organization that: (a) has been in existence for
24 months prior to the appeal filing date, (b) is on the Planning Department's neighborhood organization
notification list, and (c) can demonstrate to the Planning Director or his/her designee that the organization is
affected by the proposed project. An exemption from paying this appeal fee may be granted when the requestor's
income is not enough to pay for the fee without affecting their abilities to pay for the necessities of life, provided
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that the person seeking the exemption demonstrates to the Planning Director or his/her designee that they are
substantially affected by the proposed project.



      (4)   For an appeal to the Board of Supervisors of environmental determinations, including the certification of
an EIR, a negative declaration, or determination of a categorical exemption, the fee shall be $521.00 to the
appellant; provided, however, that the fee shall be waived if the appeal is filed by a neighborhood organization
that: (a) has been in existence for 24 months prior to the appeal filing date, (b) is on the Planning Department's
neighborhood organization notification list, and (c) can demonstrate to the Planning Director or his/her designee
that the organization is affected by the proposed project. Fees shall be used to defray the cost of appeal for the
Planning Department. Such fee shall be refunded to the appellant in the event the Planning Department rescinds
its determination or the Board of Supervisors remands or rejects the environmental impact report, negative
declaration, or determination of a categorical exemption to the Planning Commission for revisions based on issues
related to the adequacy and accuracy of the environmental determination. An exemption from paying this appeal
fee may be granted when the requestor's income is not enough to pay for the fee without affecting their ability to
pay for the necessities of life, provided that the person seeking the exemption demonstrates to the Clerk of the
Board of Supervisors or his/her designee that they are substantially affected by the proposed project.



      (5)   For preparation of an addendum to an environmental impact report that has previously been certified,
pursuant to Section 15164 of the State CEQA Guidelines: or reevaluation of a modified project for which a
negative declaration has been prepared: $22,844 plus time and materials as set forth in Subsection (b)(2).



      (6)   For preparation of a supplement to a draft or certified final environmental impact report: One-half of the
fee that would be required for a full environmental impact report on the same project, as set forth in Paragraph (2)
above, plus time and materials as set forth in Subsection (b)(2). A $111 surcharge shall be added to this fee to
compensate the City for the costs of appeals to the Board of Supervisors.



      (7)   (A)   For preparation of a Certificate of Exemption from Environmental Review determining that a
project is categorically exempt, statutorily exempt, ministerial/nonphysical, an emergency, or a planning and
feasibility study: $291 for applications that require only a stamp, $5,697 as an initial fee for applications that
require an Exemption Certificate, plus time and materials as set forth in Subsection (b)(2). A $111 surcharge shall
be added to this fee to compensate the City for the costs of appeals to the Board of Supervisors.



         (B)   For preparation of a Class 32 Certificate of Exemption from Environmental Review determining that a
project is categorically exempt, the initial fee shall be:



            Where the total estimated construction cost as defined by the San Francisco Building Code is between $0
and $9,999: $10,476;



            Where said total estimated construction cost is $10,000 or more, but less than $200,000: $10,476 PLUS
0.182% of the cost over $10,000;



            Where said total estimated construction cost is $200,000 or more, but less than $1,000,000: $10,822 PLUS
0.172% of the cost over $200,000;



            Where said total estimated construction cost is $1,000,000 or more, but less than $10,000,000: $12,201
PLUS 0.053% of the cost over $1,000,000;



            Where said total estimated construction cost is $10,000,000 or more: $16,978 PLUS 0.386% of the cost
over $10,000,000.



A $111 surcharge shall be added to this fee to compensate the City for the costs of appeals to the Board of
Supervisors.



      (8)   For preparation of an exemption that requires review of historical resource issues only, the following fees
apply. For a determination of whether a property is an historical resource under CEQA, the fee is $2,387. For a
determination of whether a project would result in a substantial adverse change in the significance of an historical
resource, the fee is $3,310. A $111 surcharge shall be added to this fee to compensate the City for the costs of
appeals to the Board of Supervisors.
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      (9)   For preparation of a letter of exemption from environmental review: $291, plus time and materials as set
forth in Subsection (b)(2).



      (10)   For review of a categorical exemption prepared by another City Agency, such as the Municipal
Transportation Agency or the Public Utilities Commission: $245, plus time and materials as set forth in
Subsection (b)(2).



      (11)   For reactivating an application that the Environmental Review Officer has deemed withdrawn due to
inactivity and the passage of time, subject to the approval of the Environmental Review Officer and within six
months of the date the application was deemed withdrawn: $237 plus time and materials to cover any additional
staff costs.



      (12)   Monitoring Conditions of Approval and Mitigation Monitoring: Upon adoption of conditions of
approval and/or mitigation measures which the Environmental Review Officer determines require active
monitoring, the fee shall be $1,153, as an initial fee, plus time and materials as set forth in Section 31.22(b)(2).



   (b)   Payment.



      (1)   The fee specified in Subsection (a)(1) shall be paid to the Planning Department at the time of the filing of
the environmental evaluation application, and where an environmental impact report is determined to be required,
the fee specified in Subsection (a)(2) shall be paid at the time the Notice of Preparation is prepared, except as
specified below. However, the Director of Planning or his/her designee may authorize phased collection of the fee
for a project whose work is projected to span more than one fiscal year. A nonrefundable processing fee of $53 is
required to set-up any installment payment plan for all application fees. The balance of phased payments must be
paid in full one week in advance of the first scheduled public hearing before the Planning Commission in consider
the project or before any Environmental Impact Report is published.



      (2)   The Planning Department shall charge the applicant for any time and material costs incurred in excess of
the initial fee charged if required to recover the Department's costs for providing services. Provided, however, that
where a different limitation on time and materials is set forth elsewhere in this section, then that limitation shall
prevail.



      (3)   Fee Adjustments. The Controller will annually adjust the project application fee amounts specified in
Section 31.22 and Section 31.23 by the two-year average consumer price index (CPI) change for the San
Francisco/San Jose Primary Metropolitan Statistical Area (PMSA). For a listing of the Department's current fees
inclusive of annual indexing for inflation, reference the Schedule of Applicable Fees available on the Planning
Department website.



      (4)   Any fraternal, charitable, benevolent or any other nonprofit organization, that is exempt from taxation
under the Internal Revenue laws of the United States and the Revenue and Taxation Code of the State of
California as a bona fide fraternal, charitable, benevolent or other nonprofit organization, or public entity that
submits an application for the development of residential units or dwellings all of which are affordable to low and
moderate income households, as defined by the United State Housing and Urban Development Department, for a
time period that is consistent with the policy of the Mayor's Office of Housing and the San Francisco
Redevelopment Agency may defer payment of the fees specified herein, with the exception of the fees payable
pursuant to Section 31.22(a)(3) and (4) and Section 31.22(a)(11) herein, until the time of issuance of the building
permit, before the building permit is released to the applicant; or (2) within one year of the date of completion of
the environmental review document, whichever is sooner. This exemption shall apply notwithstanding the
inclusion in the development of other nonprofit ancillary or accessory uses.



      (5)   An exemption from paying the full fees set forth in Section 31.22(a)(3) and (4) herein may be granted
when the requestor's income is not enough to pay the fee without affecting his or her ability to pay for the
necessities of life, provided that the person seeking the exemption demonstrates to the Director of Planning or
his/her designee that he or she is substantially affected by the proposed project.



      (6)   Exceptions to the payment provisions noted above may be made when the Director of Planning or his/her
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designee has authorized phased collection of the fee for a project whose work is projected to span more than one
fiscal year. A nonrefundable processing fee of $53 is required to set-up any installment payment plan for all
application fees. The balance of phased payments must be paid in full one week in advance of the first scheduled
public hearing before the Planning Commission to consider the project or before any Environmental Impact
Report is published.



   (c)   Refunds. When a request for an initial evaluation or for preparation of an environmental impact report is
(1) either withdrawn by the applicant prior to publication of an environmental document or (2) deemed canceled
by the Planning Department due to inactivity on the part of the applicant, then the applicant shall be entitled to a
refund of the fees paid to the Department less the time and materials expended minus a $436 processing fee.
Refund requests must be submitted within six months of the project closure date.



   (d)   Late Charges and Collection of Overdue Accounts. The Director or his/her designee shall call upon the
Bureau of Delinquent Revenues or duly licensed collection agencies for assistance in collecting delinquent
accounts more than 60 days in arrears, in which case any additional costs of collection may be added to the fee
amount outstanding. If the Department seeks the assistance of a duly licensed collection agency, the approval
procedures of Administrative Code Article 5, Section 10.39-1et seq. will be applicable.



   (e)   These amendments to fees related to the Planning Department are intended to provide revenues for the
staffing and other support necessary to provide more timely processing of applications within that Department.



(Added by Ord. 40-01, File No. 001007, App. 3/16/2001; amended by Ord. 155-04, File No. 040820, App. 7/8/2004; Ord. 175-05, File No. 050917,
App. 7/29/2005; Ord. 185-06, File No. 060697, App. 7/21/2006; Ord. 155-08, File No. 080738, App. 7/30/2008; Ord. 213-10, File No. 100724,
App. 8/4/2010; Ord. 155-11, File No. 110706, App. 8/1/2011, Eff. 8/31/2011; Ord. 56-13 , )



(Former Sec. 31.22 amended by Ord. 92-77, App. 3/18/77; repealed by Ord. 40-01)



SEC. 31.23.  OTHER FEES.



   (a)   Where an initial evaluation or preparation of an environmental impact report and related environmental
studies require the use of special expertise or technical assistance not provided by the board, commission,
department or other person who is to carry out the project, such expertise or assistance shall be paid for by such
board, commission, department or other person. This payment shall be made either to the Planning Department or,
if the Planning Department so requests, directly to the party that will provide such expertise or technical
assistance.



   (b)   Where outside consultants are used for such purposes, and the project is to be directly carried out by a
person other than a board, commission or department of the City, such consultants shall report their findings
directly to the Planning Department.



   (c)   Where employees of the City are used for such purposes, the costs of such employees shall be paid to the
board, commission or department providing such employees.



   (d)   In addition to any filing fees required by statute, the County Clerk shall collect a documentary handling fee
in the amount of $33 for each filing made pursuant to California Fish and Game Code Section 711.4, Subdivision
(d).



(Added by Ord. 40-01, File No. 001007, App. 3/16/2001; amended by Ord. 185-06, File No. 060697, App. 7/21/2006; Ord. 155-08, File No.
080738, App. 7/30/2008; Ord. 213-10, File No. 100724, App. 8/4/2010; Ord. 155-11, File No. 110706, App. 8/1/2011, Eff. 8/31/2011)



(Former Sec. 31.23; amended by Ord. 92-77, App. 3/18/77; repealed by Ord. 40-01)



SEC. 31.23.1.  COMMUNITY PLAN FEES.



   (a)   The Planning Department shall charge the following Community Plan Fees for environmental applications
filed in adopted Plan Areas effective after July 1, 2005:



      (1)   For Class 1 and 3 Exemptions: same as basic fees outlined in Section 31.22(a)(8) and (10).





http://www.sfbos.org/ftp/uploadedfiles/bdsupvrs/ordinances11/o0155-11.pdf
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      (2)   For determination of the appropriate environmental document: $12,720 and any fee pursuant to Section
31.23.1(c) below. In addition, the applicant shall pay the following fees as appropriate:



         (i)   If the determination is that the project qualifies for a Community exemption or exclusion, the applicant
shall pay a fee of $6,950.



         (ii)   If the determination is that the project does not qualify for a Community exemption or exclusion, the
applicant shall pay fees as set forth in Section 31.23.1(b) below.



   (b)   The fees for projects determined not to qualify for a Community exemption or exclusion are as follows:



      (1)   For an initial study excluding use of special expertise or technical assistance, as described in Section
31.22 above, the initial fee shall be:



         Where the total estimated construction cost as defined by the San Francisco Building Code is between $0
and $9,999: $1,360;



         Where said total estimated construction cost is $10,000 or more, but less than $200,000: $5,651 PLUS
2.571% of the cost over $10,000;



         Where said total estimated construction cost is $200,000 or more, but less than $1,000,000: $10,631 PLUS
1.943% of the cost over $200,000;



         Where said total estimated construction cost is $1,000,000 or more, but less than $10,000,000: $26,478
PLUS 1.630% of the cost over $1,000,000;



         Where said total estimated construction cost is $10,000,000 or more, but less than $30,000,000: $176,062
PLUS 0.502% of the cost over $10,000,000;



         Where said total estimated construction cost is $30,000,000 or more, but less than $50,000,000: $278,494
PLUS 0.189% of the cost over $30,000,000;



         Where said total estimated construction cost is $50,000,000 or more, but less than $100,000,000: $317,077
PLUS 0.045% of the cost over $50,000,000;



         Where said total estimated construction cost is $100,000,000 or more: $340,044 PLUS 0.019% of the cost
over $100,000,000.



         An applicant proposing major revisions to a project application that has been inactive for more than six
months and is assigned shall submit a new application. An applicant proposing significant revisions to a project
which has not been assigned and for which an application is on file with the Planning Department shall be
charged time and materials to cover the full costs in excess of the initial fee paid.



      (2)   For preparation of an environmental impact report excluding use of special expertise or technical
assistance, as described in Section 31.23 above, the initial fee shall be:



         Where the total estimated construction cost as defined in the San Francisco Building Code is between $0 to
$199,999: $30,185;



         Where said total estimated construction cost is $200,000 or more, but less than $1,000,000: $30,185 PLUS
0.741% of the cost over $200,000;



         Where said total estimated construction cost is $1,000,000 or more, but less than $10,000,000: $36,401
PLUS 0.502% of the cost over $1,000,000;



         Where said total estimated construction cost is $10,000,000 or more, but less than $30,000,000: $82,495
PLUS 0.206% of the cost over $10,000,000;



         Where said total estimated construction cost is $30,000,000 or more, but less than $50,000,000: $124,524
PLUS 0.056% of the cost over $30,000,000;
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         Where said total construction cost is $50,000,000 or more, but less than $100,000,000: $136,065 PLUS
0.056% of the cost over $50,000,000;



         Where said total estimated construction cost is $100,000,000 or more: $164,918 PLUS 0.019% of the cost
over $100,000,000.



         An applicant proposing major revisions to a project application that has been inactive for more than six
months and is assigned shall submit a new application. An applicant proposing significant revisions to a project
which has not been assigned and for which an application is on file with the Planning Department shall be
charged time and materials to cover the full costs in excess of the initial fee paid.



      (3)   For the preparation of a focused Environmental Impact Report: one-half the fee that would be required
for a full environmental impact report, as set forth in Paragraph (b)(2) above, plus time and materials.



      (4)   The fees above listed in Section 31.24(b) will sunset 20 years after the effective date of Plan Adoption.



   (c)   The Planning Department shall recover the cost of preparing and defending programmatic EIRs, including
consultant and City Attorney costs, from project sponsors that file or have filed projects in recently adopted Plan
Areas (after July 1, 2005) and filed projects within 10 years of the Programmatic EIR certification. The fee shall
be a proportional share of the cost of the Programmatic EIR, which is equal to the Department's average time and
material costs to prepare and defend a Programmatic EIR divided by the buildable envelope times the square
footage of the proposed project.



   (d)   Except as provided below for projects in the Transit Center District area, if at the time of Community Plan
adoption, a project application undergoing review required amendments for height or bulk districts or General
Plan amendments and now complies with the Community Plan Zoning, the applicant may choose to pay either the
fees specified in Section 31.22 or Section 31.23.1. For projects that paid fees under Section 31.22 and opt to pay
fees under Section 31.23.1, the applicant shall withdraw the application filed under Section 31.22 and file a new
application. Applicants that file a new application and pay the Section 31.23.1 fees shall be entitled to a refund
under Section 31.22(c).



      (i)   Transit Center District Plan. Projects in the Transit Center District area that require amendments for
height or bulk district or General Plan amendments at the time of project application shall pay the fees specified
in Administrative Code Section 31.23.1(b) and 31.23.1(c). For projects that paid fees under Section 31.22, the
applicant shall pay the difference between Section 31.22 fees and Section 31.23.1(b) and 31.23.1(c) fees.



(Added by Ord. 155-08, File No. 080738, App. 7/30/2008; amended by Ord. 213-10, File No. 100724, App. 8/4/2010; Ord. 155-11, File No.
110706, App. 8/1/2011, Eff. 8/31/2011)



ARTICLE V:
SEVERABILITY



 
Sec. 31.24. Severability. 



 



SEC. 31.24.  SEVERABILITY.



   (a)   If any article, section, subsection, paragraph, sentence, clause or phrase of this Chapter, or any part thereof,
is for any reason held to be unconstitutional or invalid or ineffective by any court of competent jurisdiction, or
other competent agency, such decision shall not affect the validity or effectiveness of the remaining portions of
this Chapter 31 or any part thereof. The Board hereby declares that it would have passed each article, section,
subsection, paragraph, sentence, clause or phrase thereof, irrespective of the fact that any one or more articles,
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sections, subsections, paragraphs, sentences, clauses or phrases be declared unconstitutional or invalid or
ineffective.



   (b)   If the application of any provision or provisions of this Chapter to any person, property or circumstances is
found to be unconstitutional or invalid or ineffective in whole or in part by any court of competent jurisdiction, or
other competent agency, the effect of such decision shall be limited to the person, property or circumstances
immediately involved in the controversy, and the application of any such provision to other persons, properties
and circumstances shall not be affected.



   (c)   This Section 31.24 shall apply to this Chapter 31 as it now exists and as it may exist in the future, including
all modifications thereof and additions and amendments thereto.



(Added by Ord. 40-01, File No. 001007, App. 3/16/2001)



(Former Sec. 31.24; amended by Ord. 92-77, App. 3/18/77; repealed by Ord. 40-01, File No. 001007, App. 3/16/2001)



SEC. 31.25.
(Amended by Ord. 92-77, App. 3/18/77; repealed by Ord. 40-01, File No. 001007, App. 3/16/2001)



SEC. 31.26.
(Amended by Ord. 20-81, App. 1/9/81; Ord. 354-95, App. 11/15/95; repealed by Ord. 40-01, File No. 001007, App. 3/16/2001)



SEC. 31.27.
(Amended by Ord. 166-74, App. 4/11/74; repealed by Ord. 40-01, File No. 001007, App. 3/16/2001)



SEC. 31.28.
(Amended by Ord. 166-74, App. 4/11/74; repealed by Ord. 40-01, File No. 001007, App. 3/16/2001)



SEC. 31.29.
(Amended by Ord. 92-77, App. 3/18/77; repealed by Ord. 40-01, File No. 001007, App. 3/16/2001)



SEC. 31.31.
(Amended by Ord. 166-74, App. 4/11/74; repealed by Ord. 40-01, File No. 001007, App. 3/16/2001)



SEC. 31.35.
(Amended by Ord. 92-77, App. 3/18/77; repealed by Ord. 40-01, File No. 001007, App. 3/16/2001)



SEC. 31.36.
(Amended by Ord. 92-77, App. 3/18/77; repealed by Ord. 40-01, File No. 001007, App. 3/16/2001)



SEC. 31.41.
(Added by Ord. 134-73, App. 4/11/73; repealed by Ord. 40-01, File No. 001007, App. 3/16/2001)



SEC. 31.45.
(Added by Ord. 134-73, App. 4/11/73; repealed by Ord. 40-01, File No. 001007, App. 3/16/2001)
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SEC. 31.46.
(Added by Ord. 173-91, App. 5/1/91; amended by Ord. 123-92, App. 5/1/92; Ord. 150-92, App. 5/29/92; Ord. 317-92, App. 10/29/92; Ord. 149-93,
App. 5/25/93; Ord. 214-94, App. 6/2/94; Ord. 177-95, App. 6/2/95; Ord. 354-95, App. 11/15/95; Ord. 305-96, App. 7/25/96; Ord. 338-97, App.
8/29/97; Ord. 169-98, App. 5/21/98; repealed by Ord. 40-01, File No. 001007, App. 3/16/2001)



SEC. 31.47.
(Amended by Ord. 91-86, App. 3/21/86; repealed by Ord. 40-01, File No. 001007, App. 3/16/2001)



SEC. 31.50.
(Added by Ord. 134-73, App. 4/11/73; repealed by Ord. 40-01, File No. 001007, App. 3/16/2001)



SEC. 31.60.
(Added by Ord. 154-91, App. 4/25/91; repealed by Ord. 40-01, File No. 001007, App. 3/16/2001)
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From: Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: "Clarke Miller"; Kate Aufhauser; Miller, Don (DPW)
Subject: RE: Contact Don Miller
Date: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:39:00 PM


Thursday the 24th at 1PM works for me.


Don - do you want to host?


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:27 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; Miller, Don (DPW)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Contact Don Miller


Likewise, so let's say 1pm if that works for Catherine too. Let us know where you'd like to meet.
Thanks,
Clarke


-----Original Message-----
From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com]
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:25 PM
To: 'Miller, Don'; Clarke Miller
Cc: Reilly, Catherine
Subject: RE: Contact Don Miller


Either works for me. Thanks, Don. Looking forward to diving in on this.


Kate Aufhauser


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


-----Original Message-----
From: Miller, Don [mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org]
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:11 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Reilly, Catherine
Subject: Re: Contact Don Miller


Ok. Does 1 pm or 4 pm work?



mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com

mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com

mailto:don.miller@sfdpw.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com

mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com

mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org





On Jul 17, 2014, at 4:08 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:


> Sure. Does next Thursday afternoon work for you?
> Clarke
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Miller, Don [mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org]
> Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 3:48 PM
> To: Clarke Miller
> Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); Reilly, Catherine
> Subject: Re: Contact Don Miller
>
> I am on vacation that week but could phone in.  I would rather meet in person.  Any chance for next
week?
>
>
>
> On Jul 17, 2014, at 3:25 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com<mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com>>
wrote:
>
> Likewise, Don, and thanks for sending your contact info. Do you have time during the week of July 28
(Monday or Tuesday afternoons work for us) to meet and get an overview on the tentative and final
map process?
> Thanks,
> Clarke
>
> Clarke Miller
> Strada Investment Group
> 101 Mission Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
> Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
> Email: cmiller@stradasf.com<mailto:cmiller@stradasf.com>
>
> From: Miller, Don [mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org]
> Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 10:08 AM
> To: Clarke Miller
> Subject: Contact Don Miller
>
> Clarke
>
> It was nice to meet you yesterday.  My contact information is below.
>
> Regards,
> Don
>
> Donald  Miller, P.E.
> Infrastructure Task Force
> 30 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 4200
> San Francisco, CA 94102
> office - 415-581-2570
> cell - 925-286-0551
> email - don.miller@sfdpw.org<mailto:don.miller@sfdpw.org>
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Clarke Miller
Cc: Jesse Blout
Subject: RE: Scheduling Weekly Call with Jennifer and Catherine
Date: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 1:57:00 PM


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/
 
PLEASE NOTE I WILL BE OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Wong, Phillip (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 11:47 AM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Scheduling Weekly Call with Jennifer and Catherine
 
Great, that works for Jennifer.
 
Jesse and Catherine?
 
Best,
 
Phillip C. Wong
 
**Please note: I will be out of the office August 5, 2014 through August 22, 2014.**
 
--
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
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 11:42 AM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Cc: Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (CII)
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Subject: RE: Scheduling Weekly Call with Jennifer and Catherine
 
We have weekly meetings in Oakland with the GSW Owners on Thursdays from noon – 4pm, so
we’d have to look at the 11am-noon time slot (assuming that works for Jesse). If there’s a way to
move that up 30 more minutes to a 10:30am start, that would help us take the call without being
in-transit.
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Wong, Phillip (MYR) [mailto:phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 10:34 AM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Scheduling Weekly Call with Jennifer and Catherine
 
Hi all,
 
How does the following work for a weekly call:


-        Thursdays
o    1pm – 2pm
o    11am – 12pm


 
Best regards,
 
Phillip C. Wong
 
**Please note: I will be out of the office August 5, 2014 through August 22, 2014.**
 
--
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
 


From: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 5:06 PM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Cc: Jesse Blout; Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Re: Scheduling Weekly Call with Jennifer and Catherine
 
Sounds good. Jesse and I are both busy Friday from 11am-noon, but the afternoon window works
for me (not sure about Jesse). 
Thanks,
Clarke



mailto:phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org
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Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group


On Jul 23, 2014, at 3:36 PM, "Wong, Phillip (MYR)" <phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hi Jesse and Clarke,
 
If you two are available, Jennifer would like to schedule a weekly call with you two and
Catherine Reilly.  Before settling on a regular date and time, are you two available this
Friday for an inaugural call?
 


-        11am – 12pm
-        1:30pm – 3:30pm


 
Kindly advise.
 
Thanks,
 
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: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Subject: FW: FW: from NY Times
Date: Thursday, July 03, 2014 9:38:00 AM


FYI – I will work on this next week.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Confessore, Nicholas [mailto:nconfess@nytimes.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 10:36 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: FW: from NY Times
 
Hi Catherine,
Thanks for this background -- it is super helpful. I love maps!
 
I put some follow up questions below. Let me know if any of it is unclear or confusing.


1) Do you know where I can look up the actual grant applications so that I am not relying on
the study? Or if easier, can you lay out for me what was actually applied for and what was
actually won? I just want to be precise in my understanding of the before and after, and not
rely on the press clippings, which seem to be inaccurate. Would be good to know the dates
when they were applied for and when the applications were granted.


2) It looks like FOCIL and the S.F. city government had the same lobbyist in Washington,
Eve O'Toole at Holland & Knight, working on these issues--assume that this was all just
everyone working together? Were there other issues that you all were active on beyond
seeking those grants?


3) Are those grants you listed all of the federal funding that the Mission Bay has received?


thank you,
Nick
 


On Tue, Jul 1, 2014 at 9:33 PM, Reilly, Catherine (OCII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:
Hi, Nick – Tiffany forwarded me your email (thanks for the link to the article, helpful in responding). 
In regards to your question on who was the lead for the grant applications, our private partner
FOCIL (through Seth Hamalian at Mission Bay Development Group) took the lead on the preparing
the grant applications, though OCII staff was heavily involved.  The various grants were run through
different City departments depending on the requirements of the grant, but OCII was ultimately
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responsible for ensuring that the infrastructure projects were completed and the grants complied
with correctly. 
 
Looking at the BizTimes article the dollar amounts that they identify appear to be the dollar
amounts that were included in a regional study that was done to help prioritize projects vs. actual
grant applications.  Many of the improvements listed under the first two ($24.7M and $24.6M) were
ultimately included in a successful TIGER IV grant running through SFMTA.  The last one ($23.8M)
was for a grant that we did not get, also it looks like the dollar amount they state may have been for
all city projects, since I do not believe the Mission Bay portion was anywhere that large (more in the
$1-2M range plus match).
 
The grants we have received over the last few years include:


-          Commons Park P16: $200,000 EPA Brownfield RLF - Completed 2010 (I do not think this was
stimulus)


-          Longbridge Infrastructure: $2.3m CDBG-ARRA Funds - Completed mid-2011 (was stimulus)


-          Park P10 and Mission Bay Drive Circle: $760,000 EPA– Completed in 2012/13 (I would have to
double check the opening date, let me know if you need it)


-          Street Improvements (includes remaining portions of Owens Street/16th Street/Channel-Traffic
Circle Connectors) and MUNI T-line turnaround - TIGER IV $10M – under construction (not sure if
stimulus)


 
I have also attached some general information about Mission Bay.  Please note that the Vert Dev
map is a little out of date (such as not reflecting the proposed Warriors arena, etc.), so if there is
something specific you would like to use from it, please check with me and I can let you know if
there is any correction needed (but overall it gives you a general sense of where things are in
Mission Bay).
 
Please let us know if you have any additional questions.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Confessore, Nicholas [mailto:nconfess@nytimes.com] 
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Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 9:51 AM
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Subject: Re: from NY Times
 
Tiffany,
Thanks for your time today--it was extraordinarily helpful. You know everything about this
project so it was like one-stop shopping.
One question for ya. Here is the article on stimulus applications I was talking about:
http://www.bizjournals.com/sanfrancisco/stories/2009/08/03/story3.html?page=all
It quotes your predecessor (I think) and it looks as though the total applications were for
about $72 million in three pots of stimulus funding. Do we know who was in charge of those
applications (your agency or FOCIL?) and whether any or all of the applications were
granted?
many thanks,
Nick
 


On Mon, Jun 30, 2014 at 9:37 PM, Bohee, Tiffany (OCII) <tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org> wrote:
I'll call you at 8:30am PST. Talk to you tomorrow.


Tiffany Bohee
 


On Jun 30, 2014, at 6:21 PM, "Confessore, Nicholas" <nconfess@nytimes.com> wrote:


Hi Tiffany,
Tomorrow morning works great for 8:30am PST / 11:30 am EST. You can get
me at 212 556 5911 or let me know the most convenient number for you.
Thank you in advance!
best regards,
Nick
 


On Mon, Jun 30, 2014 at 8:02 PM, Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
<tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org> wrote:
Hi, Nick – Can you talk tomorrow at 8:30 am PDT?  Alternatively, I could also talk at 4:30
pm PDT on Tuesday.
 
 
Tiffany Bohee
Executive Director
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
  Successor to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Tel:  415-749-2588
Email:  tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org


From: Confessore, Nicholas [mailto:nconfess@nytimes.com] 
Sent: Monday, June 30, 2014 2:22 PM
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
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Subject: from NY Times
 
Dear Tiffany,
I am doing some research on the Mission Bay project, focusing on the long-term
evolution of the project and how federal grants, including the stimulus, have
benefited the efforts to create a life sciences hub there.
I was hoping you might have some time to help me understand some of how the
project has progressed since you have been involved (and maybe before). Is there
any time in the next day or two that we could talk?
best regards,
Nick Confessore


--
Nicholas Confessore
The New York Times
W (212) 556-5911
C  (917) 456 2446
gchat: @nconfessore


--
Nicholas Confessore
The New York Times
W (212) 556-5911
C  (917) 456 2446
gchat: @nconfessore


--
Nicholas Confessore
The New York Times
W (212) 556-5911
C  (917) 456 2446
gchat: @nconfessore


--
Nicholas Confessore
The New York Times
W (212) 556-5911
C  (917) 456 2446
gchat: @nconfessore
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Kate Aufhauser; Miller, Don (DPW)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Contact Don Miller
Date: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:27:23 PM


Likewise, so let's say 1pm if that works for Catherine too. Let us know where you'd like to meet.
Thanks,
Clarke


-----Original Message-----
From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com]
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:25 PM
To: 'Miller, Don'; Clarke Miller
Cc: Reilly, Catherine
Subject: RE: Contact Don Miller


Either works for me. Thanks, Don. Looking forward to diving in on this.


Kate Aufhauser


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


-----Original Message-----
From: Miller, Don [mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org]
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:11 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Reilly, Catherine
Subject: Re: Contact Don Miller


Ok. Does 1 pm or 4 pm work?


On Jul 17, 2014, at 4:08 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:


> Sure. Does next Thursday afternoon work for you?
> Clarke
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Miller, Don [mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org]
> Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 3:48 PM
> To: Clarke Miller
> Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); Reilly, Catherine
> Subject: Re: Contact Don Miller
>
> I am on vacation that week but could phone in.  I would rather meet in person.  Any chance for next
week?
>
>
>
> On Jul 17, 2014, at 3:25 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com<mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com>>
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wrote:
>
> Likewise, Don, and thanks for sending your contact info. Do you have time during the week of July 28
(Monday or Tuesday afternoons work for us) to meet and get an overview on the tentative and final
map process?
> Thanks,
> Clarke
>
> Clarke Miller
> Strada Investment Group
> 101 Mission Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
> Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
> Email: cmiller@stradasf.com<mailto:cmiller@stradasf.com>
>
> From: Miller, Don [mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org]
> Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 10:08 AM
> To: Clarke Miller
> Subject: Contact Don Miller
>
> Clarke
>
> It was nice to meet you yesterday.  My contact information is below.
>
> Regards,
> Don
>
> Donald  Miller, P.E.
> Infrastructure Task Force
> 30 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 4200
> San Francisco, CA 94102
> office - 415-581-2570
> cell - 925-286-0551
> email - don.miller@sfdpw.org<mailto:don.miller@sfdpw.org>
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Bohee, Tiffany (CII)
Subject: FW: FW: from NY Times
Date: Tuesday, July 22, 2014 3:30:00 PM


Tiffany – I am getting calls from Ms. Confessore and want to respond.  The grants below are the only
ones I know about with the addition of Rich Sorro HOPWA and Section 8 and Mission Creek Senior
HOPWA/CDBG/Section 8.  I would need to talk to Housing to get more information on the
amounts/dates, but would first want to see if he is interested in the affordable housing.
 
I will outreach to MOH to get a copy of the CDBG application paperwork.
 
If you are ok, I will respond with the following information above.
 
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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY JULY 25th
 
From: Confessore, Nicholas [mailto:nconfess@nytimes.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 22, 2014 3:20 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (CII)
Subject: Re: FW: from NY Times
 
Hi folks,
Just following up on my emails and calls from earlier. Can you please let me know when I
might expect the additional information I requested?
If you need to bounce me to someone else, that is fine, but I would like some kind of reply.
best regards,
Nick
 


On Fri, Jul 18, 2014 at 12:57 PM, Confessore, Nicholas <nconfess@nytimes.com> wrote:
Hi folks,
  Me again--I've been doing a little more research here and want to make sure I have all the
right information.
  Catherine, you had listed four federal grants that Mission Bay received. I'm using "received"
loosely here -- I understand some of this money flowed to your agency, in some cases
through a state agency, and was used for infrastructure projects in and around Mission Bay.
  I did want to clarify whether those were the only federal grants in question. I wasn't sure if
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that was an exclusive list or just the ones you had handy when we first spoke.
  Secondly, was there a grant application package for the Community Development Block
Grant you mentioned? I was able to find the others online or through federal authorities but
so far not the CDBG.
  many thanks,
Nick Confessore
 
 


On Tue, Jul 1, 2014 at 9:33 PM, Reilly, Catherine (OCII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:
Hi, Nick – Tiffany forwarded me your email (thanks for the link to the article, helpful in responding). 
In regards to your question on who was the lead for the grant applications, our private partner
FOCIL (through Seth Hamalian at Mission Bay Development Group) took the lead on the preparing
the grant applications, though OCII staff was heavily involved.  The various grants were run through
different City departments depending on the requirements of the grant, but OCII was ultimately
responsible for ensuring that the infrastructure projects were completed and the grants complied
with correctly. 
 
Looking at the BizTimes article the dollar amounts that they identify appear to be the dollar
amounts that were included in a regional study that was done to help prioritize projects vs. actual
grant applications.  Many of the improvements listed under the first two ($24.7M and $24.6M) were
ultimately included in a successful TIGER IV grant running through SFMTA.  The last one ($23.8M)
was for a grant that we did not get, also it looks like the dollar amount they state may have been for
all city projects, since I do not believe the Mission Bay portion was anywhere that large (more in the
$1-2M range plus match).
 
The grants we have received over the last few years include:


-          Commons Park P16: $200,000 EPA Brownfield RLF - Completed 2010 (I do not think this was
stimulus)


-          Longbridge Infrastructure: $2.3m CDBG-ARRA Funds - Completed mid-2011 (was stimulus)


-          Park P10 and Mission Bay Drive Circle: $760,000 EPA– Completed in 2012/13 (I would have to
double check the opening date, let me know if you need it)


-          Street Improvements (includes remaining portions of Owens Street/16th Street/Channel-Traffic
Circle Connectors) and MUNI T-line turnaround - TIGER IV $10M – under construction (not sure if
stimulus)


 
I have also attached some general information about Mission Bay.  Please note that the Vert Dev
map is a little out of date (such as not reflecting the proposed Warriors arena, etc.), so if there is
something specific you would like to use from it, please check with me and I can let you know if
there is any correction needed (but overall it gives you a general sense of where things are in
Mission Bay).
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Please let us know if you have any additional questions.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Confessore, Nicholas [mailto:nconfess@nytimes.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 9:51 AM
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Subject: Re: from NY Times
 
Tiffany,
Thanks for your time today--it was extraordinarily helpful. You know everything about this
project so it was like one-stop shopping.
One question for ya. Here is the article on stimulus applications I was talking about:
http://www.bizjournals.com/sanfrancisco/stories/2009/08/03/story3.html?page=all
It quotes your predecessor (I think) and it looks as though the total applications were for
about $72 million in three pots of stimulus funding. Do we know who was in charge of those
applications (your agency or FOCIL?) and whether any or all of the applications were
granted?
many thanks,
Nick
 


On Mon, Jun 30, 2014 at 9:37 PM, Bohee, Tiffany (OCII) <tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org> wrote:
I'll call you at 8:30am PST. Talk to you tomorrow.


Tiffany Bohee
 


On Jun 30, 2014, at 6:21 PM, "Confessore, Nicholas" <nconfess@nytimes.com> wrote:


Hi Tiffany,
Tomorrow morning works great for 8:30am PST / 11:30 am EST. You can get
me at 212 556 5911 or let me know the most convenient number for you.
Thank you in advance!
best regards,
Nick
 


On Mon, Jun 30, 2014 at 8:02 PM, Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
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<tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org> wrote:
Hi, Nick – Can you talk tomorrow at 8:30 am PDT?  Alternatively, I could also talk at 4:30
pm PDT on Tuesday.
 
 
Tiffany Bohee
Executive Director
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
  Successor to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Tel:  415-749-2588
Email:  tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org


From: Confessore, Nicholas [mailto:nconfess@nytimes.com] 
Sent: Monday, June 30, 2014 2:22 PM
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Subject: from NY Times
 
Dear Tiffany,
I am doing some research on the Mission Bay project, focusing on the long-term
evolution of the project and how federal grants, including the stimulus, have
benefited the efforts to create a life sciences hub there.
I was hoping you might have some time to help me understand some of how the
project has progressed since you have been involved (and maybe before). Is there
any time in the next day or two that we could talk?
best regards,
Nick Confessore


--
Nicholas Confessore
The New York Times
W (212) 556-5911
C  (917) 456 2446
gchat: @nconfessore


--
Nicholas Confessore
The New York Times
W (212) 556-5911
C  (917) 456 2446
gchat: @nconfessore


--
Nicholas Confessore
The New York Times



mailto:tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org

tel:415-749-2588

mailto:tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org

mailto:nconfess@nytimes.com

tel:%28212%29%20556-5911

tel:%28917%29%20456%202446

tel:%28212%29%20556-5911

tel:%28917%29%20456%202446





W (212) 556-5911
C  (917) 456 2446
gchat: @nconfessore


--
Nicholas Confessore
The New York Times
W (212) 556-5911
C  (917) 456 2446
gchat: @nconfessore


--
Nicholas Confessore
The New York Times
W (212) 556-5911
C  (917) 456 2446
gchat: @nconfessore
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From: Kate Aufhauser
To: Miller, Don (DPW); Clarke Miller
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Contact Don Miller
Date: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:25:26 PM


Either works for me. Thanks, Don. Looking forward to diving in on this.


Kate Aufhauser


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


-----Original Message-----
From: Miller, Don [mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org]
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:11 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Reilly, Catherine
Subject: Re: Contact Don Miller


Ok. Does 1 pm or 4 pm work?


On Jul 17, 2014, at 4:08 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:


> Sure. Does next Thursday afternoon work for you?
> Clarke
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Miller, Don [mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org]
> Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 3:48 PM
> To: Clarke Miller
> Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); Reilly, Catherine
> Subject: Re: Contact Don Miller
>
> I am on vacation that week but could phone in.  I would rather meet in person.  Any chance for next
week?
>
>
>
> On Jul 17, 2014, at 3:25 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com<mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com>>
wrote:
>
> Likewise, Don, and thanks for sending your contact info. Do you have time during the week of July 28
(Monday or Tuesday afternoons work for us) to meet and get an overview on the tentative and final
map process?
> Thanks,
> Clarke
>
> Clarke Miller
> Strada Investment Group
> 101 Mission Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
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> Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
> Email: cmiller@stradasf.com<mailto:cmiller@stradasf.com>
>
> From: Miller, Don [mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org]
> Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 10:08 AM
> To: Clarke Miller
> Subject: Contact Don Miller
>
> Clarke
>
> It was nice to meet you yesterday.  My contact information is below.
>
> Regards,
> Don
>
> Donald  Miller, P.E.
> Infrastructure Task Force
> 30 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 4200
> San Francisco, CA 94102
> office - 415-581-2570
> cell - 925-286-0551
> email - don.miller@sfdpw.org<mailto:don.miller@sfdpw.org>
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: "Lorenz Tongol"
Cc: Bridges, George (OCII)
Subject: RE: Seawall Lot 330 to Mission Bay
Date: Wednesday, June 04, 2014 12:12:00 PM
Attachments: Warriors" Info Memo - Item 8(a) - April 29 Spec Comm mtg.pdf


Hi, Lorenz – they have switched sites, but are in the early stages.  I am attaching a memo that was
prepared that has the current information on the project and process. I am also including a link to
the RFQ that is currently out for consulting opportunities for the project.  There is a pre-bid meeting


this coming Monday the 9th where they will discuss the project in more detail. I would encourage
you to attend.  The RFQ also has the contact for the representative of the Warriors for people to ask
additional questions, who are better situated to give the most up to date information on the project
and contracting opportunities.
 
RFQ Info - http://mission.sfgov.org/OCABidPublication/BidDetail.aspx?K=8153
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Lorenz Tongol [mailto:ltongol@buildcentral.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 04, 2014 10:53 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Seawall Lot 330 to Mission Bay
 
Hi,


I work for a construction publication called BuildCentral. I am following the Golden State


Warriors development and I wanted to confirm that the project (specifically the mixed-use and


and hotel) has moved from Seawall Lot 330 to Mission Bay. Could you also provide me with


the architect and/or the general contractor for the project? Any information you can provide


about the status of this is helpful.


Thank you for your time.
-- 
Lorenz Tongol
Primary Research Associate
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Build Central Inc. 
200 W. Madison Ave., Ste. 1110
Chicago, IL 60606
PH: 312-223-1677
Fax: 312-223-8603
ltongol@buildcentral.com 
www.buildcentral.com
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Moy, Barbara (DPW)
Cc: Tran, Michael (PUC)
Subject: FW: Flow Projections for New Warriors SF Arena
Date: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 12:17:00 PM


Barbara – could you please outreach to Bassam and explain that DPW should be working through
the Task Force, OEWD and OCII on this project?  I was on the phone with Michael when I
remembered this, and he is also going to be talking with Bassam with one of his usual check ins. 
 
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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Monday, July 28, 2014 1:35 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Fwd: Flow Projections for New Warriors SF Arena
 
Do you want to handle this through Barbara Moy and the working group? DPW should not be
reaching out to Warriors expect through you or me. They should not expect a reply from Warriors
and should work through us. 
 
I'll call you soon about tomorrow. 


Begin forwarded message:


From: Jesse Blout <jblout@stradasf.com>
Date: July 28, 2014 at 12:59:44 PM PDT
To: Jennifer Matz <jennifer.entine.matz@gmail.com>
Cc: Clarke Miller <CMiller@stradasf.com>
Subject: Fwd: Flow Projections for New Warriors SF Arena


This is bizarre - please advise on how to handle. Thx


Sent from i Phone


Begin forwarded message:
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From: PJ Johnston<pj@pjcommunications.com>
Date: July 28, 2014 at 3:32:41 PM EDT
To: Jesse Blout <jblout@stradasf.com>, Clarke Miller
<CMiller@stradasf.com>
Cc: Ryan Donough <rdonough@warriors.com>, David Carlock
<david.carlock@machetegroup.com>
Subject: Fwd: Flow Projections for New Warriors SF Arena


Why is DPW calling the public input phone number about this?


Sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: Ryan Donough <rdonough@warriors.com>
Date: July 28, 2014 at 11:30:46 AM GMT-6
To: PJ Johnston <pj@pjcommunications.com>
Subject: FW: Flow Projections for New Warriors SF Arena


PJ,
 
Don’t know what to tell this guy. This was the voicemail I
sent you last week and below is the response I received.
 
Please advise and let me know if there’s anything you need
me to do with it.
 
Thanks,
Ryan
 


From: Aldhafari, Bassam [mailto:Bassam.Aldhafari@sfdpw.org]


Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 9:14 AM
To: Ryan Donough
Subject: Flow Projections for New Warriors SF Arena
 
Ryan,
Thanks for returning my call. It is understood that plans for
the arena are in the early stages of design. What I was
interested in are any planning documents that give flow
projections (sanitary and storm) for the stadium (these can
be older planning documents that were used for previous
planning efforts) so we incorporate into our planning work
which includes a portion of Mission Bay Development.
 



mailto:pj@pjcommunications.com

mailto:jblout@stradasf.com

mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com

mailto:rdonough@warriors.com

mailto:david.carlock@machetegroup.com

mailto:rdonough@warriors.com

mailto:pj@pjcommunications.com

mailto:Bassam.Aldhafari@sfdpw.org





Thanks in advance
 
Bassam A. Aldhafari
Department of Public Works
Infrastructure Division-Hydraulics Section
1680 Mission Street, 2nd floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Office: 415-437-7046  Fax: 415-554-8308
Email:   bassam.aldhafari@sfdpw.org
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Contact Don Miller
Date: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:09:40 PM


Definitely not crashing. I copied you so you’d be aware we were meeting and to join if you’re
available. Hope the timing works.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 3:46 PM
To: Clarke Miller; Miller, Don (DPW)
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com)
Subject: RE: Contact Don Miller
 
If the schedule works, I’d love to sit in so that I can make sure I understand the timing, etc.  Hope
I’m not crashing.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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, July 17, 2014 3:25 PM
To: Miller, Don (DPW)
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Contact Don Miller
 
Likewise, Don, and thanks for sending your contact info. Do you have time during the week of July
28 (Monday or Tuesday afternoons work for us) to meet and get an overview on the tentative and
final map process?
Thanks,
Clarke
 
Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
101 Mission Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com
 


From: Miller, Don [mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org] 
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 10:08 AM
To: Clarke Miller
Subject: Contact Don Miller
 
Clarke
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It was nice to meet you yesterday.  My contact information is below.
 
Regards,
Don
 
Donald  Miller, P.E.
Infrastructure Task Force
30 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 4200
San Francisco, CA 94102
office - 415-581-2570
cell - 925-286-0551
email - don.miller@sfdpw.org
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From: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Miller-Blankinship, Erin (MTA); Albert, Peter (MTA); Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Arce, Pedro (CII); Wong, Phillip (MYR); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: Small Group Design Meeting Time
Date: Friday, July 25, 2014 3:06:55 PM


I am generally available on Thursday mornings, but I do have a bunch of commitments on various
Thursdays on and off for the next few weeks.
 
Thanks for letting us know about the Tuesday deadline. We had previously told them end of the
week.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 2:33 PM
To: Miller-Blankinship, Erin (MTA); Albert, Peter (MTA); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Arce, Pedro (CII); Wong, Phillip (MYR); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: Small Group Design Meeting Time
 
Since the Warriors are moving so quickly, we want to set up a standing meeting time for the small
action group to meet with the Warriors (may be a call in conference call or in person).  We can
cancel if there is nothing to meet on.  Thursday morning work best for them, so please let me know
your available for Thursday mornings.
 
Thank you!
 
PS – Erin/Peter – we will get out draft comments for your review Monday (Planning is doing the
initial draft).  We’ve promised them to the Warriors on 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/
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Cc: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: FW: Following up
Date: Monday, July 07, 2014 2:51:00 PM
Attachments: July 10 2014 MBCAC Agenda.pdf


Tiffany – we received a call from Annie today about one of the items on the CAC agenda, which is a
secondary use for a proposed yoga studio (made our declaration of “for background only and not
for attribution” – agenda attached.  As we explained to Annie, both staff and the applicant would
prefer to wait until at least after the CAC agenda to make any statements on this since we do not
want the community to feel it is a done deal without their input.  That said, we have also said that it
appears to be a good use for the site (we think the reason an “aerobic studio” requires a secondary
use in this site is because in the 90’s aerobic studios were leg warmers and loud music (vs. a yoga
studio, that generally is pretty quiet).
 
It sounds like they are looking for a lead into a story about MB retail and were hoping for this to be
the start.  We don’t know what the spin of the story is going to be otherwise.  She did ask if you
could provide a quote for the retail article.  I’ve taken a stab at one for you if you want to provide it. 
Sounds like the deadline was going to be today.
 
“Retail space in Mission Bay is experiencing increased interest due to the wave of new residents
arriving with the over 1,000 residential units are under construction in Mission Bay, and further
driven by the proposed Warriors arena project and recent sales of the remaining office properties in
the southern portion of Mission Bay,” said Tiffany Bohee, executive director for San Francisco’s
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure.
 
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: Hussain, Lila (OCII) 
Sent: Monday, July 07, 2014 12:21 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: FW: Following up
 
 
 


From: Annie Sciacca [mailto:asciacca@bizjournals.com] 
Sent: Monday, July 07, 2014 12:18 PM
To: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
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MISSION BAY 



CITIZENS ADVISORY COMMITTEE 



 
MEMBERS 
 
Corinne Woods,  
  Chair 
 
Kevin Simons, 
  Vice-Chair 
 
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 



 



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. 



 



Room Directions: Please note that we meet in the Creek Room at Mission Creek Senior Community, 225 Berry Street at 4th Street.  The entrance to 



the room is off the promenade along the creek, at the back of the building, near the library. Parking is limited to on-street parking, so we strongly 



encourage that you walk, bike, or use transit (the closest transit is the N-Judah or K/T-Third to 4th and King) 



 



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, 749-2400 



 



July 10, 2014 - 5:00 PM 
 



Mission Creek Senior Community - Creek Room 



225 Berry Street 
 



Entrance located on creek side of building, past library  
PLEASE NOTE THERE IS A DAY GIANTS GAME – WALKING/BIKING/TRANSIT IS RECOMMENDED 



 



AGENDA 
Please see attached map for location of projects 



 1. Action Item: Recommend OCII Commission Adoption of Housing Preferences 



Consistent with Ellis Act Housing Preference Program (EAHP)  – Maria 



Benjamin, Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community Development – 15 minutes 
Description of Item: The Ellis Act Displacement Emergency Assistance Ordinance was passed 



into law on December 18, 2013.  The legislation requires a new preference in all San Francisco 



affordable housing programs for tenants who are displaced due to withdrawal of their housing 



unit from the rental market, as allowable under the State Ellis Act.  This presentation will 



outline how the Ellis Act Housing Preference Program (EAHP) which implements the 



Ordinance works with the Certificate of Preference (COP) and other OCII preference 



programs. OCII Staff will be presenting the EAHP to the OCII Commission on August 5, 2014.  



 



2. Action Item:  Review of Proposed Secondary Use Findings at Avalon III (353-



383 King Street)–– Representatives from Mission Bay Yoga – 15 minutes 
Description of Item: Mission Bay Yoga is interested in developing a yoga studio at the ground 



floor retail space at 5
th



 and Berry Street in the Avalon Bay III project.  Approval of the use 



requires a Secondary Use Findings from OCII per the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan. 



 



3. Discussion Item:  Overview of UCSF Long Range Development Plan (LRDP)– 



Kevin Beauchamp, UCSF – 45 minutes 
Description of Item: UCSF has published the draft of its 2014 LRDP, which will guide physical 



development at all UCSF locations through 2035, including at the Mission Bay campus site.  The 



full Draft LRDP and additional background information, including a summary of LRDP highlights, 



can be found at www.ucsf.edu/LRDP. 



 



4. OCII/MBDG Updates – 10 minutes 



 Golden State Warriors Project (Blocks 29-32) – Monthly OCII update on project – 



does not include the project sponsor nor any design presentation (for background info see 



draft website http://sfgov.org/piers3032/. Final website under construction.) 
 Status of Mission Bay Development – MBDG update on status of development and 



infrastructure projects 



 



5. Chair Updates - 10 minutes 



 



6. Public Comment (Persons wishing to address the members on non-agenda, but 



CAC related matters) – 10 minutes 
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Subject: Following up
 
Hey Lila — Annie at the Business Times here, just wanted to follow up and confirm my email address
for  the one pager you mentioned you would send over about the yoga studio coming to Mission
Bay. I also forgot to ask — is there any news on who will take over the restaurant space in the
Alexandria building? Would love to hear that as soon as that comes out, our readers will definitely
be interested in it. 


Thanks!


Annie


--
Annie Sciacca
San Francisco Business Times
275 Battery Street, Ste. 940
San Francisco, CA 94111
Office: (415) 288-4929 | Cell: (925) 389-7223
asciacca@bizjournals.com 
sanfranciscobusinesstimes.com
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Miller, Don (DPW)
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Contact Don Miller
Date: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:09:03 PM


Sure. Does next Thursday afternoon work for you?
Clarke


-----Original Message-----
From: Miller, Don [mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org]
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 3:48 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); Reilly, Catherine
Subject: Re: Contact Don Miller


I am on vacation that week but could phone in.  I would rather meet in person.  Any chance for next
week?


On Jul 17, 2014, at 3:25 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com<mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com>>
wrote:


Likewise, Don, and thanks for sending your contact info. Do you have time during the week of July 28
(Monday or Tuesday afternoons work for us) to meet and get an overview on the tentative and final
map process?
Thanks,
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group
101 Mission Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
Email: cmiller@stradasf.com<mailto:cmiller@stradasf.com>


From: Miller, Don [mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org]
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 10:08 AM
To: Clarke Miller
Subject: Contact Don Miller


Clarke


It was nice to meet you yesterday.  My contact information is below.


Regards,
Don


Donald  Miller, P.E.
Infrastructure Task Force
30 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 4200
San Francisco, CA 94102
office - 415-581-2570
cell - 925-286-0551
email - don.miller@sfdpw.org<mailto:don.miller@sfdpw.org>
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From: Albert, Peter
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Miller-Blankinship, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: Small Group Design Meeting Time
Date: Friday, July 25, 2014 10:15:22 PM


Thanks!  I would like to meet regularly on Thursdays if that's best for everyone else.  However, I am in
Oakland until 10:30 next Thurs (July 31), could meet at 11.  Thursday after (Aug 7) I'm in Boston.  If
I'm being the difficult one, please at least work with Erin.


Best,
Peter


________________________________________
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [catherine.reilly@sfgov.org]
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 2:33 PM
To: Miller, Erin; Albert, Peter; Switzky, Joshua; Winslow, David
Cc: Arce, Pedro; Wong, Phillip C; Matz, Jennifer Entine
Subject: Small Group Design Meeting Time


Since the Warriors are moving so quickly, we want to set up a standing meeting time for the small
action group to meet with the Warriors (may be a call in conference call or in person).  We can cancel if
there is nothing to meet on.  Thursday morning work best for them, so please let me know your
available for Thursday mornings.


Thank you!


PS – Erin/Peter – we will get out draft comments for your review Monday (Planning is doing the initial
draft).  We’ve promised them to the Warriors on 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/
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From: Range, Jessica (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Michael Keinath (mkeinath@environcorp.com); Catherine Mukai
Subject: FW: GSW Air Quality Tech Report for SEIR
Date: Thursday, July 17, 2014 6:07:21 PM
Attachments: image001.png


image003.png
image004.png
image005.png
image006.png


Hello Catherine,
 
As per Chris’ email below, he has requested that I coordinate with you and Environ on the Warriors
SOW.  Please let me know how I can be of assistance. It sounds as though Environ would like to
discuss via conference call.  I am free tomorrow before 11:30, Monday after 1PM, and all day
Wednesday and Thursday next week (Not Available next Tuesday).
 
 
Regards,
 
 
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: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 16, 2014 3:14 PM
To: Range, Jessica (CPC)
Subject: FW: GSW Air Quality Tech Report for SEIR
 
Hi Jessica,
Can you coordinate with Catherine Reilly at OCII and Environ on the Warriors project air quality
SOW? I’ll be out tomorrow through next Wednesday, back on 7/24, but go ahead without me if you
want. 
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
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From: Michael Keinath [mailto:mkeinath@environcorp.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 16, 2014 1:53 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Catherine Mukai
Subject: GSW Air Quality Tech Report for SEIR
 
Chris and Catherine,
 
As you may have heard from the Golden State Warriors and ESA, ENVIRON will be preparing
emissions and the HRA for the Air Quality chapter of the GSW SEIR. For the project at Piers 30/32
and SWL 330 we had worked out an approved SOW with EP.  Now that the GSW have shared the
Project Description for the Mission Bay site, are you free for a call to discuss how our scope of work
would change for this new site, including the level of detail you’re looking for in each of the major
components below?
 


1.      Construction
a.      Emissions, including fugitive dust
b.      HRA
c.       Mitigation measures


2.      Operation
a.      Emissions
b.      HRA


3.      Documentation—AQTR?
a.      SEIR to be written by ESA


 
Could we schedule a call to discuss further?  Good times for us are tomorrow from 10-11:30, Friday
from 1 – 3:30, and Monday before 1.  Tuesday and Wednesday I’m at a conference but may be able to
break away as necessary.  Please let us know if there are good times for you all.
 
Best,
 
Michael
 
 


Michael Keinath, PE | Principal
ENVIRON International Corporation
201 California Street, Suite 1200 | San Francisco, CA 94111
T: +1 415 796 1934 | F: +1 415 398 5812 | M: +1 510 882 1734
mkeinath@environcorp.com
 
 


This message contains information that may be confidential, privileged or otherwise
protected by law from disclosure. It is intended for the exclusive use of the Addressee(s).
Unless you are the addressee or authorized agent of the addressee, you may not review, copy,
distribute or disclose to anyone the message or any information contained within. If you have
received this message in error, please contact the sender by electronic reply to
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email@environcorp.com and immediately delete all copies of the message.
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From: Katherine Aufhauser
To: Miller, Don (DPW); "cmiller@stradasf.com"
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Contact Don Miller
Date: Monday, July 28, 2014 11:17:44 PM


Don -


Could you please provide contact information for Capt. Baulmy, as discussed during last week's
meeting? We'd like to reach out to discuss our project. 


Thank you,
Kate


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


-----Original Message-----
From: Miller, Don [mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org]
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 2:55 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; 'cmiller@stradasf.com'
Cc: Reilly, Catherine
Subject: RE: Contact Don Miller


You are welcome and happy weekend to all.


Donald  Miller, P.E.
Infrastructure Task Force
30 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 4200
San Francisco, CA 94102
office - 415-581-2570
cell - 925-286-0551


-----Original Message-----
From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com]
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 2:46 PM
To: Miller, Don; 'cmiller@stradasf.com'
Cc: Reilly, Catherine
Subject: RE: Contact Don Miller


Great. Thanks for the quick reply, Don. Enjoy your weekend.


Kate


Kate Aufhauser Project Analyst
Golden State Warriors
Direct 510.986.5419
Cell 202.230.2642
1011 Broadway | Oakland, CA | 94607
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-----Original Message-----
From: Miller, Don [mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org]
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 2:28 PM
To: Kate Aufhauser; 'cmiller@stradasf.com'
Cc: Reilly, Catherine
Subject: RE: Contact Don Miller


Kate and Clarke,


Attached per your request please find the following:


1.      Blocks 29-32, Tentative Map. (This was the original submittal and has expired)
2.      Blocks 29-32, Executed Conditions of Approval (While this was approved at one time, it has
expired and you have a different project)
3.      Blocks 2-7 & 13, Executed PIA (This is a sample that you asked for but your project will be
significantly different)
4.      Block 1, Draft PIA (This is more like your project but as is, it is a proposal by Strada and it is
being reviewed by the City and you will benefit from review of a future edition of this document and
discussions with MBDG.)


Let me know if I can provide further assistance.


Don


Donald  Miller, P.E.
Infrastructure Task Force
30 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 4200
San Francisco, CA 94102
office - 415-581-2570
cell - 925-286-0551


-----Original Message-----
From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com]
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 1:26 PM
To: Miller, Don; Reilly, Catherine
Cc: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: Contact Don Miller


Hi Don,
Thanks once again for your time yesterday to walk us through the mapping & PIA process. Your
overview was extremely helpful.


We have a few action items on our end, including working the steps you listed into our entitlements
schedule. In the meantime, we'll look out for the ARE tentative map for Blocks 29-32, the Block 1 PIA,
and contact info for Captain Baulmy from you. Please let me know if there's anything I'm missing or any
other reference items that may be of use to us.


All the best,
Kate


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


-----Original Message-----
From: Miller, Don [mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org]
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Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 5:00 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine
Cc: Clarke Miller; Kate Aufhauser
Subject: Re: Contact Don Miller


Thanks


On Jul 17, 2014, at 4:58 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


> I can host here.
>
> Catherine Reilly
> Project Manager
> Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
>    Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Miller, Don [mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org]
> Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:56 PM
> To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
> Cc: Clarke Miller; Kate Aufhauser
> Subject: Re: Contact Don Miller
>
> I prefer to go to Strada or OCII
>
>
>
> On Jul 17, 2014, at 4:40 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:
>
>> Thursday the 24th at 1PM works for me.
>>
>> Don - do you want to host?
>>
>> Catherine Reilly
>> Project Manager
>> Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
>>   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
>> Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:27 PM
>> To: Kate Aufhauser; Miller, Don (DPW)
>> Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
>> Subject: RE: Contact Don Miller
>>
>> Likewise, so let's say 1pm if that works for Catherine too. Let us know where you'd like to meet.
>> Thanks,
>> Clarke
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>>
>> -----Original Message-----
>> From: Kate Aufhauser [mailto:kaufhauser@warriors.com]
>> Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:25 PM
>> To: 'Miller, Don'; Clarke Miller
>> Cc: Reilly, Catherine
>> Subject: RE: Contact Don Miller
>>
>> Either works for me. Thanks, Don. Looking forward to diving in on this.
>>
>> Kate Aufhauser
>>
>> Kate Aufhauser Project Analyst
>> Golden State Warriors
>> Direct 510.986.5419
>> Cell 202.230.2642
>> 1011 Broadway | Oakland, CA | 94607
>>
>>
>>
>> -----Original Message-----
>> From: Miller, Don [mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org]
>> Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 4:11 PM
>> To: Clarke Miller
>> Cc: Kate Aufhauser; Reilly, Catherine
>> Subject: Re: Contact Don Miller
>>
>> Ok. Does 1 pm or 4 pm work?
>>
>>
>>
>> On Jul 17, 2014, at 4:08 PM, "Clarke Miller" <CMiller@stradasf.com> wrote:
>>
>>> Sure. Does next Thursday afternoon work for you?
>>> Clarke
>>>
>>> -----Original Message-----
>>> From: Miller, Don [mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org]
>>> Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 3:48 PM
>>> To: Clarke Miller
>>> Cc: Kate Aufhauser (kaufhauser@warriors.com); Reilly, Catherine
>>> Subject: Re: Contact Don Miller
>>>
>>> I am on vacation that week but could phone in.  I would rather meet in person.  Any chance for
next week?
>>>
>>>
>>>
>>> On Jul 17, 2014, at 3:25 PM, "Clarke Miller"
<CMiller@stradasf.com<mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com>> wrote:
>>>
>>> Likewise, Don, and thanks for sending your contact info. Do you have time during the week of July
28 (Monday or Tuesday afternoons work for us) to meet and get an overview on the tentative and final
map process?
>>> Thanks,
>>> Clarke
>>>
>>> Clarke Miller
>>> Strada Investment Group
>>> 101 Mission Street, Suite 420 | San Francisco, CA 94105
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>>> Office: 415.263.9151 | Cell: 415.572.7640
>>> Email: cmiller@stradasf.com<mailto:cmiller@stradasf.com>
>>>
>>> From: Miller, Don [mailto:Don.Miller@sfdpw.org]
>>> Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 10:08 AM
>>> To: Clarke Miller
>>> Subject: Contact Don Miller
>>>
>>> Clarke
>>>
>>> It was nice to meet you yesterday.  My contact information is below.
>>>
>>> Regards,
>>> Don
>>>
>>> Donald  Miller, P.E.
>>> Infrastructure Task Force
>>> 30 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 4200
>>> San Francisco, CA 94102
>>> office - 415-581-2570
>>> cell - 925-286-0551
>>> email - don.miller@sfdpw.org<mailto:don.miller@sfdpw.org>
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Miller-Blankinship, Erin (MTA); Albert, Peter (MTA); Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Arce, Pedro (CII); Wong, Phillip (MYR); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: Small Group Design Meeting Time
Date: Friday, July 25, 2014 3:43:00 PM


Phillip is going to help find times that work for the group for Thursday mornings (thanks, Phillip!). 
Let’s get something on the books through the end of the year, knowing that we will probably stop
the frequent meetings in late September/October once the Schematics are underway.  While we
may have to move the first meetings around to different times in the morning to address existing
meetings, let us know if you would rather early/late morning so when we tie down a standing time
going forward we know your preferences.
 
Erin/Peter/David – if you could please let Phillip know your availabilities Thursday morning, that
would be great. 
 
Pedro and I are available all Thursday mornings, preferably starting at 9.30, but if it needs to be
earlier, let us know.  The only Thursdays that we have a conflict are 8/7 from 11-12.30 and 8/14
after 12.
 
Josh has the following constraints:
-          8/31 – later in the AM is better (he may have an East Bay meeting that morning)
-          8/7 – ok all morning
-          8/14 – out (but I have a feeling we will not meet that day, or at least not review design as that


will be the CAC meeting)
-          8/21 – ok all morning
-          8/28 – ok all morning
-          Sept – all ok except for 9.30 on 9/11 (another CAC day, so probably no design review that day)
 
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: Switzky, Joshua (CPC) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 3:07 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Miller-Blankinship, Erin (MTA); Albert, Peter (MTA); Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Arce, Pedro (CII); Wong, Phillip (MYR); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: Small Group Design Meeting Time
 
I am generally available on Thursday mornings, but I do have a bunch of commitments on various
Thursdays on and off for the next few weeks.
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Thanks for letting us know about the Tuesday deadline. We had previously told them end of the
week.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 2:33 PM
To: Miller-Blankinship, Erin (MTA); Albert, Peter (MTA); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Arce, Pedro (CII); Wong, Phillip (MYR); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: Small Group Design Meeting Time
 
Since the Warriors are moving so quickly, we want to set up a standing meeting time for the small
action group to meet with the Warriors (may be a call in conference call or in person).  We can
cancel if there is nothing to meet on.  Thursday morning work best for them, so please let me know
your available for Thursday mornings.
 
Thank you!
 
PS – Erin/Peter – we will get out draft comments for your review Monday (Planning is doing the
initial draft).  We’ve promised them to the Warriors on 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/
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: DWG meeting on Wed., June 18 @11 a.m.
Date: Wednesday, June 18, 2014 10:43:00 AM


Erin – I am going to skip DWG today.  I am being reminded how far behind in my emails I am and am
going to hide in my office and catch up on them.  Let me know if anything comes up.
 
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: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 18, 2014 9:32 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: DWG meeting on Wed., June 18 @11 a.m.
 
Hmmm. Maybe if you thought it would be useful at all to say Hi to them as the new City PM for the
Warriors.    
 
But not necessary, and I know you're busy. Maybe better to go for a more focus update on GSW
once they give you some information. 


-Erin Miller
 
* Please excuse typos. This was sent from my iPhone 
 
 


On Jun 18, 2014, at 9:13 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Should I attend this for the WTA?  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: Cheng-Tam, Irene On Behalf Of Hrushowy, Neil (CPC)
Sent: Friday, June 13, 2014 4:25 PM
To: Rahaim, John (CPC); Alumbaugh, David (CPC); Kelley, Gil (CPC); Joslin, Jeff (CPC);
Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC); Ed.Reiskin@sfmta.com; Joanna.Hayes-White@sfgov.org;
Maria.Lombardo@sfcta.org; Tilly.chang@sfcta.org; David.uniman@sfcta.org; Kelly, Jr,
Harlan (PUC); Kamalanathan, Dawn (REC); Smith, Bridget (MTA); Albert, Peter (MTA);
Robbins, Jerry (MTA); Strong, Brian (DPW); Carlin, Michael (PUC); Papandreou, Timothy
(MTA); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Anna.LaForte@sfcta.org; Bradley, Stacy (REC); Howard,
Kate (MYR); Raphael, Deborah (ENV); Nuru, Mohammed (DPW); Sweiss, Fuad (DPW);
Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Ito, Darton (MTA); Gillett, Gillian (MYR); Divine, Peg (DPW);
Linetzky, Mindy (DPW); Rudnick, Kelli (DPW); Johnson, Carla (ADM); Rich, Ken (MYR);
Rufo, Todd (MYR); Isaac, Marlo (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Kim, Roger (MYR); Gygi,
Susan (CPC); DeCaigny, Tom (ART); Warsh, Ethan (OCII); Fong, Lynn (DPW); Sallaberry,
Mike (MTA); Abad, Robin (CPC); Salvadori, Ilaria (CPC); Alumbaugh, David (CPC)
Cc: Green, Andrea (CPC); Erika.cheng@sfcta.org; Cheng-Tam, Irene; Pearman, Rick
(DPW); Nakhiengchanh, Susie (MTA); Simpliciano, Sophia (MTA); Lester, Lauren (ENV);
Penwell, Lynda (DPW); Hervey, Myisha (MYR); Barnes, Bill; Folan, Annie (DPW); Navarro,
Carmelita (PUC); Simpliciano, Sophia (MTA); Varat, Adam (CPC); Hrushowy, Neil (CPC);
Rewers, Jonathan (MTA); Smith, Susan (CON); Phillips, Claire (CON); Brastow, Peter
(ENV); ariel.mcginnis@sfmta.com; Miller, Erin (MTA); liz.brisson@sfcta.org; Bertrang,
Simon (DPW)
Subject: DWG meeting on Wed., June 18 @11 a.m.
 
Dear all:
 
Please find the attached DWG Agenda for this coming Wed., June 18 from 11
a.m. – 1 p.m. in City Hall, Room 201.
If you have questions regarding the attached agenda, please contact Neil
Hrushowy at the Planning Department.
Thank you.
 
… for Neil
Irene
(415) 558-6282


 


<DWG Agenda 2014-06-18.docx>
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Miller-Blankinship, Erin (MTA); Albert, Peter (MTA); Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Arce, Pedro (CII); Wong, Phillip (MYR); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: Small Group Design Meeting Time
Date: Friday, July 25, 2014 3:18:00 PM


We are going to try and get it out on Monday, but wanted to make sure we had enough time for
folks to review (and I won’t get to making our comments until tomorrow).  We reconfirmed with
them that they should be taking to heart the verbal comments we have already provided
(reinforcing the podium height), so that they do not claim we haven’t provide timely comments.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Switzky, Joshua (CPC) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 3:07 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Miller-Blankinship, Erin (MTA); Albert, Peter (MTA); Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Arce, Pedro (CII); Wong, Phillip (MYR); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: Small Group Design Meeting Time
 
I am generally available on Thursday mornings, but I do have a bunch of commitments on various
Thursdays on and off for the next few weeks.
 
Thanks for letting us know about the Tuesday deadline. We had previously told them end of the
week.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 2:33 PM
To: Miller-Blankinship, Erin (MTA); Albert, Peter (MTA); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Arce, Pedro (CII); Wong, Phillip (MYR); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: Small Group Design Meeting Time
 
Since the Warriors are moving so quickly, we want to set up a standing meeting time for the small
action group to meet with the Warriors (may be a call in conference call or in person).  We can
cancel if there is nothing to meet on.  Thursday morning work best for them, so please let me know
your available for Thursday mornings.
 
Thank you!
 
PS – Erin/Peter – we will get out draft comments for your review Monday (Planning is doing the
initial draft).  We’ve promised them to the Warriors on Tuesday.
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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: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: DWG meeting on Wed., June 18 @11 a.m.
Date: Wednesday, June 18, 2014 9:38:00 AM


I will see if I can swing by for that item.  We’re at B&F for the OCCI budget today and not sure what
that will go one (may be at the same time).  (PS – to avoid any confusion, probably best to describe
me as the PM for OCII for the Warriors project – vs. for the City as a whole.  That would be Jennifer.)
 
I left a VM – let me know if you have a few minutes to check in on the design meeting tomorrow. 
Glad you are coming along!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Wednesday, June 18, 2014 9:32 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: DWG meeting on Wed., June 18 @11 a.m.
 
Hmmm. Maybe if you thought it would be useful at all to say Hi to them as the new City PM for the
Warriors.    
 
But not necessary, and I know you're busy. Maybe better to go for a more focus update on GSW
once they give you some information. 


-Erin Miller
 
* Please excuse typos. This was sent from my iPhone 
 
 


On Jun 18, 2014, at 9:13 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Should I attend this for the WTA?  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: Cheng-Tam, Irene On Behalf Of Hrushowy, Neil (CPC)
Sent: Friday, June 13, 2014 4:25 PM
To: Rahaim, John (CPC); Alumbaugh, David (CPC); Kelley, Gil (CPC); Joslin, Jeff (CPC);
Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC); Ed.Reiskin@sfmta.com; Joanna.Hayes-White@sfgov.org;
Maria.Lombardo@sfcta.org; Tilly.chang@sfcta.org; David.uniman@sfcta.org; Kelly, Jr,
Harlan (PUC); Kamalanathan, Dawn (REC); Smith, Bridget (MTA); Albert, Peter (MTA);
Robbins, Jerry (MTA); Strong, Brian (DPW); Carlin, Michael (PUC); Papandreou, Timothy
(MTA); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Anna.LaForte@sfcta.org; Bradley, Stacy (REC); Howard,
Kate (MYR); Raphael, Deborah (ENV); Nuru, Mohammed (DPW); Sweiss, Fuad (DPW);
Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Ito, Darton (MTA); Gillett, Gillian (MYR); Divine, Peg (DPW);
Linetzky, Mindy (DPW); Rudnick, Kelli (DPW); Johnson, Carla (ADM); Rich, Ken (MYR);
Rufo, Todd (MYR); Isaac, Marlo (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Kim, Roger (MYR); Gygi,
Susan (CPC); DeCaigny, Tom (ART); Warsh, Ethan (OCII); Fong, Lynn (DPW); Sallaberry,
Mike (MTA); Abad, Robin (CPC); Salvadori, Ilaria (CPC); Alumbaugh, David (CPC)
Cc: Green, Andrea (CPC); Erika.cheng@sfcta.org; Cheng-Tam, Irene; Pearman, Rick
(DPW); Nakhiengchanh, Susie (MTA); Simpliciano, Sophia (MTA); Lester, Lauren (ENV);
Penwell, Lynda (DPW); Hervey, Myisha (MYR); Barnes, Bill; Folan, Annie (DPW); Navarro,
Carmelita (PUC); Simpliciano, Sophia (MTA); Varat, Adam (CPC); Hrushowy, Neil (CPC);
Rewers, Jonathan (MTA); Smith, Susan (CON); Phillips, Claire (CON); Brastow, Peter
(ENV); ariel.mcginnis@sfmta.com; Miller, Erin (MTA); liz.brisson@sfcta.org; Bertrang,
Simon (DPW)
Subject: DWG meeting on Wed., June 18 @11 a.m.
 
Dear all:
 
Please find the attached DWG Agenda for this coming Wed., June 18 from 11
a.m. – 1 p.m. in City Hall, Room 201.
If you have questions regarding the attached agenda, please contact Neil
Hrushowy at the Planning Department.
Thank you.
 
… for Neil
Irene
(415) 558-6282


 


<DWG Agenda 2014-06-18.docx>



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:Ed.Reiskin@sfmta.com

mailto:Joanna.Hayes-White@sfgov.org

mailto:Maria.Lombardo@sfcta.org

mailto:Tilly.chang@sfcta.org

mailto:David.uniman@sfcta.org

mailto:Anna.LaForte@sfcta.org

mailto:Erika.cheng@sfcta.org

mailto:ariel.mcginnis@sfmta.com

mailto:liz.brisson@sfcta.org






From: Winslow, David (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Miller-Blankinship, Erin (MTA); Albert, Peter (MTA); Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Cc: Arce, Pedro (CII); Wong, Phillip (MYR); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: Small Group Design Meeting Time
Date: Monday, July 28, 2014 1:24:58 PM


I will be available his Thursday morning, but out  the first two weeks in August.
David Winslow Architect, LEED AP
Design Review | Urban Design
Planning Department | City and Country of San Francisco
415-575-9159 |david.winslowl@sfgov.org
 
 
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 2:33 PM
To: Miller-Blankinship, Erin (MTA); Albert, Peter (MTA); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Arce, Pedro (CII); Wong, Phillip (MYR); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: Small Group Design Meeting Time
 
Since the Warriors are moving so quickly, we want to set up a standing meeting time for the small
action group to meet with the Warriors (may be a call in conference call or in person).  We can
cancel if there is nothing to meet on.  Thursday morning work best for them, so please let me know
your available for Thursday mornings.
 
Thank you!
 
PS – Erin/Peter – we will get out draft comments for your review Monday (Planning is doing the
initial draft).  We’ve promised them to the Warriors on 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/
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: "Alix Rosenthal"
Subject: RE: Sorry for the emails
Date: Tuesday, June 17, 2014 3:54:00 PM


Darn.  I was going to ask someone about you, since I hadn’t seen you for awhile.  Sorry that we only
crossed paths, but hope that we will have an example to work together soon!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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, June 17, 2014 3:40 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Sorry for the emails
 
No problem! 
 
The Warriors ended my contract since they don’t need as much political help with the move. I’m not sure
who will be handling public art for the Warriors – probably Kate Aufhauser and Clark Miller. 
 
I hope our paths cross again sometime! 
 
Alix 
 


From: <Reilly>, "Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
Date: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 at 10:46 AM
To: Alix Rosenthal <arosenthal@warriors.com>
Subject: Sorry for the emails
 
I was grabbing the wrong Alix for the Block 1 project.  Apologies!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment 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.
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: DWG meeting on Wed., June 18 @11 a.m.
Date: Wednesday, June 18, 2014 9:38:00 AM


I will see if I can swing by for that item.  We’re at B&F for the OCCI budget today and not sure what
that will go one (may be at the same time).  (PS – to avoid any confusion, probably best to describe
me as the PM for OCII for the Warriors project – vs. for the City as a whole.  That would be Jennifer.)
 
I left a VM – let me know if you have a few minutes to check in on the design meeting tomorrow. 
Glad you are coming along!
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Wednesday, June 18, 2014 9:32 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: DWG meeting on Wed., June 18 @11 a.m.
 
Hmmm. Maybe if you thought it would be useful at all to say Hi to them as the new City PM for the
Warriors.    
 
But not necessary, and I know you're busy. Maybe better to go for a more focus update on GSW
once they give you some information. 


-Erin Miller
 
* Please excuse typos. This was sent from my iPhone 
 
 


On Jun 18, 2014, at 9:13 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Should I attend this for the WTA?  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: Cheng-Tam, Irene On Behalf Of Hrushowy, Neil (CPC)
Sent: Friday, June 13, 2014 4:25 PM
To: Rahaim, John (CPC); Alumbaugh, David (CPC); Kelley, Gil (CPC); Joslin, Jeff (CPC);
Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC); Ed.Reiskin@sfmta.com; Joanna.Hayes-White@sfgov.org;
Maria.Lombardo@sfcta.org; Tilly.chang@sfcta.org; David.uniman@sfcta.org; Kelly, Jr,
Harlan (PUC); Kamalanathan, Dawn (REC); Smith, Bridget (MTA); Albert, Peter (MTA);
Robbins, Jerry (MTA); Strong, Brian (DPW); Carlin, Michael (PUC); Papandreou, Timothy
(MTA); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Anna.LaForte@sfcta.org; Bradley, Stacy (REC); Howard,
Kate (MYR); Raphael, Deborah (ENV); Nuru, Mohammed (DPW); Sweiss, Fuad (DPW);
Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Ito, Darton (MTA); Gillett, Gillian (MYR); Divine, Peg (DPW);
Linetzky, Mindy (DPW); Rudnick, Kelli (DPW); Johnson, Carla (ADM); Rich, Ken (MYR);
Rufo, Todd (MYR); Isaac, Marlo (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Kim, Roger (MYR); Gygi,
Susan (CPC); DeCaigny, Tom (ART); Warsh, Ethan (OCII); Fong, Lynn (DPW); Sallaberry,
Mike (MTA); Abad, Robin (CPC); Salvadori, Ilaria (CPC); Alumbaugh, David (CPC)
Cc: Green, Andrea (CPC); Erika.cheng@sfcta.org; Cheng-Tam, Irene; Pearman, Rick
(DPW); Nakhiengchanh, Susie (MTA); Simpliciano, Sophia (MTA); Lester, Lauren (ENV);
Penwell, Lynda (DPW); Hervey, Myisha (MYR); Barnes, Bill; Folan, Annie (DPW); Navarro,
Carmelita (PUC); Simpliciano, Sophia (MTA); Varat, Adam (CPC); Hrushowy, Neil (CPC);
Rewers, Jonathan (MTA); Smith, Susan (CON); Phillips, Claire (CON); Brastow, Peter
(ENV); ariel.mcginnis@sfmta.com; Miller, Erin (MTA); liz.brisson@sfcta.org; Bertrang,
Simon (DPW)
Subject: DWG meeting on Wed., June 18 @11 a.m.
 
Dear all:
 
Please find the attached DWG Agenda for this coming Wed., June 18 from 11
a.m. – 1 p.m. in City Hall, Room 201.
If you have questions regarding the attached agenda, please contact Neil
Hrushowy at the Planning Department.
Thank you.
 
… for Neil
Irene
(415) 558-6282
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: Staffing/design meeting with Warriors
Date: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 1:54:00 PM


Thank you for sending this.  I was going to outreach to Gil to talk with John about this, so glad you sent
the email.  The extra folks on the invite are ones that had already been added by Planning (ie,
forwarded), which I hadn't been aware of until we were sending out the updated invite.


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Tuesday, June 10, 2014 12:16 PM
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Rahaim, John (CPC)
Subject: Staffing/design meeting with Warriors


Hi all,


I just saw the invite and the list of proposed attendees to the Warriors design meeting on 6/19. I was
hoping to discuss staffing on Friday before something like this went out; sorry I didn't make that
preference known! Since I am on a plane, I'm now going to email my thoughts:


John, my understand was that you had assigned David Winslow and Elizabeth Watty to be Planning's
design team on this project. I think that works; I think this project can support two people for this
function. I imagine what we do internally to vet ideas and come to consensus on design will likely be a
very different and broader team that who is outwardly facing to the Warriors but I cannot have 5-6 (or
more) people from Planning come to external meetings on design. It's too costly and quite frankly, it is
too many outward facing voices. I envision me from OEWD, one or two folks plus Tiffany as needed
from OCII and two folks plus John as needed from Planning. Again, if you desire John, a larger group of
planners can work behind the scenes with OEWD and OCII on design but it is going to be chaotic if a
posse comes to external meetings AND I can't have a large cohort of folks billing to the project. Can the
three of us discuss on Friday? Thanks so much!


Jennifer
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Miller, Erin (MTA)
Subject: RE: DWG meeting on Wed., June 18 @11 a.m.
Date: Wednesday, June 18, 2014 10:43:00 AM


Erin – I am going to skip DWG today.  I am being reminded how far behind in my emails I am and am
going to hide in my office and catch up on them.  Let me know if anything comes up.
 
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: Miller, Erin [mailto:Erin.Miller@sfmta.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 18, 2014 9:32 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: DWG meeting on Wed., June 18 @11 a.m.
 
Hmmm. Maybe if you thought it would be useful at all to say Hi to them as the new City PM for the
Warriors.    
 
But not necessary, and I know you're busy. Maybe better to go for a more focus update on GSW
once they give you some information. 


-Erin Miller
 
* Please excuse typos. This was sent from my iPhone 
 
 


On Jun 18, 2014, at 9:13 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Should I attend this for the WTA?  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: Cheng-Tam, Irene On Behalf Of Hrushowy, Neil (CPC)
Sent: Friday, June 13, 2014 4:25 PM
To: Rahaim, John (CPC); Alumbaugh, David (CPC); Kelley, Gil (CPC); Joslin, Jeff (CPC);
Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC); Ed.Reiskin@sfmta.com; Joanna.Hayes-White@sfgov.org;
Maria.Lombardo@sfcta.org; Tilly.chang@sfcta.org; David.uniman@sfcta.org; Kelly, Jr,
Harlan (PUC); Kamalanathan, Dawn (REC); Smith, Bridget (MTA); Albert, Peter (MTA);
Robbins, Jerry (MTA); Strong, Brian (DPW); Carlin, Michael (PUC); Papandreou, Timothy
(MTA); Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Anna.LaForte@sfcta.org; Bradley, Stacy (REC); Howard,
Kate (MYR); Raphael, Deborah (ENV); Nuru, Mohammed (DPW); Sweiss, Fuad (DPW);
Bohee, Tiffany (OCII); Ito, Darton (MTA); Gillett, Gillian (MYR); Divine, Peg (DPW);
Linetzky, Mindy (DPW); Rudnick, Kelli (DPW); Johnson, Carla (ADM); Rich, Ken (MYR);
Rufo, Todd (MYR); Isaac, Marlo (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Kim, Roger (MYR); Gygi,
Susan (CPC); DeCaigny, Tom (ART); Warsh, Ethan (OCII); Fong, Lynn (DPW); Sallaberry,
Mike (MTA); Abad, Robin (CPC); Salvadori, Ilaria (CPC); Alumbaugh, David (CPC)
Cc: Green, Andrea (CPC); Erika.cheng@sfcta.org; Cheng-Tam, Irene; Pearman, Rick
(DPW); Nakhiengchanh, Susie (MTA); Simpliciano, Sophia (MTA); Lester, Lauren (ENV);
Penwell, Lynda (DPW); Hervey, Myisha (MYR); Barnes, Bill; Folan, Annie (DPW); Navarro,
Carmelita (PUC); Simpliciano, Sophia (MTA); Varat, Adam (CPC); Hrushowy, Neil (CPC);
Rewers, Jonathan (MTA); Smith, Susan (CON); Phillips, Claire (CON); Brastow, Peter
(ENV); ariel.mcginnis@sfmta.com; Miller, Erin (MTA); liz.brisson@sfcta.org; Bertrang,
Simon (DPW)
Subject: DWG meeting on Wed., June 18 @11 a.m.
 
Dear all:
 
Please find the attached DWG Agenda for this coming Wed., June 18 from 11
a.m. – 1 p.m. in City Hall, Room 201.
If you have questions regarding the attached agenda, please contact Neil
Hrushowy at the Planning Department.
Thank you.
 
… for Neil
Irene
(415) 558-6282


 


<DWG Agenda 2014-06-18.docx>
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Hussain, Lila (CII); Jones, Natasha (CII)
Subject: RE: Details for Mission Bay Third Floor Room Reservation
Date: Friday, July 25, 2014 2:22:00 PM


Thanks, Lila. 


Natasha - I would let them know we probably will not be out of the room until 8.30 on the Thursdays
(going to guess the meetings may run late those days).  However, the ending time is not usually an
issue for them, unless they have extra staff there.


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 (CII)
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 1:44 PM
To: Jones, Natasha (CII); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Details for Mission Bay Third Floor Room Reservation


Hi Natasha,


Here are the details of the upcoming Mission Bay meetings, can you please follow-up with Tatiana's
email below and respond to her questions. 


August 14 2014 (Thursday)
Time:  3:30pm-7:30pm (meeting time: 5-7)
Equipment: screen, podium, microphone (we will bring our own projector) Room set up similar to
Commission meeting, a couple of tables to comfortable sit the official CAC members (an estimate 15 
CAC members will attend the meeting) similar to commission and 1 table for public materials by the
entrance.
Estimated Number of Attendees: 50+
Front row seats reserved for CAC members or we may reconfigure late>>> Need Ana Cortes to help let
people in from 4:00-6:00pm


August 16, 2014 (Thursday)
Time: 9-2:00pmNeeds:  Same as above


September 11, 2014 (Thursday)
Time: 3:30-7:30pm **** if the room is not available at that time we could switch the meeting time  for
this meeting
Details: Same as above


September 13, 2014 (Saturday)
9-2:00pm
Needs: Same as above
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Saturday August 16, 2014


-----Original Message-----
From: Jones, Natasha (CII)
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 1:21 PM
To: Hussain, Lila (CII); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Third Floor swift conference room reservation for August 14th


Thank you, Lila! :)


___________________________________________
NATASHA A. JONES
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure City and County of San Francisco One South Van
Ness, 5th Floor San Francisco, California 94103 P 415.749.2470 F 415-749-2585 E
natasha.jones@sfgov.org Effective Monday, Jun 23rd, Lucinda Nguyen will assume the
Commission/Oversight Board duties and assist Executive Management on an interim basis.  Ms. Nguyen
can be reached at lucinda.nguyen@sfgov.org or 415-749-2458. Please contact her for any matters listed
above.


-----Original Message-----
From: Hussain, Lila (CII)
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 1:20 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Jones, Natasha (CII)
Subject: FW: Third Floor swift conference room reservation for August 14th


Hi Catherine and Natasha,


Just got confirmation from Tatiana on the 14th but I will work with Natasha on the follow-up items to
work out and the additional dates.  Natasha:  I will send you an email with these details, after I finish
my pizza!


Lila


-----Original Message-----
From: Tatiana Hayes [mailto:thayes@mercyhousing.org]
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 12:11 PM
To: Hussain, Lila (CII)
Cc: Jose Vega-Boza; Mark Scalzo
Subject: RE: Third Floor swift conference room reservation for August 14th


Hi Lila,


I can confirm,
August 14th - available.
 But, because this is not business hours, you have to provide additional staff, who will open door for
participants, (entrance from 4th street).
Also we don’t have projector on the 3rd. fl.
Let me know about how you would like set up tables and chairs, or you will need only chairs.
And if this meeting instead CAC? Or this is 2 different meetings?


Thank you,
Tatiana


-----Original Message-----
From: Hussain, Lila (CII) [mailto:lila.hussain@sfgov.org]
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Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 9:51 AM
To: Tatiana Hayes; Mark Scalzo
Cc: Jose Vega-Boza
Subject: RE: Third Floor swift conference room reservation for August 14th


Hi Jose, Tatiana and Mark,


Just wanted to follow-up on the request for the City to host the Warriors Arena Design meeting on
August 14th at 5:00pm on the Third Floor Conference. 


Can you confirm the reservation?


Best,


Lila








From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: "Clarke Miller"
Subject: RE: Streetscape Plan for Mission Bay
Date: Wednesday, June 04, 2014 12:20:00 PM


No, I haven’t had a chance.  Anyway you could start a list of things I’ve promised to get you so we
can do a regular check in.  Sadly, I think that will be necessary for 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/
 
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: Wednesday, June 04, 2014 12:15 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Streetscape Plan for Mission Bay
 
Catherine, were you able to uncover whether additional approvals are required beyond a D4D
amendment if the changes to the streetscape plan are more extensive in nature?
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Saturday, May 17, 2014 10:20 AM
To: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: Streetscape Plan for Mission Bay
 
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?
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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 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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] 
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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: Clarke Miller
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Streetscape Plan for Mission Bay
Date: Wednesday, June 04, 2014 12:16:31 PM


Catherine, were you able to uncover whether additional approvals are required beyond a D4D
amendment if the changes to the streetscape plan are more extensive in nature?
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Saturday, May 17, 2014 10:20 AM
To: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: Streetscape Plan for Mission Bay
 
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
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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: 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 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 (CII)
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: Draft GSW Comments
Date: Monday, July 28, 2014 10:00:00 AM


I can go ahead and send out my draft with redlines taken out to Erin/Peter so that they can put their
comments in since Jennifer had wanted to have their comments in place.
 
Jennifer – what do you prefer timing-wise?
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Switzky, Joshua (CPC) 
Sent: Monday, July 28, 2014 9:53 AM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Draft GSW Comments
 
I won’t have a chance to take a look until after lunch today, so Jen if you want to take a stab this
morning, that works for me. But please do it in track changes so that I understand who did what.
Thanks!
-j
 
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Monday, July 28, 2014 7:39 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Subject: Re: Draft GSW Comments
 
This is looking really good. I agree it's a lot, but that's OK. I would like to edit just a bit for tone. Can I
edit the draft that includes SFMTA comments? I will be able to turn around quickly - my suggestions
are pretty superficial. It would be great to stay on track and give this to Warriors  tomorrow.
Thanks! 


On Jul 26, 2014, at 2:58 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Josh/Jennifer – I wanted to run by my revisions to you two first before releasing to
Erin/Peter to add.  I basically have revised per a discussion Josh and I had to make sure
the podium concept is highlighted up front, while keeping the general principles in the
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body of the letter.  There is a lot of redlining, but primarily it is moving stuff around
and reformatting, especially the specific comments section at the end.  I added a
couple things that I thought MTA would like to see based on their comments on our
earlier internal talking points and a few things from the original notes that weren’t
carried forward.
 
Josh – there are a couple points I wanted your insight on (the atrium and what
direction we want to give them about balancing the fact it is a big project with trying to
make it read like multiple distinct projects).  Feel free to play with my language, I am
not feeling very design-y in my writing today.
 
Jennifer, I’d love your read of the tone of the letter since they seem sensitive to how
information is presented to them, so I want to make sure we make our point about
areas we need work to be done, without also recognizing the good working
relationship their team has strived to achieve with city staff and the efforts they have
made to date.
 
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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


<Warriors Mission Bay Design Review Notes 1_jsOCII.doc>
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From: Clarke Miller
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Streetscape Plan for Mission Bay
Date: Wednesday, June 04, 2014 12:52:43 PM


Sure, that’s a good idea. My list for today’s call is up to 9 items which I can put into a tracking log
and send to you if we don’t get through it all today at 1pm.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 04, 2014 12:21 PM
To: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: Streetscape Plan for Mission Bay
 
No, I haven’t had a chance.  Anyway you could start a list of things I’ve promised to get you so we
can do a regular check in.  Sadly, I think that will be necessary for 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/
 
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: Wednesday, June 04, 2014 12:15 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Streetscape Plan for Mission Bay
 
Catherine, were you able to uncover whether additional approvals are required beyond a D4D
amendment if the changes to the streetscape plan are more extensive in nature?
Thanks,
Clarke
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Saturday, May 17, 2014 10:20 AM
To: Clarke Miller
Subject: RE: Streetscape Plan for Mission Bay
 
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 --------
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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
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 
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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/
 


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 (CII)
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: Draft GSW Comments
Date: Monday, July 28, 2014 10:00:00 AM


I can go ahead and send out my draft with redlines taken out to Erin/Peter so that they can put their
comments in since Jennifer had wanted to have their comments in place.
 
Jennifer – what do you prefer timing-wise?
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Switzky, Joshua (CPC) 
Sent: Monday, July 28, 2014 9:53 AM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Draft GSW Comments
 
I won’t have a chance to take a look until after lunch today, so Jen if you want to take a stab this
morning, that works for me. But please do it in track changes so that I understand who did what.
Thanks!
-j
 
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Monday, July 28, 2014 7:39 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Subject: Re: Draft GSW Comments
 
This is looking really good. I agree it's a lot, but that's OK. I would like to edit just a bit for tone. Can I
edit the draft that includes SFMTA comments? I will be able to turn around quickly - my suggestions
are pretty superficial. It would be great to stay on track and give this to Warriors  tomorrow.
Thanks! 


On Jul 26, 2014, at 2:58 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Josh/Jennifer – I wanted to run by my revisions to you two first before releasing to
Erin/Peter to add.  I basically have revised per a discussion Josh and I had to make sure
the podium concept is highlighted up front, while keeping the general principles in the
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body of the letter.  There is a lot of redlining, but primarily it is moving stuff around
and reformatting, especially the specific comments section at the end.  I added a
couple things that I thought MTA would like to see based on their comments on our
earlier internal talking points and a few things from the original notes that weren’t
carried forward.
 
Josh – there are a couple points I wanted your insight on (the atrium and what
direction we want to give them about balancing the fact it is a big project with trying to
make it read like multiple distinct projects).  Feel free to play with my language, I am
not feeling very design-y in my writing today.
 
Jennifer, I’d love your read of the tone of the letter since they seem sensitive to how
information is presented to them, so I want to make sure we make our point about
areas we need work to be done, without also recognizing the good working
relationship their team has strived to achieve with city staff and the efforts they have
made to date.
 
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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
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From: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
To: Jose Vega-Boza; Tatiana Hayes
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bridges, George (OCII)
Subject: RE: Swift Conference Room Availability for Mission Bay CAC
Date: Friday, June 13, 2014 10:41:10 AM
Attachments: image001.png


image002.png
image003.png


Hi Jose and Tatiana,
 
Walter Gonzales from the Block 1 Hotel Project in Mission Bay will be emailing you about reserving


either the 2nd or 3rd floor (for about 80-100) people.  We have indicated to him that there is a
charge  for the room rental, so please pass along the latest fee info to him when he contacts you. 


Thanks for all your help,
 
 
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: Jose Vega-Boza [mailto:JVega-boza@mercyhousing.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 29, 2014 12:03 PM
To: Tatiana Hayes
Cc: Hussain, Lila (OCII); Edwin Ballesteros
Subject: RE: Swift Conference Room Availability for Mission Bay CAC
 
This meeting is going to take place at the second floor dining hall.
 


When: May 8th 5 pm  (for about two hours).
 


We will do theater style with 50 chairs facing 4th street.
 
Lila: Do you need an screen and projector?
 
Thank you.
 
José A. Vega Boza
Senior Property Manager|MHMG/Mission Creek Senior Community


Mercy Housing
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225 Berrry Street
San Francisco, CA 94158
t|415.896.2025 X 14
mercyhousing.org


 |  | Join our mailing list
 


From: Hussain, Lila (OCII) [mailto:lila.hussain@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, April 28, 2014 9:09 AM
To: Jose Vega-Boza
Subject: FW: Swift Conference Room Availability for Mission Bay CAC
 
Just following up on the email below. 
 


From: Hussain, Lila (OCII) 
Sent: Friday, April 25, 2014 2:15 PM
To: 'Jose Vega-Boza'; Tatiana Hayes
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Swift Conference Room Availability for Mission Bay CAC
 
Hi Jose,
 


I just left a voice message for you and I wanted to better understand why you prefer the 2nd floor
dining room to the Swift Room?  Catherine and I have a preference for the Swift.  Email me or give
me call today or Monday.  We will need to book a larger room for the next couple of CAC meeting
because of the Warriors move to Mission Bay.  We will have OCII staff help direct folks to the
appropriate conference room the day of the meeting.
 
 
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: Jose Vega-Boza [mailto:JVega-boza@mercyhousing.org] 
Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2014 9:29 AM
To: Hussain, Lila (OCII); Tatiana Hayes
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Swift Conference Room Availability for Mission Bay CAC
 
Lila
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I think for this meeting it is better that you use the dining room on the second floor.
People who will be coming to the meeting need to use the 225 Berry Street entrance.
We can set up the dining room theater style with chairs facing the 4th street windows.
The same about security. Please have someone at the door to let people in and
another person on the second floor outside the elevator directing people to the dining
room area.
Let us know if you need to use the projector and screen for this meeting. If you do, we
need to bring a portable screen to this room. We will set up the microphone and
speakers.
Let us know if you have any questions.
Thank you and welcome.
José A. Vega Boza
Senior Property Manager|MHMG/Mission Creek Senior Community


Mercy Housing
225 Berrry Street
San Francisco, CA 94158
t|415.896.2025 X 14
mercyhousing.org


 |  | Join our mailing list
 


From: Hussain, Lila (OCII) [mailto:lila.hussain@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 23, 2014 3:08 PM
To: Jose Vega-Boza; Tatiana Hayes
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
 



http://www.mercyhousing.org/

http://www.mercyhousing.org/

http://www.facebook.com/mercyhousing

http://www.twitter.com/mercyhousing

http://www.mercyhousing.org/Page.aspx?pid=409

mailto:lila.hussain@sfgov.org

mailto:lila.hussain@sfgov.org






From: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Draft GSW Comments
Date: Monday, July 28, 2014 9:53:01 AM


I won’t have a chance to take a look until after lunch today, so Jen if you want to take a stab this
morning, that works for me. But please do it in track changes so that I understand who did what.
Thanks!
-j
 
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Monday, July 28, 2014 7:39 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Subject: Re: Draft GSW Comments
 
This is looking really good. I agree it's a lot, but that's OK. I would like to edit just a bit for tone. Can I
edit the draft that includes SFMTA comments? I will be able to turn around quickly - my suggestions
are pretty superficial. It would be great to stay on track and give this to Warriors  tomorrow.
Thanks! 


On Jul 26, 2014, at 2:58 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Josh/Jennifer – I wanted to run by my revisions to you two first before releasing to
Erin/Peter to add.  I basically have revised per a discussion Josh and I had to make sure
the podium concept is highlighted up front, while keeping the general principles in the
body of the letter.  There is a lot of redlining, but primarily it is moving stuff around
and reformatting, especially the specific comments section at the end.  I added a
couple things that I thought MTA would like to see based on their comments on our
earlier internal talking points and a few things from the original notes that weren’t
carried forward.
 
Josh – there are a couple points I wanted your insight on (the atrium and what
direction we want to give them about balancing the fact it is a big project with trying to
make it read like multiple distinct projects).  Feel free to play with my language, I am
not feeling very design-y in my writing today.
 
Jennifer, I’d love your read of the tone of the letter since they seem sensitive to how
information is presented to them, so I want to make sure we make our point about
areas we need work to be done, without also recognizing the good working
relationship their team has strived to achieve with city staff and the efforts they have
made to date.
 
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/
 
PLEASE NOTE I WILL BE OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: THANK YOU!
Date: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 4:16:00 PM


You deserve as much beer as you want.  Can’t do it in the next couple weeks, but let me know if you
want to get a small GSW group together to grab a beer after you get back from vacation.  I’ll try to
be in a better mood then (I am CRANKY 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 4:04 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: THANK YOU!
 
Yeah, that was a fun meeting…
I like big beer!
 
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 (CII) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 3:32 PM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: THANK YOU!
 
Chris – I just wanted to say how brilliant you are and thank you for coming up with a plan that made
sense (and kept me from killing folks).  I owe you a big beer.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
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From: Hamalian, Seth
To: Confessore, Nicholas
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Bohee, Tiffany (CII)
Subject: RE: FW: from NY Times
Date: Wednesday, July 09, 2014 4:19:33 PM


Nicholas, 


First I just wanted to confirm I want to stay on background, without attribution.  When you first
contacted me, you explained that you were working on an article of how Mission Bay has become this
center for innovation and research anchored by UCSF and you wanted to understand how Mission Bay
functions / how the project gets built out.  At this point all your questions revolve around our lobbyist
and federal funding pursued by the City.  That funding doesn’t amount to $13 million, but rather
actually amounts to approximately $7 million - 1% of the total funding the City is using to reimburse
infrastructure of $700 million, which is supporting over $12+ billion of total construction. Has this
funding and the lobbying become the focus of your story?  It’s really just a tiny ingredient of the overall
equation.  I don’t want you to operate with bad facts, but it would be helpful to me to have some more
context for your questions.


Thanks,


Seth


From: Confessore, Nicholas [nconfess@nytimes.com]
Sent: Wednesday, July 09, 2014 9:20 AM
To: Hamalian, Seth
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Subject: Re: FW: from NY Times


Hi folks,
Just wanted to check in on my earlier email. I know I asked some complicated stuff and it
may require some work to track down answers (and you have day jobs). Let me know if you
have any sense of when you might be able to provide more information.
best regards,
Nick Confessore


On Mon, Jul 7, 2014 at 4:33 PM, Confessore, Nicholas <nconfess@nytimes.com> wrote:
Seth et al.,
  As I mentioned to Seth separately, this is very helpful context.
I am trying to get my timing straight on some of this and to get this information to jibe
with some of the other public documents around this project and the grants. Here are some
of the things I would appreciate some additional information on. I know there are some
players here beyond FOCIL, especially UCSF, and I just want to make sure I get
everything straight.
  From Seth's email it sounds like the bottom line number for federal grants awarded
through the city to Mission Bay is a bit less than $13 million. Can you break down for me
as follows:
--when were the applications filed?
--when were the grants awarded?
--which federal programs or pots that amount comes from? 
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  I'm asking because when you look around at press releases and news clippings, the timing
of everything can get obscured. For example, there was a $10 million grant, under ARRA.
Here is a press release noting a July 2012 event celebrating the grant, but I am not sure
whether this is part of the same TIGER grants we are talking about, and whether the full
$10 million is part of that $13 million Seth was ballparking for me. And I had the
impression from you all that the grant was actually awarded long before this event, maybe a
year or more earlier.
  Relatedly, it would be helpful to have a fuller description of what issues Eve  was
lobbying on for Farallon/FOCIL.
  From federal lobbying disclosures, it looks like Farallon first contracted with Eve in the
first quarter of 2009, and she began lobbying for you on the SAFETEA-LU reauthorization
starting in the second quarter and through the first half of 2010. During that period she also
began lobbying for Farallon/FOCIL on FY2010 and FY2011 appropriations. In the second
half of 2010, she began pushing on FY2011 transportation and HUD appropriations. And
then from the second half of 2011 on, the disclosures simply list "Mission Bay."
  The total bill for her work comes to about $540,000 just to Farallon. I am just trying to
discern if the grants we are discussing were the full end-product of her work during this
period, or if she was working on other related issues. As you know, the issue descriptions
on these forms don't always capture the full flavor.
best regards,
Nick Confessore


On Thu, Jul 3, 2014 at 6:51 PM, Hamalian, Seth <SHamalian@mbaydevelopment.com>
wrote:


Hi Nick,


 


I wanted to offer some more clarification and background.  **Please note these are offered on
condition that you treat them as background, and not for attribution – which is also how I would
ask you treat our conversations earlier this week. **


 


In short, the City and FOCIL/MBDG (Mission Bay Development Group) were partners in obtaining
the grants.  The competition for the grants was intense and the process was transparent and
open.  Simply put, Eve’s role was to help us put our best foot forward.


 


Here are a couple more points that I think are important for you to understand, as you try to form
a fair and accurate assessment of the project, the stimulus grants and FOCIL/MBDG’s role.


 


* San Francisco (through city departments and/or the Redevelopment Agency) applies for, receives
and administers the grant funds.  The City is the recipient of the funds, not FOCIL / MBDG.


 


* The City is using the funds to support projects and jobs in and around Mission Bay including
affordable housing, mass transit, brownfield clean-up and a children’s park. 


 



http://health.universityofcalifornia.edu/2012/07/05/ucsf%E2%80%99s-mission-bay-celebrates-10m-grant/
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* FOCIL / MBDG’s role is to build public infrastructure in Mission Bay for the City – roads, sewers,
sidewalks, parks, etc., and then they are eligible for reimbursement of those expenditures.


 


* $31.6 million in grants have been obtained by the City in connection with projects related to
Mission Bay.  Of this, approximately 40% is federal and  60% is from state / other sources.


 


* Only $14.1 million, less than 50% of the total awarded, is being used by the City to meet its
contractual obligations to reimburse infrastructure built by FOCIL/MBDG.  The remainder is being
used for affordable housing and transit obligations unrelated to FOCIL/MBDG’s role. 


 


* The $14.1 million represents approximately 2% of the $700 million of total infrastructure for
which the City is liable for reimbursing FOCIL/MBDG – all the rest is being reimbursed by the tax
increment and community facilities district mechanisms we discussed previously.


 


* The $14.1 million is 50% Federal / 50% State.  Only $2.3 million of the federal funding and $5.7
million of the state funding has been received to date.


 


* The City’s affordable housing and other projects were selected for the grants on their merits.  It
was helpful that FOCIL / MBDG had “shovel-ready” projects that had already received the relevant
permits (environmental and the like), in contrast to some of the other projects seeking funding
which were still only conceptual in design.


 


* It was also very helpful that the Mission Bay project had, and continues to have, strong and
broad support in San Francisco, from the Mayor, labor, business, community groups and UCSF,
among others.


 


* The competition for the grants was intense and the process was transparent and open.  Several
of the grants required multiple applications before receiving approval – for example, the TIGER
federal grant request was for $15 million, and had to be submitted during three different rounds of
funding before being awarded $10 million, of which $4.8 will be used to reimburse infrastructure.
 
* Eve O’Toole is a long-time adviser to the City, not only on the grant issues.  She acted as a
coordinator to make sure the City put its best foot forward with the TIGER grant applications.  She
advised the City, and FOCIL / MBDG on which city-priority projects best matched the TIGER
criteria.  A strong public/private partnership was essential to the City being awarded a TIGER grant
for Mission Bay. 


 


I hope that’s helpful, Nick.  Thanks for the chance to clarify these points.


 


Seth.


 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) [catherine.reilly@sfgov.org]
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Sent: Thursday, July 03, 2014 9:55 AM
To: Confessore, Nicholas
Cc: Hamalian, Seth; Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Subject: RE: FW: from NY Times


Hi, Nick.  Glad you like the maps. 


 


#1 - What is your timeline?  Some of these applications have been awhile so it will take a little
digging in the files to get the specifics.  Some of the final contracts with scope and
budget/award amount will be quicker to get since some of the applications are pretty big and
we may not have electronic files.


 


#2 – Yes, we wanted to be coordinated.  For Mission Bay, primarily it was the issue of looking for
additional funds for infrastructure to help get through the recession.


 


#3 – Two of the older affordable housing projects (Rich Sorro, completed in 2002 and Mission
Creek Senior completed in 2006) also received some federal funds (HOPWA, Section 8 and/or
CDBG).  Let me know if you want details on those, or if they are out of your timeframe since that
was pre-recession.


 


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: Confessore, Nicholas [mailto:nconfess@nytimes.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 10:36 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: FW: from NY Times
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Hi Catherine,
Thanks for this background -- it is super helpful. I love maps!


 


I put some follow up questions below. Let me know if any of it is unclear or confusing.


1) Do you know where I can look up the actual grant applications so that I am not relying
on the study? Or if easier, can you lay out for me what was actually applied for and what
was actually won? I just want to be precise in my understanding of the before and after,
and not rely on the press clippings, which seem to be inaccurate. Would be good to know
the dates when they were applied for and when the applications were granted.


2) It looks like FOCIL and the S.F. city government had the same lobbyist in
Washington, Eve O'Toole at Holland & Knight, working on these issues--assume that
this was all just everyone working together? Were there other issues that you all were
active on beyond seeking those grants?


3) Are those grants you listed all of the federal funding that the Mission Bay has
received?


thank you,
Nick


 


On Tue, Jul 1, 2014 at 9:33 PM, Reilly, Catherine (OCII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:


Hi, Nick – Tiffany forwarded me your email (thanks for the link to the article, helpful in
responding).  In regards to your question on who was the lead for the grant applications, our
private partner FOCIL (through Seth Hamalian at Mission Bay Development Group) took the lead
on the preparing the grant applications, though OCII staff was heavily involved.  The various
grants were run through different City departments depending on the requirements of the
grant, but OCII was ultimately responsible for ensuring that the infrastructure projects were
completed and the grants complied with correctly. 


 


Looking at the BizTimes article the dollar amounts that they identify appear to be the dollar
amounts that were included in a regional study that was done to help prioritize projects vs.
actual grant applications.  Many of the improvements listed under the first two ($24.7M and
$24.6M) were ultimately included in a successful TIGER IV grant running through SFMTA.  The
last one ($23.8M) was for a grant that we did not get, also it looks like the dollar amount they
state may have been for all city projects, since I do not believe the Mission Bay portion was
anywhere that large (more in the $1-2M range plus match).
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The grants we have received over the last few years include:


-          Commons Park P16: $200,000 EPA Brownfield RLF - Completed 2010 (I do not think this was
stimulus)


-          Longbridge Infrastructure: $2.3m CDBG-ARRA Funds - Completed mid-2011 (was stimulus)


-          Park P10 and Mission Bay Drive Circle: $760,000 EPA– Completed in 2012/13 (I would have
to double check the opening date, let me know if you need it)


-          Street Improvements (includes remaining portions of Owens Street/16th Street/Channel-
Traffic Circle Connectors) and MUNI T-line turnaround - TIGER IV $10M – under construction
(not sure if stimulus)


 


I have also attached some general information about Mission Bay.  Please note that the Vert Dev
map is a little out of date (such as not reflecting the proposed Warriors arena, etc.), so if there
is something specific you would like to use from it, please check with me and I can let you know
if there is any correction needed (but overall it gives you a general sense of where things are in
Mission Bay).


 


Please let us know if you have any additional questions.


 


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Confessore, Nicholas [mailto:nconfess@nytimes.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 9:51 AM
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Subject: Re: from NY Times



tel:415-749-2516

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:nconfess@nytimes.com





 


Tiffany,
Thanks for your time today--it was extraordinarily helpful. You know everything about
this project so it was like one-stop shopping.


One question for ya. Here is the article on stimulus applications I was talking about:
http://www.bizjournals.com/sanfrancisco/stories/2009/08/03/story3.html?page=all


It quotes your predecessor (I think) and it looks as though the total applications were for
about $72 million in three pots of stimulus funding. Do we know who was in charge of
those applications (your agency or FOCIL?) and whether any or all of the applications
were granted?


many thanks,
Nick


 


On Mon, Jun 30, 2014 at 9:37 PM, Bohee, Tiffany (OCII) <tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org>
wrote:


I'll call you at 8:30am PST. Talk to you tomorrow.


Tiffany Bohee


 


On Jun 30, 2014, at 6:21 PM, "Confessore, Nicholas" <nconfess@nytimes.com> wrote:


Hi Tiffany,
Tomorrow morning works great for 8:30am PST / 11:30 am EST. You can
get me at 212 556 5911 or let me know the most convenient number for you.


Thank you in advance!
best regards,
Nick


 


On Mon, Jun 30, 2014 at 8:02 PM, Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
<tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org> wrote:


Hi, Nick – Can you talk tomorrow at 8:30 am PDT?  Alternatively, I could also talk at
4:30 pm PDT on Tuesday.


 


 


Tiffany Bohee



http://www.bizjournals.com/sanfrancisco/stories/2009/08/03/story3.html?page=all

mailto:tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org

mailto:nconfess@nytimes.com

tel:212%20556%205911

mailto:tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org





Executive Director
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
  Successor to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Tel:  415-749-2588
Email:  tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org


From: Confessore, Nicholas [mailto:nconfess@nytimes.com] 
Sent: Monday, June 30, 2014 2:22 PM
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Subject: from NY Times


 


Dear Tiffany,


I am doing some research on the Mission Bay project, focusing on the long-
term evolution of the project and how federal grants, including the stimulus,
have benefited the efforts to create a life sciences hub there.


I was hoping you might have some time to help me understand some of how
the project has progressed since you have been involved (and maybe before).
Is there any time in the next day or two that we could talk?
best regards,
Nick Confessore


--


Nicholas Confessore


The New York Times


W (212) 556-5911


C  (917) 456 2446


gchat: @nconfessore


--


Nicholas Confessore


The New York Times


W (212) 556-5911


C  (917) 456 2446
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gchat: @nconfessore


--


Nicholas Confessore


The New York Times


W (212) 556-5911


C  (917) 456 2446


gchat: @nconfessore


--


Nicholas Confessore


The New York Times


W (212) 556-5911


C  (917) 456 2446


gchat: @nconfessore


-- 
Nicholas Confessore
The New York Times
W (212) 556-5911
C  (917) 456 2446
gchat: @nconfessore


-- 
Nicholas Confessore
The New York Times
W (212) 556-5911
C  (917) 456 2446
gchat: @nconfessore
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: THANK YOU!
Date: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 4:16:22 PM


You deserve as much beer as you want.  Can’t do it in the next couple weeks, but let me know if you
want to get a small GSW group together to grab a beer after you get back from vacation.  I’ll try to
be in a better mood then (I am CRANKY 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 4:04 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: THANK YOU!
 
Yeah, that was a fun meeting…
I like big beer!
 
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 (CII) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 3:32 PM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: THANK YOU!
 
Chris – I just wanted to say how brilliant you are and thank you for coming up with a plan that made
sense (and kept me from killing folks).  I owe you a big beer.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/






From: Bohee, Tiffany (CII)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: FW: from NY Times
Date: Tuesday, July 22, 2014 3:52:15 PM


That’s fine.
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 22, 2014 3:31 PM
To: Bohee, Tiffany (CII)
Subject: FW: FW: from NY Times
 
Tiffany – I am getting calls from Ms. Confessore and want to respond.  The grants below are the only
ones I know about with the addition of Rich Sorro HOPWA and Section 8 and Mission Creek Senior
HOPWA/CDBG/Section 8.  I would need to talk to Housing to get more information on the
amounts/dates, but would first want to see if he is interested in the affordable housing.
 
I will outreach to MOH to get a copy of the CDBG application paperwork.
 
If you are ok, I will respond with the following information above.
 
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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY JULY 25th
 
From: Confessore, Nicholas [mailto:nconfess@nytimes.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 22, 2014 3:20 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Bohee, Tiffany (CII)
Subject: Re: FW: from NY Times
 
Hi folks,
Just following up on my emails and calls from earlier. Can you please let me know when I
might expect the additional information I requested?
If you need to bounce me to someone else, that is fine, but I would like some kind of reply.
best regards,
Nick
 


On Fri, Jul 18, 2014 at 12:57 PM, Confessore, Nicholas <nconfess@nytimes.com> wrote:
Hi folks,
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  Me again--I've been doing a little more research here and want to make sure I have all the
right information.
  Catherine, you had listed four federal grants that Mission Bay received. I'm using "received"
loosely here -- I understand some of this money flowed to your agency, in some cases
through a state agency, and was used for infrastructure projects in and around Mission Bay.
  I did want to clarify whether those were the only federal grants in question. I wasn't sure if
that was an exclusive list or just the ones you had handy when we first spoke.
  Secondly, was there a grant application package for the Community Development Block
Grant you mentioned? I was able to find the others online or through federal authorities but
so far not the CDBG.
  many thanks,
Nick Confessore
 
 


On Tue, Jul 1, 2014 at 9:33 PM, Reilly, Catherine (OCII) <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org>
wrote:
Hi, Nick – Tiffany forwarded me your email (thanks for the link to the article, helpful in responding). 
In regards to your question on who was the lead for the grant applications, our private partner
FOCIL (through Seth Hamalian at Mission Bay Development Group) took the lead on the preparing
the grant applications, though OCII staff was heavily involved.  The various grants were run through
different City departments depending on the requirements of the grant, but OCII was ultimately
responsible for ensuring that the infrastructure projects were completed and the grants complied
with correctly. 
 
Looking at the BizTimes article the dollar amounts that they identify appear to be the dollar
amounts that were included in a regional study that was done to help prioritize projects vs. actual
grant applications.  Many of the improvements listed under the first two ($24.7M and $24.6M) were
ultimately included in a successful TIGER IV grant running through SFMTA.  The last one ($23.8M)
was for a grant that we did not get, also it looks like the dollar amount they state may have been for
all city projects, since I do not believe the Mission Bay portion was anywhere that large (more in the
$1-2M range plus match).
 
The grants we have received over the last few years include:


-          Commons Park P16: $200,000 EPA Brownfield RLF - Completed 2010 (I do not think this was
stimulus)


-          Longbridge Infrastructure: $2.3m CDBG-ARRA Funds - Completed mid-2011 (was stimulus)


-          Park P10 and Mission Bay Drive Circle: $760,000 EPA– Completed in 2012/13 (I would have to
double check the opening date, let me know if you need it)


-          Street Improvements (includes remaining portions of Owens Street/16th Street/Channel-Traffic
Circle Connectors) and MUNI T-line turnaround - TIGER IV $10M – under construction (not sure if
stimulus)
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I have also attached some general information about Mission Bay.  Please note that the Vert Dev
map is a little out of date (such as not reflecting the proposed Warriors arena, etc.), so if there is
something specific you would like to use from it, please check with me and I can let you know if
there is any correction needed (but overall it gives you a general sense of where things are in
Mission Bay).
 
Please let us know if you have any additional questions.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Confessore, Nicholas [mailto:nconfess@nytimes.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 9:51 AM
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Subject: Re: from NY Times
 
Tiffany,
Thanks for your time today--it was extraordinarily helpful. You know everything about this
project so it was like one-stop shopping.
One question for ya. Here is the article on stimulus applications I was talking about:
http://www.bizjournals.com/sanfrancisco/stories/2009/08/03/story3.html?page=all
It quotes your predecessor (I think) and it looks as though the total applications were for
about $72 million in three pots of stimulus funding. Do we know who was in charge of those
applications (your agency or FOCIL?) and whether any or all of the applications were
granted?
many thanks,
Nick
 


On Mon, Jun 30, 2014 at 9:37 PM, Bohee, Tiffany (OCII) <tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org> wrote:
I'll call you at 8:30am PST. Talk to you tomorrow.


Tiffany Bohee
 


On Jun 30, 2014, at 6:21 PM, "Confessore, Nicholas" <nconfess@nytimes.com> wrote:


Hi Tiffany,
Tomorrow morning works great for 8:30am PST / 11:30 am EST. You can get
me at 212 556 5911 or let me know the most convenient number for you.
Thank you in advance!



tel:415-749-2516

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/

mailto:nconfess@nytimes.com

http://www.bizjournals.com/sanfrancisco/stories/2009/08/03/story3.html?page=all

mailto:tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org

mailto:nconfess@nytimes.com

tel:212%20556%205911





best regards,
Nick
 


On Mon, Jun 30, 2014 at 8:02 PM, Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
<tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org> wrote:
Hi, Nick – Can you talk tomorrow at 8:30 am PDT?  Alternatively, I could also talk at 4:30
pm PDT on Tuesday.
 
 
Tiffany Bohee
Executive Director
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
  Successor to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Tel:  415-749-2588
Email:  tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org


From: Confessore, Nicholas [mailto:nconfess@nytimes.com] 
Sent: Monday, June 30, 2014 2:22 PM
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Subject: from NY Times
 
Dear Tiffany,
I am doing some research on the Mission Bay project, focusing on the long-term
evolution of the project and how federal grants, including the stimulus, have
benefited the efforts to create a life sciences hub there.
I was hoping you might have some time to help me understand some of how the
project has progressed since you have been involved (and maybe before). Is there
any time in the next day or two that we could talk?
best regards,
Nick Confessore


--
Nicholas Confessore
The New York Times
W (212) 556-5911
C  (917) 456 2446
gchat: @nconfessore


--
Nicholas Confessore
The New York Times
W (212) 556-5911
C  (917) 456 2446
gchat: @nconfessore
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--
Nicholas Confessore
The New York Times
W (212) 556-5911
C  (917) 456 2446
gchat: @nconfessore


--
Nicholas Confessore
The New York Times
W (212) 556-5911
C  (917) 456 2446
gchat: @nconfessore


--
Nicholas Confessore
The New York Times
W (212) 556-5911
C  (917) 456 2446
gchat: @nconfessore
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From: Kern, Chris (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: THANK YOU!
Date: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 4:23:15 PM


Sounds good.
 
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 (CII) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 4:16 PM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: THANK YOU!
 
You deserve as much beer as you want.  Can’t do it in the next couple weeks, but let me know if you
want to get a small GSW group together to grab a beer after you get back from vacation.  I’ll try to
be in a better mood then (I am CRANKY 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 4:04 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: THANK YOU!
 
Yeah, that was a fun meeting…
I like big beer!
 
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 (CII) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 3:32 PM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Wise, Viktoriya (CPC)
Subject: THANK YOU!
 
Chris – I just wanted to say how brilliant you are and thank you for coming up with a plan that made
sense (and kept me from killing folks).  I owe you a big beer.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
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From: Moy, Barbara
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Cc: Tran, Michael (PUC)
Subject: RE: Flow Projections for New Warriors SF Arena
Date: Thursday, July 31, 2014 7:29:29 AM


Catherine.
 
Michael handled this with DPW Hydraulics and very tactfully.. thanks Michael
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 12:18 PM
To: Moy, Barbara
Cc: Tran, Michael
Subject: FW: Flow Projections for New Warriors SF Arena
 
Barbara – could you please outreach to Bassam and explain that DPW should be working through
the Task Force, OEWD and OCII on this project?  I was on the phone with Michael when I
remembered this, and he is also going to be talking with Bassam with one of his usual check ins. 
 
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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Monday, July 28, 2014 1:35 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: Fwd: Flow Projections for New Warriors SF Arena
 
Do you want to handle this through Barbara Moy and the working group? DPW should not be
reaching out to Warriors expect through you or me. They should not expect a reply from Warriors
and should work through us. 
 
I'll call you soon about tomorrow. 


Begin forwarded message:


From: Jesse Blout <jblout@stradasf.com>
Date: July 28, 2014 at 12:59:44 PM PDT
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To: Jennifer Matz <jennifer.entine.matz@gmail.com>
Cc: Clarke Miller <CMiller@stradasf.com>
Subject: Fwd: Flow Projections for New Warriors SF Arena


This is bizarre - please advise on how to handle. Thx


Sent from i Phone


Begin forwarded message:


From: PJ Johnston<pj@pjcommunications.com>
Date: July 28, 2014 at 3:32:41 PM EDT
To: Jesse Blout <jblout@stradasf.com>, Clarke Miller
<CMiller@stradasf.com>
Cc: Ryan Donough <rdonough@warriors.com>, David Carlock
<david.carlock@machetegroup.com>
Subject: Fwd: Flow Projections for New Warriors SF Arena


Why is DPW calling the public input phone number about this?


Sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: Ryan Donough <rdonough@warriors.com>
Date: July 28, 2014 at 11:30:46 AM GMT-6
To: PJ Johnston <pj@pjcommunications.com>
Subject: FW: Flow Projections for New Warriors SF Arena


PJ,
 
Don’t know what to tell this guy. This was the voicemail I
sent you last week and below is the response I received.
 
Please advise and let me know if there’s anything you need
me to do with it.
 
Thanks,
Ryan
 


From: Aldhafari, Bassam [mailto:Bassam.Aldhafari@sfdpw.org]


Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 9:14 AM
To: Ryan Donough
Subject: Flow Projections for New Warriors SF Arena
 



mailto:jennifer.entine.matz@gmail.com

mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com

mailto:pj@pjcommunications.com

mailto:jblout@stradasf.com

mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com

mailto:rdonough@warriors.com

mailto:david.carlock@machetegroup.com

mailto:rdonough@warriors.com

mailto:pj@pjcommunications.com

mailto:Bassam.Aldhafari@sfdpw.org





Ryan,
Thanks for returning my call. It is understood that plans for
the arena are in the early stages of design. What I was
interested in are any planning documents that give flow
projections (sanitary and storm) for the stadium (these can
be older planning documents that were used for previous
planning efforts) so we incorporate into our planning work
which includes a portion of Mission Bay Development.
 
Thanks in advance
 
Bassam A. Aldhafari
Department of Public Works
Infrastructure Division-Hydraulics Section
1680 Mission Street, 2nd floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Office: 415-437-7046  Fax: 415-554-8308
Email:   bassam.aldhafari@sfdpw.org
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From: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Teeny edits
Date: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 10:43:31 AM


OK with your edits, though on the parking issue I would like add a more clarifying note in the first
section that provision of above-grade parking specifically is currently compromising the design of the
project, specifically in forcing the unnatural elevation of the main public spaces and creation of lengthy
inactive/blank frontages at street level. This ties the issue directly to our issues with the design rather
than the number of spaces.
Also, since Peter sent his comments subsequently, I will incorporate some of those and send it back to
you two for review shortly.


-----Original Message-----
From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 10:25 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Subject: Teeny edits


Hi Josh and Catherine,


This looks great and nearly ready to go.


I don't like the few times that we tell the Warriors to work with SFMTA. That should be assumed and it
feels pedantic and I'd like those 3-4 clauses removed. I'd also like to remove the clause that says keep
parking to a minimum. We know what the parking is and it's not going to change and that phase is
going to create ill will. So:


Please remove the clause, "Coordinate with the SFMTA," from section 2 bullet 2.


Please remove the clause, "Keep on-site parking to a minimum," from section 2 bullet 3.


Please remove the clause "Work closely with the SFMTA" later in the same paragraph.


Please remove the clause "Coordinate with SFMTA" in bullet 6. (But OK to keep SFMTA recommends
reaching out to bike coalition.)


Unless I missed other examples of directing the Warriors to work with SFMTA (which you should go
ahead as edit out) that's it!


This is a really strong and helpful memo. Thanks for all your work on it.
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: Flow Projections for New Warriors SF Arena
Date: Monday, July 28, 2014 1:57:45 PM


I will follow up with this person amd get them into the standard mission bay loop,
both the task force and the mb puc lead coordinating group.


Am going into some meeting and won't be back in the office until 4ish.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Matz, Jennifer (MYR)"
Date:07/28/2014 1:35 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Subject: Fwd: Flow Projections for New Warriors SF Arena


Do you want to handle this through Barbara Moy and the working group? DPW
should not be reaching out to Warriors expect through you or me. They should not
expect a reply from Warriors and should work through us. 


I'll call you soon about tomorrow. 


Begin forwarded message:


From: Jesse Blout <jblout@stradasf.com>
Date: July 28, 2014 at 12:59:44 PM PDT
To: Jennifer Matz <jennifer.entine.matz@gmail.com>
Cc: Clarke Miller <CMiller@stradasf.com>
Subject: Fwd: Flow Projections for New Warriors SF Arena


This is bizarre - please advise on how to handle. Thx


Sent from i Phone


Begin forwarded message:


From: PJ Johnston<pj@pjcommunications.com>
Date: July 28, 2014 at 3:32:41 PM EDT
To: Jesse Blout <jblout@stradasf.com>, Clarke Miller
<CMiller@stradasf.com>
Cc: Ryan Donough <rdonough@warriors.com>, David Carlock
<david.carlock@machetegroup.com>
Subject: Fwd: Flow Projections for New Warriors SF
Arena
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Why is DPW calling the public input phone number about this?


Sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: Ryan Donough <rdonough@warriors.com>
Date: July 28, 2014 at 11:30:46 AM GMT-6
To: PJ Johnston <pj@pjcommunications.com>
Subject: FW: Flow Projections for New
Warriors SF Arena


PJ,
 
Don’t know what to tell this guy. This was the voicemail I
sent you last week and below is the response I received.
 
Please advise and let me know if there’s anything you need
me to do with it.
 
Thanks,
Ryan
 


From: Aldhafari, Bassam [mailto:Bassam.Aldhafari@sfdpw.org]


Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 9:14 AM
To: Ryan Donough
Subject: Flow Projections for New Warriors SF Arena
 
Ryan,
Thanks for returning my call. It is understood that plans for
the arena are in the early stages of design. What I was
interested in are any planning documents that give flow
projections (sanitary and storm) for the stadium (these can
be older planning documents that were used for previous
planning efforts) so we incorporate into our planning work
which includes a portion of Mission Bay Development.
 
Thanks in advance
 
Bassam A. Aldhafari
Department of Public Works
Infrastructure Division-Hydraulics Section
1680 Mission Street, 2nd floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Office: 415-437-7046  Fax: 415-554-8308
Email:   bassam.aldhafari@sfdpw.org
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: Teeny edits
Date: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 12:58:00 PM
Attachments: Warriors Mission Bay Design Review Notes Final.doc


Warriors Mission Bay Design Review Notes Final.pdf


I noticed Ed's name was spelled wrong.  So here is a revised set.  IF I don't hear from you two in 1/2
an hour, I will send the comments to Jesse and Clarke with a cc to everyone on the memo.


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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 12:28 PM
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: Teeny edits


Looks good to me, Josh.  Did a (very) quick skim and caught a couple small formatting nits.  I am
attaching a word and pdf.


Jennifer - do you have a preference on who should send it?   


Thanks for all the work!


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014


-----Original Message-----
From: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 11:58 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: Teeny edits


Here is my final version. I would appreciate another set of eyes to skim it and make sure I didn't miss
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July 30, 2014



To:

Strada Development Group, Golden State Warriors


From: 
Planning Department, OCII, and SFMTA staff:



Joshua Switzky and David Winslow (Planning)



Catherine Reilly and Pedro Arce (OCII)



Peter Albert and Erin Miller (SFMTA)



CC:

Tiffany Bohee (OCII), John Rahaim (Planning), Ed Reiskin (SFMTA), and Jennifer 


Matz (OEWD)


RE:

Urban Design of Mission Bay Blocks 29-32 (Warriors Arena project)


Following are both high-level principles related to the design and programming of the site as well as more detailed specific reflections on the evolution of the project design as presented to the Planning Department, OCII, SFMTA, and OEWD as of July 22, 2014.  The majority of these comments have been provided verbally during our prior meetings.


We appreciate the efforts of the design team to respond to City/OCII comments to date and look forward to continuing the good working relationship that has been established with City/OCII staff in shaping this important project for the City.


General Principles



The following outlines the high-level principles that should be the basis of the overall design of the Warriors Arena/Block 29-32 project. 


1. Respect the urban character of San Francisco. Design buildings and open spaces that fit their context and respect the scale of the surroundings.


· The Mission Bay grid consists of blocks that are consistent with the fabric of San Francisco. The street pattern provides legibility and view corridors, while moderating the scale of development. While the footprint of the arena may not allow for implementation of the exact alignment of ROWs (“varas”) per the Mission Bay Plan, the arena project site design must both respect and respond to these alignments as they relate to varas/streets that terminate at the site. The project should create an alternative through-site circulation and porosity (not necessarily vehicular) that achieves the spirit and intent of these planned grid extensions. Where  streets or paths (eg, Bridgeview Way, Illinois Street, UCSF Campus Lane), intersect or terminate at the project site, the site and building design (particularly the arena itself) should continue or terminate these vistas and circulation spines with useful and significant architectural and public realm responses.


· The project should strive to be a seamless extension of the neighborhood public realm and accessible to the general public at all normal hours. The site should physically and psychologically invite casual daily usage by area residents, workers and non-arena patrons as an extension of the neighborhood. 


· The architecture should avoid any overt “theming” or prominent branding of the site as a whole, its public spaces, signage, or its retail components. 


· The arena, open spaces and other buildings should be a part of the urban pattern, with similar relationships to the adjacent streets as other buildings. Public spaces should be deliberate and well defined, and the buildings should have a direct and urban relationship to most of the streets around the site, that respects the streetwall along its edges. 


· The project should create an active interface with the public streets by providing: 1) public spaces that have adjacent activating uses; and 2) active commercial uses at the street level which improve the pedestrian environment. The project should avoid blank and high walls.


· Screen automobile parking from view on all visible frontages by wrapping it with active uses. Any above-grade parking should not compromise the pedestrian experience, including both around the perimeter of the site (eg ground floor/sidewalk interface) or within the site.


· Office buildings, retail components and other non-arena buildings should be sited and designed (along with adjoining public spaces and circulation) so as feel like they are responsive to and part of the broader fabric of the neighborhood and the City, and not only responsive to their relationship to the arena.


2. Design project to be transit-, bicycle-, and pedestrian-oriented.



· Accommodate space and comfort needs of major pedestrian flows to and from the light rail stop at 3rd/South Street, as well as to the 3rd/Mariposa station to the south. Also, consider other major pedestrian desire lines and provide seamless connections from existing streets connecting to or terminating at the site (eg Illinois Street, Bridgeview Way). 


· Study the circulation and operations of all relevant transportation systems, for both daily usage and arena events, to maximize walking, bicycling, taxi and transit access.  Clearly define access and staging/storage locations for private limo, para-transit and charter bus/shuttles.  


· Consider the potential for a future ferry landing at the terminus of 16th Street, and plan public space in a manner that could accommodate passengers who are alighting or embarking, and design this space as part of the overall site plan and building design.


· Design on-site parking to be shared to serve both the commercial uses and the arena.  Parking facility entries should be carefully evaluated for their potential impact on the adjacent transit, pedestrian or bicycle networks.  Organize access points in a way that will be the most effect and the least disruptive to the surrounding network, especially during large events where there will be peak arrival and departure times at the facility.



· Explore shared use of existing and planned parking facilities in the greater Mission Bay area to minimize the need for additional automobile parking.  These facilities have capacity during evenings and weekends when arena events occur. Some facilities to investigate include the existing facilities in UCSF (various structures), Block 27, Block 28 (Old Navy) and Block X4 (409-499 Illinois Street), the Giants’ planned parking facility on Seawall Lot 337, as well as facilities further away.



· Minimize the number of driveways into the facility, and minimize their widths. Coordinate the visual appearance of driveways into the context of the adjacent sidewalks while ensuring a safe visual and physical separation. 


· Plan for significant bicycle transportation to both the arena and other site uses. Note that Planning Code has recently-adopted minimum standards for on-site bike valet for visitors for arenas/large venues, and this should be considered as a benchmark. Consider reaching out to the San Francisco Bicycle Coalition (SFBC) as an experienced operator of large valet operations for events. Coordinate with the City to include/sponsor/plan for City Bike Share facilities and other bike parking distributed throughout the site. Bike parking could be located and designed as an active use on Terry Francois Boulevard and 16th Street.


3. Design project as a major civic facility with public amenity.


· The project design should engage the public and demonstrate a civic spirit. The building and public open spaces should strive to become gathering spots providing public amenity for people who are not attending events within the arena and also when no events are occurring.  


· The site and arena, should open to the public and include programmatic features that provide public amenity could include: recreation, sustainability (eg water, energy, habitat, urban agriculture), ability for non-ticket holders to see inside the main space of the arena, public art, and other ways to inhabit or interact in a tactile or sensory way with the building and its landscape. Local examples include: the viewing tower and free interior and exterior circulation areas at the DeYoung Museum; the 5-acre park on the roof of the Transbay Transit Center; the outfield free viewing arcade at the Giants ballpark; and the upper level accessible ramp view areas in the prior Pier 30-32 arena proposal. 


· Program the site and its public open spaces such that it serves the needs of the immediate neighborhood, the city, and the region. Consider passive and active activities such as walking, sitting, biking, outdoor courts, observation, and eating. Also consider the design of spaces, public art, and amenities that would be attractive for children.


· Strive for 24-hour activity and interest. Achieve this through a dramatic balance of siting, building, and public accommodation that welcomes and draws people in whether the arena is in use or not, and that therefore does not need to depend on restaurant or retail use to achieve a comforting level of activity. Specifically, the site uses should add a heightened level of activity to an already lively place. 


· Strive for a mix of retail and other uses that relies upon and showcases local businesses or some new niche that satisfies local needs. Place local-serving, local business uses in the street frontages.


· The arena should have a distinctive and expressive roof design and the roofscape should be deliberately designed as a “fifth façade” since the arena will also be viewed from above (eg from Potrero Hill).


4. Design public space to respond and connect to the surrounding public landscape and environment. 


· Provide iconic public forecourt(s) to the arena that serve as a memorable point of orientation and meeting places.



· Provide strong visual access and physical connections to the water.



· Provide multiple levels of public space that offer a variety of vantage points.



· Provide the highest levels of ecologically sustainable design. Provide an honest, visible demonstration of sustainability and sustainable design principles, including strong connection to the water and environmental processes.



Specific Comments



Applying the General Principles identified above, the following are specific comments related to the design concept presented to OCII/City staff as of July 22.  The comments below do not reflect any changes after the July 22 design.


Overall, while there have been major improvements in the design since we began working with your design team, we feel that the current site design, particularly the public spaces and pedestrian circulation along the perimeter of the project, still does not sufficiently or successfully integrate the site in a seamless and organic way with the neighborhood or invite the kind of casual and day-to-day use that will be necessary to make the project successful.  



Specifically of concern is the 8+-foot elevation rise of the main plaza from adjacent streets, along with the limited physical and visual connections along the perimeter of the site.   The resultant datum that puts public spaces and building activity above pedestrian eye level surrounding the site will limit the visual, physical and psychological access to the site from the surrounding neighborhood and reinforce it as an internally-oriented mega-site that sits apart from its surroundings.


· Reduce elevation of the main plaza, particularly around the edges, so as to achieve porosity and a more gradual and fluid connections to the streets. Strongly recommend reducing the elevation to not more than 4 feet above sidewalk grade. This would benefit physical and visual connections to and through the site from surrounding sidewalks by allowing the heads of most adult pedestrians to be above the height of the podium.


· The provision of above-grade parking is a notable contributor to compromising the design of the project, specifically in forcing an overly abrupt and unnatural significant elevation of the main public spaces from street level around the site and creating lengthy inactive and blank building frontages at street level.


· Consider ways to open up the ground floor along Terry Francois Boulevard as much as possible; consider internal circulation of the theater and the introduction of other active uses such as bike storage facilities.



· The small pavilion building along 3rd Street anchoring the west side of the main plaza is a positive gesture toward activating the 3rd Street edge and serving a visual foil to the arena. Continue to study its size and positioning relative to sight lines and circulation pathways to inadvertent pinch points.



· Improve the South Street and 16th Streets ground floor interface with the sidewalk; these remain inactive sides of the site with overly extensive lengths of blank and inactive walls.  Enhance South Street as a means of pedestrian access to the plaza, the arena, and uses along Terry Francois Boulevard (eg market hall). This can be accomplished by providing an active edge and creating a wider mid-block opening that aligns with Bridgeview Way. The project should expect that many people heading directly from 3rd Street (esp. the rail stop) to uses and public spaces along Terry Francois Boulevard will walk along South Street. 



· As currently designed, much of the space at corner of the South and 3rd Streets is dedicated to ramps and stairs, resulting in a lack of non-circulation space for queuing and gathering.  To better accommodate surges of transit users before and after events explore the following:


a) Reduction of the main plaza elevation to eliminate or minimize the extent of ramps and stairs at or near the corner to create a larger forecourt and reservoir space for pedestrians and to provide a more fluid connection for pedestrians to the Plaza level. This may involve adjusting the building location.



b) Street enhancements to the South Street southern sidewalk that may help create a more welcoming alternative access to the plaza and arena. The mid-block connection of the Plaza to South Street should be widened to further accommodate this access.



· Further explore a means of creating a significant, memorable, and useful termination to Illinois Street, as both a visual terminus of the view corridor and as a circulation spine for pedestrians and bikes. Explore shifting and minimizing the width of the combined garage and loading entrance along 16th Street. Consider adding additional major pedestrian connection mid-block on 16th in the vicinity of Illinois Street that connects from the main plaza to the west of the driveway in order to avoid pedestrian conflicts with the driveway and provide a direct path for those headed south/southwest. At present the only connection to 16th Street (the ramp through the atrium) is directionally pointed eastward along 16th Street on the east side of the driveway. Ensure that the pedestrian connection from 16th to the main plaza, at present designed as a covered “atrium,” is generously dimensioned and configured/sited to be a welcoming and obvious public passage. Furthermore, provide more legible and noticeable building design and massing response to the Illinois Street termination that includes a recognizable break or distinction between the office building and the arena.  


· Continue to develop and enhance the “tower/viewing platform” element at the northwest corner of the site to provide a physical landmark element and unique public amenity. 



· While there is every confidence that the architecture framing the southeast corner forecourt will be iconic, the strong relationship with the major park (P22) across Terry Francois Blvd has not been yet been demonstrated.  The plaza size is appropriate, though attention will need to be paid to ensure that it is not simply leftover space between the buildings and the streets that define it. 


· As you move into the schematic design phase, ensure that the exterior design of the various components of the projects (two office buildings, arena, and market hall) are designed such that they work together, but also visually appear to be distinct parts of a whole.  The arena and office buildings especially should be designed such that their appearances are expressly distinct from each other.  
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July 30, 2014 



 



To:    Strada Development Group, Golden State Warriors 



From:   Planning Department, OCII, and SFMTA staff: 
  Joshua Switzky and David Winslow (Planning) 
  Catherine Reilly and Pedro Arce (OCII) 



  Peter Albert and Erin Miller (SFMTA) 



CC:    Tiffany Bohee (OCII), John Rahaim (Planning), Ed Reiskin (SFMTA), and Jennifer  
    Matz (OEWD) 



RE:    Urban Design of Mission Bay Blocks 29‐32 (Warriors Arena project) 



Following are both high‐level principles related to the design and programming of the site as 
well as more detailed specific reflections on the evolution of the project design as presented 
to  the Planning Department, OCII, SFMTA, and OEWD as of  July 22, 2014.   The majority of 
these comments have been provided verbally during our prior meetings. 



We appreciate the efforts of the design team to respond to City/OCII comments to date and 
look  forward  to  continuing  the  good working  relationship  that  has  been  established with 
City/OCII staff in shaping this important project for the City. 



 



General Principles 



The following outlines the high‐level principles that should be the basis of the overall design 
of the Warriors Arena/Block 29‐32 project.  



1. Respect the urban character of San Francisco. Design buildings and open spaces that 
fit their context and respect the scale of the surroundings. 



• The Mission Bay grid consists of blocks that are consistent with the fabric of San 
Francisco.  The  street  pattern  provides  legibility  and  view  corridors,  while 
moderating the scale of development. While the footprint of the arena may not 
allow  for  implementation  of  the  exact  alignment  of  ROWs  (“varas”)  per  the 
Mission Bay Plan, the arena project site design must both respect and respond to 
these alignments as  they  relate  to varas/streets  that  terminate at  the  site. The 
project  should  create  an  alternative  through‐site  circulation  and  porosity  (not 
necessarily  vehicular)  that  achieves  the  spirit  and  intent  of  these  planned  grid 
extensions. Where   streets  or  paths  (eg,  Bridgeview Way,  Illinois  Street,  UCSF 
Campus  Lane),  intersect  or  terminate  at  the  project  site,  the  site  and  building 
design (particularly the arena itself) should continue or terminate these vistas and 
circulation  spines  with  useful  and  significant  architectural  and  public  realm 
responses. 
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• The project should strive to be a seamless extension of the neighborhood public 
realm and accessible  to  the general public at all normal hours. The  site  should 
physically and psychologically invite casual daily usage by area residents, workers 
and non‐arena patrons as an extension of the neighborhood.  



• The architecture should avoid any overt “theming” or prominent branding of the 
site as a whole, its public spaces, signage, or its retail components.  



• The arena, open spaces and other buildings should be a part of the urban pattern, 
with similar relationships to the adjacent streets as other buildings. Public spaces 
should be deliberate and well defined, and the buildings should have a direct and 
urban  relationship  to  most  of  the  streets  around  the  site,  that  respects  the 
streetwall along its edges.  



• The project should create an active interface with the public streets by providing: 
1) public spaces that have adjacent activating uses; and 2) active commercial uses 
at the street level which improve the pedestrian environment. The project should 
avoid blank and high walls. 



• Screen automobile parking from view on all visible frontages by wrapping it with 
active  uses.  Any  above‐grade  parking  should  not  compromise  the  pedestrian 
experience,  including  both  around  the  perimeter  of  the  site  (eg  ground 
floor/sidewalk interface) or within the site. 



• Office buildings, retail components and other non‐arena buildings should be sited 
and designed  (along with adjoining public spaces and circulation) so as  feel  like 
they are  responsive  to and part of  the broader  fabric of  the neighborhood and 
the City, and not only responsive to their relationship to the arena. 



 
2. Design project to be transit‐, bicycle‐, and pedestrian‐oriented. 



• Accommodate space and comfort needs of major pedestrian  flows  to and  from 
the light rail stop at 3rd/South Street, as well as to the 3rd/Mariposa station to the 
south. Also,  consider other major pedestrian desire  lines and provide  seamless 
connections  from  existing  streets  connecting  to  or  terminating  at  the  site  (eg 
Illinois Street, Bridgeview Way).  



• Study  the  circulation  and operations of  all  relevant  transportation  systems,  for 
both daily usage and arena events, to maximize walking, bicycling, taxi and transit 
access.  Clearly define access and staging/storage locations for private limo, para‐
transit and charter bus/shuttles.   



• Consider  the potential  for a  future  ferry  landing at  the  terminus of 16th Street, 
and plan public space  in a manner that could accommodate passengers who are 
alighting or embarking, and design this space as part of the overall site plan and 
building design. 



• Design on‐site parking  to be shared  to serve both  the commercial uses and  the 
arena.   Parking  facility  entries  should be  carefully evaluated  for  their potential 
impact on the adjacent transit, pedestrian or bicycle networks.   Organize access 
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points  in  a  way  that  will  be  the most  effect  and  the  least  disruptive  to  the 
surrounding  network,  especially  during  large  events where  there will  be  peak 
arrival and departure times at the facility. 



• Explore  shared  use  of  existing  and  planned  parking  facilities  in  the  greater 
Mission Bay area to minimize the need for additional automobile parking.  These 
facilities have capacity during evenings and weekends when arena events occur. 
Some  facilities  to  investigate  include  the  existing  facilities  in  UCSF  (various 
structures), Block 27, Block 28  (Old Navy) and Block X4  (409‐499  Illinois Street), 
the Giants’ planned parking facility on Seawall Lot 337, as well as facilities further 
away. 



• Minimize  the number of driveways  into  the  facility, and minimize  their widths. 
Coordinate  the visual appearance of driveways  into  the context of  the adjacent 
sidewalks while ensuring a safe visual and physical separation.  



• Plan for significant bicycle transportation to both the arena and other site uses. 
Note  that  Planning  Code  has  recently‐adopted minimum  standards  for  on‐site 
bike valet for visitors for arenas/large venues, and this should be considered as a 
benchmark. Consider reaching out to the San Francisco Bicycle Coalition (SFBC) as 
an experienced operator of large valet operations for events. Coordinate with the 
City to  include/sponsor/plan  for City Bike Share  facilities and other bike parking 
distributed throughout the site. Bike parking could be located and designed as an 
active use on Terry Francois Boulevard and 16th Street. 



 



3. Design project as a major civic facility with public amenity. 



• The project design should engage  the public and demonstrate a civic spirit. The 
building  and  public  open  spaces  should  strive  to  become  gathering  spots 
providing  public  amenity  for  people who  are  not  attending  events within  the 
arena and also when no events are occurring.   



• The site and arena, should open to the public and include programmatic features 
that  provide  public  amenity  could  include:  recreation,  sustainability  (eg water, 
energy, habitat, urban agriculture), ability for non‐ticket holders to see inside the 
main  space of  the  arena, public art, and other ways  to  inhabit or  interact  in a 
tactile or sensory way with the building and its landscape. Local examples include: 
the viewing tower and free interior and exterior circulation areas at the DeYoung 
Museum; the 5‐acre park on the roof of the Transbay Transit Center; the outfield 
free viewing arcade at  the Giants ballpark; and  the upper  level accessible  ramp 
view areas in the prior Pier 30‐32 arena proposal.  



• Program the site and  its public open spaces such that  it serves the needs of the 
immediate neighborhood,  the  city, and  the  region. Consider passive and active 
activities such as walking, sitting, biking, outdoor courts, observation, and eating. 
Also  consider  the  design  of  spaces,  public  art,  and  amenities  that  would  be 
attractive for children. 
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• Strive for 24‐hour activity and  interest. Achieve this through a dramatic balance 
of siting, building, and public accommodation that welcomes and draws people in 
whether the arena  is  in use or not, and that therefore does not need to depend 
on  restaurant or  retail use  to achieve a comforting  level of activity. Specifically, 
the site uses should add a heightened level of activity to an already lively place.  



• Strive  for  a mix  of  retail  and  other  uses  that  relies  upon  and  showcases  local 
businesses or some new niche that satisfies local needs. Place local‐serving, local 
business uses in the street frontages. 



• The arena should have a distinctive and expressive roof design and the roofscape 
should be deliberately designed as a “fifth façade” since the arena will also be 
viewed from above (eg from Potrero Hill). 



 



4. Design public  space  to  respond  and  connect  to  the  surrounding public  landscape 
and environment.  



• Provide iconic public forecourt(s) to the arena that serve as a memorable point of 
orientation and meeting places. 



• Provide strong visual access and physical connections to the water. 



• Provide multiple levels of public space that offer a variety of vantage points. 



• Provide  the highest  levels of ecologically sustainable design. Provide an honest, 
visible demonstration of sustainability and sustainable design principles, including 
strong connection to the water and environmental processes. 



 
 



Specific Comments 



Applying the General Principles identified above, the following are specific comments related 
to the design concept presented to OCII/City staff as of July 22.  The comments below do not 
reflect any changes after the July 22 design. 



Overall, while  there have been major  improvements  in  the design  since we began working 
with your design team, we feel that the current site design, particularly the public spaces and 
pedestrian  circulation  along  the  perimeter  of  the  project,  still  does  not  sufficiently  or 
successfully integrate the site in a seamless and organic way with the neighborhood or invite 
the kind of casual and day‐to‐day use that will be necessary to make the project successful.   



Specifically of concern  is  the 8+‐foot elevation rise of the main plaza  from adjacent streets, 
along with the  limited physical and visual connections along the perimeter of the site.     The 
resultant  datum  that  puts  public  spaces  and  building  activity  above  pedestrian  eye  level 
surrounding the site will limit the visual, physical and psychological access to the site from the 
surrounding neighborhood and reinforce it as an internally‐oriented mega‐site that sits apart 
from its surroundings. 



• Reduce  elevation  of  the  main  plaza,  particularly  around  the  edges,  so  as  to 
achieve porosity and a more gradual and fluid connections to the streets. Strongly 
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recommend  reducing  the  elevation  to not  more  than  4  feet  above  sidewalk 
grade. This would benefit physical and visual connections to and through the site 
from surrounding sidewalks by allowing  the heads of most adult pedestrians  to 
be above the height of the podium. 



• The provision of above‐grade parking  is a notable contributor  to compromising 
the design of  the project,  specifically  in  forcing an overly abrupt and unnatural 
significant elevation of  the main public spaces  from street  level around  the site 
and creating lengthy inactive and blank building frontages at street level. 



• Consider ways  to  open  up  the  ground  floor  along  Terry  Francois Boulevard  as 
much as possible; consider internal circulation of the theater and the introduction 
of other active uses such as bike storage facilities. 



• The small pavilion building along 3rd Street anchoring the west side of the main 
plaza  is  a positive  gesture  toward  activating  the 3rd  Street edge  and  serving a 
visual foil to the arena. Continue to study its size and positioning relative to sight 
lines and circulation pathways to inadvertent pinch points. 



• Improve  the  South  Street  and  16th  Streets  ground  floor  interface  with  the 
sidewalk; these remain  inactive sides of the site with overly extensive  lengths of 
blank and  inactive walls.   Enhance South Street as a means of pedestrian access 
to the plaza, the arena, and uses along Terry Francois Boulevard (eg market hall). 
This can be accomplished by providing an active edge and creating a wider mid‐
block opening  that aligns with Bridgeview Way. The project  should expect  that 
many  people  heading  directly  from  3rd  Street  (esp.  the  rail  stop)  to  uses  and 
public spaces along Terry Francois Boulevard will walk along South Street.  



• As currently designed, much of the space at corner of the South and 3rd Streets is 
dedicated  to  ramps  and  stairs,  resulting  in  a  lack  of  non‐circulation  space  for 
queuing and gathering.   To better accommodate  surges of  transit users before 
and after events explore the following: 



a) Reduction of the main plaza elevation to eliminate or minimize the extent 
of ramps and stairs at or near the corner to create a larger forecourt and 
reservoir  space  for pedestrians and  to provide a more  fluid  connection 
for pedestrians to the Plaza level. This may involve adjusting the building 
location. 



b) Street  enhancements  to  the  South  Street  southern  sidewalk  that may 
help create a more welcoming alternative access to the plaza and arena. 
The mid‐block connection of the Plaza to South Street should be widened 
to further accommodate this access. 



• Further  explore  a  means  of  creating  a  significant,  memorable,  and  useful 
termination to Illinois Street, as both a visual terminus of the view corridor and as 
a circulation spine for pedestrians and bikes. Explore shifting and minimizing the 
width of the combined garage and  loading entrance along 16th Street. Consider 
adding additional major pedestrian connection mid‐block on 16th  in the vicinity 
of Illinois Street that connects from the main plaza to the west of the driveway in 
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order  to avoid pedestrian conflicts with  the driveway and provide a direct path 
for those headed south/southwest. At present the only connection to 16th Street 
(the ramp through the atrium) is directionally pointed eastward along 16th Street 
on the east side of the driveway. Ensure that the pedestrian connection from 16th 
to  the main  plaza,  at  present  designed  as  a  covered  “atrium,”  is  generously 
dimensioned and configured/sited to be a welcoming and obvious public passage. 
Furthermore, provide more  legible  and noticeable building design  and massing 
response  to  the  Illinois Street  termination  that  includes a recognizable break or 
distinction between the office building and the arena.   



• Continue  to develop and enhance  the “tower/viewing platform” element at the 
northwest corner of the site to provide a physical landmark element and unique 
public amenity.  



• While  there  is  every  confidence  that  the  architecture  framing  the  southeast 
corner forecourt will be iconic, the strong relationship with the major park (P22) 
across Terry Francois Blvd has not been yet been demonstrated.  The plaza size is 
appropriate, though attention will need to be paid to ensure that it is not simply 
leftover space between the buildings and the streets that define it.  



• As you move into the schematic design phase, ensure that the exterior design of 
the various components of the projects (two office buildings, arena, and market 
hall) are designed  such  that  they work  together, but also visually appear  to be 
distinct  parts  of  a whole.    The  arena  and  office  buildings  especially  should  be 
designed such that their appearances are expressly distinct from each other.   












some formatting or editing thing. I made one notable change to the memo, which was to move the
major discussion in the intro to become a preamble to the "Specific Comments" section which was
actually my original intent. I don't think it dilutes the message, but I'm open to moving it back. There
was something a little awkward to me about putting it up at the very intro to the letter. You probably
should turn off track changes to read it - at this point it all looks red and confusing if you read with
track changes visible.
Let me know how we should go about transmitting it.
-j


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 10:54 AM
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: Teeny edits


Thanks, both.  Looks good.  Josh - it sounds like you are going to do the final clean-up, but let me
know if you are expecting/want me to do anything.  I'm at my desk for a bit.


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014


-----Original Message-----
From: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 10:43 AM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Teeny edits


OK with your edits, though on the parking issue I would like add a more clarifying note in the first
section that provision of above-grade parking specifically is currently compromising the design of the
project, specifically in forcing the unnatural elevation of the main public spaces and creation of lengthy
inactive/blank frontages at street level. This ties the issue directly to our issues with the design rather
than the number of spaces.
Also, since Peter sent his comments subsequently, I will incorporate some of those and send it back to
you two for review shortly.


-----Original Message-----
From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 10:25 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Subject: Teeny edits


Hi Josh and Catherine,


This looks great and nearly ready to go.


I don't like the few times that we tell the Warriors to work with SFMTA. That should be assumed and it
feels pedantic and I'd like those 3-4 clauses removed. I'd also like to remove the clause that says keep
parking to a minimum. We know what the parking is and it's not going to change and that phase is
going to create ill will. So:



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/





Please remove the clause, "Coordinate with the SFMTA," from section 2 bullet 2.


Please remove the clause, "Keep on-site parking to a minimum," from section 2 bullet 3.


Please remove the clause "Work closely with the SFMTA" later in the same paragraph.


Please remove the clause "Coordinate with SFMTA" in bullet 6. (But OK to keep SFMTA recommends
reaching out to bike coalition.)


Unless I missed other examples of directing the Warriors to work with SFMTA (which you should go
ahead as edit out) that's it!


This is a really strong and helpful memo. Thanks for all your work on it.








From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Moy, Barbara (DPW)
Cc: Tran, Michael (PUC)
Subject: RE: Flow Projections for New Warriors SF Arena
Date: Thursday, July 31, 2014 8:02:54 AM


Not surprised.  He is good that way.


Poor guy caught me yesterday in a cranky mood. Sorry Michael.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: "Moy, Barbara"
Date:07/31/2014 7:29 AM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)"
Cc: "Tran, Michael (PUC)"
Subject: RE: Flow Projections for New Warriors SF Arena


Catherine.
 
Michael handled this with DPW Hydraulics and very tactfully.. thanks Michael
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 12:18 PM
To: Moy, Barbara
Cc: Tran, Michael
Subject: FW: Flow Projections for New Warriors SF Arena
 
Barbara – could you please outreach to Bassam and explain that DPW should be working through
the Task Force, OEWD and OCII on this project?  I was on the phone with Michael when I
remembered this, and he is also going to be talking with Bassam with one of his usual check ins. 
 
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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR) 
Sent: Monday, July 28, 2014 1:35 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=619AB48309934C6CBD9C6E781E4D71D9-CATHERINE REILLY

mailto:barbara.moy@sfdpw.org

mailto:mitran@sfwater.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/





Subject: Fwd: Flow Projections for New Warriors SF Arena
 
Do you want to handle this through Barbara Moy and the working group? DPW should not be
reaching out to Warriors expect through you or me. They should not expect a reply from Warriors
and should work through us. 
 
I'll call you soon about tomorrow. 


Begin forwarded message:


From: Jesse Blout <jblout@stradasf.com>
Date: July 28, 2014 at 12:59:44 PM PDT
To: Jennifer Matz <jennifer.entine.matz@gmail.com>
Cc: Clarke Miller <CMiller@stradasf.com>
Subject: Fwd: Flow Projections for New Warriors SF Arena


This is bizarre - please advise on how to handle. Thx


Sent from i Phone


Begin forwarded message:


From: PJ Johnston<pj@pjcommunications.com>
Date: July 28, 2014 at 3:32:41 PM EDT
To: Jesse Blout <jblout@stradasf.com>, Clarke Miller
<CMiller@stradasf.com>
Cc: Ryan Donough <rdonough@warriors.com>, David Carlock
<david.carlock@machetegroup.com>
Subject: Fwd: Flow Projections for New Warriors SF Arena


Why is DPW calling the public input phone number about this?


Sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: Ryan Donough <rdonough@warriors.com>
Date: July 28, 2014 at 11:30:46 AM GMT-6
To: PJ Johnston <pj@pjcommunications.com>
Subject: FW: Flow Projections for New Warriors SF Arena


PJ,
 
Don’t know what to tell this guy. This was the voicemail I
sent you last week and below is the response I received.



mailto:jblout@stradasf.com
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mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com
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Please advise and let me know if there’s anything you need
me to do with it.
 
Thanks,
Ryan
 


From: Aldhafari, Bassam [mailto:Bassam.Aldhafari@sfdpw.org]


Sent: Friday, July 25, 2014 9:14 AM
To: Ryan Donough
Subject: Flow Projections for New Warriors SF Arena
 
Ryan,
Thanks for returning my call. It is understood that plans for
the arena are in the early stages of design. What I was
interested in are any planning documents that give flow
projections (sanitary and storm) for the stadium (these can
be older planning documents that were used for previous
planning efforts) so we incorporate into our planning work
which includes a portion of Mission Bay Development.
 
Thanks in advance
 
Bassam A. Aldhafari
Department of Public Works
Infrastructure Division-Hydraulics Section
1680 Mission Street, 2nd floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Office: 415-437-7046  Fax: 415-554-8308
Email:   bassam.aldhafari@sfdpw.org
 



mailto:Bassam.Aldhafari@sfdpw.org
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: Teeny edits
Date: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 12:28:00 PM
Attachments: Warriors Mission Bay Design Review Notes Final.doc


Warriors Mission Bay Design Review Notes Final.pdf


Looks good to me, Josh.  Did a (very) quick skim and caught a couple small formatting nits.  I am
attaching a word and pdf.


Jennifer - do you have a preference on who should send it?   


Thanks for all the work!


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014


-----Original Message-----
From: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 11:58 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: Teeny edits


Here is my final version. I would appreciate another set of eyes to skim it and make sure I didn't miss
some formatting or editing thing. I made one notable change to the memo, which was to move the
major discussion in the intro to become a preamble to the "Specific Comments" section which was
actually my original intent. I don't think it dilutes the message, but I'm open to moving it back. There
was something a little awkward to me about putting it up at the very intro to the letter. You probably
should turn off track changes to read it - at this point it all looks red and confusing if you read with
track changes visible.
Let me know how we should go about transmitting it.
-j


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 10:54 AM
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: Teeny edits


Thanks, both.  Looks good.  Josh - it sounds like you are going to do the final clean-up, but let me
know if you are expecting/want me to do anything.  I'm at my desk for a bit.


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco
1 South Van Ness Avenue, Fifth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103



mailto:joshua.switzky@sfgov.org
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July 30, 2014



To:

Strada Development Group, Golden State Warriors


From: 
Planning Department, OCII, and SFMTA staff:



Joshua Switzky and David Winslow (Planning)



Catherine Reilly and Pedro Arce (OCII)



Peter Albert and Erin Miller (SFMTA)



CC:

Tiffany Bohee (OCII), John Rahaim (Planning), Ed Rieskin (SFMTA), and Jennifer 


Matz (OEWD)


RE:

Urban Design of Mission Bay Blocks 29-32 (Warriors Arena project)


Following are both high-level principles related to the design and programming of the site as well as more detailed specific reflections on the evolution of the project design as presented to the Planning Department, OCII, SFMTA, and OEWD as of July 22, 2014.  The majority of these comments have been provided verbally during our prior meetings.


We appreciate the efforts of the design team to respond to City/OCII comments to date and look forward to continuing the good working relationship that has been established with City/OCII staff in shaping this important project for the City.


General Principles



The following outlines the high-level principles that should be the basis of the overall design of the Warriors Arena/Block 29-32 project. 


1. Respect the urban character of San Francisco. Design buildings and open spaces that fit their context and respect the scale of the surroundings.


· The Mission Bay grid consists of blocks that are consistent with the fabric of San Francisco. The street pattern provides legibility and view corridors, while moderating the scale of development. While the footprint of the arena may not allow for implementation of the exact alignment of ROWs (“varas”) per the Mission Bay Plan, the arena project site design must both respect and respond to these alignments as they relate to varas/streets that terminate at the site. The project should create an alternative through-site circulation and porosity (not necessarily vehicular) that achieves the spirit and intent of these planned grid extensions. Where  streets or paths (eg, Bridgeview Way, Illinois Street, UCSF Campus Lane), intersect or terminate at the project site, the site and building design (particularly the arena itself) should continue or terminate these vistas and circulation spines with useful and significant architectural and public realm responses.


· The project should strive to be a seamless extension of the neighborhood public realm and accessible to the general public at all normal hours. The site should physically and psychologically invite casual daily usage by area residents, workers and non-arena patrons as an extension of the neighborhood. 


· The architecture should avoid any overt “theming” or prominent branding of the site as a whole, its public spaces, signage, or its retail components. 


· The arena, open spaces and other buildings should be a part of the urban pattern, with similar relationships to the adjacent streets as other buildings. Public spaces should be deliberate and well defined, and the buildings should have a direct and urban relationship to most of the streets around the site, that respects the streetwall along its edges. 


· The project should create an active interface with the public streets by providing: 1) public spaces that have adjacent activating uses; and 2) active commercial uses at the street level which improve the pedestrian environment. The project should avoid blank and high walls.


· Screen automobile parking from view on all visible frontages by wrapping it with active uses. Any above-grade parking should not compromise the pedestrian experience, including both around the perimeter of the site (eg ground floor/sidewalk interface) or within the site.


· Office buildings, retail components and other non-arena buildings should be sited and designed (along with adjoining public spaces and circulation) so as feel like they are responsive to and part of the broader fabric of the neighborhood and the City, and not only responsive to their relationship to the arena.


2. Design project to be transit-, bicycle-, and pedestrian-oriented.



· Accommodate space and comfort needs of major pedestrian flows to and from the light rail stop at 3rd/South Street, as well as to the 3rd/Mariposa station to the south. Also, consider other major pedestrian desire lines and provide seamless connections from existing streets connecting to or terminating at the site (eg Illinois Street, Bridgeview Way). 


· Study the circulation and operations of all relevant transportation systems, for both daily usage and arena events, to maximize walking, bicycling, taxi and transit access.  Clearly define access and staging/storage locations for private limo, para-transit and charter bus/shuttles.  


· Consider the potential for a future ferry landing at the terminus of 16th Street, and plan public space in a manner that could accommodate passengers who are alighting or embarking, and design this space as part of the overall site plan and building design.


· Design on-site parking to be shared to serve both the commercial uses and the arena.  Parking facility entries should be carefully evaluated for their potential impact on the adjacent transit, pedestrian or bicycle networks.  Organize access points in a way that will be the most effect and the least disruptive to the surrounding network, especially during large events where there will be peak arrival and departure times at the facility.



· Explore shared use of existing and planned parking facilities in the greater Mission Bay area to minimize the need for additional automobile parking.  These facilities have capacity during evenings and weekends when arena events occur. Some facilities to investigate include the existing facilities in UCSF (various structures), Block 27, Block 28 (Old Navy) and Block X4 (409-499 Illinois Street), the Giants’ planned parking facility on Seawall Lot 337, as well as facilities further away.



· Minimize the number of driveways into the facility, and minimize their widths. Coordinate the visual appearance of driveways into the context of the adjacent sidewalks while ensuring a safe visual and physical separation. 


· Plan for significant bicycle transportation to both the arena and other site uses. Note that Planning Code has recently-adopted minimum standards for on-site bike valet for visitors for arenas/large venues, and this should be considered as a benchmark. Consider reaching out to the San Francisco Bicycle Coalition (SFBC) as an experienced operator of large valet operations for events. Coordinate with the City to include/sponsor/plan for City Bike Share facilities and other bike parking distributed throughout the site. Bike parking could be located and designed as an active use on Terry Francois Boulevard and 16th Street.


3. Design project as a major civic facility with public amenity.


· The project design should engage the public and demonstrate a civic spirit. The building and public open spaces should strive to become gathering spots providing public amenity for people who are not attending events within the arena and also when no events are occurring.  


· The site and arena, should open to the public and include programmatic features that provide public amenity could include: recreation, sustainability (eg water, energy, habitat, urban agriculture), ability for non-ticket holders to see inside the main space of the arena, public art, and other ways to inhabit or interact in a tactile or sensory way with the building and its landscape. Local examples include: the viewing tower and free interior and exterior circulation areas at the DeYoung Museum; the 5-acre park on the roof of the Transbay Transit Center; the outfield free viewing arcade at the Giants ballpark; and the upper level accessible ramp view areas in the prior Pier 30-32 arena proposal. 


· Program the site and its public open spaces such that it serves the needs of the immediate neighborhood, the city, and the region. Consider passive and active activities such as walking, sitting, biking, outdoor courts, observation, and eating. Also consider the design of spaces, public art, and amenities that would be attractive for children.


· Strive for 24-hour activity and interest. Achieve this through a dramatic balance of siting, building, and public accommodation that welcomes and draws people in whether the arena is in use or not, and that therefore does not need to depend on restaurant or retail use to achieve a comforting level of activity. Specifically, the site uses should add a heightened level of activity to an already lively place. 


· Strive for a mix of retail and other uses that relies upon and showcases local businesses or some new niche that satisfies local needs. Place local-serving, local business uses in the street frontages.


· The arena should have a distinctive and expressive roof design and the roofscape should be deliberately designed as a “fifth façade” since the arena will also be viewed from above (eg from Potrero Hill).


4. Design public space to respond and connect to the surrounding public landscape and environment. 


· Provide iconic public forecourt(s) to the arena that serve as a memorable point of orientation and meeting places.



· Provide strong visual access and physical connections to the water.



· Provide multiple levels of public space that offer a variety of vantage points.



· Provide the highest levels of ecologically sustainable design. Provide an honest, visible demonstration of sustainability and sustainable design principles, including strong connection to the water and environmental processes.



Specific Comments



Applying the General Principles identified above, the following are specific comments related to the design concept presented to OCII/City staff as of July 22.  The comments below do not reflect any changes after the July 22 design.


Overall, while there have been major improvements in the design since we began working with your design team, we feel that the current site design, particularly the public spaces and pedestrian circulation along the perimeter of the project, still does not sufficiently or successfully integrate the site in a seamless and organic way with the neighborhood or invite the kind of casual and day-to-day use that will be necessary to make the project successful.  



Specifically of concern is the 8+-foot elevation rise of the main plaza from adjacent streets, along with the limited physical and visual connections along the perimeter of the site.   The resultant datum that puts public spaces and building activity above pedestrian eye level surrounding the site will limit the visual, physical and psychological access to the site from the surrounding neighborhood and reinforce it as an internally-oriented mega-site that sits apart from its surroundings.


· Reduce elevation of the main plaza, particularly around the edges, so as to achieve porosity and a more gradual and fluid connections to the streets. Strongly recommend reducing the elevation to not more than 4 feet above sidewalk grade. This would benefit physical and visual connections to and through the site from surrounding sidewalks by allowing the heads of most adult pedestrians to be above the height of the podium.


· The provision of above-grade parking is a notable contributor to compromising the design of the project, specifically in forcing an overly abrupt and unnatural significant elevation of the main public spaces from street level around the site and creating lengthy inactive and blank building frontages at street level.


· Consider ways to open up the ground floor along Terry Francois Boulevard as much as possible; consider internal circulation of the theater and the introduction of other active uses such as bike storage facilities.



· The small pavilion building along 3rd Street anchoring the west side of the main plaza is a positive gesture toward activating the 3rd Street edge and serving a visual foil to the arena. Continue to study its size and positioning relative to sight lines and circulation pathways to inadvertent pinch points.



· Improve the South Street and 16th Streets ground floor interface with the sidewalk; these remain inactive sides of the site with overly extensive lengths of blank and inactive walls.  Enhance South Street as a means of pedestrian access to the plaza, the arena, and uses along Terry Francois Boulevard (eg market hall). This can be accomplished by providing an active edge and creating a wider mid-block opening that aligns with Bridgeview Way. The project should expect that many people heading directly from 3rd Street (esp. the rail stop) to uses and public spaces along Terry Francois Boulevard will walk along South Street. 



· As currently designed, much of the space at corner of the South and 3rd Streets is dedicated to ramps and stairs, resulting in a lack of non-circulation space for queuing and gathering.  To better accommodate surges of transit users before and after events explore the following:


a) Reduction of the main plaza elevation to eliminate or minimize the extent of ramps and stairs at or near the corner to create a larger forecourt and reservoir space for pedestrians and to provide a more fluid connection for pedestrians to the Plaza level. This may involve adjusting the building location.



b) Street enhancements to the South Street southern sidewalk that may help create a more welcoming alternative access to the plaza and arena. The mid-block connection of the Plaza to South Street should be widened to further accommodate this access.



· Further explore a means of creating a significant, memorable, and useful termination to Illinois Street, as both a visual terminus of the view corridor and as a circulation spine for pedestrians and bikes. Explore shifting and minimizing the width of the combined garage and loading entrance along 16th Street. Consider adding additional major pedestrian connection mid-block on 16th in the vicinity of Illinois Street that connects from the main plaza to the west of the driveway in order to avoid pedestrian conflicts with the driveway and provide a direct path for those headed south/southwest. At present the only connection to 16th Street (the ramp through the atrium) is directionally pointed eastward along 16th Street on the east side of the driveway. Ensure that the pedestrian connection from 16th to the main plaza, at present designed as a covered “atrium,” is generously dimensioned and configured/sited to be a welcoming and obvious public passage. Furthermore, provide more legible and noticeable building design and massing response to the Illinois Street termination that includes a recognizable break or distinction between the office building and the arena.  


· Continue to develop and enhance the “tower/viewing platform” element at the northwest corner of the site to provide a physical landmark element and unique public amenity. 



· While there is every confidence that the architecture framing the southeast corner forecourt will be iconic, the strong relationship with the major park (P22) across Terry Francois Blvd has not been yet been demonstrated.  The plaza size is appropriate, though attention will need to be paid to ensure that it is not simply leftover space between the buildings and the streets that define it. 


· As you move into the schematic design phase, ensure that the exterior design of the various components of the projects (two office buildings, arena, and market hall) are designed such that they work together, but also visually appear to be distinct parts of a whole.  The arena and office buildings especially should be designed such that their appearances are expressly distinct from each other.  
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July 30, 2014 



 



To:    Strada Development Group, Golden State Warriors 



From:   Planning Department, OCII, and SFMTA staff: 
  Joshua Switzky and David Winslow (Planning) 
  Catherine Reilly and Pedro Arce (OCII) 



  Peter Albert and Erin Miller (SFMTA) 



CC:    Tiffany Bohee (OCII), John Rahaim (Planning), Ed Rieskin (SFMTA), and Jennifer  
    Matz (OEWD) 



RE:    Urban Design of Mission Bay Blocks 29‐32 (Warriors Arena project) 



Following are both high‐level principles related to the design and programming of the site as 
well as more detailed specific reflections on the evolution of the project design as presented 
to  the Planning Department, OCII, SFMTA, and OEWD as of  July 22, 2014.   The majority of 
these comments have been provided verbally during our prior meetings. 



We appreciate the efforts of the design team to respond to City/OCII comments to date and 
look  forward  to  continuing  the  good working  relationship  that  has  been  established with 
City/OCII staff in shaping this important project for the City. 



 



General Principles 



The following outlines the high‐level principles that should be the basis of the overall design 
of the Warriors Arena/Block 29‐32 project.  



1. Respect the urban character of San Francisco. Design buildings and open spaces that 
fit their context and respect the scale of the surroundings. 



• The Mission Bay grid consists of blocks that are consistent with the fabric of San 
Francisco.  The  street  pattern  provides  legibility  and  view  corridors,  while 
moderating the scale of development. While the footprint of the arena may not 
allow  for  implementation  of  the  exact  alignment  of  ROWs  (“varas”)  per  the 
Mission Bay Plan, the arena project site design must both respect and respond to 
these alignments as  they  relate  to varas/streets  that  terminate at  the  site. The 
project  should  create  an  alternative  through‐site  circulation  and  porosity  (not 
necessarily  vehicular)  that  achieves  the  spirit  and  intent  of  these  planned  grid 
extensions. Where   streets  or  paths  (eg,  Bridgeview Way,  Illinois  Street,  UCSF 
Campus  Lane),  intersect  or  terminate  at  the  project  site,  the  site  and  building 
design (particularly the arena itself) should continue or terminate these vistas and 
circulation  spines  with  useful  and  significant  architectural  and  public  realm 
responses. 
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• The project should strive to be a seamless extension of the neighborhood public 
realm and accessible  to  the general public at all normal hours. The  site  should 
physically and psychologically invite casual daily usage by area residents, workers 
and non‐arena patrons as an extension of the neighborhood.  



• The architecture should avoid any overt “theming” or prominent branding of the 
site as a whole, its public spaces, signage, or its retail components.  



• The arena, open spaces and other buildings should be a part of the urban pattern, 
with similar relationships to the adjacent streets as other buildings. Public spaces 
should be deliberate and well defined, and the buildings should have a direct and 
urban  relationship  to  most  of  the  streets  around  the  site,  that  respects  the 
streetwall along its edges.  



• The project should create an active interface with the public streets by providing: 
1) public spaces that have adjacent activating uses; and 2) active commercial uses 
at the street level which improve the pedestrian environment. The project should 
avoid blank and high walls. 



• Screen automobile parking from view on all visible frontages by wrapping it with 
active  uses.  Any  above‐grade  parking  should  not  compromise  the  pedestrian 
experience,  including  both  around  the  perimeter  of  the  site  (eg  ground 
floor/sidewalk interface) or within the site. 



• Office buildings, retail components and other non‐arena buildings should be sited 
and designed  (along with adjoining public spaces and circulation) so as  feel  like 
they are  responsive  to and part of  the broader  fabric of  the neighborhood and 
the City, and not only responsive to their relationship to the arena. 



 
2. Design project to be transit‐, bicycle‐, and pedestrian‐oriented. 



• Accommodate space and comfort needs of major pedestrian  flows  to and  from 
the light rail stop at 3rd/South Street, as well as to the 3rd/Mariposa station to the 
south. Also,  consider other major pedestrian desire  lines and provide  seamless 
connections  from  existing  streets  connecting  to  or  terminating  at  the  site  (eg 
Illinois Street, Bridgeview Way).  



• Study  the  circulation  and operations of  all  relevant  transportation  systems,  for 
both daily usage and arena events, to maximize walking, bicycling, taxi and transit 
access.  Clearly define access and staging/storage locations for private limo, para‐
transit and charter bus/shuttles.   



• Consider  the potential  for a  future  ferry  landing at  the  terminus of 16th Street, 
and plan public space  in a manner that could accommodate passengers who are 
alighting or embarking, and design this space as part of the overall site plan and 
building design. 



• Design on‐site parking  to be shared  to serve both  the commercial uses and  the 
arena.   Parking  facility  entries  should be  carefully evaluated  for  their potential 
impact on the adjacent transit, pedestrian or bicycle networks.   Organize access 
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points  in  a  way  that  will  be  the most  effect  and  the  least  disruptive  to  the 
surrounding  network,  especially  during  large  events where  there will  be  peak 
arrival and departure times at the facility. 



• Explore  shared  use  of  existing  and  planned  parking  facilities  in  the  greater 
Mission Bay area to minimize the need for additional automobile parking.  These 
facilities have capacity during evenings and weekends when arena events occur. 
Some  facilities  to  investigate  include  the  existing  facilities  in  UCSF  (various 
structures), Block 27, Block 28  (Old Navy) and Block X4  (409‐499  Illinois Street), 
the Giants’ planned parking facility on Seawall Lot 337, as well as facilities further 
away. 



• Minimize  the number of driveways  into  the  facility, and minimize  their widths. 
Coordinate  the visual appearance of driveways  into  the context of  the adjacent 
sidewalks while ensuring a safe visual and physical separation.  



• Plan for significant bicycle transportation to both the arena and other site uses. 
Note  that  Planning  Code  has  recently‐adopted minimum  standards  for  on‐site 
bike valet for visitors for arenas/large venues, and this should be considered as a 
benchmark. Consider reaching out to the San Francisco Bicycle Coalition (SFBC) as 
an experienced operator of large valet operations for events. Coordinate with the 
City to  include/sponsor/plan  for City Bike Share  facilities and other bike parking 
distributed throughout the site. Bike parking could be located and designed as an 
active use on Terry Francois Boulevard and 16th Street. 



 



3. Design project as a major civic facility with public amenity. 



• The project design should engage  the public and demonstrate a civic spirit. The 
building  and  public  open  spaces  should  strive  to  become  gathering  spots 
providing  public  amenity  for  people who  are  not  attending  events within  the 
arena and also when no events are occurring.   



• The site and arena, should open to the public and include programmatic features 
that  provide  public  amenity  could  include:  recreation,  sustainability  (eg water, 
energy, habitat, urban agriculture), ability for non‐ticket holders to see inside the 
main  space of  the  arena, public art, and other ways  to  inhabit or  interact  in a 
tactile or sensory way with the building and its landscape. Local examples include: 
the viewing tower and free interior and exterior circulation areas at the DeYoung 
Museum; the 5‐acre park on the roof of the Transbay Transit Center; the outfield 
free viewing arcade at  the Giants ballpark; and  the upper  level accessible  ramp 
view areas in the prior Pier 30‐32 arena proposal.  



• Program the site and  its public open spaces such that  it serves the needs of the 
immediate neighborhood,  the  city, and  the  region. Consider passive and active 
activities such as walking, sitting, biking, outdoor courts, observation, and eating. 
Also  consider  the  design  of  spaces,  public  art,  and  amenities  that  would  be 
attractive for children. 
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• Strive for 24‐hour activity and  interest. Achieve this through a dramatic balance 
of siting, building, and public accommodation that welcomes and draws people in 
whether the arena  is  in use or not, and that therefore does not need to depend 
on  restaurant or  retail use  to achieve a comforting  level of activity. Specifically, 
the site uses should add a heightened level of activity to an already lively place.  



• Strive  for  a mix  of  retail  and  other  uses  that  relies  upon  and  showcases  local 
businesses or some new niche that satisfies local needs. Place local‐serving, local 
business uses in the street frontages. 



• The arena should have a distinctive and expressive roof design and the roofscape 
should be deliberately designed as a “fifth façade” since the arena will also be 
viewed from above (eg from Potrero Hill). 



 



4. Design public  space  to  respond  and  connect  to  the  surrounding public  landscape 
and environment.  



• Provide iconic public forecourt(s) to the arena that serve as a memorable point of 
orientation and meeting places. 



• Provide strong visual access and physical connections to the water. 



• Provide multiple levels of public space that offer a variety of vantage points. 



• Provide  the highest  levels of ecologically sustainable design. Provide an honest, 
visible demonstration of sustainability and sustainable design principles, including 
strong connection to the water and environmental processes. 



 
 



Specific Comments 



Applying the General Principles identified above, the following are specific comments related 
to the design concept presented to OCII/City staff as of July 22.  The comments below do not 
reflect any changes after the July 22 design. 



Overall, while  there have been major  improvements  in  the design  since we began working 
with your design team, we feel that the current site design, particularly the public spaces and 
pedestrian  circulation  along  the  perimeter  of  the  project,  still  does  not  sufficiently  or 
successfully integrate the site in a seamless and organic way with the neighborhood or invite 
the kind of casual and day‐to‐day use that will be necessary to make the project successful.   



Specifically of concern  is  the 8+‐foot elevation rise of the main plaza  from adjacent streets, 
along with the  limited physical and visual connections along the perimeter of the site.     The 
resultant  datum  that  puts  public  spaces  and  building  activity  above  pedestrian  eye  level 
surrounding the site will limit the visual, physical and psychological access to the site from the 
surrounding neighborhood and reinforce it as an internally‐oriented mega‐site that sits apart 
from its surroundings. 



• Reduce  elevation  of  the  main  plaza,  particularly  around  the  edges,  so  as  to 
achieve porosity and a more gradual and fluid connections to the streets. Strongly 
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recommend  reducing  the  elevation  to not  more  than  4  feet  above  sidewalk 
grade. This would benefit physical and visual connections to and through the site 
from surrounding sidewalks by allowing  the heads of most adult pedestrians  to 
be above the height of the podium. 



• The provision of above‐grade parking  is a notable contributor  to compromising 
the design of  the project,  specifically  in  forcing an overly abrupt and unnatural 
significant elevation of  the main public spaces  from street  level around  the site 
and creating lengthy inactive and blank building frontages at street level. 



• Consider ways  to  open  up  the  ground  floor  along  Terry  Francois Boulevard  as 
much as possible; consider internal circulation of the theater and the introduction 
of other active uses such as bike storage facilities. 



• The small pavilion building along 3rd Street anchoring the west side of the main 
plaza  is  a positive  gesture  toward  activating  the 3rd  Street edge  and  serving a 
visual foil to the arena. Continue to study its size and positioning relative to sight 
lines and circulation pathways to inadvertent pinch points. 



• Improve  the  South  Street  and  16th  Streets  ground  floor  interface  with  the 
sidewalk; these remain  inactive sides of the site with overly extensive  lengths of 
blank and  inactive walls.   Enhance South Street as a means of pedestrian access 
to the plaza, the arena, and uses along Terry Francois Boulevard (eg market hall). 
This can be accomplished by providing an active edge and creating a wider mid‐
block opening  that aligns with Bridgeview Way. The project  should expect  that 
many  people  heading  directly  from  3rd  Street  (esp.  the  rail  stop)  to  uses  and 
public spaces along Terry Francois Boulevard will walk along South Street.  



• As currently designed, much of the space at corner of the South and 3rd Streets is 
dedicated  to  ramps  and  stairs,  resulting  in  a  lack  of  non‐circulation  space  for 
queuing and gathering.   To better accommodate  surges of  transit users before 
and after events explore the following: 



a) Reduction of the main plaza elevation to eliminate or minimize the extent 
of ramps and stairs at or near the corner to create a larger forecourt and 
reservoir  space  for pedestrians and  to provide a more  fluid  connection 
for pedestrians to the Plaza level. This may involve adjusting the building 
location. 



b) Street  enhancements  to  the  South  Street  southern  sidewalk  that may 
help create a more welcoming alternative access to the plaza and arena. 
The mid‐block connection of the Plaza to South Street should be widened 
to further accommodate this access. 



• Further  explore  a  means  of  creating  a  significant,  memorable,  and  useful 
termination to Illinois Street, as both a visual terminus of the view corridor and as 
a circulation spine for pedestrians and bikes. Explore shifting and minimizing the 
width of the combined garage and  loading entrance along 16th Street. Consider 
adding additional major pedestrian connection mid‐block on 16th  in the vicinity 
of Illinois Street that connects from the main plaza to the west of the driveway in 
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order  to avoid pedestrian conflicts with  the driveway and provide a direct path 
for those headed south/southwest. At present the only connection to 16th Street 
(the ramp through the atrium) is directionally pointed eastward along 16th Street 
on the east side of the driveway. Ensure that the pedestrian connection from 16th 
to  the main  plaza,  at  present  designed  as  a  covered  “atrium,”  is  generously 
dimensioned and configured/sited to be a welcoming and obvious public passage. 
Furthermore, provide more  legible  and noticeable building design  and massing 
response  to  the  Illinois Street  termination  that  includes a recognizable break or 
distinction between the office building and the arena.   



• Continue  to develop and enhance  the “tower/viewing platform” element at the 
northwest corner of the site to provide a physical landmark element and unique 
public amenity.  



• While  there  is  every  confidence  that  the  architecture  framing  the  southeast 
corner forecourt will be iconic, the strong relationship with the major park (P22) 
across Terry Francois Blvd has not been yet been demonstrated.  The plaza size is 
appropriate, though attention will need to be paid to ensure that it is not simply 
leftover space between the buildings and the streets that define it.  



• As you move into the schematic design phase, ensure that the exterior design of 
the various components of the projects (two office buildings, arena, and market 
hall) are designed  such  that  they work  together, but also visually appear  to be 
distinct  parts  of  a whole.    The  arena  and  office  buildings  especially  should  be 
designed such that their appearances are expressly distinct from each other.   












415-749-2516 (direct)
http://www.sfredevelopment.org/


PLEASE NOTE I WILL BE OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014


-----Original Message-----
From: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 10:43 AM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Teeny edits


OK with your edits, though on the parking issue I would like add a more clarifying note in the first
section that provision of above-grade parking specifically is currently compromising the design of the
project, specifically in forcing the unnatural elevation of the main public spaces and creation of lengthy
inactive/blank frontages at street level. This ties the issue directly to our issues with the design rather
than the number of spaces.
Also, since Peter sent his comments subsequently, I will incorporate some of those and send it back to
you two for review shortly.


-----Original Message-----
From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 10:25 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Subject: Teeny edits


Hi Josh and Catherine,


This looks great and nearly ready to go.


I don't like the few times that we tell the Warriors to work with SFMTA. That should be assumed and it
feels pedantic and I'd like those 3-4 clauses removed. I'd also like to remove the clause that says keep
parking to a minimum. We know what the parking is and it's not going to change and that phase is
going to create ill will. So:


Please remove the clause, "Coordinate with the SFMTA," from section 2 bullet 2.


Please remove the clause, "Keep on-site parking to a minimum," from section 2 bullet 3.


Please remove the clause "Work closely with the SFMTA" later in the same paragraph.


Please remove the clause "Coordinate with SFMTA" in bullet 6. (But OK to keep SFMTA recommends
reaching out to bike coalition.)


Unless I missed other examples of directing the Warriors to work with SFMTA (which you should go
ahead as edit out) that's it!


This is a really strong and helpful memo. Thanks for all your work on it.



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/






From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Bohee, Tiffany (OCII)
Cc: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: RE: Following up
Date: Monday, July 07, 2014 4:00:00 PM


Thanks – you will see my other email that they went ahead without the quote (but with one they
shouldn’t have).
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Tiffany.Bohee@sfgov.org [mailto:Tiffany.Bohee@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, July 07, 2014 4:00 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Cc: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: Re: Following up
 
The quote is fine, though there is a typo.  I think you meant to write "that are under
construction...."


Tiffany Bohee
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure
415.749.2588


On Jul 7, 2014, at 2:52 PM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Tiffany – we received a call from Annie today about one of the items on the CAC
agenda, which is a secondary use for a proposed yoga studio (made our declaration of
“for background only and not for attribution” – agenda attached.  As we explained to
Annie, both staff and the applicant would prefer to wait until at least after the CAC
agenda to make any statements on this since we do not want the community to feel it
is a done deal without their input.  That said, we have also said that it appears to be a
good use for the site (we think the reason an “aerobic studio” requires a secondary
use in this site is because in the 90’s aerobic studios were leg warmers and loud music
(vs. a yoga studio, that generally is pretty quiet).
 
It sounds like they are looking for a lead into a story about MB retail and were hoping
for this to be the start.  We don’t know what the spin of the story is going to be
otherwise.  She did ask if you could provide a quote for the retail article.  I’ve taken a
stab at one for you if you want to provide it.  Sounds like the deadline was going to be
today.
 



mailto:tiffany.bohee@sfgov.org

mailto:lila.hussain@sfgov.org

http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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“Retail space in Mission Bay is experiencing increased interest due to the wave of new
residents arriving with the over 1,000 residential units are under construction in
Mission Bay, and further driven by the proposed Warriors arena project and recent
sales of the remaining office properties in the southern portion of Mission Bay,” said
Tiffany Bohee, executive director for San Francisco’s Office of Community Investment
and Infrastructure.
 
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: Hussain, Lila (OCII) 
Sent: Monday, July 07, 2014 12:21 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: FW: Following up
 
 
 


From: Annie Sciacca [mailto:asciacca@bizjournals.com] 
Sent: Monday, July 07, 2014 12:18 PM
To: Hussain, Lila (OCII)
Subject: Following up
 
Hey Lila — Annie at the Business Times here, just wanted to follow up and confirm my
email address for  the one pager you mentioned you would send over about the yoga
studio coming to Mission Bay. I also forgot to ask — is there any news on who will take
over the restaurant space in the Alexandria building? Would love to hear that as soon
as that comes out, our readers will definitely be interested in it. 


Thanks!


Annie


--
Annie Sciacca
San Francisco Business Times
275 Battery Street, Ste. 940
San Francisco, CA 94111
Office: (415) 288-4929 | Cell: (925) 389-7223
asciacca@bizjournals.com



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/
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sanfranciscobusinesstimes.com


<July 10 2014 MBCAC Agenda.pdf>
 



http://sanfranciscobusinesstimes.com/






From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: Teeny edits
Date: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 10:54:00 AM


Thanks, both.  Looks good.  Josh - it sounds like you are going to do the final clean-up, but let me
know if you are expecting/want me to do anything.  I'm at my desk for a bit.


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014


-----Original Message-----
From: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 10:43 AM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Teeny edits


OK with your edits, though on the parking issue I would like add a more clarifying note in the first
section that provision of above-grade parking specifically is currently compromising the design of the
project, specifically in forcing the unnatural elevation of the main public spaces and creation of lengthy
inactive/blank frontages at street level. This ties the issue directly to our issues with the design rather
than the number of spaces.
Also, since Peter sent his comments subsequently, I will incorporate some of those and send it back to
you two for review shortly.


-----Original Message-----
From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 10:25 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Subject: Teeny edits


Hi Josh and Catherine,


This looks great and nearly ready to go.


I don't like the few times that we tell the Warriors to work with SFMTA. That should be assumed and it
feels pedantic and I'd like those 3-4 clauses removed. I'd also like to remove the clause that says keep
parking to a minimum. We know what the parking is and it's not going to change and that phase is
going to create ill will. So:


Please remove the clause, "Coordinate with the SFMTA," from section 2 bullet 2.


Please remove the clause, "Keep on-site parking to a minimum," from section 2 bullet 3.


Please remove the clause "Work closely with the SFMTA" later in the same paragraph.


Please remove the clause "Coordinate with SFMTA" in bullet 6. (But OK to keep SFMTA recommends
reaching out to bike coalition.)



mailto:joshua.switzky@sfgov.org
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Unless I missed other examples of directing the Warriors to work with SFMTA (which you should go
ahead as edit out) that's it!


This is a really strong and helpful memo. Thanks for all your work on it.








From: Clarke Miller
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW 7/30 CEQA meeting
Date: Monday, July 28, 2014 4:33:54 PM


Chris, there’s a chance the outcome of Wednesday’s baseline conversation will inform our analysis
for our AB 900 application, so on second thought, it would be useful to have Catherine from Environ
participate Wednesday if you don’t mind. Please let me know.
Thanks,
Clarke
 
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) [mailto:chris.kern@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Monday, July 28, 2014 2:34 PM
To: Michael Keinath; Catherine Mukai (cmukai@environcorp.com) (cmukai@environcorp.com)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Clarke Miller; Paul Mitchell (PMitchell@esassoc.com); Joyce Hsiao
(joyce@orionenvironment.com)
Subject: GSW 7/30 CEQA meeting
 
Hi Michael and Catherine,
We are not planning to discuss the Air Quality SOW at the GSW meeting this Wednesday, so you
don’t need to attend.
 
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: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: Teeny edits
Date: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 11:57:34 AM
Attachments: Warriors Mission Bay Design Review Notes Draft_Final.doc


Here is my final version. I would appreciate another set of eyes to skim it and make sure I didn't miss
some formatting or editing thing. I made one notable change to the memo, which was to move the
major discussion in the intro to become a preamble to the "Specific Comments" section which was
actually my original intent. I don't think it dilutes the message, but I'm open to moving it back. There
was something a little awkward to me about putting it up at the very intro to the letter. You probably
should turn off track changes to read it - at this point it all looks red and confusing if you read with
track changes visible.
Let me know how we should go about transmitting it.
-j


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 10:54 AM
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: Teeny edits


Thanks, both.  Looks good.  Josh - it sounds like you are going to do the final clean-up, but let me
know if you are expecting/want me to do anything.  I'm at my desk for a bit.


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014


-----Original Message-----
From: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 10:43 AM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Teeny edits


OK with your edits, though on the parking issue I would like add a more clarifying note in the first
section that provision of above-grade parking specifically is currently compromising the design of the
project, specifically in forcing the unnatural elevation of the main public spaces and creation of lengthy
inactive/blank frontages at street level. This ties the issue directly to our issues with the design rather
than the number of spaces.
Also, since Peter sent his comments subsequently, I will incorporate some of those and send it back to
you two for review shortly.


-----Original Message-----
From: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 10:25 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Subject: Teeny edits
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July 30, 2014



To:

Strada Development Group, Golden State Warriors


From: 
Planning Department, OCII, and SFMTA staff:



Joshua Switzky and David Winslow (Planning)



Catherine Reilly and Pedro Arce (OCII)



Peter Albert and Erin Miller (SFMTA)



CC:

Tiffany Bohee (OCII), John Rahaim (Planning), Ed Rieskin (SFMTA), and Jennifer 


Matz (OEWD)


RE:

Urban Design of Mission Bay Blocks 29-32 (Warriors Arena project)


Following are both high-level principles related to the design and programming of the site as well as more detailed specific reflections on the evolution of the project design as presented to the Planning Department, OCII, SFMTA, and OEWD as of July 22, 2014.  The majority of these comments have been provided verbally during our prior meetings.





We appreciate the efforts of the design team to respond to City/OCII comments to date and look forward to continuing the good working relationship that has been established with City/OCII staff in shaping this important project for the City.


General Principles



The following outlines the high-level principles that should be the basis of the overall design of the Warriors Arena/Block 29-32 project. 


1. Respect the urban character of San Francisco. Design buildings and open spaces that fit their context and respect the scale of the surroundings.


· The Mission Bay grid consists of blocks that are consistent with the fabric of San Francisco. The street pattern provides legibility and view corridors, while moderating the scale of development. While the footprint of the arena may not allow for implementation of the exact alignment of ROWs (“varas”) per the Mission Bay Plan, the arena project site design must both respect and respond to these alignments as they relate to varas/streets that terminate at the site. The project should create an alternative through-site circulation and porosity (not necessarily vehicular) that achieves the spirit and intent of these planned grid extensions. Where  streets or paths (eg, Bridgeview Way, Illinois Street, UCSF Campus Lane), intersect or terminate at the project site, the site and building design (particularly the arena itself) should continue or terminate these vistas and circulation spines with useful and significant architectural and public realm responses.


· The project should strive to be a seamless extension of the neighborhood public realm and accessible to the general public at all normal hours. The site should physically and psychologically invite casual daily usage by area residents, workers and non-arena patrons as an extension of the neighborhood. 


· The architecture should avoid any overt “theming” or prominent branding of the site as a whole, its public spaces, signage, or its retail components. 


· The arena, open spaces and other buildings should be a part of the urban pattern, with similar relationships to the adjacent streets as other buildings. Public spaces should be deliberate and well defined, and the buildings should have a direct and urban relationship to most of the streets around the site, that respects the streetwall along its edges. 


· The project should create an active interface with the public streets by providing: 1) public spaces that have adjacent activating uses; and 2) active commercial uses at the street level which improve the pedestrian environment. The project should avoid blank and high walls.


· Screen automobile parking from view on all visible frontages by wrapping it with active uses. Any above-grade parking should not compromise the pedestrian experience, including both around the perimeter of the site (eg ground floor/sidewalk interface) or within the site.


· Office buildings, retail components and other non-arena buildings should be sited and designed (along with adjoining public spaces and circulation) so as feel like they are responsive to and part of the broader fabric of the neighborhood and the City, and not only responsive to their relationship to the arena.


2. Design project to be transit-, bicycle-, and pedestrian-oriented.



· Accommodate space and comfort needs of major pedestrian flows to and from the light rail stop at 3rd/South Street, as well as to the 3rd/Mariposa station to the south. Also, consider other major pedestrian desire lines and provide seamless connections from existing streets connecting to or terminating at the site (eg Illinois Street, Bridgeview Way. 


· Study the circulation and operations of all relevant transportation systems, for both daily usage and arena events, to maximize walking, bicycling, taxi and transit access.  Clearly define access and staging/storage locations for private limo, para-transit and charter bus/shuttles.  


· Consider the potential for a future ferry landing at the terminus of 16th Street, and plan public space in a manner that could accommodate passengers who are alighting or embarking, and design this space as part of the overall site plan and building design.


· Design on-site parking to be shared to serve both the commercial uses and the arena.  Parking facility entries should be carefully evaluated for their potential impact on the adjacent transit, pedestrian or bicycle networks.  Organize access points in a way that will be the most effect and the least disruptive to the surrounding network, especially during large events where there will be peak arrival and departure times at the facility.


· Explore shared use of existing and planned parking facilities in the greater Mission Bay area to minimize the need for additional automobile parking.  These facilities have capacity during evenings and weekends when arena events occur. Some facilities to investigate include the existing facilities in UCSF (various structures), Block 27, Block 28 (Old Navy) and Block X4 (409-499 Illinois Street), the Giants’ planned parking facility on Seawall Lot 337, as well as facilities further away.



· 


· Minimize the number of driveways into the facility, and minimize their widths. Coordinate the visual appearance of driveways into the context of the adjacent sidewalks while ensuring a safe visual and physical separation. 


· Plan for significant bicycle transportation to both the arena and other site uses. Note that Planning Code has recently-adopted minimum standards for on-site bike valet for visitors for arenas/large venues, and this should be considered as a benchmark. Consider reaching out to the San Francisco Bicycle Coalition (SFBC) as an experienced operator of large valet operations for events. Coordinate with the City to include/sponsor/plan for City Bike Share facilities and other bike parking distributed throughout the site. Bike parking could be located and designed as an active use on Terry Francois Boulevard and 16th Street.


3. Design project as a major civic facility with public amenity.


· The project design should engage the public and demonstrate a civic spirit. The building and public open spaces should strive to become gathering spots providing public amenity for people who are not attending events within the arena and also when no events are occurring.  


· The site and arena, should open to the public and include programmatic features that provide public amenity could include: recreation, sustainability (eg water, energy, habitat, urban agriculture), ability for non-ticket holders to see inside the main space of the arena, public art, and other ways to inhabit or interact in a tactile or sensory way with the building and its landscape. Local examples include: the viewing tower and free interior and exterior circulation areas at the DeYoung Museum; the 5-acre park on the roof of the Transbay Transit Center; the outfield free viewing arcade at the Giants ballpark; and the upper level accessible ramp view areas in the prior Pier 30-32 arena proposal. 


· Program the site and its public open spaces such that it serves the needs of the immediate neighborhood, the city, and the region. Consider passive and active activities such as walking, sitting, biking, outdoor courts, observation, and eating. Also consider the design of spaces, public art, and amenities that would be attractive for children.


· Strive for 24-hour activity and interest. Achieve this through a dramatic balance of siting, building, and public accommodation that welcomes and draws people in whether the arena is in use or not, and that therefore does not need to depend on restaurant or retail use to achieve a comforting level of activity. Specifically, the site uses should add a heightened level of activity to an already lively place. 


· Strive for a mix of retail and other uses that relies upon and showcases local businesses or some new niche that satisfies local needs. Place local-serving, local business uses in the street frontages.


· The arena should have a distinctive and expressive roof design and the roofscape should be deliberately designed as a “fifth façade” since the arena will also be viewed from above (eg from Potrero Hill).


4. Design public space to respond and connect to the surrounding public landscape and environment. 


· Provide iconic public forecourt(s) to the arena that serve as a memorable point of orientation and meeting places.



· Provide strong visual access and physical connections to the water.



· Provide multiple levels of public space that offer a variety of vantage points.



· Provide the highest levels of ecologically sustainable design. Provide an honest, visible demonstration of sustainability and sustainable design principles, including strong connection to the water and environmental processes.



Specific Comments



Applying the General Principles identified above, the following are specific comments related to the design concept presented to OCII/City staff as of July 22.  The comments below do not reflect any changes after the July 22 design.


Overall, while there have been major improvements in the design since we began working with your design team, we feel that the current site design, particularly the public spaces and pedestrian circulation along the perimeter of the project, still does not sufficiently or successfully integrate the site in a seamless and organic way with the neighborhood or invite the kind of casual and day-to-day use that will be necessary to make the project successful.  


Specifically of concern is the 8+-foot elevation rise of the main plaza from adjacent streets, along with the limited physical and visual connections along the perimeter of the site.   The resultant datum that puts public spaces and building activity above pedestrian eye level surrounding the site will limit the visual, physical and psychological access to the site from the surrounding neighborhood and reinforce it as an internally-oriented mega-site that sits apart from its surroundings.


· Reduce elevation of the main plaza, particularly around the edges, so as to achieve porosity and a more gradual and fluid connections to the streets. Strongly recommend reducing the elevation to not more than 4 feet above sidewalk grade. This would benefit physical and visual connections to and through the site from surrounding sidewalks by allowing the heads of most adult pedestrians to be above the height of the podium.


· The provision of above-grade parking is a notable contributor to compromising the design of the project, specifically in forcing an overly abrupt and unnatural significant elevation of the main public spaces from street level around the site and creating lengthy inactive and blank building frontages at street level.


· Consider ways to open up the ground floor along Terry Francois Boulevard as much as possible; consider internal circulation of the theater and the introduction of other active uses such as bike storage facilities.



· The small pavilion building along 3rd Street anchoring the west side of the main plaza is a positive gesture toward activating the 3rd Street edge and serving a visual foil to the arena. Continue to study its size and positioning relative to sight lines and circulation pathways to inadvertent pinch points.



· Improve the South Street and 16th Streets ground floor interface with the sidewalk; these remain inactive sides of the site with overly extensive lengths of blank and inactive walls.  Enhance South Street as a means of pedestrian access to the plaza, the arena, and uses along Terry Francois Boulevard (eg market hall). This can be accomplished by providing an active edge and creating a wider mid-block opening that aligns with Bridgeview Way. The project should expect that many people heading directly from 3rd Street (esp. the rail stop) to uses and public spaces along Terry Francois Boulevard will walk along South Street. 



· As currently designed, much of the space at corner of the South and 3rd Streets is dedicated to ramps and stairs, resulting in a lack of non-circulation space for queuing and gathering.  To better accommodate surges of transit users before and after events explore the following:


a) Reduction of the main plaza elevation to eliminate or minimize the extent of ramps and stairs at or near the corner to create a larger forecourt and reservoir space for pedestrians and to provide a more fluid connection for pedestrians to the Plaza level. This may involve adjusting the building location.



b) Street enhancements to the South Street southern sidewalk that may help create a more welcoming alternative access to the plaza and arena. The mid-block connection of the Plaza to South Street should be widened to further accommodate this access.



· Further explore a means of creating a significant, memorable, and useful termination to Illinois Street, as both a visual terminus of the view corridor and as a circulation spine for pedestrians and bikes. Explore shifting and minimizing the width of the combined garage and loading entrance along 16th Street. Consider adding additional major pedestrian connection mid-block on 16th in the vicinity of Illinois Street that connects from the main plaza to the west of the driveway in order to avoid pedestrian conflicts with the driveway and provide a direct path for those headed south/southwest. At present the only connection to 16th Street (the ramp through the atrium) is directionally pointed eastward along 16th Street on the east side of the driveway. Ensure that the pedestrian connection from 16th to the main plaza, at present designed as a covered “atrium,” is generously dimensioned and configured/sited to be a welcoming and obvious public passage. Furthermore, provide more legible and noticeable building design and massing response to the Illinois Street termination that includes a recognizable break or distinction between the office building and the arena.  


· 


· Continue to develop and enhance the “tower/viewing platform” element at the northwest corner of the site to provide a physical landmark element and unique public amenity. 



· While there is every confidence that the architecture framing the southeast corner forecourt will be iconic, the strong relationship with the major park (P22) across Terry Francois Blvd has not been yet been demonstrated.  The plaza size is appropriate, though attention will need to be paid to ensure that it is not simply leftover space between the buildings and the streets that define it. 


· As you move into the schematic design phase, ensure that the exterior design of the various components of the projects (two office buildings, arena, and market hall) are designed such that they work together, but also visually appear to be distinct parts of a whole.  The arena and office buildings especially should be designed such that their appearances are expressly distinct from each other.  


�I added the immediately preceding text to address this. I’m OK with the atrium as a concept, provided that it isn’t a little mouse hole opening that is not a seamless or inviting connection, or ties the whole complex together such that the whole 16th street frontage appears as a single building.



�We’re fine with this language.
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Hi Josh and Catherine,


This looks great and nearly ready to go.


I don't like the few times that we tell the Warriors to work with SFMTA. That should be assumed and it
feels pedantic and I'd like those 3-4 clauses removed. I'd also like to remove the clause that says keep
parking to a minimum. We know what the parking is and it's not going to change and that phase is
going to create ill will. So:


Please remove the clause, "Coordinate with the SFMTA," from section 2 bullet 2.


Please remove the clause, "Keep on-site parking to a minimum," from section 2 bullet 3.


Please remove the clause "Work closely with the SFMTA" later in the same paragraph.


Please remove the clause "Coordinate with SFMTA" in bullet 6. (But OK to keep SFMTA recommends
reaching out to bike coalition.)


Unless I missed other examples of directing the Warriors to work with SFMTA (which you should go
ahead as edit out) that's it!


This is a really strong and helpful memo. Thanks for all your work on it.








From: Paul Mitchell
To: Kern, Chris (CPC); Reilly, Catherine (CII); Range, Jessica (CPC)
Cc: Chris Sanchez; Catherine Mukai; Michael Keinath; Karl  Heisler; Gary Oates; Joyce
Subject: RE: GSW AQ issues, comparison of sig thresholds
Date: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 11:00:54 AM
Attachments: Current SF and 1998 AQ Thresholds_ 073014.docx


All:
 
Attached is a slightly revised table summarizing the Air Quality significance thresholds used in the 1998 MB FEIR
and the current Planning Dept protocol, and replaces the table Joyce sent out on July 29.  This will also be shared
with everyone at the GSW CEQA team meeting today.
 
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: Joyce 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 12:42 PM
To: Chris Kern; Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Jessica Range
Cc: Paul Mitchell; Chris Sanchez; Catherine Mukai; Michael Keinath; Karl Heisler; Gary Oates
Subject: GSW AQ issues, comparison of sig thresholds
 
All,
As a follow-up to last week's conference call and for possible use during tomorrow's CEQA
meeting, attached please find a table summarizing the Air Quality significance thresholds
used in the 1998 MB FEIR and the current Planning Dept protocol.


Joyce
-- 
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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[bookmark: _GoBack]Comparison of AQ Thresholds of Significance, 2014 SF Planning Protocol vs. 1998 Mission Bay SEIR, 
with 1998 SEIR Mitigation Measures


			Scenario


			2014 SF Planning Significance Threshold


			1998 Significance Threshold (Plan-Level Analysis in SEIR)


			1998 SEIR Mitigation and Significance Determination





			Construction impacts,
criteria air pollutants (CAP) mass emissions


			•  ROG threshold of 54 lb/day
•  NOx threshold of 54 lb/day
•  PM2.5 threshold of 54 lb/day
•  PM10 threshold of 82 lb/day


			 Dust Control Measures for sites > 4 acres


No CAP threshold (Construction CAPs included in SIP)


			14 BAAQMD dust control measures (MM F.2) 


(LTS)





			Construction impacts, cancer risk and health effects, 
expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations 


			Outside of Air Exposure Zone:


Standard mitigation to get to LTS





Inside an Air Exposure Zone:


•  Cumulative risk contribution of 7 in one million
•  Chronic Hazard Index of 1.0
•  Acute Hazard Index of 1.0


			 None
(DPM identified as a TAC this year)


			None





			Construction impacts, PM2.5  concentrations,
expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations


			Outside of Air Exposure Zone:


Standard Mitigation to get to LTS





Inside an Air Exposure Zone:


•  Cumulative PM2.5 concentration contribution of 0.2 µg/m3 


			 None


			None





			Operational impacts, criteria air pollutants mass emissions


			•  ROG threshold of 10 tpy and 54 lb/day


•  NOx threshold of 10 tpy and 54 lb/day


•  PM2.5 threshold of 10 tpy and 54 lb/day


•  PM10 threshold of 15 tpy and 82 lb/day


			•  ROG threshold of 15 tpy and 80 lb/day


•  NOx threshold of 15 tpy and 80 lb/day


•  PM2.5 threshold None


•  PM10 threshold of 15 tpy and 80 lb/day


			Transportation system management plan  (MM F.1) 


(SU)





			Operational impacts, cancer risk, 
expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations


			In Air Pollution Exposure Zone: 
Cumulative risk contribution of 7 in one million






Outside Air Pollution Exposure Zone: 100 in one million cumulative exposure


			 10 in one million increased cancer risk





Health index contribution of 1


			TAC sources require BAAQMD verification regarding need for a permit. (Does not apply to UCSF, which would do HRA) (F.3) 


Operate meteorological  station (F.4)





Prohibit dry cleaners in residential areas (F.5)


(SU)


Child care buffer zones through BAAQMD and DPH consultation (F.6) 





			Operational impacts, PM2.5  concentrations
expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations


			In Air Pollution Exposure Zone: 0.2 ug/m3 contribution





Outside Air Pollution Exposure Zone: 10 ug/m3 cumulative exposure


			 None


			None





			Clean Air Plan Consistency


			•  Conflict with, or obstruct implementation of the 2010 Clean Air Plan


			· Population growth exceed that in GP


· Increase in vmt > increase in population


			Same as Operational impacts for criteria air pollutant mass emissions (SU)





			Odors


			•  Create objectionable odors that would affect a substantial number of people


			•  Create objectionable odors that would affect a substantial number of people


			No analysis in SEIR or IS, but odors from combined sewer system discussed in RTC under Hydro and WQ (Vol 3, page XII.394).








			Carbon Monoxide (CO)


			24,000 vph screening threshold for urban canyon





Refined thresholds:


9 ppm 8-hour average


20 ppm 1-hour average


			550 ppd proxy screening threshold 





Refined thresholds: 


9 ppm 8-hour average


20 ppm 1-hour average


			Same as operation 


(SU in short term; LTS in 2015)





			Cumulative impacts,


Criteria Air Pollutants (CAP)


			Construction and operation CAP mass emissions thresholds are  cumulatively considerable contributions





			No separate identification


			No separate analysis





			Cumulative impacts, 


Toxic Air Contaminants (TAC),  


Operations and project construction


			In Air Pollution Exposure Zone: 7 in one million is cumulatively considerable contribution





Outside Air Pollution Exposure Zone: 100 in one million cumulative exposure


			No separate threshold


			No analysis





			Cumulative TAC – 


Other project construction


			Qualitative discussion;  TAC estimates for other construction sites generally not available


			No separate threshold


			No analysis





			Greenhouse Gas (GHG) Emissions 


			•  Compliance with Qualified GHG Reduction Strategy


             OR


•  1,100 MT of CO2e/yr 


             OR


•  4.6 MT CO2e/SP/yr (residents+employees)


			None


			No analysis
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Gillett, Gillian (MYR)
Subject: RE: Thursday FTA Tour
Date: Thursday, July 03, 2014 9:35:00 AM
Attachments: MB Project Overview - 1 Page March 2013.pdf


Gillian – here is a one pager with a map.  We also have the more detailed (what is going on on each
parcel) map, but it needs to be updated to reflect the Warriors, etc.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Gillett, Gillian (MYR) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 10:01 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Thursday FTA Tour
 


Why don’t you join us for the first bit? See you at 16th/280/7th at 1:30PM. If you can put together a
one-pager as well, that would be very handy. I’ve been doing these tours quite a bit…
 
Gillian Gillett
Director of Transportation Policy
Office of Mayor Edwin M. Lee
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Pl. 
City Hall, Room 200
San Francisco, CA 94102 
Telephone: (415) 554-4192
Fax: (415) 554-4058
E-mail: gillian.gillett@sfgov.org 


Just dial 3-1-1 
One Call Does It All - City Services Simplified 
24-hours a day, 7 days a week, 365 days a year
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 9:32 AM
To: Gillett, Gillian (MYR)
Subject: Thursday FTA Tour
 
Hi, Gillian – great to hear from you.  I left a VM, but in case email is easier the short answer is I am
available Thursday if you would like me to attend.  Alternatively, I can also get you a one-pager with
a map that describes what is going on in Mission Bay.  Let me know which works best for you and I
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OFFICE OF COMMUNITY INVESTMENT AND INFRASTRUCTURE  



 



 March 2014 



Mission Bay North & South Redevelopment Projects  
 
San Francisco’s new Mission Bay development covers 303 acres of land between the San Francisco Bay 



and Interstate-280.  The Board of Supervisors established the Mission Bay North and South 



Redevelopment Project Areas in November 1998.  Development is controlled through the Redevelopment 



Plans and Designs for Development, Owner Participation Agreements between the Office of Community 



Investment and Infrastructure (OCII), as the Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency, and 



original master developer, Catellus Development Corporation (now held by FOCIL-MB, LLC), and 



Interagency Cooperation Agreements, which commit all City departments to the Mission Bay 



Infrastructure Plans.  



 



Mission Bay is a mixed-use, transit-oriented development that was designated in 2010 by the California 



Department of Housing and Community Development as a Gold State Catalyst Project Community, 



recognizing it being a national model for sustainable growth.  The maximum development program for 



Mission Bay includes: 



• 6,400 housing units, with up to 1,850 (29%) affordable to moderate, low, and very low-income 



households.  OCII sponsored non-profit developers will build  up to 1,515 of the affordable units on 



14.9 acres of land contributed by the master developer in Mission Bay North and South.   



• 4.4 million sq. ft. of high-tech/office/life science/biotechnology commercial space. 



• A new UCSF research campus containing 2.65 million sq. ft. of building space on 43 acres of land 



donated by the master developer and the City. 



• A state-of-the art, 550-bed UCSF medical center serving children, women, and cancer patients. 



• 400,000 sq. ft. of city and neighborhood-serving retail space. 



• A 250-room hotel. 



• 41 acres of new public open space, including parks along Mission Creek and along the bay, plus 8 



acres of open space within the UCSF campus. 



• A new 500-student public school, new public library and new fire and police stations and other 



community facilities. 



The master developer will construct more than $700 million in public infrastructure in Mission Bay, to be 



financed through special assessments and increased property taxes generated by the development.  Upon 



completion, the right-of-way and utility improvements will be accepted for operation and maintenance by 



the City.  OCII will operate the park system, funded by annual assessments against private property in the 



redevelopment areas.  Mission Bay is served by transit by Muni’s new 3
rd



 Street Light Rail system, bus 



lines, and the regional serving Caltrain.  



Mission Bay is expected to create more than 30,000 new permanent jobs, in addition to hundreds of 



ongoing construction jobs. Development began in 2000 and will take place over 20 to 30 years.  Total 



development cost for Mission Bay is expected to reach almost $9 billion. 



To date, 3,917  housing units, including 672 affordable units, have been constructed in Mission Bay.  An 



additional 1050 units are under construction, including 150 affordable units.  More than 1.7 million 



square feet of commercial office and biotechnology lab space has been built.  About 60% of the UCSF 



campus has been developed, including seven research buildings, a campus community center, and a 



university housing development.  More than 15 acres of new non-UCSF parks and open space have also 



been completed.  The first phase of the UCSF medical center is under construction, and is expected to 



open in early 2015. 



Project Manager:  Catherine Reilly, 415-749-2516, catherine.reilly@sfgov.org 



Assistant Project Manager:  Lila Hussain, 415-749-2431, lila.hussain@sfgov.org 
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have put a hold on my calendar in the meantime.
 
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.
 



http://www.sfredevelopment.org/






From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Michael Keinath; Range, Jessica (CPC); Catherine Mukai
Cc: Paul Mitchell; Chris Sanchez (CSanchez@esassoc.com)
Subject: RE: GSW Air Quality Tech Report for SEIR
Date: Friday, July 18, 2014 6:51:46 AM
Attachments: image003.png
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We were planning on just doing a quick check in with you next week to give you a
summary of where thingd are, but agree that the more detailed conversation needs
to be done when we have everyone at the table and have a few more details on
approach. We can defer the discussion until the following Wednesday when we have
the standing EIR meeting and some ith5er staff will back from vacation or keep the
call next week understanding that we will need to contibue the discussion the
following week.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: Michael Keinath
Date:07/17/2014 9:15 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,"Range, Jessica (CPC)" ,Catherine Mukai
Cc: Paul Mitchell ,"Chris Sanchez (CSanchez@esassoc.com)"
Subject: RE: GSW Air Quality Tech Report for SEIR


Hi Catherine and Jessica –
 
Thanks for getting back to us and making time to discuss what will be necessary for the GSW AQ
analysis.  I was talking with Paul Mitchell at ESA today and since they will be doing the final
document, he and his AQ expert, Chris Sanchez, should also be included in the discussion (I have
added them to this message).
 
Paul also mentioned that there is still some discussion as to what form the final document may take. 
Does that need to be decided before we work out the AQ approach?  If not, I propose we keep the


time next Thursday, July 24th at 11 am to discuss.  My colleague, Catherine Mukai, sent out a call-in
number a little earlier this evening.  We can keep it as a call, but if it would be more productive, we
are happy to come to your office to discuss in person.  Please let us know what you prefer.
 
Best,
 
Michael
 
 


Michael Keinath
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T: +1 415 796 1934
mkeinath@environcorp.com
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 6:15 PM
To: Range, Jessica (CPC); Michael Keinath; Catherine Mukai
Subject: RE: GSW Air Quality Tech Report for SEIR
 
It looks like next Thursday is the best overlap.  We can talk between 10.30-1 and 2-4.30.  Let us
know when works.  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: Range, Jessica (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 6:07 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Michael Keinath (mkeinath@environcorp.com); Catherine Mukai
Subject: FW: GSW Air Quality Tech Report for SEIR
 
Hello Catherine,
 
As per Chris’ email below, he has requested that I coordinate with you and Environ on the Warriors
SOW.  Please let me know how I can be of assistance. It sounds as though Environ would like to
discuss via conference call.  I am free tomorrow before 11:30, Monday after 1PM, and all day
Wednesday and Thursday next week (Not Available next Tuesday).
 
 
Regards,
 
 
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 
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From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 16, 2014 3:14 PM
To: Range, Jessica (CPC)
Subject: FW: GSW Air Quality Tech Report for SEIR
 
Hi Jessica,
Can you coordinate with Catherine Reilly at OCII and Environ on the Warriors project air quality
SOW? I’ll be out tomorrow through next Wednesday, back on 7/24, but go ahead without me if you
want. 
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: Michael Keinath [mailto:mkeinath@environcorp.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 16, 2014 1:53 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Catherine Mukai
Subject: GSW Air Quality Tech Report for SEIR
 
Chris and Catherine,
 
As you may have heard from the Golden State Warriors and ESA, ENVIRON will be preparing
emissions and the HRA for the Air Quality chapter of the GSW SEIR. For the project at Piers 30/32
and SWL 330 we had worked out an approved SOW with EP.  Now that the GSW have shared the
Project Description for the Mission Bay site, are you free for a call to discuss how our scope of work
would change for this new site, including the level of detail you’re looking for in each of the major
components below?
 


1.      Construction
a.      Emissions, including fugitive dust
b.      HRA
c.       Mitigation measures


2.      Operation
a.      Emissions
b.      HRA


3.      Documentation—AQTR?
a.      SEIR to be written by ESA


 
Could we schedule a call to discuss further?  Good times for us are tomorrow from 10-11:30, Friday
from 1 – 3:30, and Monday before 1.  Tuesday and Wednesday I’m at a conference but may be able to
break away as necessary.  Please let us know if there are good times for you all.
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Best,
 
Michael
 
 


Michael Keinath, PE | Principal
ENVIRON International Corporation
201 California Street, Suite 1200 | San Francisco, CA 94111
T: +1 415 796 1934 | F: +1 415 398 5812 | M: +1 510 882 1734
mkeinath@environcorp.com
 
 


This message contains information that may be confidential, privileged or otherwise
protected by law from disclosure. It is intended for the exclusive use of the Addressee(s).
Unless you are the addressee or authorized agent of the addressee, you may not review, copy,
distribute or disclose to anyone the message or any information contained within. If you have
received this message in error, please contact the sender by electronic reply to
email@environcorp.com and immediately delete all copies of the message.


This message contains information that may be confidential, privileged or otherwise
protected by law from disclosure. It is intended for the exclusive use of the
Addressee(s). Unless you are the addressee or authorized agent of the addressee,
you may not review, copy, distribute or disclose to anyone the message or any
information contained within. If you have received this message in error, please
contact the sender by electronic reply to email@environcorp.com and immediately
delete all copies of the message.
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Gillett, Gillian (MYR)
Subject: RE: Thursday FTA Tour
Date: Thursday, July 03, 2014 10:00:00 AM


Sure. See you at 1.30 down in MB.  For any issues/changes/have no idea where I am, my personal
cell is 510-282-9907.
 
Catherine Reilly
Project Manager 
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII) 
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Gillett, Gillian (MYR) 
Sent: Thursday, July 03, 2014 10:00 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Re: Thursday FTA Tour
 
This is great; thank you!
 
Many chance you could print out 2-3 and meet us with them? I'm coming straight from San
Carlos JOB Meeting.


Please pardon my typing; this message via iPhone.
 
Gillian Gillett
Director of Transportation Policy
Office of Mayor Edwin M. Lee
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Pl. 
City Hall, Room 200
San Francisco, CA 94102 
Telephone: (415) 554-4192
Fax: (415) 554-4058
E-mail: gillian.gillett@sfgov.org 


Just dial 3-1-1 
One Call Does It All - City Services Simplified 
24-hours a day, 7 days a week, 365 days a year


On Jul 3, 2014, at 9:36 AM, "Reilly, Catherine (OCII)" <catherine.reilly@sfgov.org> wrote:


Gillian – here is a one pager with a map.  We also have the more detailed (what
is going on on each parcel) map, but it needs to be updated to reflect the
Warriors, etc.


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: Gillett, Gillian (MYR)
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 10:01 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Thursday FTA Tour


Why don’t you join us for the first bit? See you at 16th/280/7th at 1:30PM. If
you can put together a one-pager as well, that would be very handy. I’ve been
doing these tours quite a bit…


Gillian Gillett
Director of Transportation Policy
Office of Mayor Edwin M. Lee
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Pl.
City Hall, Room 200
San Francisco, CA 94102<x-apple-data-detectors://5/0>
Telephone: (415) 554-4192<tel:%28415%29%20554-4192>
Fax: (415) 554-4058<tel:%28415%29%20554-4058>
E-mail: gillian.gillett@sfgov.org<mailto:gillian.gillett@sfgov.org>


Just dial 3-1-1
One Call Does It All - City Services Simplified
24-hours a day, 7 days a week, 365 days a year


From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 9:32 AM
To: Gillett, Gillian (MYR)
Subject: Thursday FTA Tour


Hi, Gillian – great to hear from you.  I left a VM, but in case email is easier the
short answer is I am available Thursday if you would like me to attend.
 Alternatively, I can also get you a one-pager with a map that describes what is
going on in Mission Bay.  Let me know which works best for you and I have put
a hold on my calendar in the meantime.


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.


<MB Project Overview - 1 Page March 2013.pdf>
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From: Michael Keinath
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Range, Jessica (CPC); Catherine Mukai
Cc: Paul Mitchell; Chris Sanchez (CSanchez@esassoc.com)
Subject: RE: GSW Air Quality Tech Report for SEIR
Date: Thursday, July 17, 2014 9:15:46 PM
Attachments: image003.png
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Hi Catherine and Jessica –
 
Thanks for getting back to us and making time to discuss what will be necessary for the GSW AQ
analysis.  I was talking with Paul Mitchell at ESA today and since they will be doing the final
document, he and his AQ expert, Chris Sanchez, should also be included in the discussion (I have
added them to this message).
 
Paul also mentioned that there is still some discussion as to what form the final document may take. 
Does that need to be decided before we work out the AQ approach?  If not, I propose we keep the


time next Thursday, July 24th at 11 am to discuss.  My colleague, Catherine Mukai, sent out a call-in
number a little earlier this evening.  We can keep it as a call, but if it would be more productive, we
are happy to come to your office to discuss in person.  Please let us know what you prefer.
 
Best,
 
Michael
 
 


Michael Keinath
T: +1 415 796 1934
mkeinath@environcorp.com
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 6:15 PM
To: Range, Jessica (CPC); Michael Keinath; Catherine Mukai
Subject: RE: GSW Air Quality Tech Report for SEIR
 
It looks like next Thursday is the best overlap.  We can talk between 10.30-1 and 2-4.30.  Let us
know when works.  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/
 


From: Range, Jessica (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 6:07 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Michael Keinath (mkeinath@environcorp.com); Catherine Mukai
Subject: FW: GSW Air Quality Tech Report for SEIR
 
Hello Catherine,
 
As per Chris’ email below, he has requested that I coordinate with you and Environ on the Warriors
SOW.  Please let me know how I can be of assistance. It sounds as though Environ would like to
discuss via conference call.  I am free tomorrow before 11:30, Monday after 1PM, and all day
Wednesday and Thursday next week (Not Available next Tuesday).
 
 
Regards,
 
 
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: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 16, 2014 3:14 PM
To: Range, Jessica (CPC)
Subject: FW: GSW Air Quality Tech Report for SEIR
 
Hi Jessica,
Can you coordinate with Catherine Reilly at OCII and Environ on the Warriors project air quality
SOW? I’ll be out tomorrow through next Wednesday, back on 7/24, but go ahead without me if you
want. 
Thanks!
 
Chris Kern
Senior Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
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Direct: 415-575-9037 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email:chris.kern@sfgov.org
Web:www.sfplanning.org
 


From: Michael Keinath [mailto:mkeinath@environcorp.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 16, 2014 1:53 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Catherine Mukai
Subject: GSW Air Quality Tech Report for SEIR
 
Chris and Catherine,
 
As you may have heard from the Golden State Warriors and ESA, ENVIRON will be preparing
emissions and the HRA for the Air Quality chapter of the GSW SEIR. For the project at Piers 30/32
and SWL 330 we had worked out an approved SOW with EP.  Now that the GSW have shared the
Project Description for the Mission Bay site, are you free for a call to discuss how our scope of work
would change for this new site, including the level of detail you’re looking for in each of the major
components below?
 


1.      Construction
a.      Emissions, including fugitive dust
b.      HRA
c.       Mitigation measures


2.      Operation
a.      Emissions
b.      HRA


3.      Documentation—AQTR?
a.      SEIR to be written by ESA


 
Could we schedule a call to discuss further?  Good times for us are tomorrow from 10-11:30, Friday
from 1 – 3:30, and Monday before 1.  Tuesday and Wednesday I’m at a conference but may be able to
break away as necessary.  Please let us know if there are good times for you all.
 
Best,
 
Michael
 
 


Michael Keinath, PE | Principal
ENVIRON International Corporation
201 California Street, Suite 1200 | San Francisco, CA 94111
T: +1 415 796 1934 | F: +1 415 398 5812 | M: +1 510 882 1734
mkeinath@environcorp.com
 
 


This message contains information that may be confidential, privileged or otherwise
protected by law from disclosure. It is intended for the exclusive use of the Addressee(s).
Unless you are the addressee or authorized agent of the addressee, you may not review, copy,
distribute or disclose to anyone the message or any information contained within. If you have
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received this message in error, please contact the sender by electronic reply to
email@environcorp.com and immediately delete all copies of the message.


This message contains information that may be confidential, privileged or otherwise
protected by law from disclosure. It is intended for the exclusive use of the
Addressee(s). Unless you are the addressee or authorized agent of the addressee,
you may not review, copy, distribute or disclose to anyone the message or any
information contained within. If you have received this message in error, please
contact the sender by electronic reply to email@environcorp.com and immediately
delete all copies of the message.
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: Thursday meetings
Date: Wednesday, June 18, 2014 2:31:00 PM


Jennifer - do you want to start the meeting 15 minutes later?


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Sent: Wednesday, June 18, 2014 2:25 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: Thursday meetings
Importance: High


Hi Jennifer and Catherine


I'm sorry, everything in City Hall is booked; even the secret conference rooms.  Barring last-minute
room cancellations can this meeting stay at OCII?


Best,


Phillip C. Wong
--
Project Assistant |OEWD
Office: 415-554-6512
Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Sent: Wednesday, June 18, 2014 8:47 AM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: Thursday meetings


Sure - Phillip, do you have a large room that would be good for 20-ish folks?  I don't think we will need
visuals (will bring some maps and tracing paper).


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Sent: Wednesday, June 18, 2014 8:12 AM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Thursday meetings


Hi Phillip and Catherine,


Can we move the Thursday 10am GSW design meeting to City Hall? Several attendees will also be in
the MEL/GSW owners 9am meeting and I except that meeting to run a full hour. It would be helpful to
have both meetings in City Hall.








From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) on behalf of Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: Range, Jessica (CPC); Michael Keinath (mkeinath@environcorp.com); Catherine Mukai
Subject: RE: GSW Air Quality Tech Report for SEIR
Date: Thursday, July 17, 2014 6:14:00 PM
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It looks like next Thursday is the best overlap.  We can talk between 10.30-1 and 2-4.30.  Let us
know when works.  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: Range, Jessica (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 6:07 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Michael Keinath (mkeinath@environcorp.com); Catherine Mukai
Subject: FW: GSW Air Quality Tech Report for SEIR
 
Hello Catherine,
 
As per Chris’ email below, he has requested that I coordinate with you and Environ on the Warriors
SOW.  Please let me know how I can be of assistance. It sounds as though Environ would like to
discuss via conference call.  I am free tomorrow before 11:30, Monday after 1PM, and all day
Wednesday and Thursday next week (Not Available next Tuesday).
 
 
Regards,
 
 
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 
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From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 16, 2014 3:14 PM
To: Range, Jessica (CPC)
Subject: FW: GSW Air Quality Tech Report for SEIR
 
Hi Jessica,
Can you coordinate with Catherine Reilly at OCII and Environ on the Warriors project air quality
SOW? I’ll be out tomorrow through next Wednesday, back on 7/24, but go ahead without me if you
want. 
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: Michael Keinath [mailto:mkeinath@environcorp.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 16, 2014 1:53 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Catherine Mukai
Subject: GSW Air Quality Tech Report for SEIR
 
Chris and Catherine,
 
As you may have heard from the Golden State Warriors and ESA, ENVIRON will be preparing
emissions and the HRA for the Air Quality chapter of the GSW SEIR. For the project at Piers 30/32
and SWL 330 we had worked out an approved SOW with EP.  Now that the GSW have shared the
Project Description for the Mission Bay site, are you free for a call to discuss how our scope of work
would change for this new site, including the level of detail you’re looking for in each of the major
components below?
 


1.      Construction
a.      Emissions, including fugitive dust
b.      HRA
c.       Mitigation measures


2.      Operation
a.      Emissions
b.      HRA


3.      Documentation—AQTR?
a.      SEIR to be written by ESA


 
Could we schedule a call to discuss further?  Good times for us are tomorrow from 10-11:30, Friday
from 1 – 3:30, and Monday before 1.  Tuesday and Wednesday I’m at a conference but may be able to
break away as necessary.  Please let us know if there are good times for you all.
 
Best,
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Michael
 
 


Michael Keinath, PE | Principal
ENVIRON International Corporation
201 California Street, Suite 1200 | San Francisco, CA 94111
T: +1 415 796 1934 | F: +1 415 398 5812 | M: +1 510 882 1734
mkeinath@environcorp.com
 
 


This message contains information that may be confidential, privileged or otherwise
protected by law from disclosure. It is intended for the exclusive use of the Addressee(s).
Unless you are the addressee or authorized agent of the addressee, you may not review, copy,
distribute or disclose to anyone the message or any information contained within. If you have
received this message in error, please contact the sender by electronic reply to
email@environcorp.com and immediately delete all copies of the message.
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: Thursday meetings
Date: Wednesday, June 18, 2014 9:35:00 AM


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: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Sent: Wednesday, June 18, 2014 9:33 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: Thursday meetings


Yes, working on this, Catherine and Jennifer!


Phillip C. Wong
--
Project Assistant |OEWD
Office: 415-554-6512
Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Sent: Wednesday, June 18, 2014 8:47 AM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: Thursday meetings


Sure - Phillip, do you have a large room that would be good for 20-ish folks?  I don't think we will need
visuals (will bring some maps and tracing paper).


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Wednesday, June 18, 2014 8:12 AM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
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Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Thursday meetings


Hi Phillip and Catherine,


Can we move the Thursday 10am GSW design meeting to City Hall? Several attendees will also be in
the MEL/GSW owners 9am meeting and I except that meeting to run a full hour. It would be helpful to
have both meetings in City Hall.








From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) on behalf of Reilly, Catherine (ADM)
To: Range, Jessica (CPC); Michael Keinath (mkeinath@environcorp.com); Catherine Mukai
Subject: RE: GSW Air Quality Tech Report for SEIR
Date: Thursday, July 17, 2014 6:14:00 PM
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It looks like next Thursday is the best overlap.  We can talk between 10.30-1 and 2-4.30.  Let us
know when works.  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: Range, Jessica (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 6:07 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Michael Keinath (mkeinath@environcorp.com); Catherine Mukai
Subject: FW: GSW Air Quality Tech Report for SEIR
 
Hello Catherine,
 
As per Chris’ email below, he has requested that I coordinate with you and Environ on the Warriors
SOW.  Please let me know how I can be of assistance. It sounds as though Environ would like to
discuss via conference call.  I am free tomorrow before 11:30, Monday after 1PM, and all day
Wednesday and Thursday next week (Not Available next Tuesday).
 
 
Regards,
 
 
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 
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From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 16, 2014 3:14 PM
To: Range, Jessica (CPC)
Subject: FW: GSW Air Quality Tech Report for SEIR
 
Hi Jessica,
Can you coordinate with Catherine Reilly at OCII and Environ on the Warriors project air quality
SOW? I’ll be out tomorrow through next Wednesday, back on 7/24, but go ahead without me if you
want. 
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: Michael Keinath [mailto:mkeinath@environcorp.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 16, 2014 1:53 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Catherine Mukai
Subject: GSW Air Quality Tech Report for SEIR
 
Chris and Catherine,
 
As you may have heard from the Golden State Warriors and ESA, ENVIRON will be preparing
emissions and the HRA for the Air Quality chapter of the GSW SEIR. For the project at Piers 30/32
and SWL 330 we had worked out an approved SOW with EP.  Now that the GSW have shared the
Project Description for the Mission Bay site, are you free for a call to discuss how our scope of work
would change for this new site, including the level of detail you’re looking for in each of the major
components below?
 


1.      Construction
a.      Emissions, including fugitive dust
b.      HRA
c.       Mitigation measures


2.      Operation
a.      Emissions
b.      HRA


3.      Documentation—AQTR?
a.      SEIR to be written by ESA


 
Could we schedule a call to discuss further?  Good times for us are tomorrow from 10-11:30, Friday
from 1 – 3:30, and Monday before 1.  Tuesday and Wednesday I’m at a conference but may be able to
break away as necessary.  Please let us know if there are good times for you all.
 
Best,
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Michael
 
 


Michael Keinath, PE | Principal
ENVIRON International Corporation
201 California Street, Suite 1200 | San Francisco, CA 94111
T: +1 415 796 1934 | F: +1 415 398 5812 | M: +1 510 882 1734
mkeinath@environcorp.com
 
 


This message contains information that may be confidential, privileged or otherwise
protected by law from disclosure. It is intended for the exclusive use of the Addressee(s).
Unless you are the addressee or authorized agent of the addressee, you may not review, copy,
distribute or disclose to anyone the message or any information contained within. If you have
received this message in error, please contact the sender by electronic reply to
email@environcorp.com and immediately delete all copies of the message.
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: Thursday meetings
Date: Wednesday, June 18, 2014 8:46:00 AM


Sure - Phillip, do you have a large room that would be good for 20-ish folks?  I don't think we will need
visuals (will bring some maps and tracing paper).


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Wednesday, June 18, 2014 8:12 AM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Thursday meetings


Hi Phillip and Catherine,


Can we move the Thursday 10am GSW design meeting to City Hall? Several attendees will also be in
the MEL/GSW owners 9am meeting and I except that meeting to run a full hour. It would be helpful to
have both meetings in City Hall.
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Michael Keinath; Range, Jessica (CPC); Catherine Mukai
Cc: Paul Mitchell; Chris Sanchez (CSanchez@esassoc.com)
Subject: RE: GSW Air Quality Tech Report for SEIR
Date: Friday, July 18, 2014 6:51:46 AM
Attachments: image003.png
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We were planning on just doing a quick check in with you next week to give you a
summary of where thingd are, but agree that the more detailed conversation needs
to be done when we have everyone at the table and have a few more details on
approach. We can defer the discussion until the following Wednesday when we have
the standing EIR meeting and some ith5er staff will back from vacation or keep the
call next week understanding that we will need to contibue the discussion the
following week.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone


-------- Original message --------
From: Michael Keinath
Date:07/17/2014 9:15 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: "Reilly, Catherine (CII)" ,"Range, Jessica (CPC)" ,Catherine Mukai
Cc: Paul Mitchell ,"Chris Sanchez (CSanchez@esassoc.com)"
Subject: RE: GSW Air Quality Tech Report for SEIR


Hi Catherine and Jessica –
 
Thanks for getting back to us and making time to discuss what will be necessary for the GSW AQ
analysis.  I was talking with Paul Mitchell at ESA today and since they will be doing the final
document, he and his AQ expert, Chris Sanchez, should also be included in the discussion (I have
added them to this message).
 
Paul also mentioned that there is still some discussion as to what form the final document may take. 
Does that need to be decided before we work out the AQ approach?  If not, I propose we keep the


time next Thursday, July 24th at 11 am to discuss.  My colleague, Catherine Mukai, sent out a call-in
number a little earlier this evening.  We can keep it as a call, but if it would be more productive, we
are happy to come to your office to discuss in person.  Please let us know what you prefer.
 
Best,
 
Michael
 
 


Michael Keinath
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T: +1 415 796 1934
mkeinath@environcorp.com
 


From: Reilly, Catherine (CII) [mailto:catherine.reilly@sfgov.org] 
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 6:15 PM
To: Range, Jessica (CPC); Michael Keinath; Catherine Mukai
Subject: RE: GSW Air Quality Tech Report for SEIR
 
It looks like next Thursday is the best overlap.  We can talk between 10.30-1 and 2-4.30.  Let us
know when works.  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: Range, Jessica (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2014 6:07 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Michael Keinath (mkeinath@environcorp.com); Catherine Mukai
Subject: FW: GSW Air Quality Tech Report for SEIR
 
Hello Catherine,
 
As per Chris’ email below, he has requested that I coordinate with you and Environ on the Warriors
SOW.  Please let me know how I can be of assistance. It sounds as though Environ would like to
discuss via conference call.  I am free tomorrow before 11:30, Monday after 1PM, and all day
Wednesday and Thursday next week (Not Available next Tuesday).
 
 
Regards,
 
 
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 
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From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 16, 2014 3:14 PM
To: Range, Jessica (CPC)
Subject: FW: GSW Air Quality Tech Report for SEIR
 
Hi Jessica,
Can you coordinate with Catherine Reilly at OCII and Environ on the Warriors project air quality
SOW? I’ll be out tomorrow through next Wednesday, back on 7/24, but go ahead without me if you
want. 
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: Michael Keinath [mailto:mkeinath@environcorp.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 16, 2014 1:53 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (ADM); Kern, Chris (CPC)
Cc: Catherine Mukai
Subject: GSW Air Quality Tech Report for SEIR
 
Chris and Catherine,
 
As you may have heard from the Golden State Warriors and ESA, ENVIRON will be preparing
emissions and the HRA for the Air Quality chapter of the GSW SEIR. For the project at Piers 30/32
and SWL 330 we had worked out an approved SOW with EP.  Now that the GSW have shared the
Project Description for the Mission Bay site, are you free for a call to discuss how our scope of work
would change for this new site, including the level of detail you’re looking for in each of the major
components below?
 


1.      Construction
a.      Emissions, including fugitive dust
b.      HRA
c.       Mitigation measures


2.      Operation
a.      Emissions
b.      HRA


3.      Documentation—AQTR?
a.      SEIR to be written by ESA


 
Could we schedule a call to discuss further?  Good times for us are tomorrow from 10-11:30, Friday
from 1 – 3:30, and Monday before 1.  Tuesday and Wednesday I’m at a conference but may be able to
break away as necessary.  Please let us know if there are good times for you all.
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Best,
 
Michael
 
 


Michael Keinath, PE | Principal
ENVIRON International Corporation
201 California Street, Suite 1200 | San Francisco, CA 94111
T: +1 415 796 1934 | F: +1 415 398 5812 | M: +1 510 882 1734
mkeinath@environcorp.com
 
 


This message contains information that may be confidential, privileged or otherwise
protected by law from disclosure. It is intended for the exclusive use of the Addressee(s).
Unless you are the addressee or authorized agent of the addressee, you may not review, copy,
distribute or disclose to anyone the message or any information contained within. If you have
received this message in error, please contact the sender by electronic reply to
email@environcorp.com and immediately delete all copies of the message.
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From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: Thursday meetings
Date: Wednesday, June 18, 2014 3:06:00 PM


I will put something 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.


-----Original Message-----
From: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Sent: Wednesday, June 18, 2014 12:01 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: RE: Thursday meetings


Hi Catherine,


Is there an agenda available?


Thanks,


Phillip C. Wong
--
Project Assistant |OEWD
Office: 415-554-6512
Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Sent: Wednesday, June 18, 2014 9:36 AM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: Thursday meetings


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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-----Original Message-----
From: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Sent: Wednesday, June 18, 2014 9:33 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (OCII); Matz, Jennifer (MYR)
Subject: RE: Thursday meetings


Yes, working on this, Catherine and Jennifer!


Phillip C. Wong
--
Project Assistant |OEWD
Office: 415-554-6512
Email: phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Sent: Wednesday, June 18, 2014 8:47 AM
To: Matz, Jennifer (MYR); Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Subject: RE: Thursday meetings


Sure - Phillip, do you have a large room that would be good for 20-ish folks?  I don't think we will need
visuals (will bring some maps and tracing paper).


Catherine Reilly
Project Manager
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII)
   Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City 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: Wednesday, June 18, 2014 8:12 AM
To: Wong, Phillip (MYR)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (OCII)
Subject: Thursday meetings


Hi Phillip and Catherine,


Can we move the Thursday 10am GSW design meeting to City Hall? Several attendees will also be in
the MEL/GSW owners 9am meeting and I except that meeting to run a full hour. It would be helpful to
have both meetings in City Hall.
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From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
To: Kern, Chris (CPC); Paul Mitchell (PMitchell@esassoc.com); Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com)
Cc: Clarke Miller; Mary Murphy
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA SOW
Date: Thursday, July 31, 2014 5:33:00 PM


Sorry- was hoping to finish my review today (only seeing minor corrects on things, such as that there
will not be an OPA amendment as part of this).  Can I get my minor changes to folks on Monday? 
Otherwise, will work on it over the weekend (out tomorrow).


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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, July 31, 2014 5:17 PM
To: Paul Mitchell (PMitchell@esassoc.com); Joyce Hsiao (joyce@orionenvironment.com)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Clarke Miller; Mary Murphy
Subject: GSW CEQA SOW
 
Hi Paul and Joyce,
Please see EP and GSW comments on the SOW in the attached version. Catherine will send any
additional comments from OCII to you directly.
Thanks,
Chris
 
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: Winslow, David (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: Time with GSW design team on 7/24
Date: Thursday, July 24, 2014 1:09:18 PM


No sorry.


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2014 11:42 AM
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC)
Subject: RE: Time with GSW design team on 7/24


Thank you.  David - are you available 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/


-----Original Message-----
From: Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2014 11:36 AM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Winslow, David (CPC)
Subject: RE: Time with GSW design team on 7/24


I cannot, as I have to staff an item at the Rules Committee at the Board today and the item is likely to
happen between 3-5.


-----Original Message-----
From: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2014 11:33 AM
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC)
Subject: FW: Time with GSW design team on 7/24


Josh/David - are you going to be able to meet with the Warriors today?  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: Clarke Miller [mailto:CMiller@stradasf.com]
Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 10:19 PM
To: Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: Reilly, Catherine (CII); Jesse Blout; David Carlock
Subject: Time with GSW design team on 7/24
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Josh, David,
Our design team has been hard at work today responding to the feedback we heard from you
yesterday. We'd be grateful for the opportunity to share our design changes with you while our team is
still in town tomorrow (Thursday). Do you have time available around 3pm or later you could review the
latest SketchUp model with us? We could either host you at the GSW office at 2 Harrison St or spin you
through the model via a video conference.
Thanks,
Clarke


Clarke Miller
Strada Investment Group








From: Kern, Chris (CPC)
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA SOW
Date: Thursday, July 31, 2014 5:15:30 PM


Hi Catherine,
I’m off tomorrow and would like to send my comments to ESA before I leave today (in a few
minutes). Please just go ahead and send any addition comments you have directly to ESA.
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: Reilly, Catherine (CII) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 4:36 PM
To: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: RE: GSW CEQA SOW
 
I didn’t finish my review.  Have a few clean up things (description on MB, etc.) that I will get to you
tomorrow morning.  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 OUT OF THE OFFICE FRIDAY AUGUST 1, 2014
 


From: Kern, Chris (CPC) 
Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 3:21 PM
To: Reilly, Catherine (CII)
Subject: GSW CEQA SOW
 
Hi Catherine,
Here’s the SOW with GSW and EP comments.
 
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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